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Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
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(FBI) 
HEREIN" "IS" " UMCLÀS 5TFIED' 
DATE 11-20-2007 BY l l i l 

ThnroH^w » ^ h OQ 0007 0 ^ p M 

[SE) (FBI) 
l-W: N^L Question 1 

Original M e s s s « ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
From: | [(FBI) 

•w c Sent: Tuesday. October 31. ZQ06 S.3 AM 
To: I [FBI) 

• b 7 C Subject: 1 hW: Nt>L Question 1 

b 2 
UNCLASSIFIED 

D / E NON-RECORD 

.fo 5 Original M e s s a f l ^ 
l r From: I I (OGC) (FBI) 

u ' ' Sent: ^ n g 5 : 0o AM 
h 2 To: (SE) (FBI) 

KI 

UNCLASSIFIED 

j ^ g Subject: Kt: imsl Question 

NON-RECORD 

-Ori gi nal̂ dessacifii 
[(FBI) 

sent: Mnnrlav. Urfnhpr -ill. JMMl PM 
To: I |(OGC) (FBI) 
Subject: NbL Question 

UNCLASSIFIED 
NON-RECORD 

We sent an NSL to an ISP for header information. The NSL requested info from Feb 2005 till 
Feb 2006. The info we received was from Feb 05 through Oct 06. I recall that previously you 
sent out guidance that in this type of a situation we could simply send another NSL for the 
additional period (here March 06 through Oct 06) provided that it is relevant to the 
investigation (it is) and not have to report any type of potential IOB. Is this still good policy? 
Thanks! 
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