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Introduction

Welcome to the sixth edition of the NLLP (Natural Legal Language Processing) Workshop, co-located
with the 2024 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing.
Different industrial sectors have embraced natural language processing (NLP) technologies, which have
altered services and products in healthcare, finance, education among others. The legal domain, in parti-
cular, stands as a promising frontier for the exploration of interesting research problems. Electronic tools
have become increasingly integral in the practice of law, with their usage projected to undergo exponen-
tial growth. By its very nature, the practice of law necessarily involves the analysis and interpretation of
language. The potential for NLP applications to provide benefit to practitioners of law and consumers of
legal services around the world is enormous.
We organized this workshop to bring together researchers, practitioners, policy makers from around the
world who develop NLP techniques within the legal domain. This is an exciting opportunity to expand
the boundaries of our field by identifying new problems and exploring new data as it interacts with the
full inventory of NLP and machine learning approaches. In this spirit, the Organizing and Program
Committee was assembled to include researchers from both academia and industry, from NLP and legal
backgrounds.
We were interested in the following types of papers: (1) applications of NLP methods to legal tasks;
(2) experimental results using and adapting NLP methods in legal documents; (3) descriptions of new
legal tasks for NLP; (4) creation of curated and/or annotated resources; (5) descriptions of systems which
use NLP technologies for legal text; (6) industrial research in this area and (7) interdisciplinary position
papers.
In addition, this year we introduced The LegalLens Shared Task, organized by Darrow.ai in collabora-
tion with the NLLP2024 workshop including two shared sub-tasks: Sub-Task A. Legal Named Entity
Recognition (L-NER): Given possible online media text (review), determine or extract legal entities such
as violation,"violation by,"violation on,and law.Sub-Task B. Legal Natural Language Inference (L-NLI):
Given a premise summarizing a class action complaint and a hypothesis from an online media text, de-
termine if the relationship is entailed, contradicted, or neutral, indicating any association between the
review and the complaint. A total of 87 individual users grouped in 38 teams participated in the shared
task, out of which the seven highest-scoring teams were elected to write a system description paper. Most
of the teams participated in both sub-tasks.
We once again received an exceptionally high number of submissions. In total, we received 68 submis-
sions on our direct submission website, out of which we accepted 26 for an acceptance rate of 38%. We
also received 5 ARR (ACL Rolling Review) commitments -papers that have received reviews and meta-
review via the ARR system- of which we accepted 2 for publication. Overall, we accepted 28 papers out
of 73 submissions (overall acceptance rate remains 38%) All papers were reviewed by at least 3 members
of the Program Committee, one of whom was usually a legal scholar. In addition, we also offered a venue
for presentation for 5 papers accepted to the Findings of EMNLP 2024 on the above topics. Finally, the
proceedings feature 7 system description papers for the shared task as well as one paper that describes
the shared task, for a total of 41 papers. All papers except shared task descriptions were invited to have
an oral presentation, either in-person or remote and all papers were invited to participate in the poster
session.
The papers cover a wide range of topics including new data sets for legal NLP, position papers on open
legal NLP issues, legal perspectives on NLP topics, as well as applications of NLP tasks to legal docu-
ments including retrieval, information extraction, generation, legal judgement prediction and statutory
reasoning. Again we saw a number of papers explore the use of Large Language Models (LLMs) in the
legal domain spanning from fundamental questions to usage methods and applications such as prompting
strategies, chain-of-thought applications in retrieval tasks or e-discovery. We note in particular a focus on
language model evaluation this year and new legal corpora that we hope will lead to a synergy promoting
better modeling and better testing on legal texts going forward.
We thank our invited speaker Omri Ben-Shahar, who is the Leo and Eileen Herzel Professor of Law, and
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Kearney Director and founder of the Coase-Sandor Institute for Law and Economics at the University of
Chicago Law School for accepting our invitation. In the tradition of past NLLP workshops, the invited
speaker is a legal scholar with an interest in empirical methods for legal analysis including NLP methods.
His talk is entitled Privacy Protection, At What Cost?which aims to challenge the adequacy of the data
privacy protection paradigm and expose the harms to society that certain privacy-fueled protections may
cause.
We thank everyone who expressed interest in the workshop, all authors of submitted papers, members
of the Program Committee who did an excellent job at reviewing papers given a short turnaround time,
everyone attending the workshop and the EMNLP 2024 conference for hosting us and the workshop. We
thank our sponsors – Bloomberg and the European Research Council Starting Grant project HUMANads
– for their contributions.
The NLLP Workshop organizers.
http://nllpw.org
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Keynote Talk
Privacy Protection, At What Cost?

Omri Ben-Shahar
University of Chicago Law School

Abstract: Data privacy protection is the dominant paradigm in the regulation of the digital economy. In
this keynote lecture, University of Chicago Law Professor Omri Ben-Shahar challenges the adequacy of
the data privacy paradigm. He argues that it fails to capture the most worrisome harms—what he calls
’data pollution’—which are inflicted against public rather than private interests. He further demonstrates
that privacy-fueled restrictions on valuable data technologies impose a large, mostly unrecognized, har-
ms on society.

Bio: Omri Ben-Shahar earned his PhD in Economics and SJD from Harvard in 1995 and his BA and LLB
from the Hebrew University in 1990. Before coming to Chicago, he was the Kirkland & Ellis Professor
of Law and Economics at the University of Michigan. Prior to that, he taught at Tel-Aviv University, was
a member of Israel’s Antitrust Court, and clerked at the Supreme Court of Israel. He teaches contracts,
sales, trademark law, insurance law, consumer law, sales law, e-commerce, food law, law and economics,
and game theory and the law. He writes primarily in the fields of contract law and consumer protection.
He is the co-author of Personalized Law: Different Rules for Different People (Oxford 2021, with Ariel
Porat) and More Than You Wanted to Know: The Failure of Mandated Disclosure (Princeton 2014, with
Carl Schneider). Professor Ben-Shahar is the Kearney Director of the Coase-Sandor Institute for Law
and Economics. He is also the Co-Reporter for the American Law Institute’s Restatement of Consumer
Contracts.
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