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reach into third parties’ operations and verify their security procedures.  The LGSEC suggests 
that this provision be eliminated.  It should be sufficient that the requesting entity is contractually 
bound under non-disclosure agreements, as discussed above.   
 
Point #6 – Representation on the proposed “Energy Usage Data Access Advisory Committee” 
should be more equitably distributed.  At minimum, if any committee is established, it must 
include representation from local governments, non-profits, and academic energy researchers.     
 
Point #8 – This format(s) for data provided must be one that allows the receiving entity to 
manipulate the data.  The data must be provided in a format that can be easily transported to 
Excel or a statistical analysis package.  There also must be some quality control over the data 
provided. For example, providing CSV data where fields are missing can create huge challenges 
for the requesting party because those data will not easily transport to analytic tools.  There must 
be a commitment for consistency and clarity in the provision of data.   
 


