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I.
SUMMARY


This Supplemental Order increases the cap on the amount of incentive payments that any one business customer can receive through the Efficiency Maine Business Program for a single efficiency project, from $50,000/year and $100,000 over two years to $100,000/year and $200,000 over two years.
II.
BACKGROUND


On January 18, 2006, the Commission issued its Order Revising Goals, Objectives and Conservation Program Plan, in this docket (the January 18 Order).  Based upon suggestions by many commenters, the Commission extended the cap on the amount of incentive payments that any one business customer can receive through Efficiency Maine’s Business Program for a single efficiency project, from $50,000 to $50,000 over one year and $100,000 over two years. 


During 2006, the Legislature enacted an Act to Encourage Energy Independence for Maine (the Act).  P.L. 2005, ch. 569.  Section 7 of the Act directed the Commission to develop a plan for using revenue from any increase in the assessment on transmission and distribution utilities to fund conservation programs.  Section 7 also directed the Commission to consider whether increases to program funding levels should be used to increase the business program incentive cap established by the Commission’s January 18, 2006 Order.

To assist the Commission in developing a plan and report as called for in the Act, the Commission opened an inquiry into its energy programs to seek stakeholder input on a wide range of issues.  The Inquiry was assigned Docket No. 2006-446.  Many stakeholders suggested an increase to, or even the elimination of, the cap.


On March 9, 2007, the Commission filed its Report to the Legislature’s Utilities and Energy Committee, by which the Commission developed its plan and otherwise carried out its responsibilities under the Act.  In the Report, the Commission stated that, based upon stakeholder’s comments and the recent evaluation of the Business Program, the Commission intended to double the cap on incentive amounts for participating businesses.

III.
DECISION


When the Business Program was first implemented, the Commission imposed a $50,000 per year incentive cap for any single business customer.  The cap was instituted to ensure that the greatest number of customers would be able to participate in the program.  The Commission was told by commenters in this docket, as well as by some larger customers, that the cap was not sufficient for larger customers to initiate large scale efficiency projects at their facilities.  To address this issue, in the January 18, 2006 Order, the Commission allowed customers to combine two year’s incentives into a single project.


The Program experience has shown that there are relatively few projects that trigger the cap (17 as of last month).  The cap May be increased without a significant impact on the number of participants that the program will be able to serve.  Accordingly, the Commission decides to double the existing incentive caps within the Business Program.
Dated at Augusta, Maine, this 6th day of April, 2007.
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NOTICE OF RIGHTS TO REVIEW OR APPEAL


5 M.R.S.A. § 9061 requires the Public Utilities Commission to give each party to an adjudicatory proceeding written notice of the party's rights to review or appeal of its decision made at the conclusion of the adjudicatory proceeding.  The methods of review or appeal of PUC decisions at the conclusion of an adjudicatory proceeding are as follows:


1.
Reconsideration of the Commission's Order may be requested under Section 1004 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure (65-407 C.M.R.110) within 20 days of the date of the Order by filing a petition with the Commission stating the grounds upon which reconsideration is sought.


2.
Appeal of a final decision of the Commission may be taken to the Law Court by filing, within 21 days of the date of the Order, a Notice of Appeal with the Administrative Director of the Commission, pursuant to 35-A M.R.S.A. § 1320(1)-(4) and the Maine Rules of Appellate Procedure.


3.
Additional court review of constitutional issues or issues involving the justness or reasonableness of rates may be had by the filing of an appeal with the Law Court, pursuant to 35-A M.R.S.A. § 1320(5).

Note:
The attachment of this Notice to a document does not indicate the Commission's view that the particular document may be subject to review or appeal.  Similarly, the failure of the Commission to attach a copy of this Notice to a document does not indicate the Commission's view that the document is not subject to review or appeal.







� School districts are eligible to participate in the Business Program.





