
 

 
TESTIMONY OF JAMIE PY     January 18, 2018 
President of the Maine Energy Marketers Association 
 
BEFORE THE JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON Judiciary In Qualified Support of 
LD 1793 An Act to Ensure Propane Deliveries During Emergencies 
Sponsor, Senator Diamond 
 

Senator Kiem, Representative Moonen, and members of the Judiciary Committee, my name is 
Jamie Py.  I am the President of the Maine Energy Marketers Association (MEMA). MEMA is a 
trade association composed of approximately 300 member companies and over 8,000 
permanent people working in the energy delivery and service businesses delivering heating oil, 
biofuels, motor fuels, propane and kerosene and offering service and installations on the 
equipment that operates on these fuels. In addition, our members own many convenience stores 
throughout Maine. We also provide education and training to the heating, ventilation, air 
conditioning, weatherization, and energy auditing trades for hundreds of Maine citizens annually 
through our courses at Maine’s community colleges and at our own state of the art training 
facility (MTEC) in Brunswick.  
 

We support the concept of this bill and offer some suggestions as to how to improve it 

Senator Diamond is attempting to address a situation which occurs during extreme 
emergencies such as extended cold or supply disruptions preventing a propane company from 
being able to deliver propane to their customers. For safety reasons,  State law prohibits 
propane companies from filling propane tanks owned by other companies.  

In practice, customers can switch propane vendors at their leisure. However, during mid-winter 
and during extreme weather conditions like we just encountered, switching may not be that 
easy as the other company will want to replace the tanks with their own and perform a system 
safety check before delivering propane.  This can cause a timing issue for the customer if the 
customer is close to running out of propane.  System checks are mandatory to protect the 
customer and company.  

The bill seeks to protect the tank owning company by limiting its liability. The bill also seeks to 
limit the filling company’s liability, however, we believe that additional language is necessary in 
order to limit the filling company’s liability.  We recommend replacing the last sentence of 
paragraph 2 in section 2 with this: 



A person and/or company who fills or refills a container pursuant to this subsection is not liable for any 
injury or damage that results from the condition of any part of the gas system to include the container, 
piping and appliance(s). 

 

In order to effectively achieve the stated goal of this legislation, there must be protection from liability 
for both the owner of the tank and the refilling company hired to “pinch hit” in an emergency.  Without 
this actual dual protection, refillers will not step in due to concerns from their insurance carriers. 

We do have one final major question:  Who assumes the liability if the bill passes and both the tank 
owner and tank filler are shielded from liability in the event there is a problem? 

In conclusion, we support the attempt to ensure timely deliveries to customers when there are extreme 
and dire circumstances. We are currently working on model contract language  so that in the event of 
situations where one company cannot perform and must hire another, the sub-contractor agreement is 
written and available for use by the companies involved.   

 


