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assuhe these are four that have to cone on line by June of this
year •

SENTOR BAKER: T h at ' • c o r r ec t a n d .. .

SENTOR BEDTLER: Is that riyht?

SENTOR BAKER: Yes, that's correct. We...that was the scenario
we worked on. It was four new plants, and throuyh the course of
the ihterih, we aQreed that we would put toWether a new
incentive proyrah which will be...it's in the forh of a bill and
will be debated.

SENTOR SEUTLERt And «ill that bill be the sane bill that has
the financihS for the old proyrah?

SENATOR BAKERi Ho, the finahcinQ is a separate bill. I don' t
have that bill nuhber with he but two separate bills, one for
the new pro@ran and one to fund and hake whole the EPIC prograh
as we...as it exists now to fulfill that 442 hillion obliQation
that we have that's unfunded at this point.

SENATOR BEDTISR: Ok ay, and tell he aQain what the lowic is of
not dealinS with the old proSrah all a t o nce, f inancinS and
%Miff icatiohs.
SENTOR BAKER: We felt we needed to clarify the Qualifyiny
criteria so that we felt cohfortable with the fact that there
would only be four new plants to subsidiae, not six or eiQht, or
it would appear now there are six di f f eront plants that ' s
hodified their applications for EPIC fundihW to 100,000 Qalloh
per year on an annual basis in order to QMlify and then build
the plant later. That's why we separated the issues. We felt
this was ihportant th a t we QMlify... or clarify the
QMlificatioh reQuirenehts ahd then w4 cone back with 4 44parat4
bill to fund our current obliyations.

SENTOR SEOTLER: In th4 clatif ication of th4 Qual if icatiohs,
did...are they ihtendinW that that would be used...if this bill
were passed, that that would be used with respect to c ohpanies
that have already hade an application?
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