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Once again I write that it is obvious that The Federal Government will only supply a
certain amount of grants money so we have to ask for that which is most needed for
a sustainable living standard for future generations.

We need a deep water harbour

l.

To keep the cost of goods including groceries at a reasonable level.
2.

To get more visitors without having to put up more accommodation.

We also need a more efficient electric power supply.

A cost effective way of supplying this is to have wave generation such as at Port
Kembla. .

Their supply comes from a wholely made Australian generator to supply 1500
houses or 3 million gallons of fresh water per day or some of each on a pro-rata
basis and was put in and serviced by the manufacturer who says they will be able to
supply power at Scents per kilowatt Hr. If that was to happen here the Govt could
put on 5 or 600% to sell to us at little or no outlay.

But the big thing with this is that the generator measures 36 metres by 35 metres
aud weighs 485 tonnes and India is looking at using them as part of cost effective
breakwaters for harbours. ’

Now we could put this to the Grants commission as a cost effective way of
generating power as well as a start to a harbour.

The advantage to Australia is to be able to advertise that they are leading the world
in cost effective Green energy power source without greenhouse emissions and all
soley Australian made. A great public relations exercise for the Federal
Government.

Yours truly,

Charles Blackwell
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