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" In a récent outburst (“Power Development-

_“A ‘Reply”, The Island October 11, 2001) a

wnter -who calls himself Gard admits that
Carlo Fernando is responsible for including a
coal plant in the .CEB’s generation plan.
“When"” he does not say, but claims that Carlo

: 1s also responsxble for delaying Norochcholal,

and adds with malicious intent “perhaps due to-
‘. other reasons, other than Engineering or .
Terronsm Then for good measure, he drags |
“in the Bishop with “thus giving strength and -

=S ‘ammunition for the Blshop of Chllaw to
ob]ect

f

s Shnne” So now the “other reasons” Gard ini-’
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_ that all those who object on various grounds,
*>environinent etc: are hiding their inner feelings
whlch they are ashamed to come out with, as
! the reason is not valid to a laymen - St. Anne’s

tlally attributed to Carlo alone, have now

" become the reasons why everybody if object- |

mg ‘to Norochcholai!

Quite soine years ago Gard claimed that his
knowledge of electricity supply was first hand
- for he held a lowly office in the CEB! Under
this cloak of ordinariness, and anonymity,

vGa:d ‘merrily slmgs mud at all those who

1slandh.

power. an

‘object " to” constructmg a coal plant at
- Norochcholai. His comments, made from his
little perch in his lowly office, suggests that the

He says, “It'is my understandmg and behef a

concerns that make those, whose wider knowl-
edge, experience and understandmg, object to
the Nofochcholai site is beyond his compre-
hension.

- In his eaily forays Gard used to attack Carlo
Fernando because Carlo Fernando was. for
coal, Obviously Gard did not know then that
coal would be needed soon and it was time to
start building a coal plant..

Now that coal is considered to be long over~

due and some are advocating building it at-

Norochcholai Gard has climbed that bandwag-
on and is claiming that Carlo Fernando has
ulterior motives in pointing out that it is
unwise to build a coal _plant at Norochcholai.

Perhaps Gard will tell us whether it was igno--

rance that made him oppose coal earlier?

Earlier in his letter Gard,states “He (Caﬂo |

Fernando) should know that the civil engineer-

'mg aspects have been studied comprehensive-

ly by local and foreign consultants and final-

*. Gard-does not tell us who these consul-

tants are, or what they “finalized”.
The artlcle on “Those opposed to

d Guard s hlstrlonlcs

sultants who were asked to review’ the
-Norochchola1 project have endorsed the

Norochcholai are right!” (Island 1st QOctober

2001) by Peter Lowe, who obviously knows :
something about structures on the s¢abed close |
" to the shore, expresses a view quite contrary to 1
that of Gard. He says that the Master Divers - |
without whose aid the supports of the pier and |

the jetty cannot be:built for they know best
about the sea bed around Sri Lanka - have veiy
clearly ~advised . the Consultants -for |
Norochcholai that these structures should not
be built, Perhaps, Gard will read - or if he has :
read it, reread - and seek: to understand. -

' Peter Lowe also claims that the forelgn con-

Master Divers view. _
‘It is clear that by his assertions Gard hopes
to ridicule Carlo Fernando, who for long has

pointed out that the building of the 4.2-km pier |
{ and the jetty is unwise. Gard on the other hand
- has no credentials, no responsibilities, no good
‘name to protect - a ghost with whom ordinary

mortals cannot grapple. So here comes one, of
the same ilk from the same underwoﬂd 10, do
“battle for the sheer hell of it! .
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