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My name is Dan Sandiford and I live on the Mornington Peninsula. I grew up at
Somers, approx 8 km from the proposed terminal, where I gained huge enjoyment
from the ocean, surfing, diving, sailing and beachcombing. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. I understand that gas is currently a critical
component of Victoria's residential and industrial energy mix. As a geologist I
understand the processes involved with extracting gas from basins and processing
these resources - tasks will require suitable ports and infrastructure. Obviously there
is always a balance to be struck between societal needs and the costs to
environment and ecosystems - in this case including, but not limited to, the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands. If the case could be made that greater
gas penetration was crucial to Victoria 's economic growth and livability in future
decades, these costs may be deemed acceptable. Yet I am unconvinced that such a
case can be made. AGL argues that the project is vital to meeting a projected
domestic gas supply shortfall from 2024 or earlier. However the gas price crisis of
the previous decade (affecting Australia's eastern states) shows us unequivocally
that forecasting global and domestic supply and demand is very difficult even for
experts within the industry. Moreover, I would argue that companies in the fossil
fuel business - like AGL - are prone to significantly underestimating the pace of the
change regarding renewable energy transitions. In Australia the electricity
generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production.
This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to
guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the
Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will
displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year
AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039
period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what
was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously
forecast. The AGL project appears to run counter to the obvious trends in the
energy sector. I have significant concerns, therefore, that the costs to environment
and ecosystems are in this case justified. Sincerely, Dan Sandiford
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My name is Dillon Hobbs and I visit Westernport Bay often. Learned how to surf
there, still surf there. Both sides of the bay need to stay protected from potential
hazards like this. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impa
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My name is Angus Thompson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted
economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants
Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy

needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like
that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs
for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even
when a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper
and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Angus Thompson
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AGL WESTERNPORT BAY GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE PROJECT

LEAN SUBMISSION ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS STATEMENT
Preamble
This submission is from LEAN, the Labor Environment Action Network – a grassroots network of
Australian Labor Party Members and supporters who are concerned about the future health of the
planet, with a particular interest in climate change and the integrity of our systems.
Australians have experienced a chain of drought, fire and heat wave events over the last decade
culminating in the devastating bushfires that consumed large parts of eastern and southern
Australia. These events made climate change very real for everyone – lives were lost, communities
were severely affected, and our wildlife was decimated. All this happened after an average global
increase of only 1.1 degrees C.
LEAN strongly opposes the proposed AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (GIJPP) between Crib
Point and Pakenham for two main reasons.
First, the climate crisis.
LEAN objects in principle because it is no longer tenable, given the climate crisis, to undertake a
project of this kind because it will contribute unwanted Greenhouse Gas emissions (GHG) and
further challenge Australia to achieve its commitment to the Paris Agreement. AGL’s plan will
almost double the amount of gas flowing into Victoria, likely reversing the shift of industry and
households away from and weakening the move to renewable energy. We need to stop
building polluting fossil fuel projects that are driving the climate crisis and jeopardising our future.
LEAN also opposes the project because the EES is grossly inadequate and gives no level assurance
that AGL either understands, or can mitigate the serious, adverse impacts this project will cause for
the climate.
Second, the risk posed to the people and for the environment of Westernport Bay.
LEAN has reviewed the EES and found it to be considerably inadequate in its identification of the
risks from the development proceeding particularly in light of:
• The production of GHG from the supply of additional gas into the state of Victoria at a time
when we should be accelerating the transition away from fossil fuel derived energy to
renewable sources.
• Its location in the highly sensitive and environmentally significant Westernport Bay – a
Ramsar wetlands and the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization
(UNESCO) Biosphere; and the loss of native vegetation and habitat for local flora and fauna
that would occur from its construction and operation.
• The potential for major incidents such as leaks, fires and explosions that could impact the
safety of local communities and their preparedness for such events.
What follows is a more detailed discussion of these two principal objections.

1. AGL’s plan to build a gas import facility at Crib Point in Westernport Bay is a disaster for the
climate.
LEAN has real concerns about the lack of serious attention given in the EES to the GHG emissions
arising from the project and questions the claim made that the Project:
‘…would assist in Victoria’s transition to a low-carbon economy and
increased energy efficiency (including reduced usage). The Project would
contribute to the foundation for maintaining energy security to support
the state’s growth and development. Liquefied natural gas (LNG) imports
offer a flexible option of short and long-term energy supply to provide a
secure, stable source of supply to customers as the energy sector
becomes de-carbonised and transitions to more renewables.’ Main
Report, Volume 1, Chapter 2, Project Rationale.
This statement is not supported by any analysis or assessment about how gas will assist the energy
sector to transition from fossil fuels to renewables and provides no discussion of the impacts of gas
on the climate.
This year AGL released its Climate Statement, containing a commitment to playing its part in
reducing GHG emissions to keep warming to below 2 degrees C by 2050. In the words of AGL:
“We know what the long-term future of energy will look like. Electricity
from renewable sources, backed by flexible energy storage technologies
will power our homes, businesses and vehicles. Energy will be both
affordable and smart, and greenhouse gas emissions will be much lower,
helping us to tackle climate change.
At AGL, we accept the climate science behind this vision. By 2050, we
believe that Australia has the opportunity to be carbon neutral and an
energy superpower. We will play our part in achieving this and target
reaching net zero emissions by 2050...
At AGL, sustainability means thinking about our long-term
responsibilities towards our customers, our people, our investors and to
our community, and to the environment in which we all work and live.”
AGL acknowledges its assets include large emitters of greenhouse gases. In fact, AGL is Australia’s
single largest emitter of GHGs, making up 8.1% of Australia’s total emissions. But their actions to
redress are minimal. Since 2015, the share of renewables in their electricity generation has grown by
1%. Even their own shareholders are calling for AGL to deliver on its rhetoric of supporting a
transition to net zero emissions.
Despite issuing a Climate Statement in June 2020, AGL continues to evade any substantive
commitment to reduce emissions. It is now proposing through the Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline
Project (GIJPP) to add to its GHG emitting portfolio.
The objectives of the GIJPP are at odds with in their 2020 Climate Statement and, in fact, totally
ignore the growing evidence from scientific experts that emissions from liquefied natural gas (LNG)
are becoming as dangerous as coal in contributing to the climate crisis.

The project objectives focus entirely on the company’s commitment to delivering an additional
source of supply to the Australian gas market to provide certainty and security to consumers without
any acknowledgement of the climate impacts of delivering this additional gas into the Australian
market.
To start with, the project could lead to an almost doubling of Victoria’s gas consumption. But AGL
does not shoulder any responsibility for downstream emissions associated with consumption of the
natural gas they will supply because they have “no ability to influence the end-use consumption of
the gas”. This is like saying that tobacco companies are not responsible for the consequences of
knowingly supplying potentially lethal substances to consumers. AGL cannot shirk responsibility for
trying to increase the supply of gas at time when there are cleaner and cheaper alternatives that
won’t jeopardise our future.
The recent report from the Australian Conservation Foundation (ACF), titled Gaslighting Australia
(June 2020) stated that projected climate pollution from proposed new gas projects will significantly
undermine Australia’s international climate commitment. Climate pollution caused by gas is already
massive and unacceptable with fugitive emissions for Quarter 3 of FY2019 at their highest levels on
record and have been increasing rapidly for four quarters.
Gas is the underlying driver in Australia’s emissions. While GHG emissions from the electricity sector
have declined due to growth in renewable energy and decreases in demand, industrial emissions
driven by the oil and gas sector have increased 60% on 2005 levels. It is predicted that, at the
current rate, this sector will surpass electricity as Australia’s largest emitting segment by 2023/24.
We cannot ignore this trend and allow AGL to exacerbate the problem by introducing even more gas
into the system that is already driving our GHG emissions to unsustainable levels. AGL should honour
the commitment they have made in their 2020 Climate Statement and develop and invest in new
renewable and near-zero emission technologies not a gas import facility in Westernport Bay.
•

The contention made by AGL that gas is a transition fuel is out of date and dangerous

Claims that gas is a transition fuel are now out of date and dangerous. Analysis undertaken by the
Institute for Energy Economic and Financial Analysis (IEEFA) shows that gas has become an
uncompetitive fuel source for power generation because renewable energy is cheaper and is
outstripping both coal and gas.
The reduction in the cost of wind, solar and batteries has radically changed the electricity markets.
In the United States there are plans in Arizona, Colorado, Florida and New Mexico to replace coal
fired power stations without adding any new gas power stations. This shows that any claims about
the role gas will play in the energy transition are based on outdated assumptions.
That renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in energy markets. In fact, this
year the Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) adjusted its Victorian gas-powered generation
annual consumption forecast for the 2014-2039 period, assuming that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought. This is because of a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Further, AEMO’s recently published “2020 Integrated System Plan (ISP)” assumes that as coal power
stations retire, they will be replaced with renewables because the cost of wind and solar technology
are the cheapest and obvious replacement. The ISP states that the energy transition to wind, solar
and storage is inevitable, it’s accelerating and there’s not much point in resisting it.

However, with this project AGL is resisting it and is proposing to lock in at least 20 years of importing
and supplying gas to Victoria when all the experts, including AEMO are saying that renewables with
storage are the most economically efficient and environmentally responsible way to go. The move to
renewables is already well underway and will only continue to accelerate. Will this mean the
proposed gas import facility becomes an albatross in the years to come because the gas is no longer
required and leaving the local community with abandoned facility and the damage caused to the
local environment
•

Contributing to greater consumption of gas is bad for the climate

Gas is a dirty and dangerous fossil fuel made up mainly of methane. Emissions occur during
exploration and production, in processing from natural gas to LNG and then back again, and in
pipeline transmission and distribution. It is also released when burned as an energy source.
For gas to be a lesser evil than coal for electricity production, methane leakage needs to remain
below 3.2% during the whole supply chain, otherwise gas becomes just as polluting, if not more
polluting than coal.
Fugitive emissions are when methane from natural gas escapes during any of these processes.
Methane is much more potent than CO2 and is responsible for one quarter of total atmosphere
warming.
Concerns are rising globally about the climate impacts of methane. The World Health Organisation’s
special report on Health and Climate Change 2018 urged governments around the world to make
specific commitments to reduce emissions from short-lived climate pollutants such as methane to
boost the chances of staying within the 1.5 degrees C of warming.
The Australian National Quarterly GHG inventory for the year to June 2019 showed growth in
Australia’s emissions from stationary energy up by 3.6% and from fugitive emissions up by 4.4%.
The Inventory for the year to December 2019 showed an increase of 2.5% in fugitive emissions
driven by 17.9% in natural gas production. This is very concerning given that fugitive emissions were
stable up until 2015, it then started increasing significantly due to the growth of the LNG industry.
The other issue of real concern with gas is the growing evidence that the gas industry has been
seriously underestimating methane emissions by between 25-40%. Industry has known for years
how destructive LNG is for the climate, but they have been able to sidestep the concerns of
scientists, until the Harvard University study of the Permian Basin in the USA. The study has
confirmed that a reliance upon gas is incompatible with the target of zero emissions by 2050.
Current upward trends in methane emissions are incompatible with meeting our Paris climate
commitment. With the plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage, it makes much greater
sense to invest more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas, in
preference to fossil fuel projects that are a threat to our environment, but also bad business.
•

The AGL Project poses unacceptable risks to the people and for the environment of Westernport
Bay.
•

The AGL project threatens the environmentally significant Westernport Bay

Westernport Bay is a wetland sanctuary for some of Victoria’s most loved species. It’s home to
Weedy Sea Dragons, Australian fur seals, fairy penguins, a wide range of migratory birds and
Humpback and Southern Right Whales visit each winter.

It is a unique, fragile and internationally recognised area; an intertidal Ramsar listed wetland that is
vital for birdlife; fish breeding; seagrasses; some of the most southerly mangroves; and many other
highly sensitive ecological factors. It is also a designated UNESCO biosphere.
It is totally inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of
Victoria’s most precious environments and an internationally significant wetland and biosphere.
At the centre of the RAMSAR Convention on Wetlands philosophy is the “wise use” of wetlands.
When Governments become signatories to the Convention, they commit to work towards the wise
use of all the wetlands and water resources in their territory, through national plans, policies and
legislation, management actions and public education.
The Convention defines wise use of wetlands as “the maintenance of their ecological character,
achieved through the implementation of ecosystem approaches, within the context of sustainable
development”. Wise use can thus be seen as the conservation and sustainable use of wetlands and
all the services they provide, for the benefit of people and nature.
Unfortunately, the degradation and loss of wetlands is more rapid than that for other ecosystems. It
is primarily driven by land conversion and infrastructure development, water abstraction,
eutrophication and pollution. However, with the significant reduction in industrial activity in
Westernport Bay over the last decade, there has been a steady regeneration of the habitat and
return of wildlife, both marine and terrestrial. The priority when making choices about wetland
management decisions is to ensure that the ecosystem services of the wetland are maintained (and,
where appropriate, restored). The proposed AGL development will send us back to where we were
over 10 years ago.
In the EES, AGL acknowledges that project activities have the potential to impact the surrounding
marine and terrestrial environment and biodiversity during construction and ongoing operation.
These impacts will directly and adversely impinge on the animal and plant life of the area, changes
to the chemical and physical attributes of the environment and the ecological character of the
Westernport Ramsar site. In particular, the daily seawater intakes will draw up small marine
organisms – small fish, plankton, fish eggs and larvae, and the discharge of the waste, chlorinated
seawater, back into the Bay will be at temperatures either cooler or warmer than the seawater. They
also identify other risks and potential impacts associated with shipping activities.
The AGL environmental risk assessment for the project and proposed mitigation strategies are
significantly lacking particularly given the international status of Westernport Bay. They are
effectively asking us to trust them. However, their assurances are far from convincing given their
poor track record in managing the polluting impacts of their energy generating activities. Since 2003
AGL has incurred more than $7 million worth of fines, in some cases for deceptive and misleading
behaviour.
In 2018 AGL, tried to circumvent existing wastewater discharge requirements for this project by
applying for an exemption from existing environment legislation regarding the dumping of
wastewater into high conservation value areas. This request was rejected by the Victorian
Environmental Protection Authority. Their request is a clear indicator that AGL sees challenges in
managing the discharge of wastewater without adversely affecting the surrounding environment
and is keen to find ways around the legal requirements with which they will have difficulty
complying.

Wetlands are amazing places. Combining land and water, they are home to an incredible array of
plants and animals and are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. More than that, recent
research has shown that they have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for
hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against
climate change, not being subject to potentially damaging projects like AGL’s proposal. It is
imperative that the project does not proceed and that this precious resource is protected for current
and future generations.
•

The AGL proposal will have adverse impacts on the local community including potentially
catastrophic port explosions

The devastating Beirut port explosion on 4 August 2020 is a grim reminder of the risks of locating
highly flammable and explosive materials in close proximity to the places where people live.
AGL’s proposed gas import terminal with its 300m long storage and processing tanker permanently
moored at the jetty within 1.5km of the Crib Point community, would introduce this very risk. In
addition, the 60km long new gas pipeline to transport the gas from the terminal to Pakenham would
spread that risk to a wider area. The communities near the port and along the pipeline would live
with the constant risk of leak, explosion, spill, or accident from human error or equipment failure.
When exposed to air LNG evaporates extremely rapidly producing explosive gas vapour. Field tests
in British Columbia, Canada show that pools of LNG can burn for a long time, with flames from these
fires reaching up to 150m in the air. Spills from LNG tanker ships have the potential to cause large
and devastating explosions. They are considered to be more dangerous than oil tankers.
In 2016, the US Department of Energy commissioned Sandia National Laboratories to undertake a
study to assess the potential impacts of LNG accidents. This study found that if a tanker ran aground
and suffered a containment leak, LNG could pour into the water and freeze it instantly resulting in a
spreading pool of liquid on top of the ice. This liquid would evaporate rapidly creating a large vapour
cloud of gas which could ignite if diluted with oxygen. Anything within a 500m radius of the tanker
could be killed by freezing or suffocation from the cold gas cloud. If ignited a large shock wave would
be produced as well as fireball that could burn anything within a 1.6km radius causing structural
damage and starting fires. The remaining LNG pool would continue to burn and spread until all of
the fuel has gone. Anything within a 3.5km radius of the blast could also be affected but less
severely.
Crib Point is coastal township with a population of approximately 3,000 people within close
proximity to the proposed gas import facility. Nearby Bittern, a bit over 4.5kms away has a
population of about 3700 and Hastings, about 7kms away has a population of around 10,000. An
incident at the gas facility, such as a leak, fire or explosion could be expected to affect a large
number of these people and an explosion would cause utter devastation. Leakage of gas anywhere
along the 60km pipeline and all the people located on its path to Pakenham would also be subject to
the same risks.
Catastrophic accidents involving transport and storage of LNG still occur despite modern safety
precautions. Risks of processing and transportation need to be taken seriously and the views of local
communities in objection of the location of this potentially dangerous plant should be respected.
Even if the odds of catastrophe are only very low. It would be reckless to put something that poses a
threat so enormous near a community and world-renowned habitat.
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26/8/20

Submission in response to proposal for ‘Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline
Project’ by AGL
I have been working with, studying and advocating for the protection and restoration of the
remnant vegetation and fauna habitats along the Westernport coast from Corinella to Crib
Point on both public and private land as a daily activity for the past 31 years. My business
Peninsula Bushworks has worked as a bushland manager, plant supplier and consultant for
Parks Victoria, Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, Committees of Management, private
businesses and landholders throughout this time. We have also compiled maps, surveys and
prepared remediation plans for damaged vegetation including one in 2000, as an expert
witness for a court case regarding damage of an area of saltmarsh at The Bluff, south of the
Yaringa Boat Harbour. We have spent 100’s of days working within the proposed AGL
development region over this time and so have become extremely familiar with the
indigenous flora and fauna. We have also worked broadly throughout the hinterland of the
project area and throughout the Mornington Peninsula, so have considerable practical
involvement and perspective within this region in regards to nature and land conservation.
Our contacts and associations number in the thousands across all land jurisdictions and in
many contexts, through government, private, business and community relationships. Our
organisation along with broad associations throughout this region and community
represents, and is part of a very large and long term nature conservation movement in this
area.
I have reviewed the EES reports, considered this proposal and offer the following
comments;
1. Flora and fauna studies as presented in the reports are at best ‘snapshots’ of the ecology
and don’t truly record the ultimate status and vulnerability of these areas. There is far more
information and knowledge within organisations such as mine and within the broader
community at large that is not being resourced in these studies, and we don’t have the
resources to contribute this in the context of such a proposal. 40 days is also inadequate
time in which to study and digest the volumes of technical detail in the EES reports
especially by non- formally qualified and/or by working people.
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2. Government and scientific methodologies are 20 years (at least) out of date in accurately
assessing and providing protection and remediation for exponentially dwindling and
fragmenting indigenous ecosystems, as is dramatically happening in this area and
elsewhere.
3. Eighty-four vulnerable, rare and endangered plant and animal species is plenty to be
concerned about. Habitats for rarer species are by definition at critical levels as they stand.
Damage to the most sensitive sites is in reality, irreversible. Offsets and other prescribed
remediation measures rarely ameliorate the damage that has been caused, are not
necessarily monitored and may not be carried out at all, as has been the experience of
Peninsula Bushworks over the past 20 years, a time when development pressures have
increased exponentially.
4. This development has an extremely long and far- reaching (elongated) footprint. Road
reserves and railway lines where it is largely plotted are often the very last refuges for
indigenous plants and animals. They are by nature narrow and seem inconsequential to
most but are often the most critical sites for the survival of species and habitats that
represent the last vestiges from the vast and often denuded environments around them.
This is very much the case within the region of this proposal. They also are the most
vulnerable to ‘edge effects’, being exposure to the most extreme of the elements and
degrading processes along their margins. There are over 100 hundred kilometres of ‘edges’
in this case! All narrow remnant corridors should be regarded as vulnerable, rare and
endangered! Disturbance being proposed on private land is also within some of the most
important remaining vegetation in the region, some of it being protected by landholders but
much of it not. Unfortunately these areas are unable to be scrutinised by the community as
part of this current process. Warringine Park in Hastings represents one of the most
significant areas of protected and highly diverse bushland on the Mornington Peninsula.
Aside from the direct damage being caused by the proposed pipeline excavations through
there, very high risk weeds are rife in and adjacent to these areas, which is of particular
concern. Removal and damage to vegetation and habitats, weeds, soil compaction,
drainage, removal of mulch layer, removal of and disturbance of soil layers and Cinnamon
fungus are key degrading factors that will apply along the full length of the proposed
pipeline. These would need at least 10 years intensive monitoring, remediation and
maintenance in my opinion although even this would not be adequate in saving critical biota
lost at the beginning and by attrition along the way. Unfortunately, at this stage I would
have little confidence that these works would be adequately specified or enforced anyway
given the track-record of industry and government in these matters in the current era.
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___________________________________________________________________________
ABN: 33 795 409 465

5. The indigenous vegetation and habitats of this region, on both public and private land, is
now almost certainly less than 5% of the original, and has reduced from 15% on the
Mornington Peninsula only 50 years ago (ref; Winty Calder; Peninsula Perspectives; 1975)!
With the intensive development of the so-called ‘eastern growth corridor’ in northern areas
of the proposed site and beyond, throughout the past 10-20 years, this figure is quite
probably lower than 5% for the subject region. There is so little left! The truth of this
unfortunately is poorly researched and documented and needs to be, to put into
perspective the critical situation we find ourselves in. Isolation and fragmentation cause
inevitable and exponential degradation, loss of species and indeed ecosystems. This is of
course the natural biological world we all exist within. This is occurring here and now where
we live and we as a society are struggling and unfortunately currently failing to reverse this
process.
6. The actual economy of this area is most dependent on the healthy and bio-diverse natural
environment within and around the region. Proposal for heavy industry that threatens this
in any way by rights needs to be for essential needs only, with near zero risks. Any risks
would need to be mitigated beyond cursory assessment and judgements, inadequate
science and flawed government processes. Ecological catastrophes caused by large
corporations including Exxon Valdez, Alaska 1989; Ok Tedi, PNG 1984-2013; BP Gulf of
Mexico , 2010 and Mariana Dam, Brazil 2015; are just a few examples of what can, and
indeed, does go wrong! These are also of course in recent history with similar science,
supposed safeguards, monitoring processes and government permit requirements in place,
as with this current proposal. Damages caused in these situations cannot be truly
remediated and aren’t! Culpable industries are largely being able to walk away and do, and
will continue to until there is a quantum change in the process. This has not happened to
this day and desperately needs to. Duty of care and due diligence are largely absent in
modern industrial and corporate life leading to these catastrophes. Governments are not in
control of this process and fail to fulfil their role anyway; such is the historical record of
behaviours and outcomes in our world and in our time. The onus of proof and liability needs
to be with the companies and governments and not with the community and the
environment itself.
With regards,
Rohan Cuming
Manager/ proprietor of Peninsula Bushworks
& community conservationist
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Good afternoon,
My name is Julie Tenace and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The wildlife and environment is absolutely gorgeous and needs to be left as mother nature
intended. The area is serene and peaceful, perfect for all creatures great and small.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland.
This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most
significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants
and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in
high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
p.t.o.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor
the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication
of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Julie Tenace
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My name is Phillip McGibbony and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Being a long-time resident of the Mornington Peninsula, a lover of nature, a father and
grandparent, I am highly concerned with the destruction such a project as this will
undoubtedly bring upon our wildlife, biodiversity, ecology and residents.
Furthermore, it is concerning to me that this project proposed by AGL was put forth without
first having carried out the proper Environmental Impact Survey by a qualified and
independent third party, that is till they were met with resistance and instructed to do so.
This raises the question as to what else they would happily overlook and ignore in the
process of fast-tracking their project.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts

to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming
increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG
annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas
consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher
penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
the local community would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Phillip McGibbony
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My name is Pete Floyd and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Light pollution is a serious issue and there is significant amount of evidence that it has
serious implications for human and wildlife health. Nighttime exposure to artificial light
suppresses melatonin production and causes serious health problems.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk
of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to
the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide
final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGLacknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Pete Floyd
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My name is Leila and i have resided in Westernport Bay for over 20 years. After
working in the CBD for over 30 years, relocating to Westernport put me on the road
to a true work/life balance. Mornington Peninsula is a prized Australian destination
for residents, weekenders, day-trippers and tourists. Westernport Bay boasts both
accessible beaches and hinterland. It encases the all important mangroves at
Hastings. My attached letter points to specifics that concern me about the AGL
floating gas terminal, not least of all is the proximity to residential zoned ares, why
would it even be considered where people live? (AS ATTACHED)

My name is Leila Musakka and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay has been home and heart ever since my sea change over 20 years ago.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms
away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis.
It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have
an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and
CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in
the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for
the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what
was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape
being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The
impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the

intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into
the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on the local
community would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Leila Musakka
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SUBMISSION TO: Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
26 August, 2020
My name is Felicity Stewart and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
My childhood was spent holidaying in Western Port Bay. It's such an amazing part of Victoria that draws tourism
and supports the local economy - it's essential that we ensure a clean healthy, sustainable future.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point
to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally
impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas
of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence
of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns
and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and
animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by
AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in Victoria.
Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing
technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants
Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas
including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures
will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a
lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our
electricity is generated through renewables.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would
be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake
and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half
a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated
water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to
ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Felicity Stewart

Prahran VIC 3181
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My name is Lachy Henry and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port bay is a jewel of the peninsula. It’s so raw and rugged and beautiful. I surf there regularly and it
would be absolutely devastating to have such a thing happen. Especially in the fragile world we live in at the
moment
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the
local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which
may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical
Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close
to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES
should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered OrangeBellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for
prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves
stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is
an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants
and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is
not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality
we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do
not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has
rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the
ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant
with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of
colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Lachy Henry
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My name is Andrei Trickovic and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
i visit the area quite often and im down there every weekend in the summer season.
This would seriously damage the environment and even the tourism imdustry that
helps the locals down there as it would spoil the waters for surfers and fishermen. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas
import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay
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My name is Jennifer Skewes and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Its a Ramsar protected area, vital habitat for rare and endangered species, whales visit, fish breed
and feed and a thriving penguin rookery depends on it too. All these support successful nature based
tourism vital for the area and the state.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could
impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not
know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL
has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and
supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets.

This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals.
The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their
own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed
20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the number of whales
observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by
shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting
Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for
Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Skewes
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My name is Francesca Gaspar and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I am a 29 year old, who actively questions whether I can have children in a world
that only cares about money.Every single action taken by our governments and
private companies, tells our children what is acceptable. This is no longer
acceptable. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. While I do not think
this will impact tourism and recreation significantly it will still undermine decadeslong efforts to regenerate Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered
an industrial area in the past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More
and more people now regard the Bay as a site of high ecological and recreational
importance. The gas import terminal proposal would be a step backwards for this
perception and may derail efforts to protect the further enhance the area for the
environment and for recreational users. Recent research has shown that wetlands
have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against
climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this
gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or
drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
As outlined above, the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria
would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Francesca Gaspar
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My name is Jair Town and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western port bay was a holiday destination for us as kids and still now.We would
like it to be the same destination to take our kids. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attemp
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My name is Nell Sexton and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The environmental impacts of this will affect not only those who live in western port bay, or will affect the health
and progress of the flora and fauna, the struggling sea life and the future enjoyment of the environment for
generations to come.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally
impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence
of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in Victoria.
Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing
technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore
Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas including new
gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower
energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our
electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is
generated through renewables.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have
also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins
and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals
from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Nell Sexton
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My name is Riley Nigro and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Western port bay is important to me because I often go over there to surf, fish or
explore and I also camp at point Leo. It is a beautiful environment in which I care
about and don’t want to see be destroyed.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Riley Nigro
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CRIB POINT GAS IMPORTATION JETTY I believe the assurances expressed by AGL are
neither reassuring enough nor does AGL sufficiently provide for potential problems,
worse still, a disaster in their risk assessments or its liability in case of an accident.
And indeed if a leak, a spill, a mistake of human error should occur, there is no way
to replace what will be lost. As a resident living adjacent to the Hastings foreshore I
look out on the irreplaceable Ramsar wetlands on a daily basis and my primary
concern is an ecological one. Any difference in water temperature, heavy water
traffic, etc. is bound to affect the wetlands. This will also lead to the gradual
destruction of a most valuable bird and wildlife sanctuary, not to mention the
possible effect on the fish breeding areas of Western Port Bay. On a socio-economic
level, it is likely the AGL project would provide more opportunities for workers living
outside the community who have the required expertise and local residents would
be less likely to be employed. Moreover these LNG transport ships offloading to the
giant berthed LNG/gas processing ship would need intensive mechanical, security
and lighting facilities 24/7 which would severely affect the ambience and character
of the area. The surrounding towns of Crib Point, Stony Point, Bittern and Hastings
continuing down to the end of the Peninsula at Flinders would surely be better
served by maintaining a rural and residential identity while continuing to encourage
tourism to the area. I would also like to refer to the statement made by Professor
Steffen, founding director of the ANU’s Climate Change Institute in which he said
that support for gas as an ongoing energy source “is not consistent with a safe
climate.” Professor Steffen noted that the chief scientist Dr. Alan Finkel who
supported gas as an energy source in his National Press Club address “seems to be
speaking in ignorance of or (to be) ignoring the overwhelming amount of
evidence…about the impact of the gas industry on climate.” In his defense, Dr. Finkel
explained that the continued use of fossil fuels was an interim, transitional stage.
However, if long term, the goal is to create the adoption of renewable electricity will
the expense involved in the AGL project be warranted? And if allowed will the time,
effort and expense be an excuse for continued dependence on fossil fuels for
“decades to come”. Nevertheless if such a project is deemed necessary, I would
point out that there does seem to be an alternative location. Viva Energy has
announced that it wants to develop a gas import terminal at its Geelong location.
For that location a pier would need to be extended but only 6.5km of new pipeline is
needed to connect with the existing system.
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Crib point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Inquiry into AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works Proposal
23/08/20
Dear Crib Point and Advisory Committee
I would like to make a submission to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal of the following:
o Gas Import Jetty Works at Crib Point, comprising of:
o Floating Storage and Regasification Unit (FSRU)
o Infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping
o Receiving facility
o Pipeline Works, comprising of:
o 57km underground gas transmission pipeline between the Crib Point receiving
facility and the Victorian Transmission System Pakenham
o Associated infrastructure including the Pakenham Delivery Facility, aboveground mainline valves, facility to enable in-line inspections.
My name is Jessica McIntosh and I am a 27-year-old woman born and raised on Phillip Island. I
have just returned to this beautiful part of the World after travelling internationally for an
extended period of time.
Throughout my travels across Asia, South America and North America I got to explore many
incredible places and see how humans interact with their surrounding environments in different
parts of the World. The places I visited varied immensely in terms of landscape, health and
wealth of people, and cleanliness. This really opened my eyes to the connection between
human and Nature, and also made me appreciate the beauty and condition of Australia so much
more.
There were some places that had more of an impact on me than others, and which illicit a deep
desire to respect and protect what we have here at home. I remember three months into my
trip, it was by far the longest time I’d ever gone without seeing the ocean and I felt almost
suffocated. I longed to return to the sea, to see the horizon over the water, to dive in to the cool
water and feel at home again. I visualised this day for months, knowing only Australian beaches
but expecting something similar once I finally hit the coast of Colombia. However, upon my
arrival, I was met with something that miserably failed my expectations – the Caribbean beach
had a small strip of uncomfortable sand, muggy greyish-brown water, and trash everywhere! A
far cry from the pristine beaches we are so lucky to have here. Whilst disappointed at the time,
it really made me appreciate what was on my own doorstep and I recognised how privileged I
was to grow up on Phillip Island less than 1km from a clean, almost untouched beach. From this
moment forward in my travels, I did not feel the need to seek out seaside places, I instead
waited to return home to experience that type of beauty.
I also spent four months living in the Andes mountain range of Peru, where I delved into a
culture that puts a connection to the Natural World at the forefront of its value system.
Reciprocity is a core value for the Andean people, and they believe in honouring the Earth
through protection, prayer and maintenance of the Natural order. In turn, they take what is
provided in the form of food, water, natural medicine, but only at a rate that can be
regenerated. Witnessing this way of life was eye-opening for me, and such a different mindset

then the take, take, take attitude we seem to have developed here. I realised that it is in fact
possible to live in harmony with Nature and I vowed from then to do all that I can to share this
attitude and to do all that I can to protect and honour the Earth, especially in my hometown.
These experiences provided a new lens through which I would view Australia, particularly the
Victorian beaches, upon my arrival home in March this year. After landing, I was driven to Phillip
Island where I headed straight to the beach near my parents’ house and it was then I felt like I
had truly returned home. A rush of childhood memories came back to me and I felt a
reconnection to my roots. With my new, more meaningful appreciation of the ocean and Nature
of Australia, I now visit the beach daily where I walk, run, swim and meditate. It has been an
anchor for peace and grounding during these very uncertain times.
When I heard about the proposal that AGL has put forward to build an FSRU in the Westernport
Bay, I couldn’t help but wonder if we were heading in the direction of some of the disrespected,
polluted places that I’ve seen such as that beach in Colombia. I am absolutely devastated that
we would even consider ruining our beautiful coast like this and am sure many locals and nonlocals must feel the same.
Many threats to the environment and local community are posed and I ask you to please
consider the following whilst assessing the project:
1. Imported gas can be as bad as coal for the planet: For gas to be a lesser evil than coal
for electricity production, methane leakage should remain below 3.2% during the whole
supply chain, otherwise gas becomes just as polluting, if not more polluting than coal.
Recent studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much methane
is released to the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas
fields in the United States have levels of leakage of 2-17%. Despite these finding the
Australian Industry and Government report far lower emission intensities for
unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable
measurements
2. AGL plans to dump toxic wastewater, breaching Victorian laws: If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of cold, chlorinated water each day.
This water would be drawn from the Bay and used to thaw the frozen gas. Victorian
environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) prohibits the Environmental Protection Agency
from granting a corporation a permit to discharge wastewater in high conservation value
areas, under clause 22. Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site and a high conservation value
area under Victorian legislation. Because of that, AGL sought to weaken our
environmental laws so that they would be allowed to discharge the chlorinated
wastewater. We are not yet fully aware of the impacts this wastewater could have on
the marine life in the Westernport Bay.
3. AGL’s Environment Effect Statement does not properly address the risk of oil spills:
Increased ship traffic in Westernport Bay increases the risk of accidents such as oil spills.
AGL’s EES does not include an oil spill modelling / impact risk assessment. Due to
existing operations oil tankers would pass directly by the FSRU (Floating Storage
Regasification Unit). Although it is uncommon for ships to collide, this risk cannot be
simply dismissed. We have faced oil spills in the past such as the Iron Barron spill in
Tasmania and the Ethane pipeline incident in Port Philip Bay. An oil spill within the
internationally important Ramsar wetland of Westernport Bay could be catastrophic. It
is simply not acceptable for a high-impact, low-probability event such as an oil spill to

not be fully addressed in the EES, and we should demand that AGL investigate this risk
and mitigation options in more detail.
4. We need to protect our wetlands: Wetlands are amazing places. Combining land and
water, they are home to an incredible array of plants and animals and are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. More than that, recent research has shown that
they have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against
climate change, not being subject to potentially damaging projects like AGL’s proposal. It
is totally inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one
of Victoria’s most precious environments and an internationally significant wetland.
5. AGL’s proposal threatens the local community with the risk of fire and explosion: A
new fossil fuel project like AGL’s proposed gas import terminal would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include people coming
into contact with toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility, as well as
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion (noted in EES Technical Report K). The
nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5kms away, and Wooleys Beach –
popular with locals and visitors – is within a stone’s throw from the site. Furthermore,
the proposed pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham is another point of potential
leakage, fire and explosion. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks, and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not
acceptable to present preliminary studies, and the EES should not continue until we
have an independent expert to review these calculations and provide final risk
assessments.
Thank you for considering my viewpoint and concerns in relation to this proposal. As shown
above, for a multitude of reasons, it is completely inappropriate and unacceptable to move
forwards with such a project. I am open to discussing this further, please email me at
if necessary.
Jessica McIntosh
Cowes VIC 3922

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES
Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Claire Harden

Organisation:

no

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

My_name_is_Clai

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

as attached

2591

My name is Claire Harden and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Western port bay is a unique and precious environment. It's shores are a safe haven
for unique flora and fauna. The waters are breeding grounds for many fish and
marine creatures. I care very much about protecting this natural environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Claire Harden
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I object to the Crib point gas import Jetty and pipeline project. This development
represents a hazard to Westernport bay and surrounding wetlands area. This
development is totally out of keeping with the Westernport environment and is
gives rise to risk from hydrocarbon discharge in the bay which would devastate
surrounding flora and fauna. The increase in shipping numbers and size of ships used
cannot be handled in the bay. Ships from countries such as China, India etc have
proven records of environmental destruction. This type of shipping will undoubtedly
increase with a development such as this. I have been a rate payer in Bass Coast for
over 40 years and Westernport is my second home. and I would hate to see it
destroyed by a gas project. Victoria, Australia, The Planet does not need or want a
new fossil fuel development.
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My name is Jo Livermore and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a unique environment with internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to
contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is
the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback
and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification
Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth.
They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at
least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for
prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site
for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and

protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around
the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands
should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not
know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect
marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by
AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL
has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in
the distant future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We
are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of
the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also
bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas
instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to
build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to
do to create a safe climate. Large ships like LNG tankers have been
recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals. The EES
has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500
per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year
lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because
the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship
strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping

operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low
consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is
inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern
Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There
are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing
the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.

Sincerely, Jo Livermore
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SPADE’N’BARROW gardening
ABN: 88 900 240 376
BALNARRING 3926
26/08/20 My name is Sali Hayes I have
lived 41 years of my 55 just here at Balnarring beach Our family chose unanimously
to move from Melboune CBD in 1979 to make the annual holidays at Balnarring
beach a permanent lifestyle and to be able to experience the everyday joy of living
in our favourite seaside village continuing /pursuing the activities we loved around
our beach home environment Weekly activities observing nature/ wildlife and
being a participant of the ‘great Australian bird count” walking on the beach from
Balnarring to Somers in all seasons, reporting bird watching (plovers, pacific gulls,
black shouldered kites, turns, seasgulls chestnut teal ducks, woodducks through to
Coolart Homestead and its bridge over Merrick Creek (turtles, barn owls, tawny frog
mouths, brown tree creepers, egrets, grey shrike thrush, wood ducks, ibis chestnut
teal ducks too numerous to mention here) was an amazing experience to see such
diversity in a short period of time, my heartfelt fear is this and much more will be
impacted upon over time Picnics on the beach in Summer and endless swimming
and adventures along the beaches from Pelicans at Hastings, Swans at crib point,
seabirds all the way down to Flinders even rescuing lost Penguins a few times on the
way Creating a new working life on the Mornington Peninsula and enjoying all it
has to offer I left the beauty industry to becoming a landscape gardener and work in
many beautiful properties all over the Peninsula now for 22 years always
incorporating and encouraging clientel for a percentage of indigenous plantings for
wildlife habitat My clients have been very openly vocal for their concerns of the
impact of this proposal by AGL, it is not something they thought could possibly
happen choosing to make their lifestyle around the green wedge of the Mornington
Peninsula and all its future impact for their young childern and grandchildren and
future generations to come If I feel this like this about about my area of
Westernport bay I cannot fathom the enormity of the impact for French island,
Phillip Island Tooradin and much much more If something like this is possible now
in such a special vast area for impact it leaves it wide open for more threatening
industrialisation to occur We choose not to use gas in our home and will certainly
not choose it in the future as a choice of supply for our needs if this is the impact it
has on our nature wildlife enivronment i do not want to be a part of it I urge the
Minister to reject the proposal by AGL and all its possible effects on the future of the
beautiful Westernport bay wildlife environment, it seems a very archaic form of
industrialization to be built at this day and age Carbon emissions will eventually
destroy all habitat. I firmly stand against AGLs proposal. Your Sincerely Sali Hayes
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My name is Philip Kemp and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
love the mangroves when I visited when I was a boy. I know how important
mangroves are to biodiversity and our environment. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands
have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against
climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this
gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or
drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in
conservation areas.Please stop this plan.
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My name is Romina Scarlato and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It has been my home for my entire life, i grew up enjoying the bay and the island and to maintain
what this area has to offer through its nature and beauty is important for future generations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection

Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in
soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor
the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend
on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Romina Scarlato
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My name is James Longson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It’s home to Weedy Sea Dragons, Australian fur seals and a wide range of migratory
birds. Humpback and Southern Right Whales visit each winter. We do not know the
full risk\'s associated to destroying these habitats. We are also in a climate disaster.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
James Longson
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Wednesday, 26 August 20
My name is Nicole Glover and I live in Hastings, within clear view of the
proposed AGL Floating Storage and Regasification Unit (FSRU) site.
Westernport is a unique part of the the world. Its wetland is of international
significance, under the intergovernmental Ramsar convention and is a calm
and meditative space, enjoyed by many for recreation and maintenance of
their mental health.
I would like to convey my thanks to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning, for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and
access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental
grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This
can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community.
Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health
conditions in a community.
Further industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and an FSRU will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and mindful use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. It is highly inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from
fossil fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new
power production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6
hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when
required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The
fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly

accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG
annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume
that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought
due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast. As an
example, we have now turned away from gas usage within our home. We no
longer use our gas ducted heating and we are about to install an induction
cooker, which will leave only our hot water system, as reliant upon gas, for the
moment.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Again, I thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on the local community would be unacceptable.
There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Yours sincerely,
Nicole Glover
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My name is Lindsay Gust and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the
project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewat
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Catherine Lee
Red Hill, VIC, 3937

August 26, 2020
My name is Catherine Lee and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The bay is home to diverse wildlife that we have a responsibility to protect.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the
most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State

Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states
that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Catherine Lee
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My name is Minerva Lamorgese and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. Any bays, reefs and coastal areas should be protected equally from greedy
industries who does not respect the environment and oceans. We must keep our
oceans clean for future generations and the generations of the animals species who
are in danger I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel
project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture
and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be
protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than
being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
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My name is Andrea Falk and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
grew up near Westernport Bay and as an adult, lived in Somers and Merricks for
many years. I enjoyed the beautiful clean beaches and observed the wildlife and the
marine life. This environment is uniquely beautiful and peaceful and worthy of
preserving. I appreciate the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning providing the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable but the
issues that concern me most are the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife and also marine life. The beach and reserve area around Crib
Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will completely alter the peaceful nature of the bay.
The impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty is totally unacceptable in my veiw. Phillip
Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as
well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Re
gasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This will no doubt impact
Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has made a commitment to
promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
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My name is Alisha Dabonde and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the
gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requir
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My name is Chris Fetterplace and I have a fifty year connection with the Westernport Bay area, and
in particular the coast in the vicinity of Crib Point.
I value the natural beauty of Westernport Bay, it’s clean water, lack of pollution, attraction for
wildlife, pristine beaches and its ability to improve mental health. It is a safe environment with a
community that cherishes these values.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with,
and increased accident risk. Increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty pose an unacceptable risk to the marine environment.
Mornington Peninsula is a jewel of Victoria’s tourism attractions. It would be inappropriate to
devalue the environmental beauty and safety of the region with an industrial project of this
magnitude and dubious benefit. The same argument applies to Phillip Island which is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. The penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife are great attractions
to visitors. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of the FSRU will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is not enough known
about how cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life, including the unique mangrove
forest in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The Victorian government has legislated renewable energy regeneration targets of 50% by 2030
and the electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels to
achieve this. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production.
This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market
Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly

accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption
forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically
below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously
forecast. Furthermore, the FSRU project does not address community and Mornington Peninsula
Council concerns about climate change and the reduction of greenhouse (GHG) gas emissions by
2040. It does not make economic or environmental sense to promote the supply and use of a fossil
fuel.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact
is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each
day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Chris Fetterplace
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My name is Cate Hoyle and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It provides important natural habitat and ecosystems for a large number of species, flora and
fauna.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the
most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying

only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states
that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Cate Hoyle
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My name is Sharron Shalekoff and I live in the Westernport Bay area. The sheer
beauty of the Bay with it\'s marine life, birdlife and it\'s vital wetlands makes this
area incredibly important as a refuge for the millions of inhabitants of not only
Melbourne but also those like myself who choose to live here. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue. Sincerely, Sharron Shalekoff
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My name is Isabella Ferrieri and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around
Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact asses
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Wednesday, 26 August 20
To whom it may concern,
Dan Andrews emphatically quoted on ABC Radio "There is no gas shortage in
Victoria", the opposite of what AGL would have us believe. A spokesperson
from AGL was seen TV saying "we will all have to turn our heaters off next
winter if this project doesn't go ahead", scare mongering in the extreme.
AGL has an appalling environmental and truth telling record. They have
obviously decided it is better for them to pay a grossly inadequate fine than to
obey environmental laws. Perhaps if CEO's and board members were
personally liable for fines incurred, there would be a rapid change in out dated
culture and behaviour. The days of bullying and literally bulldozing through
communities, may once have been the norm, however in 2020, this type of
behaviour from large companies has become totally unacceptable.
I'm sure the powers that be have not got there by accident and they're hard
working diligent people. They are privileged to be in that position. However,
they do not have the right to use their position over communities or the
environment as something to be exploited. The only people who will benefit
from this project is AGL and its stakeholders. To be putting businesses
already doing it hard, under more stress, the communities health and well
being and the fragile environment of Western Port Bay at risk is absolutely
unacceptable.
The fact that I, and others are having to give just cause by way of this
submission why we should live in a clean, safe, quiet environment in our
chosen area, then there is something terribly, terribly wrong with this system.
I am confident that common sense will prevail and the greed and arrogance
from AGL will be seen for what it is.
Kind regards,
John Glover
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My name is Ineka Soetens and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and
access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental
grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This
can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community.
Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health
conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and
store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be
protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained
most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We
cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing
our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by
between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology
and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy
consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria
could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas
import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These
measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under
most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated
by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our
electricity is generated through renewables.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would
affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no
baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested
the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a
berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and
other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important
ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Ineka Soetens
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My name is Suzie Rush and I used to live in the Westernport Bay area.
I grew up on Woolleys Rd Crib Point. I spent the first 10 years of my life playing amongst
the mangroves of the beaches, fishing, exploring and understanding the unique ecosystem
of the area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk
of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to
the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site.
AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide
final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay
is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment
and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is
an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying

only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities
of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against
the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Suzie Rush
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My name is Robert Briggs and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I have visited the area, especially Phillip Island, many times, and done bushwalking in the
area, especially Cape Woolamai.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions caused by maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made
up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the
most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting

costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what
we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact
on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Robert Briggs
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My name is Ben Hughes and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I am
in the ocean almost every day there I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community. A new fossil fuel project
like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the
local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to
toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental
fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site.
AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks
and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present
preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent
expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal r
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My name is LESLEY ADENA and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I LIVE HERE WITH
THE LAND AND SEA ANIMALS IN QUIET PROTECTED NATURE. I SWIM WITH THE
DOLPHINS,IN AWE OF THE BLACK SWANS.PEOPLE,CHILDREN SHOULD NOT HAVE TO
LIVE IN FEAR OF LARGE AMOUNTS OF CHEMICALSSTORAGE/TRANSFER/TRANSPORT. save our bay * I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental
and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of
nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas

like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment P
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Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Inquiry into AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works Proposal
Wednesday 28th August, 2020
Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
I would like to make a submission to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal including two components:
- Gas Import Jetty Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib Point
Jetty, jetty infrastructure including maritime loading arms and gas piping on the jetty, and the Crib
Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty.
- Pipeline works consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57
kilometres long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian
Transmission System east of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the Pakenham
Delivery Facility to monitor and regulate the gas, two above-ground mainline valves to enable
isolation of the pipeline in an emergency and a facility to enable in-line inspections of the pipeline.
My name is Cicily Svikart and I grew up in Alice Springs, Central Australia. It was hot through the
summer, mild through winter, and dry all the time. That meant that most of our family holidays were trips
to the sea, and I remember feeling such wonder and intrigue staring out at the monumental bodies of
water. I still treasure memories of fully submerging myself in the ocean, drinking in the experience as I
knew it was special and fleeting.
I’m extremely privileged to have visited most coastal areas in the country, but Victoria’s I’ve not yet
experienced. Now living in Melbourne, I have friends who speak so fondly of the beauty of the
Westernport Bay area, and when restrictions ease, and we are able to travel again - I very much desire to
see it, swim in it, marvel at it.
The ocean is a challenge for me, it has always been unfamiliar and slightly terrifying - yet every time I am
near it, I feel a pull to go in. Each time I head to that instinct I feel better - restored, freed of my fear of it.
When I heard of AGL’s proposal I was so deeply saddened. The thought that another beautiful ecological
site like this could be decimated due to the desire to dredge up more of the earth’s valuable resources to
generate income, is horrifying.
AGL’s proposal poses so many threats to the environment and local community. Whilst assessing this
project, I implore you to consider the following reasons why AGL’s proposal should no go ahead:

1. We need to protect our wetlands. Wetlands are amazing places. Combining land and water,
they are home to an incredible array of plants and animals and are among the most biodiverse
ecosystems on earth. Recent research has shown that they have the potential to capture and
store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change, not being subject to potentially
damaging projects like AGL’s proposal.
2. AGL plans to dump toxic wastewater, breaching Victorian laws. If the project is approved
AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water each day. They would draw this
water from the Bay and use it to thaw the frozen gas. The water would be chlorinated to destroy

all living material, and cooled by around 7 degrees Celsius before being dumped back into the
Bay. Other impacts could include the clearing of wetlands, dredging of the Bay floor, chemical
and petroleum leaks and spills, local noise and light pollution, and disruption to marine
life..Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) in its clause 22 prohibits the
Environmental Protection Agency from granting to a corporation a permit to discharge wastewater
in high conservation value areas. Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site and a high conservation
value area under Victorian legislation. AGL is seeking to proceed with their project despite
existing legislation prohibiting their proposed operation.
3. AGL’s Environment Effect Statement does not properly address the risk of oil spills.
Increased ship traffic in Westernport Bay increases the risk of accidents such as oil spills. AGL’s
EES does not include an oil spill modelling / impact risk assessment. Due to existing operations
oil tankers would pass directly by the FSRU. We have already faced oil spills in the past such as
the Ethane pipeline incident in Port Phillip Bay. An oil spill within the internationally important
Ramsar wetland of Westernport Bay could be catastrophic. It is simply not acceptable for a
high-impact, low-probability event such as an oil spill to not be fully addressed in the EES, and we
should demand that AGL investigate this risk and mitigation options in more detail.
4. AGL has a history of deceptive and misleading behaviour, making them unfit to build and
operate a facility like this. Since 2003 AGL has incurred more than $7 million worth of fines, in
some cases for deceptive and misleading behaviour. On the basis of AGL’s poor track record,
and the incredibly high risks involved with this proposal, is AGL really fit to build and operate a
gas import terminal in Westernport Bay?
5. Imported gas can be as bad as coal for the planet. For gas to be a lesser evil than coal for
electricity production, methane leakage should remain below 3.2% during the whole supply chain,
otherwise gas becomes just as polluting, if not more polluting than coal. Recent studies have shown
that we have previously underestimated how much methane is released to the atmosphere during
gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have levels of leakage
of 2-17%. Despite these findings the Australian Industry and Government report far lower emission
intensities for unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on
reliable measurements.

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas important
jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on these internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable.
I’m open to any further discussion via email, a
Kindest,
Cicily Svikart
Blackburn, Melbourne VIC 3130
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TERRESTRIAL IMPACTS Construction of an almost 60-kilometre pipeline from Crib
Point to Pakenham will result in: 1.Native vegetation removed to make way for the
pipeline will involve the direct loss of 15 hectares of native vegetation – almost half
of which is endangered vegetation types. 2. The pipeline component of the project
has the potential to impact on large number of threatened species, including: - 8
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act listed species, - 19
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act listed species; - 30 Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning Advisory List species - 5 EPBC Act listed migratory
species – totalling 36 threatened species potentially impacted. 3. The existence and
ongoing maintenance of this pipeline is a serious threat to the survival of the
nationally-endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot (listed under the EPBC Act) that
has received major investments by governments and community over a long period
time. The project will directly result in removal of vegetation from sites of likely
habitat of the Southern Brown Bandicoot. This could result in local extinctions of this
species. 4. The pipeline directly impacts on one of only four-five populations in
Victoria of the threatened Merran’s Sun-orchid. MARINE IMPACTS – from LNG
floating gas facility involving 300-metre long storage ship (FSRU) at Crib Point, and
up to 40 additional ships into Westernport Bay per year may result in: 1. Failure to
address catastrophic events and threats – explosions, oil/fuel spills, and marine pest
invasions 2. Wetland birds and Ramsar values wetland values ignored 3. Chlorine
discharge 4. Marine biodiversity field studies – no scientific backing 5.
Underestimate spatial impacts of the project 6. Lack of assessment for significant
marine species – whales and others 7. The pipeline is proposed to go through
Warringine Park, a covenanted Council reserve of > 100 hectares between Hastings
and Crib Point.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES
Request to be heard?: Yes
Full Name:

Haans Siver

Organisation:

Sea Shepherd

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

SSAU_Submission

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

I have attached my subscription

2617

Sea Shepherd Australia Limited
Australian Operations Base
Williamstown VIC 3016

ABN: 38 123 339 499

26 August 2020
Impact Assessment Unit
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning

Dear Sir/ Madam
Proposed AGL-APA Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and gas pipeline
project –Submission on Environmental Effects Statement
We are strongly opposed to the proposed AGL-APA Crib Point Gas Import
Jetty.
After much research, the facts are that the AGL Crib Point Gas Import Jetty
project will have adverse impacts on the marine ecosystem and increase
shipping in Western Port by up to forty percent, with peak shipping occurring
specifically during the winter whale season.
While Western Port is not known as a breeding or aggregation area for Southern
Right or Humpback whales, these species are known to frequently enter the bay
each season putting them at great and constant risk should this project be
allowed to go ahead.
The visiting LNG carriers are large ships of approximately 300 metres in length,
and the risk of ships striking whales in Western Port’s narrow shipping channel
is of extreme concern, particularly for the Southern Right Whale.
As the channel is so narrow even if a whale is sighted, it would be difficult for a
ship to respond fast enough to avoid collision as experience has taught us over
many years with dealing with whale campaigns all over the globe. There is no
way of predicting which way the animal will turn. The M/Y Steve Irwin is our
biggest ship at 60 meters long and even a ship that small is difficult to
manoeuvre in time.
Not to mention the destruction of the oceans and other marine life. The
contaminates that will be flushed back into the ocean, the disruption of bird
habitat and the noise pollution that raises the stress and cortisol levels in whales.

Sea Shepherd Australia Limited
Australian Operations Base
Williamstown VIC 3016

ABN: 38 123 339 499

We list here several points for our reasoning to halt this project.
• Australia’s south-east Southern Right Whale population is genetically
distinct from the population in south-west Australia. Its population has
failed to recover post-whaling and is estimated at less than 300
individuals. The loss of just one individual would be a significant setback
for the recovery of this population.
• The EES fails to address the Conservation Management Plan for the
Southern Right Whale 2011–2021, which lists vessel strike, noise
interference and habitat modification as threats to population recovery.
• The proposed mitigation measure to observe existing speed limits within
the channel is insufficient to reduce the risk of injury or death to whales
in Western Port.
• The EES contains no baseline measurement of the acoustic environment
across Western Port, so the cumulative impacts of project noise cannot be
fully assessed.
• The EES provides totally inadequate marine mammals comments in
Western Port that are out of date and lacking appropriate data.
The EES should not proceed without a study of mitigation measures to avoid
vessel strike and chronic disturbance of whales. This study should address the
Southern Right Whale conservation management plan.
The EES should not proceed without an independent marine mammal review
that includes impact assessments commencing with baseline population studies.
Our concerns are of great distress to our organization and hope this Project is
reconsidered to avoid further action from us.
Yours Sincerely

Haans Siver
Sea Shepherd Australia.
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In addition, the general approach principles for an EES requires the consideration of:
 Uncertainty in the analysis;
 Risk ratings of unintended but foreseeable events;
 Residual effects;
 Cumulative impacts of other elements in the Project or other activities.
DRI makes the following general observations of the EES:
 The EES is not easily accessed – tasking readers to simultaneously search through multiple
sources at once to find the rationale behind risk assessments, often without satisfaction.
 The proposed actions seem to be adequately documented.
 It seems that most of the categorisation of marine environmental risks were determined in a
one day workshop with unknown participants. This is hardly transparent and given the
environmental values, adequate to give confidence in the process and conclusions.
 The presentation of risk in the form of “initial risk after initial mitigation measures”,
without stating the raw initial risk is misleading. For example, with Marine Environment
Risks:
o ME47: Unplanned grounding of the FSRU or LNG carriers impacting of shallow
habitats. The initial risk is given as “low” based (confusingly) on the initial
consequence of both “minor” and “negligible” after the initial mitigation is to
comply with PoHDA Handbook. Surely the likely consequence of any ship grounding
is greater than “negligible” as an initial risk – “catastrophic” could be more
appropriate and should be stated before any mitigation measures are applied.
o ME40: Chlorine Produced Oxidants bioaccumulating in food chain. Initial mitigation
is to use 6-port diffuser for mixing. The initial risk as rated negligible and the
likelihood as “possible”. Surely, a detailed explanation in this section is required to
justify how any bioaccumulation can be judged as negligible.
o ME49 and ME50: both regarding the introduction of marine pests, are contradicted
in the body of the EES. Ballast water discharge is cited for the FSRU which is
contradictory to the statement that ballast water is not permitted under PoHDA
rules.
o Marine risks ME10-ME40 all cite the same initial mitigation measures about dilution
either by the 6 port diffuser or the high rate of discharge. Drilling-down into the
report reveals generalised statements about the distance from the FSRU without
modelling the likely concentrations of toxicants. This is especially concerning if
bioaccumulation occurs.
o The above examples are taken from the 53 marine environmental risks identified in
the EES. Many require further clarification and justification, especially those relating
to the 13 marine species listed under the EPBC Act and 26 FFG listed species. The
risk relating to marine mammals will be discussed separately.
 A general principle expected in an EES is to deal with the uncertainties in data and analysis
adequately.
o Some discussion of the limitations of the assessment of marine impacts is found as
dot points on page 49 of the technical report, but it is unclear how and if these
points influence the conclusions drawn.
o Data collection by desktop studies alone is limited by not having access to
unpublished data held by researchers. Additional effort is needed to speak to
organisations and researchers to ensure access to all relevant data. DRI was not
directly consulted by CEE during the processand the result is clear weaknesses in the
marine mammal section. It would be unlikely that this is isolated to marine
mammals and consequently concerning.
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The level of uncertainty in the modelling and plankton and nekton sampling requires
greater consideration and explanation.
 Plankton technically refers to passively floating plant and animal life. Various
adaptations mean that plankton don’t act as “static particles” as assumed in
the modelling. This introduces uncertainty that needs further consideration.
 The data presented from plankton sampling, especially for fish larvae, shows
significant variability and is also based on one year of monthly samples.
 The entrainment of larval fish is significant enough for the EES to reduce the
scale of operation during warmer months. This is the only significant
modification to the marine operation to mitigate risk, so a more in-depth
explanation is required, that takes uncertainty into account. There is no
justification for “what” constitutes an unacceptable loss of plankton and
why certain thresholds were set.
Ecological Modelling:
o Ecosystem modelling is common-practice today and should be used as a routine tool
for this EES.
o Instead “Conceptual Ecological Pathways” are presented with a graphic on page 26
of the Marine Biodiversity Impact Assessment Technical Report --on the following
page is a partly legible reproduction of a diagram of “a food web in seagrass near
Crib Point” Credited to Watson 1984.
o Systems modelling provides a framework to test assumptions and uncertainties and
to ask questions that are not possible to assess from a 26-year-old conceptual
diagram. This would have added confidence to the EES conclusions.
o Ecosystem models would also provide an important tool to consider the impacts of
the reduced primary productivity in the Lower North Arm that is predicted in the
EES.
Another principle expected in an EES is to provide Risk Ratings from unexpected events and
from the cumulative effects from other parts of the Project or other activities.
o One clear matter is the significant reduction in effluent mixing that occurs when an
LNG tanker is moored alongside the FSRU. It is noted in the EES, but no associated
mitigation measure is included in the risk assessments. Regasification should
possibly cease until the tanker is removed.
o It is becoming common around the world and in Australia where populations of
marine animals such as dolphins, for example, are impacted by mass mortality
events linked to cetacean morbillivirus. To a degree, this is symptomatic of upper
order animals living in a compromised ecosystem that results in a suppressed
immune response. One or more stressors make them susceptible to viruses. It could
be an algal bloom from a flush of nutrients after a hot spell that causes fish kills, or
oil spills or other causes in isolation or synergy. This matter of cumulative and
synergistic impacts are not adequately treated by the EES.
o The matter of Chlorination Produced Byproducts (CPB) including Bromoforms and
Trihalomethanes (THM), is acknowledged in the risk assessment as potentially
bioaccumulating. Whilst it might be a localised matter close to the Crib Point facility,
accumulation in the food chain needs greater consideration in the EES as it could
have residual impacts with species across a wider area.
o “Cumulative and unexpected” would include an event involving the other 150 large
vessels using the port, in particular the refined petrol tankers that also use this Crib
Point jetty. The EES tends to dismiss these and similar risks by suggesting adherence
to PoHDA procedures is enough. But “events” do occur with the best procedures in
place, so this area needs further treatment.
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MARINE MAMMALS
Marine mammals are discussed in the Technical Report in section 5.11 Protected Matters, pp 197 to
199. DRI offers the following:
It is reasonable to conclude that excluding exceptional circumstances eg: stranding events, the
following species are not known to occur in Victorian waters (3 nm seaward from the coast) or
Western Port, so are not relevant to the discussion.
 Bryde’s whale
 Pygmy right whale
 Dusky dolphin
Note; Whilst blue whales do seasonally occur in Victorian waters, they have not been recorded
in Western Port.
Figure 5-92 in the EES is used to show all recorded whale sightings by the Two Bays Whale Project
from 2014 to 2017. This is both out of date and was reproduced without DRI’s permission.
DRI would have provided more complete data if asked.
Additional and clarifying comments:
Southern right whales
 The evidence does support that southern right whales are occasional visitors to Western
Port and that the bay is not a known resting or breeding area. A correction is that they can
be seasonally sighted in both the Eastern and Western entrance.
Humpback whales
 Corrections to the EES statement.
o Western, northern and eastern Bass Strait is recognised as part of the migratory
path for humpback whales.
o Central Bass Strait is known as a migratory feeding area for humpback whales.
o One humpback whale calf was recorded in Central Bass Strait in 2018 which based
on its size and form was likely born in the region.
Killer whales
 There are multiple sightings (at least 5) of this species in Western Port but none in the
Lower North Arm.
Burrunan dolphins
 The validity of the “Burrunan dolphin” as a species independent of bottlenose dolphin, is
rejected by the International Society of Mammalogy’s Taxonomic Committee, the IUCN and
the IWC. This is reinforced in papers published in 2020. The species found in Port Phillip and
Western Port are considered Tursiops truncatus. The current status of the understanding of
the species is maintained on DRI’s website:





Western Port is not known as a habitat for more than approximately a dozen resident
bottlenose dolphins. Regular sightings are made in the Somers to Merricks area, near Rhyll
and at San Remo. Occasional sightings of up to 20 animals have been recorded near Crib
Point and Ventnor.
Further research is required to understand the spatial and temporal patterns of the
dolphins living in Western Port. If the Project was to proceed, increased, and on-going
monitoring of these dolphins should occur.
Large numbers of bottlenose and common dolphins are present in Bass Strait.
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General comments about large whales and killer whales:
 DRI has records of 174 sightings in Western Port involving no less than 350 animals and 5
species of large whales.
 There are 20 sightings of large whales in the Lower North Arm.
 As per the conclusion drawn in the EES, the Lower North Arm and Western Port, in general,
are not known as areas of significance for large whales. No calving, breeding or feeding is
confirmed for this region.
 There is no historical evidence to support claims that southern right whales have ever calved
in Western Port. There is also no evidence of there being a whaling station at San Remo.
Other Risks to Cetaceans
Sound
 The EES presents a theoretical treatment and modelling of the risks to marine mammals
(and fish). This treatment seems thorough, and based on appropriate literature. It concludes
that acoustic impacts are localised around Crib Point, and that risk to cetaceans, pinnipeds,
and fish is low.
 The acoustic study acknowledges the inherent uncertainties of this theoretical treatment
without conducting acoustic studies in Western Port to ground-truth the assumptions and
theoretical modelling. The Project should not progress without these studies.
Vessel Strike
 The EES concludes that “the consequence to the population of any whale species of an LNG
carrier strike is minor (for the whale population)”. This sweeping statement is not adequate.
 Southern right whales have not recovered from commercial whaling days to the extent of
humpback whales and are listed in Victoria as critically endangered. It is thought that less
than 300 southern right whales are in the population that migrates to south-east Australia
and fewer than 30 in the group that migrates through central Victoria. The death of one
southern right whale could have severe consequences for this small population. The low
surface profile of southern right whales and slow movement makes this species difficult to
see and more prone to vessel strike than other large whale species.
 Whilst the likelihood of an LNG tanker striking a southern right whale is unlikely, the residual
risk of ship strike for this species would be considered medium or high rather than low. This
species should be considered separately, and the additional mitigation measures of marine
mammal observers and reduced vessel speed should be considered from May to August.
 Overall, DRI agrees that the overall risk of ship strike in Western Port is low.
Food web
 The acknowledged risks from the bioaccumulation of toxins and the reduced productivity in
the Lower North Arm require further investigation to consider cumulative and residual
impacts on the food web. This should include consideration of the effects on prey species for
the resident bottlenose dolphins in the Somers area. The development of an ecological
model would facilitate these and other considerations.

CLIMATE CHANGE
The EES considers climate change from the perspective of Greenhouse Gas emissions during the
construction and operations phases of the Project.
The operation of the FSRU in “closed” mode would significantly reduce but not limit the use of
seawater, and consequently reduce some of the risks to Western Port’s marine environment.
However, operating in closed mode would significantly increase carbon emissions from burning gas
to regasify the LNG.
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DRI notes that Climate Change is possibly the greatest long-term risk to Western Port and that
balancing the need for gas in South East Australia against the need to reduce Greenhouse Gas
emissions is a complex matter with no simple or immediate solutions.
Whether or not this Project progresses, DRI urges actions to reduce the pull-factors for gas use and
to progress the transition to renewable energy and the decommissioning of brown coal power plants
in Gippsland. This requires government, industry and community to work together.

SOCIAL LICENCE
If the Project proceeds, AGL has committed to creating a fund of $7.5 million to benefit the local
community. Whilst this is not an insignificant sum, DRI believes that AGL’s social license to operate in
the Crib Point community requires a more significant contribution and a vision to create a
demonstrable net gain for the locals and the environment.
As part of the local community, DRI urges AGL to commit to developing Crib Point into a
“renewable” town providing a lasting net- gain for the community and significant and tangible step
towards reducing carbon emissions and addressing Climate Change – long after the FSRU vessel is
decommissioned and towed away.

CONCLUSION
The Project to develop an LNG import terminal in Western Port must only proceed if the proponent
can demonstrate that the environmental risks to this sensitive, important environment can be
managed and the environment protected.
DRI has focussed our consideration of the EES on the marine environment and conclude that the
Project should not be approved unless key deficiencies in the EES are rectified, and the result
presented for public comment.
The matters we consider should be addressed are:
 The rationale behind the assigned risks needs to be clearly discussed in an accessible
manner. Initial risk measures, without the first level of mitigation, should be clearly shown.
This process should be peer-reviewed, not just the initial studies, and be transparent.
 The treatment of uncertainty, cumulative, synergistic and residual impacts require more
thorough treatment and clearly discussed as part of each risk assessment.
 Ecological System Models should be developed and applied to test assumptions and
conclusions throughout the EES.
 Uncertainties about the residual Chlorine Oxidation Products and bioaccumulation should be
more thoroughly considered.
 Acoustic studies should be completed in Western Port to understand the current acoustic
environment (including how sounds propagates within this environment) and to groundtruth the theoretical modelling.
 The accuracy of the information about marine mammals should be updated as suggested.
 If the Project does progress, long-term monitoring of the resident and visiting cetaceans
should be incorporated in the Environmental Management Plan.
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APPENDIX 1
EES scoping requirements and general approach principles.
The following sections are reproduced from the Department of Planning document: ‘Scoping requirements for
the Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project Environmental Effects Statement’ January 2019.
The Minister’s decision to require an EES included the procedures and requirements applicable to its
preparation, in accordance with section 8B(5) of the Environment Effects Act (Appendix A). These requirements
included the following key matters for the EES to examine:
1. effects on biodiversity and ecological values within and near the proposed pipeline and gas import
facility at Crib Point, including potential impacts associated with the loss of native vegetation, indirect
and direct impacts on the habitat for listed threatened species of flora and fauna, and risks to other
ecological values and ecosystem services of conservation areas, nature parks, marine reserves and
Ramsar sites in proximity to the proposal;
2. effects from seawater intake to and cold water/residual chlorine discharges from the gas import jetty
facility, including potential medium and long-term effects on the ecology of the Lower North Arm of
Western Port associated with changes to seawater quality and entrainment of larvae of marine
species (threatened and non-threatened);
3. effects from construction on surface water environments, including local waterways and the broader
catchment, as well as groundwater (hydrology, quality, uses and dependent ecosystems), including
risks associated with potential acid sulphate soils;
4. effects on the landscape values and land-uses of the sites and surrounding areas, including the
implications for any directly affected agriculture and the proposed rehabilitation of the pipeline
corridor;
5. effects on soil and land-uses from contamination during the construction and operation of the
proposal;
6. effects on Aboriginal and historic cultural heritage values;
7. effects of project construction and operation on air quality and noise on nearby sensitive receptors (in
particular residences);
8. effects on socio-economic values, at local and regional scales, potentially generated by the Project,
including increased traffic movement and indirect effects of the project construction workforce on the
capacity of local community infrastructure; and
9. effects of waste (solid, liquid and gas) that might be generated by the Project during construction and
operation.
General approach principles: The EES should assess the environmental effects of all components and stages of
the Project. The assessment should include:
1. the likelihood of adverse effects and associated uncertainty of available predictions or estimates;
2. the potential effects on individual environmental assets – magnitude, extent and duration of
change in the values of each asset – having regard to intended avoidance and mitigation measures
and (if different) both maximum operational capacity and intended operational rates;
3. further management measures that are proposed where avoidance and mitigation measures do not
adequately address effects on environmental assets, including specific details of how the measures
address policy;
4. risk ratings of unintended but foreseeable events such as spills or other mishaps that could result
from construction or operation of the Project;
5. the residual effects, including on Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES), that are
likely to occur after all proposed measures to avoid and mitigate environmental effects are
implemented;
6. potential cumulative impacts arising in conjunction with the impacts of other projects or actions
that may affect the same environmental asset or assets;
7. the proposed approach to managing and monitoring environmental performance, including
contingency planning; and
8. an analysis of the acceptability of impacts on all MNES.
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My name is Meg Anderson and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay.
Being able to swim in the ocean and enjoy summer without feeling
unsafe is important to the community of Victoria.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature
and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance
on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution
in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of
ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification
Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact
Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate
to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws

prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the
distant future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track
for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we
do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations
like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not
consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise
would affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there
have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They
have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor
the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate
studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on greenhouse
gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we
meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Meg Anderson
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My name is Ed Pawlik and I live in Balnarring Beach in the Westernport Bay area.
Clean air, water and environment paramount to a long-life and the well being of flora and fauna on
the peninsula. Westernport provides just that type of environment why would we compromise what
we have with a potentially destructive and intrusive infrastructure project like AGL is proposing.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables

and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals.
The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own
figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year
lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed
with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping
operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern
Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right
whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Ed Pawlik
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EES Technical Report
Amenity: Visual and Landscape Changes
My name is Candida van Rood and I have reviewed section 5.0 of the Visual and Landscape
Impact Assessment the EES and in reference to its contents I submit the following:
The overall conclusion of the visual and landscape component of the AGL/APA Environmental
Effects Statement (EES) report is:
“The Project would cause a low degree of visual change, but would not materially affect the
composition, the appreciation of landscape character or the ability to take in or enjoy the view”.
With these images I am exposing some of the reasons why I disagree with the above statement.

1.0 Current Landscape Character of Woolleys Beach Picnic Amenity
Displayed below are images
of the current landscape
around the Woolleys Beach
area and adjacent to the Crib
Point jetty:

Image 1 &2:. Views from Woolley’s Beach picnic amenity, viewing the jetty and facing in
Easterly direction.

Image 3. View from Woolley’s Beach picnic amenity, to the jetty
South Easterly direction.

Image 4: View of Woolley’s Beach picnic amenity, walking path where unique wild local
orchids grow, which attract many enthusiasts, and aficionados.

Image 5: native orchid,
unique to Crib Point:
Thelmitra ixioides
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1.02 What will change at the Woolley’s Beach picnic amenity, if AGL and
APA’s Gas import Terminal goes ahead.
Above are a few images of the Woolley’s Beach picnic amenity depicting its peaceful
and natural beauty. It is shady in summer, and easily accessible for families with small
children and the disabled. (One of the few spots around Westernport where this is
possible.)
Below are pictures of the images brought to us by AGL. These installations will turn
this important recreational amenity which the local primary schools use for children to
learn about local wildlife flora and fauna; and young families and the elderly use on a
regular basis to enjoy the beauty of Westernport.
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The images in the EES are deceptive at best!
Below is the image of what AGL’s PhotoShop experts think the FSRU would look like
from Woolley’s Beach Picnic Amenity.
The images below from AGL’s reports show the FSRU as being about the same size
as one the Mari Boyle which is approx 170m and is similar in size to other
commercial vessels that currently use the Crib Point jetty.
We know that the FSRU measures at nearly twice that at 290 metres in length and
at least 50 metres high, and is therefore nearly twice the size of the Mari Boyle
tanker.
In these photographs below the scale is plainly wrong, so how much faith can we
have in the above AGL depictions of what Woolley’s picnic amenity would really
look like?
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Also, the LNG carriers to supply the proposed FSRU are bigger than any commercial vessels
currently using the Port of Hastings.
It is estimated that the proposed FSRU would be just as tall and three times the length of
the Ocean Monarch drilling rig that dominated Westernport for several months last year,
which: length overall (LOA) is 107.29 meters and width is 84.43 meters, and between 40 to
45 metres in height.
(Pictured below.)
Contrary to what is often implied by AGL, the Port of Hastings is over 2 km to the north of
Crib Point. It is not visible from Woolleys Beach.
In 2018-19 the Port of Hastings had fewer than 95 shipping movements per year.
This equates to just 2 shipping movements per week.
AGL’s upper estimates of 40 LNG tankers each year would increase commercial shipping
traffic in Westernport by as much as 40%, changing the character of its horizon from nearly
every vista and vantage point around the Bay. The Ocean Monarch was clearly visible from
Somers Beach, and its smaller than the proposed FSRU.

Image 6: Ocean Monarch drilling rig.

An AGL FSRU’s imposing presence for the next 20 years would be as disruptive to the
character of the area as the construction on Woolleys Beach of a 17 storey factory.
That is essentially what the proposed LNG processing plant would be.
The Increased activity of tug-boats manoeuvring the visiting LNG tankers would further
disrupt the vista over a large area of the Bay.
5S

Image 7: An actual picture of the FSRU planned for Crib Point, compared to the size of buildings and people on the
jetty here, is in its correct scale.

Image 7: Our mock-up of what the FSRU would look like next to Flinders Street Station in Melbourne’s CBD.

1.03 How can we trust AGL if they are deceptive with these images?
Considering AGL have spent so much time, money and energy on their EES report, and yet
have paid someone to create mock-ups which do not accurately depict their intentions, how
can we trust them with the actual project?

6

2.01 Clearing of the shoreline where the planned onshore facilities would be
installed.
Below are photographs which depict the Northerly aspect next to the jetty before and after
Clearing was done by the Port of Hastings. (without permits from the Mornington Peninsula
Shire).

Image 8: Aerial view of Woolley’s Beach and the Crib Point jetty facing South. A small amount of clearing had taken
place for purpose of the receiving dock with its minimal traffic of United tankers.
(numbers described in other parts of this submission)

Image 9: a view from the shoreline next to the Northern part of Woolleys beach, next to the Crib Point jetty.
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Image 10: Land being illegally cleared by the Port of Hastings in February 2020

Image 11: Facing South across the northern aspect of the jetty after the land was cleared.
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Image 12: Looking across Woolleys’ Beach north of the Jetty where native bush was cleared.

With the ruthless and unannounced clearing of the native bush in almost the exact shape
AGL and APA have planned for their onshore facilities, it is clear that the Port of Hastings
has been complicit with their plan.
In the EES there is reference to 20 metre high Nitrogen towers which would be installed
here as well. Where are they in this picture created by the AGL Photoshop artist?
How can we trust a company which gives us this fake visual information about their
proposal?
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3.01 Summary
Westernport is a natural tidal bay with an ancient sunken river system, which harbours one of
the most important biodiverse set of eco-systems in South Eastern Australia. It is an important
feeding and breeding ground for sea mammals, such as whales, furs seals and dolphins and
migratory and local shoreline birds, several of them endangered.
The waters of Westernport change their rhythm and colour many times daily, giving those who
live, work, visit and play in and around the bay a vital sense of the glorious and majestic
mysteries of nature in all her splendour. Tourists come from all over the world to behold this
unique and awesome, mostly unspoilt wetland precinct.
Westernport is completely unsuited to any further heavy industry.
The population of Melbourne is the fastest growing of all Australian cities, nearly doubling in
the last 10 years. We cannot afford to sacrifice anymore of our natural places for heavy industry
when it is a renowned and proven fact that human well-being depends heavily on natural
places for refuge and sanctuary.
Many people who reside permanently (and those who choose to purchase properties with a
view to later retirement) around Westernport Bay do so because of the relaxed, quiet and
peaceful lifestyle, and the pristine environment of the Bay. It is a common phenomenon in
Australia and other countries for people across the broad economic spectrum to make a ‘sea
change’ decision to move away from crowded, busy and noisy big cities. Many ‘sea changers’
are prepared to pay a premium and some forego well-paid employment for the sense of
community and relaxed lifestyle afforded by unique locations such as Phillip Island and the
Mornington Peninsula. Westernport Bay with its Ramsar international Wetlands Conservation
status, and world-renowned aquatic and bird life, is a sanctuary that residents find very
attractive and supportive. The absence of major industries around Westernport adds to the
sense of a calm, beautiful and quiet place sought after by local residents.
There has been much public discussion and media attention concerning serious mental health
issues (such as depression, anxiety, and feelings of disempowerment) affecting Australians,
particularly over the last few years, with the early manifest signs of climate change, and now
with the uncertainty of the pandemic.
This will not get better with population growth and the effects of climate change, not to
mention the grief that goes with that, and how much that affects people’s quality of life and
overall productivity.
The loss of natural places puts us all under huge pressure, and is not sustainable for the future
of life on planet Earth.
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It is well documented that human beings need to be able to gaze at unspoiled natural vistas for
their physical and mental health.
Sustainability Victoria: ‘Victoria’s health services and health professionals are already seeing the
effects climate change has on our health systems. ‘

Westernport is a natural sanctuary just over one hour’s drive out of Australia’s fastest growing
metropolis. To turn it into an industrialised wasteland, is not an option for the long-term health
and sustainable future of human life, or any other life in Australia or Globally.
Nature of this sort is priceless.
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My name is Kate Campbell and I live in the Westernport Bay area
.
The beaches are beautiful and very natural. There is very limited development. My
children and I love swimming in the clear clean water at Point Leo and Shoreham
beaches. We love exploring the rock pools around Shoreham and Flinders.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead
of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is
not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Kate Campbell

