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Ed Merrison
Shoreham
Victoria 3916
25th August 2020
To whom it may concern,
My name is Ed Merrison, and I am a resident of Shoreham. I am writing to express
my opposition to the proposed Crib Point gas import jetty and pipeline project.
Westernport is where I live. I love the Mornington Peninsula, and my precious part of
it where my wife and I have chosen to bring up our three young children. I have been
coming here for 20 years and living here for eight, and was drawn to it by the pristine
nature, clean air and diverse, healthy wildlife - and a community that values these
things!
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.
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,
Ed Merrison
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My name is Pedro Rafael Ramos and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
This planet is my home. Environmental damage done anywhere effects all species in
this place we call home. We are an incredible species that can adapt. Why can’t we
change our energy sources and create a future where we can all prosper.
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,
Pedro Rafael Ramos
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CRIB POINT INQUIRY AND ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT, LAND , WATER
AND PLANNING

Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
My name is Kate Gazzard, I am a paediatric doctor with an interest in public health and environmental
conservation, and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is home to Victoria’s penguin parade, seal colonies and important marine ecosystems.
Some of our most beautiful beaches are in the area: Phillip Island, Flinders, Hastings. My mum lives in
Cape Woolamai, this is a very special place for me and my family.
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
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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-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,

DR KATE GAZZARD
PAEDIATRIC FELLOW, CENTRE FOR COMMUNITY CHILD HEALTH
THE ROYAL CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL
, PARKVILLE 3052

2

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2272

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Andre Tristan Fazio

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

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
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My name is Kristina Belleville and I have a property in WPB 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. 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. 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
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My name is Jan Clarke and I live on Westernport Bay. I have camped at Point Leo
for more than 60 years and now live next to this beautiful bay. Westernport has
avoided much of the development associated with large cities and this should be
preserved at all costs. 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 unsuccess
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My name is Tom Kinsey 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 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.
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 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,
Tom Kinsey
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Crib Point Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline
Project
Submission on EES, C272morn & Works Approval
Application

1.

Overview

1.1.

Mornington Peninsula Shire Council (Council) strongly opposes the Crib Point Gas
Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (Project).

1.2.

The purpose of this submission is to outline Council’s primary reasons for opposing
approval of the Project. Council looks forward to elaborating on its submission at the
Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC) hearing process.

1.3.

In summary, Council contends that the EES:
1.3.1.

Is manifestly inadequate to enable credible predictions to be made about the
likely risk of certain events occurring.

1.3.2.

Falls short of demonstrating that significant environmental effects of the Project
can be acceptably managed having regard to legislation, policy, best practice
and the principles of environmentally sustainable development.

1.3.3.

Fails to provide any objective or independent expert assessment of the Project
against the evaluation objective regarding “Energy efficiency, security,
affordability and safety”, being: To provide for safe and cost-effective
augmentation of Victoria’s natural gas supply in the medium to longer term.

This is a fundamental deficiency in the EES and impairs submitters and the IAC from
undertaking a robust net community benefit assessment of the Project.
1.4.

Additionally, the following matters are of significant concern to Council:
1.4.1.

The lack of any detailed information about the experience of the proponent
(AGL) for the FSRU in developing and operating such a Project as well as any
information about its health, safety and environmental policies and track
record;1

1.4.2.

The lack of information about any environmental effects associated with
maintenance and decommissioning of the Project;2

1.4.3.

The limited information in the EES regarding consideration of alternative sites
(to Crib Point) for the FSRU and pipeline including Corio, Victoria and Port
Kembla, New South Wales.3

1.5.

Given the volume and complexity of material and issues raised by the Environmental
Effects Statement (EES), it is possible Council may identify further issues of concern at
the hearing.

1.6.

Council reserves its right to raise additional matters at the hearing including having
regard to any further information subsequently provided by the proponents for the Project,
or submissions made, or evidence called by others.

1

This detail should have been included in the main report pursuant to Section 3.2 of the Scoping Requirements.
This detail should have been included in the project description pursuant to Section 3.3 of the Scoping Requirements.
3 Refer to Section 3.4 of the Scoping Requirements.
2
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3.

The role of Mornington Peninsula Shire

3.1.

The Project requires a range of approvals under a variety of State and Commonwealth
legislation4. The decision on whether to approve the Project rests entirely with the State
and Federal Governments.

3.2.

Council is nevertheless a stakeholder and submitter in the assessment and approvals
process.

4.

The locational context of the Project

4.1.

Mornington Peninsula is one of Victoria’s greatest assets, characterised by unique
townships, highly valued green wedge land, areas of national and international
conservation significance and features extensive areas of pristine Victorian coastline.

4.2.

Maintaining the special values of the Peninsula is dependent on integrated and balanced
planning, involving all agencies and having regard to the needs and aspirations of current
and future generations. Environmental conservation and protection against pollution and
degradation are primary considerations for planning on the Peninsula, as are responding
to the challenges posed by climate change.

4.3.

The parts of the Mornington Peninsula most affected by the Project are Western Port
Bay, Crib Point and Hastings.
Westernport Bay

4.4.

Whilst occupied by the Port of Hastings, Western Port Bay is home to a wealth of local,
national and internationally significant natural resources and environmental values.
Designated a wetland of international significance under the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance in 1982, the Bay is also recognised as a UNESCO
biosphere reserve comprising three national marine parks. The reserve contains a range
of listed threatened species, ecological communities and listed migratory species.

4.5.

In addition to its distinguished environmental values, the Bay is a popular place for
recreational water-based activities such as boating, sailing and fishing, hosting a range of
established community sporting groups and related organisations.
Crib Point

4.6.

Crib Point is an historic coastal township characterised by environmentally and socially
significant sites and landscapes, including:
4.6.1.

Several Ecological Vegetation Classes (EVCs) such as Heathy Woodland,
Mangrove Scrubland, Coastal Saltmarsh and Coastal Dune Grassland, with the
Grassy Woodland EVC having the highest conservation value in the region;

4

Assessment of an Environment Effects Statement (EES) under the Environment Effects Act 1978 (Vic), a works
approval under the Environment Protection Act 1970 (Vic) to operate the FSRU, a pipeline licence under the Pipelines
Act 2005 (Vic), consent under the Marine and Coastal Act 2018 (Vic), Cultural Heritage Management Plans (CHMPs)
under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006, planning approval under Planning and Environment Act 1987 (Vic), approvals
under the Gas Safety Act 1997 (Vic) and Occupational Health and Safety Act 2004 (Vic), a permit under the Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 (Vic) and Approval under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act
1999 (Cth)
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4.6.2.

Woolleys Beach and Jacks Beach Reserves which contain a variety of
indigenous flora and fauna and significant mangroves which provide a natural
nursery for young fish;

4.6.3.

Several areas within the township are identified as having endangered or
vulnerable bioregional conservation status;

4.6.4.

Various sites of early European heritage significance, and

4.6.5.

Extensive areas of Aboriginal cultural heritage sensitivity.

4.7.

Crib Point is regionally significant for its recreational boat launching facilities as well as
the ferry which services Western Port Bay with stops at Stony Point, French Island and
Phillip Island.

4.8.

Whilst Crib Point boasts a wealth of natural environmental values, sites of social
significance and recreational opportunities, the township experiences high levels of socioeconomic disadvantage5.

4.9.

Council is currently preparing a Township Plan to establish a long-term vision for Crib
Point as the basis for future planning and decision-making in the area over the next
decade or so. The Plan is focused on balancing the need to foster urban vitality and
prosperity with a fervent desire to protect and enhance the world-renowned yet fragile
natural surrounds.
Hastings

4.10. A country town on the coast, Hastings serves as the region’s main commercial and
community focus. The township is recognised locally and by the State as one of the
Shire’s three Major Activity Centres and as such remains the community’s base for
recreation, shopping, social interaction and civic services.
4.11. Centred around High Street with strong links to the Bay and foreshore, Hastings is known
as the gateway to Western Port, with extensive recreational and boating opportunities,
including the only regional boating facility on the western shores of the Bay.
4.12. As with Crib Point, Hastings suffers from disproportionately high levels of socio-economic
disadvantage despite its many strengths and valued features.
4.13. The local community’s vision and strategic objectives for this major centre are
encapsulated in Council’s adopted Hastings Town Centre Structure Plan (November
2014) which seeks to promote an economically, socially and environmentally sustainable
centre with strong functional and cultural connections to Western Port. One of Council’s
long-term objectives is for Hastings to become the end of the electrified railway line from
Frankston.

5

Based on 2016 Census figures, sourced from https://profile.id.com.au/mornington-peninsula.
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decarbonised and transitions to more renewables’ (Chapter 2, p.1). However, the claim is
not backed-up or referable to any objective or independent expert assessment contained
in the EES technical reports.
6.2.

The absence of such fundamental material in the EES is of significant concern to Council
given the issue is central to the Project rationale and to any proper assessment of net
community benefit.

6.3.

For its part, Council is serious about taking action on climate change. On 14 August
2019, Council unanimously declared a Climate Emergency, calling for immediate and
urgent action to reverse global warming and the significant damage that climate change
is causing to our economy, society and environment. In making this declaration, Council
recognises that current levels of global warming, and future warming already committed,
constitute nothing less than a climate emergency for most life on this planet.

6.4.

In support of this declaration, Council has prepared a draft Climate Emergency Response
Plan (‘the Plan’). If adopted, the Plan will commit Council to proactive leadership to
support and encourage individuals, organisations, businesses and all levels of
government to integrate Climate Emergency responses into their operations and daily
lives. Providing a framework for Council-led action, the Plan moves beyond mitigation
and adaptation measures.

6.5.

Central to the Plan is a commitment to move towards zero greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions by 2040, phase out reliance on fossil-fuels – including natural gas – and
support a speedy transition to a renewable energy-based economy with maximum uptake
in energy efficiency measures and operations.

6.6.

The Plan is supported by the following additional policies, strategies and action plans
adopted by Council:
• Carbon Neutral Policy (February 2016) – Reduction in emissions through renewable
energy sources and energy efficient measures to achieve Carbon Neutral
accreditation in Council operations by 2021.
• Climate Change Community Engagement Strategy (December 2018) – Developing
resources and actions to engage community to reduce emissions and build
resilience.
• Embedding Environmentally Sustainable Development (ESD) principles – Introducing
an ESD Policy into the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme (via proposed
Amendment C232morn) and preparing an internal ESD Policy for Council buildings
and civil works.

6.7.

Apart from supporting the community to respond to climate change, Council’s Climate
Emergency declaration and Plan include a commitment to urge State and Commonwealth
Governments to uphold Australia’s pledge to the United Nations Paris Agreement on
Climate Change (UNFCCC, 12 December 2015). Specifically, to implement policy and
actions to significantly reduce emissions in line with the Agreement.

6.8.

Council is particularly concerned in this regard to explore how the Project responds to
State Government legislation, policies and plans regarding climate change, including
Victoria’s:
6.8.1.

Climate Change Act 2017 which embeds a target of net zero emissions by
2050;
Page 6 of 19

Crib Point Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline
Project
Submission on EES, C272morn & Works Approval
Application

7.3.

Council is acutely aware of the impact that the COVID-19 global pandemic is having on
Victorians, especially the Mornington Peninsula. The negative economic impacts of
COVID-19 are forecast to be greater on the Peninsula than for the rest of Australia. The
Shire is expecting at least a 21% reduction in Gross Regional Product (compared to 6.9%
for Australia) and job losses in the order of 5,900 with an 11% reduction in employment
opportunities (REMPLAN Economic Impact Report).

7.4.

Even if the estimated number of jobs created by the Project is correct, scant information
is provided about the likely demographic profile of such workforces except to suggest
that:
7.4.1.

In relation to the construction related jobs:
i.
The majority of the workforce would be specialists sourced from Victoria and
interstate;
ii.
Opportunities for local suppliers and employment would include a range of
general trade and support services;

7.4.2.

In relation to the ongoing jobs:
iii.
They would be located in Crib Point;
iv.
They would be related to running the FSRU as well as security and support;
v.
They would involve rotation shifts.6

7.5.

None of this gives Council any real comfort that the Project will generate significant longterm employment benefits for the Mornington Peninsula.

7.6.

It is acknowledged that the Environmental Management Framework (EMF) includes a
mitigation measure, ‘MM-SO04: Source local workers’ which provides that ‘Workers,
supplies and services during construction and operation will be sourced from the local
area as appropriate’. Whilst the aim of this mitigation measure is noble, it is sufficiently
vague as to give the Proponent ample wriggle room to source workers from elsewhere.

7.7.

In line with its adopted pandemic recovery plan (Our Peninsula: Supporting Our
Community Recovery, June 2020), draft Climate Emergency Response Plan, and
proposed ESD Local Planning Policy, Council has a strong preference for the pursuit of a
zero-carbon economy in helping Victorian’s emerge from the COVID-19 pandemic, and
reducing and adapting to climate change impacts.

7.8.

Central to the transition away from a fossil fuel dependent economy is providing
alternative energy production and consumption measures. In this context, the EES fails to
consider the Project rationale in any substantial detail in terms of potential changes in the
operating environment in both the short- and longer-term which might otherwise
significantly reduce the need for additional gas supply, such as:
7.8.1. demand-side measures (i.e. the increased uptake of renewable energy sources,
retrofitting of energy efficient measures, or fuel-switching within the residential,
commercial and industrial sectors),
7.8.2. introduction of utility-scale storage,

6

EES, Vol 1, p2-43.
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to hand, further sampling should be done, including analysis of sediments for
PAHs, metals, grain size and total carbon content;

8.4.

8.3.3.

Collection and analysis of sediment samples in and surrounding the basin within
any areas likely to be disturbed by discharge of water from the FSRU or
associated with turbulence from tugs, LNG carriers etc. to determine the potential
presence of toxic dinoflagellates in sediment;

8.3.4.

Quantitative survey of fish and benthic invertebrates in basin with suitable
replication at 4-5 sites within the Berth 2 basin and within 4-5 sites within at least
two control locations;

8.3.5.

Comparison of epifauna and associated fishes and mobile invertebrates on jetty
structure compared with two other jetty structures in Western Port;

8.3.6.

Surveys of diving birds (eg. Species of cormorants and gulls) at Crib Point jetty,
including species identifications, abundance, roosting and feeding behaviour and
an assessment of likely diet of these species;

8.3.7.

Reassessment of the proposed monitoring proposal and much more detail
required in monitoring plan to be presented and provided to stakeholders.

As things stand, Council considers there is inadequate information to properly assess
numerous potential effects including:
8.4.1.

Entrainment (in FSRU) of:
•
Mangroves and saltmarsh;
•
Intertidal mudflat invertebrates
•
Intertidal and subtidal seagrasses;
•
Benthic subtidal invertebrates;
•
Plankton;

8.4.2.

Impact of entrainment, discharge plume and chlorinated water on ecological
processes of Ramsar wetland;

8.4.3.

Impact of cooler water from discharge plume on natural intertidal mudflat
communities, natural communities (interidal and subtidal seagrases), benthic
subtidal invertebrae fauna, plankton and subtidal reef habitat;

8.4.4.

Impact of warm water from discharge plume on local plankton and subtidal reef
habitat;

8.4.5.

Impact of chlorinated water on natural mudflat invertebrae communities, natural
intertidal and subtidal habitats, benthic subtidal invertebrae fauna, plankton and
subtidal reef habitat (including artificial reef provided by jetty structures);

8.4.6.

Accumulation of chlorine produced in species in the food chain;

8.4.7.

Accidental spills or leaks from chemicals, materials or waste streams into
Western Port during construction or operation;
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8.4.8.

Spills or leaks of fuel, oil or other chemicals from the FSRU or LNG carriers;

8.4.9.

Aggregation of marine fauna due to damaged biota and increased light;

8.4.10. Impact of underwater noise from operation of FSRU on marine biota;
8.4.11. Impacts to penguins and pinnipeds.
8.5.

8.6.

In the meantime, based on the exhibited EES, Council is particularly concerned about the
potential for and significance of the following Project effects:
8.5.1.

Entrainment of pelagic and demersal fish into FSRU;

8.5.2.

Impact of chlorinated seawater from discharge plume on local fish species near
FSRU and fish eating diving water birds (eg. cormorants) and pinnepeds due to
eating contaminated fish;

8.5.3.

Alteration of the seabed due to FSRU increasing seabed current and
encouraging scour and/or from higher velocity water movement from propellers of
LNG carrier and tugs;

8.5.4.

Unplanned grounding of FSRU or LNG carriers impacting shallow habitats and
communities;

8.5.5.

Light spill from FSRU and intermittently from LNG carriers on fish and
invertebrae;

8.5.6.

Collision of LNG carriers with migrating humpback or southern right whales;

8.5.7.

Disturbance of contaminated sediments due to turbulence from FSRU discharge
and vessel thrusters with impact on invertebrates and fish.

Additionally, before a decision is made on the Project, Council considers the Proponent
should be required to provide a detailed monitoring plan that includes (as a minimum) the
following:
8.6.1.

All components of the aquatic environment to be measured,

8.6.2.

All sampling methods,

8.6.3.

Spatial and temporal scales of investigation,

8.6.4.

Period(s) of baseline sampling (e.g. 1-2 years of baseline sampling before Project
starts),

8.6.5.

Sample replication for all quantitative variables associated with biota, water
quality and sediment quality, Effect Sizes considered important to detect potential
impacts

8.6.6.

Statistical methods (design and tests), and
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12.1.6.

The review of accidents in the TIA does not provide a particularly meaningful
analysis of accidents within proximity of the Project so as to enable an
assessment of the likelihood of further accidents as a result of increased traffic
associated with the Project and potential mitigation measures to reduce the risk
of such accidents;

12.1.7.

The review of accidents omits discussion or study of intersections proximate to
the Project where there have been 4 or more accidents including the Denham
Road/Frankston Flinders roundabout which is proposed to be used for
stockpiling and other activities during the construction phase of the Project;

12.1.8.

The limited consideration or discussion of how the movement of pipes along the
local road network will be managed during construction;

12.1.9.

The review of access track locations includes an assessment of sight distance,
with 7 access track locations on the Mornington Peninsula identified as having
inadequate or unspecified sight distance. The minimum shortfall is identified as
90m. Due to the inability to move the access track entry within the 30m
nominated work area, Council is concerned that the nominated traffic safety
mitigation measures will not be sufficient to ensure movements in and out of
some of these access tracks can be managed safely and appropriately;

12.1.10. No swept path analysis has been provided to confirm that the larger trucks
required can enter and exit the site satisfactory ad whether the entire road will
eb required to do so;
12.1.11. The absence of any proposed mitigation measure such as a road safety audit to
ensure the safe crossing of a passively controlled level crossing, west of
Frankston-Flinders Road between Marine Parade and Denham Road, proposed
to be used for construction purposes;
12.1.12. The EES does not identify whether upgrade of the level crossing on FrankstonFlinders Road (between Reid Parade and Lady Nelson Parkway) is necessary
to accommodate the Project.
12.1.13. The absence of consideration of school bus routes in mitigation measure MMTP06: Public Transport Disruption Management sub-plan;
12.1.14. The lack of detail regarding the Nitrogen Transport Plan to enable Council to
consider land use planning issues and the need for any road upgrades along
the proposed route.
12.1.15. The absence of any meaningful assessment of whether the Project will preclude
the future duplication and electrification of the Stony Point Railway to Hastings
and associated necessary upgrades to Hastings Railway Station.
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•

Contributing to native vegetation projects within the Hastings Foreshore Precinct
Plan.

Cultural heritage
• Supporting opportunities for Traditional Owners to undertake cultural land
management practices and knowledge sharing activities within Warringine Park.
Social, economic, amenity and land use
• Engaging with Council and Transport for Victoria to explore options to support the
development of the Stony Point/Crib Point/Hastings Strategic Cycling Corridor.
• Contributing to the works required to address the gap in the Western Port Bay Trail.
• Contributing to the Hastings Safer Residential Areas project and ensuring that the
pipeline project is consistent with its objectives.
• Incorporating public realm improvements in Hastings, as identified in the High Street
Hastings Streetscape Design Framework.
• Contributing to works required to deliver a more accessible and upgraded Foreshore
Activity Hub at Hastings, including the proposed soundshell, splash-park and flood
mitigation works.
• Contributing towards implementation of a masterplan to protect and enhance the
significant conservation and Aboriginal cultural heritage values at 197A Hendersons
Road, Hastings, providing an ecological link from Warringine Park to the Shire’s
Green Wedge.
• Providing public art that celebrates the industrial heritage of Hastings and Crib Point,
as a complementary project, in consultation with Council.
• Contributing to the upgrade and refurbishment of the junior football pavilion at the
Crib Point Recreation Reserve.
• Contributing to the provision of land for a local park and playground in Crib Point.
• Contributing to the implementation of the Woolleys Road Bushland Reserve
Masterplan.
• Collaborating with Council and South East Water to investigate options to co-locate
infrastructure in the pipeline trench/easement, to support the movement of recycled
water to Tyabb and Somerville.
• Engaging with local service providers and Council to identify targets for employing
local Mornington Peninsula young people in apprenticeship and traineeship and
establish a perpetual scholarship to encourage further education and training.
• Prioritising the procurement of local construction and associated labour, plant and
equipment for the construction of the pipeline and associated works.
• Prioritising the procurement of local labour and business contracts to provide
administrative, logistical, transport, trade, catering and other related support services.
• Contributing to the Housing Access Point service in Hastings to assist those
vulnerable to homelessness.
• Contributing to a Housing Fund to support low-income private rentals within Crib
Point and Hastings.

15. Relevant Council Policies, Plans and Strategies
•
•

Climate Emergency Response Plan – Draft (Mornington Peninsula Shire, July 2020
Crib Point Township Plan Refresh – Draft (Mornington Peninsula Shire, July 2020)
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Hastings Foreshore Precinct Plan (Mornington Peninsula Shire, July 2017)
Hastings South Coastal Management Plan (Mornington Peninsula Shire, April 2015)
Hastings Town Centre Structure Plan (Planisphere, November 2014)
Climate Change Community Engagement Strategy (Mornington Peninsula Shire,
November 2018)
High Street, Hastings – Streetscape Design Framework (ASPECT Studios & Taylor
Thomson Whittling, November 2015)
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme
Mornington Peninsula Arts and Culture Plan 2020-2024 (Mornington Peninsula
Shire, April 2020)
Mornington Peninsula Biodiversity Conservation Plan (Ecology Australia, July 2019)
Mornington Peninsula Carbon Neutral Policy (Mornington Peninsula Shire, February
2016)
Mornington Peninsula Economic Development Strategy: 2016-2019 (Mornington
Peninsula Shire)
Mornington Peninsula Public Art Policy (Mornington Peninsula Shire, June 2016)
Mornington Peninsula Sports Capacity Plan Volume 1 - Sports Fields (Mornington
Peninsula Shire, June 2019)
Our Peninsula: Supporting Our Community Recovery (Mornington Peninsula Shire,
June 2020)
Proposed Amendment C232morn to the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme
(Environmentally Sustainable Development Local Planning Policy)
Woolleys Road Bushland Reserve Long Term Master Plan (Mornington Peninsula
Shire, March 2013)
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2277

My name is Rosey Cummings and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I have visited friends who live at Balnarring for 40 years and love the area during all seasons. It has
been wonderful to watch the foreshore being preserved and regenerated over the years and the
return of beautiful wildlife and vegetation. Unique.
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,
Rosey Cummings
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We must protect our natural environment in Western Port Bay. It is, among other
things, the location of the southern-most mangrove growth in Australia. This must
be protected. A gas hub will damage/destroy vital parts of out environment and
must not go ahead.
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Submission for the EES AGL Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline Project Proposal This
project should not proceed. There is overwhelming evidence that natural gas is not
the “transitional” energy source that it has been cracked up to be. This is because of
the fugitive methane emissions it emits as well as the carbon dioxide it produces.
That gas has no place in the energy mix, as Australia and the globe heads
precipitously towards an out-of-control climate crisis was made abundantly clear in
the letter which Professor Will Steffen and other authoritative research figures on
climate change recently wrote to the Chief Scientist, Dr Alan Finkel. In relation to
this particular proposal and its impact on the local environment, it must be
concluded that the marine ecosystem is highly fragile. The electro -chlorination
process proposed for the vessel poses a significant threat to the marine habitat and
marine life, as well as bird life, which are key elements of Western Port Bay’s
ecosystem. The chlorine proposed to be released from the six discharge ports on
the vessel at the rate of 0.1 mg/ litre would threaten plankton and other marine life.
The discharge of wastewater is prohibited in high conservation Ramsar areas ( SEPP
waters clause 22 ). The tidal and shallow nature of the Western Port Bay on either
side of the Crib Point Jetty and in other protected Ramsar areas of the Bay would be
adversely impacted by the chlorine and chilled sterilized water discharged from the
vessel, to the detriment of the marine habitat, marine life and bird life over 20
years. This impact could not be confined to a single mixing zone area. It would
disperse to Ramsar marine areas and wetlands of Westernport Bay.
The project
proponent, AGL, has asserted that the project would be all but risk-free. However,
the prospect of human error cannot be ruled out. AGL has a poor record in relation
to the environment The prospect of a major explosion cannot be ruled out. If it
were to occur it would risk human lives, dwellings and the natural environment
within a considerable distance of the project. AGL is a major greenhouse gas
emitter, the largest of all the energy providers in Australia. The project would
generate even greater levels of emissions and the inexorable increase in global
warming. This is not the energy project for this location or this age.
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My name is Naomi Wells and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. All
of our bays around Victoria and Australia are important to me. They support
thousands of species of marine flora and wildlife, which then support us through the
fishing industry. We also rely upon clean water to keep our marine ecosystems
healthy. 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.
AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments and this is not
acceptable. 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 and depends on strong marine life populations. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay from this proposal will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This will impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination, especially in
the event of an oil spill that could kill thousands of penguins. Australia has
committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. 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 and humans. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. 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). Millions of Australians consider climate change as 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. 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.
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I submit that it is time we do everything in our power to protect biodiversity, the
environment, and the health of people and the planet. The marine environment
needs to be protected. The infrastructure to install and maintain the proposed jetty,
pipline, etc., is too damaging to the environment, biodiversity, and the people’s
rights to a healthy, non polluting environment.
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My name is Ross Cummings and I visit Westernport Bay often.
We need to preserve its natural beauty, pristine unspoilt beaches, dolphins close to the shore, perfect
beaches for future generations and the welfare of the world.
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.
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 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,
Ross Cummings
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Crib Point Action Group Inc
Seeking to advance the social, environmental and economic interests of the Crib Point Community

A0049028R
Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project submission on EES, C272morn and Works Approval
Application
1. Overview
1.1. The Crib Point Action Group Inc strongly object to the prosed Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and
Pipeline Project and C272morn Amendment and Works Approval
1.2. The Crib Point Action Group was formed in 2006, comprises volunteers from the local
community and since incorporation CPAG, with support of the community, has undertaken a
number of projects to further the advancement of Crib Point and protect the area from
inappropriate development.
1.3. In 1964 a substantial area of Crib Point and the western shoreline of Western Port was set aside
for Port develop by the government of the day under The Crib Point Terminal Act.
A refinery was built and operated by BP until 1985 when closed as it was no longer viable. As
part of that facility pipelines were built to transfer liquid bulk goods to Long Island Point and on
to Geelong.
1.4. This pipeline has been in constant use.
1.5. At lot has changed in 55 years; the communities expectations for the area that is Crib Point,
which is directly impacted by the proposal, are not the same as those of the generation of 55
years ago.
1.6. Our vision of the future is one less dependant on fossil fuels and more aware of and respectful
of the natural environment understanding how the impact of climate change will inflect on all
life on earth.
1.7. The tranquil foreshore and surrounding bushland is an important feature of Crib Point and one
of the primary of the reasons identified by the residents as influencing their decision to move to
Crib Point.”
CPAG submission
AGL EES and C272morn Amendment
2020 08 25
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1.8. The biodiversity of the Crib Point foreshore is significant as an important bio link for the
indigenous species of flora and the fauna living in and moving through the area and the
community has for a number of years been trying to refocus the planning and zoning for Crib
Point from being viewed “an industrial dumping ground”, where any ‘industrial development’
can be located.
1.9 The review of the Mornington Peninsula Industrial Areas Strategy recognised the significant and
unique environmental assets of the area, which if their true value was considered would make
Crib Point the last place for more heavy industrial development.
The following matters are of concern to CPAG
2. C272morn Amendment – the object of this amended is to consolidate control of all planning
decisions relating to the project to the Planning Minister and by this means facilitate the
construction of the Crib Point Receiving Facility without the need of an EPA Works Approval.
2.1 Why should the construction and operation of a facility that will store and use odorant
(Mercaptan) and Liquid Nitrogen that is an integral component of the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty
works project bypass assessment as part of the EES process.?
2.2 Why should this construction and the operation of this facility not be required to have an EPA
Works Approval, given its location and operating parameters.?
2.3 C272 amendment also seeks to rezone sections of the Foreshore Reserve from PU7 to Port Use .
2.3 A strip of POH land with a PCRZ designation, north of the jetty is being rezoned. This will ensure
sufficient land to accommodate construction of Crib Point Receiving Facility.






The exact area, in hectares, of this strip has not be detailed.
Design specifications for the Crib Point Receiving Facility have not been provided
What is the buffer between works and the adjoining PCRZ land
Where is the Environmental Management Plan
It is suggested that a 1metre strip of vegetation be removed to make track for fishermen to
access groyne. Will this track be on POH land for Foreshore Reserve land?

These questions have to be addressed but what is the mechanism with no EPA Works approval
required
3. Social Impact Technical Report M page 16 2.1
Objective social economic, amenity and land use – To minimise potential adverse social economic
amenity and land use effect at local and regional scales
3.1 A section of foreshore land to the west of the south side of the Jetty currently zone PU7 is to be
rezoned PU for Port Use extending boundary to the beach. Is land onPOH title or Foreshore Reserve
Title?
CPAG submission
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3.2 This will result in access to the beach being blocked and stop kayakers from launching from the
beach. This site provide all tide access, unlike the beach to the south, and is sheltered making it a
safe launching area
3.4 The waterside restriction zone would be maintained and extended slightly if the project
proceeds
3.5 The Crib Point Community and users of the Woolleys Beach Foreshore Reserve both north of
the jetty and south of the jetty will be adversely impacted by the construction and operation of the
proposed project.
3.6 The EES reports suggest that recreational activities such as walking bbq’s and other social
activities should occur at alternative locations in the area that offer comparable amenity.



4.

Why does the construction and operation of the facility generate such noise and vibration that
the adjoining public land should not be used for the purpose for which it has been reserved for
the community?
Why should the local community be impacted to this extent by industrial development>

Quantative Risk Assessments
4.1. (QRA) of the explosion dangers of the FSRU, Crib Point Jetty and the Crib Point Receiving
Facility including odorant (Mercaptan) and Liquid Nitrogen Tanks all preliminary assessments
and not final?
4.2.

Explosion dangers to the public at Woolley’s Beach,” Picnic” Point and the Maritime Museum
are preliminary and an estimation that these sites would comply with safety regulation HIPAP4.

4.3. A Pipeline Environment Management Plan is required under the Pipeline Regulations 2017
see 8.3.2.2 it appears this plan will also drawn up after the EES.
5. Chapter 16 Safety Hazard and Risk

5.1 Foam Pollution 16.6.1 If there is a fire at the CPRC, Jetty or FSRU firefighters will use foam
compound out of 2 portable carts on the jetty backed up by first responders from CFA and FRV, who will
bring their own foam.
5.2 The AGL EES states that “Foam use on the jetty will be minimised as far as practicable to
avoid environmental spill of fire fighting foam”. It is also states “the foam will be contained by Jetty
“kerb bunding”.

CPAG submission
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5.3 It is our understanding that from a firefighters point of view, if this statement was not so
serious, it would be a complete joke. Firefighters will be hitting a fire with as much foam as they can,
to stop an explosion, minimising foam use will be the last thing on their mind.
6. Technical ’ Report K
6.1 Industry Safety record 6.3 page 29
Paragraph 2 states … “Over the last 50 years LNG ships have cover more that 205 million kilometres
without a major accident and with no collisions, fires or explosions or hull failures” This statement
is not accurate, below are two events.

1st event
Cargo ship sinks after collision with LNG tanker
On October 6, 2015 twelve people were rescued at sea after the Dutch freighter
Flinterstar collided with LNG tanker Al Oraiq early Tuesday morning off the coast of
Belgium.
One person was injured in the accident and was being treated for hypothermia.
https://gcaptain.com/dutch-freighter-flinterstar-sinks-after-collision-with-lng-carrier/

2nd event
March 26, 2019 a shipping Corporation of India LNG carrier collided with a very large
crude carrier at a Fujairah anchorage in the United Arab Emirates on Sunday evening,
resulting a major damage to the oil tanker.
AIS video of the accident shows the 155,000 cbm, Maltese-flagged LNG carrier Aseem
struck the port side of the 281,400 dwt, Hong Kong-flagged Shinyo Ocean as both vessels
were maneuvering with the anchorage around 2000 UTC on 24 March 2019. Aseem was
headed for Qatargas’ Ras Laffan LNG terminal when the accident occurred

CPAG submission
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7

There is not a reference in the AGL EES to two world recognised and highly regarded Liquefied
Natural Gas Safety Research Reports provided to the US Government by Sandia Laboratories in
the US. These LNG reports describe the worst scenario if the hull of an LNG Tanker had been
breached with a 5m hole appearing in the hull and 70% of the LNG being released. The end result
described by the Sandia reports are a lot worse than described in the EES.
7.1 AGL failed to mention that the escaping gas would not necessarily ignite at the LNG Tanker
the FSRU. If that was the case and a gentle breeze was blowing at time the Vapour Cloud could
float over a community and be triggered by a hot water service or the first naked flame.
7.2 The VC cloud would not be round but elongated due to the breeze and the distance of the
thermal hazard affect on human beings would depend on that elongation how far it drifted, if
the VC was not triggered by a spark or flame at the ship.

8

Development of Emergency Management and Response Plan 10.1
to ensure planning, preparedness, operational coordination and community participation. Not
contained in the EES. Will take place after the EES?

8.1 Figure 10-2: Crib Point Operations Phase Emergency Management Framework
Crib Point Receiving Facility and Jetty Infrastructure ERP Coordinating plan is a key
component when will this plan be drawn up?
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9.

Chapter 15
9.1 15.12 Table 15.4 Estimated daily traffic generation during the peak of construction activity
(includes return trips)
Existing
AADT

Estimated
AADT

Woolleys Road Mornington Peninsula Shire Mornington Peninsula Shire

3,000

4100

The Esplanade Mornington Peninsula Shire Mornington Peninsula Shire

400

1600

Seaglades Lane Mornington Peninsula Shire Mornington Peninsula Shire

500

1300

3,300

4300

Stony Point Road Mornington Peninsula Shire VicRoads

9.2 Above is the traffic estimates during construction phase, our concerns are the volume
increase for The Esplanade is 1200 additional trucks per day, this is a major change to the use of
this roadway and as construction at times will be 24/7 there will be substantial loss of amenity
and generation of noise impacting on residents.
9.3 We also note that Seaglades Lane which is a dead end street accessing 5 houses shows
existing AADT of 500 is this figure correct? That equates to 100 trips a day for each household!
and is estimated to increases to 1300 trucks per day.
10

CONCLUSIONS
10.1 CPAG, as stated, strongly oppose the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and C272morn and Gas
Receiving facility proposed for construction near the Crib Point Jetty and consider the EES does
not adequately demonstrate that it is required or that project is of benefit to the Crib Point
Community.
10.2 CPAG consider that the proposed project will adversely impact on the environment of
Western Port and deprive the residents Crib Point of the amenity and use of the Foreshore
Reserve.

M Budd
Chair
C Witton
Treasurer
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BURNING FOSSIL FUELS is burning our children's future and our grandchildren's
future. Burning fossil fuels is INSANE behaviour. What will it take before this
SIMPLY concept is accepted? All our forests burn to the ground? Our Great Barrier
Reef is totally dead? Profit verses our environment... ? Well... Annual Corporate
Profits are clearly and absolutely more important the our one and only planetary
environment. The extinction of all our wildlife is a trivial matter surely? So... let all
move forward with this magnificent project and make some more money for the
powerful and wealthy few because they really need some more zeros in their tax
haven hidden bank accounts. Most likely outcome... all those responsible for the
ongoing destruction of our natural environment will inevitably be judged in our not
to distant future. Burning fossil fuels is INSANE.
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My name is Jo Rushbrook and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. A
lovely part that has been left relatively untouched. Home to much wildlife. Please
leave it that way 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. Com
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My name is Sharon Green and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Our family moved
here from the city because of the pristine environment and natural beauty of the
area. We use the Bay every day for either boating, swimming, hiking or other
recreation. It is important to us that it is protected. I live in nearby Inverloch and
work and spend much of my recreation time on Phillip Island. 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. My family is concerned that the increased number
of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean we
have to deal with more disruptive ship traffic. This is concerning as this is the area
where we teach our children to sail and windsurf. 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. It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how
noise would affect marine wildlife. The noise is highly likely to 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, Sharon
Green
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My name is Rebecca Casey and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I have grown up going to the beautiful beaches, and spending lots of time with family
and friends. I grew my appreciation for the environment and my passion to protect
and preserve the 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 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.
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,
Rebecca Casey
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My name is Austin Craig and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It's an incredibley beautiful place that we need to protect. We should be steering towards renewable energy
instead of backwards. Climate change exists, it's real, spend this money on a solar or wind farm ffs.
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 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.
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,
Austin Craig
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Alan Webster

22 August 2020
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Via website: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC

Re: Objection to the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
I was born on Phillip Island and this is where I commenced my employment with the Victorian State
Government in 1977, working in the various Conservation/Environment/Natural Resources
departments for over 40 years, until ceasing work in late 2017. In growing up on the Island and the
Westernport environs, I gained a great interest in the natural environment from both a terrestrial and
marine perspective - this initial personal interest subsequently become my professional career.
I am part of a large pioneering family, having first settled on the Island in 1858 when some of the initial
land sales where offered for selection. I have many family and friends on the Island, but due to the
Covid lockdown restrictions, I have been unable to meet with them and discuss the likely detrimental
impacts of the AGL proposal to the Westernport Bay environment. I consider it totally unacceptable
under such circumstances that the EES public consultation period should not have been extended to
take account of this, to enable me explain the proposal and likely adverse impacts to others, and allow
them to make their own submission to this Environmental Effects Statement.
I am an ecologist with a Bachelor of Science (Environmental Assessment and Land Use Policy) having
worked predominantly in the Port Phillip/Westernport regions on biodiversity assessments related to
land-use change proposals. This has included EES projects, Planning Panels Victoria (PPV) projects,
Commonwealth EPBC (Environment Protection and Biodiversity and Conservation Act 1999) proposals
and preparing submissions and attending VCAT and PPV on a range of land-use change projects. My
primary role has been to advise state government on the merits or otherwise of the likely adverse
impacts to biodiversity conservation relating the relevant proposal.
This AGL proposal should not be supported. It is located within the internationally recognised
Westernport Ramsar area, with outstanding biological significance and biodiversity conservation
values that will be adversely impacted, in contradiction with Commonwealth, State and local
government conservation principles and policies. I object to its approval in the strongest possible
terms, and the following submission supports this view.
Visual Impact and Amenity
The gas import terminal is an inappropriate development on the foreshore of Crib Point /Hastings
within Western Port Bay. The local community would be detrimentally changed by allowing their
natural coastal assets being converted into a commercial hub.

The size of the gas hub, and the ships that use it, dwarfs any existing uses of the bay by comparison,
as the gas terminal would be a visual blight for the community at Hastings, as well as communities
fringing the Western Port Bay. This includes beach-goers, residents, tourists, and commercial boat
operators.
The shipping channel is located around 600 metres from the low tide mark from the Cowes Eastern
Beach. These enormous boats could potentially go as close as 700 metres to where the local/holiday
community swim. I hold real fears for the viability of the seagrass beds and associated marine
ecosystems disturbed by such shipping traffic and contaminated water emanating from the gas facility
installation site and pollutants created.
The development and industrialisation of the area would be the “thin end of the wedge” allowing for
the further industrialisation of Crib Point, Hastings and the Western Port Bay.
Climate Change and Sea Level Rise
The EES is incomplete as it does not provide a “whole of life” impact associated with the extraction,
generation, transportation and processing of gas. It therefore underestimates the impacts of this
fossil fuel when compared with renewable energy.
Climate change is not adequately addressed, despite being a requirement of:
• Environmental Effects Act 1978 (EES Act);
• Marine and Coastal Act 2018; and
• Environment Protection and Biodiversity and Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).
The loss of terrestrial climatic habitat caused by anthropogenic emissions of greenhouse gases is listed
as a key threatening process under the EPBC Act.
If approved, the gas import facility and weekly movement of these enormous vessels (transporting,
processing and burning fossil fuels) would be a stark reminder to the community (that wants to
transition towards renewable energy), that regulators are not heeding the global evidence of climate
change.
Anthropogenic sea-level rise is already inundating areas of the Western Port Bay (CSIRO 2008). Sealevel rise of up to 49 cm is predicted in the Western Port by 2070 (CSIRO 2008). The Cowes eastern
beach area, where I grew up, is low-lying and susceptible to sea-level rise (CSIRO 2008; CSIRO 2009).
These foreshore areas are showing massive signs of erosion, with the vegetation being washed away
during storm surge and king tide events, and is currently under investigation and action by local and
state governments.
Vegetation types, including mangrove communities near Hastings, and saltmarshes that surround the
nearby Rhyll Inlet, will be most severely impacted by sea-level rise, as well as rising air and water
temperatures. This latter community is listed as endangered under the EPBC Act, and is a scarce
habitat for a wide variety of threatened flora and fauna which rely upon it, and the seagrass/mangrove
areas are important fish nurseries within the Westernport Bay environs.
Sea-level rise will result in the reduction in these important vegetation communities fringing the
Western Port Bay and the habitats that they provide to flora and fauna – particularly including resident
species as well as migratory shorebirds.

There is precedent for rejecting a project due to the inadequate consideration of climate change
impacts; the Rocky Hill mine in NSW by the NSW's Land and Environment Court, and we urge the
regulators to reject this project for the same reasons.
Terrestrial Flora and Fauna
The Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) flora and fauna assessment report is inadequate. Few site-based flora and
fauna investigations were completed by Biosis within the area outside of the area directly impacted.
Impacts, in their own words, are subjective, summarised as High, Medium or Low using a risk-based
assessment (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020).
This lack of baseline data and requirements for any future monitoring means that it is impossible to
ever measure the impacts of the project to biodiversity values as an event, as a cumulative event in
the context of other developments elsewhere, or against breaches of policies or approvals under the
relevant biodiversity legislation.
The project has an excessively largely environmental footprint and impact. It will impact the Western
Port Ramsar Wetland, a UNESCO Biosphere reserve, and several Marine National Parks within the
Ramsar site. The pipeline will impact private and public land, including conservation areas, road
reserves and rail reserves that support significant remnants of once widespread native vegetation.
This will result in the removal of 16.955 hectares of native vegetation, comprising 11 ecological
vegetation classes (EVCs), including:
• Five EVCs, 6.012 hectares of patch vegetation, Bioregional Conservation Status of Endangered
• Three EVCs, 1.395 hectares of patch vegetation, Bioregional Conservation Status of Vulnerable
• Three EVCs, 6.495 hectares of patch vegetation, Bioregional Conservation Status of Least
Concern (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020).
These vegetation losses include:
• An unquantified number of small trees within patches;
• 48 large patch trees;
• 29 large scattered trees; and
• 50 small scattered trees (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020).
The project will result in the loss of habitats for resident threatened flora and fauna species including
Southern Brown Bandicoot, Southern Toadlet, Swamp Skink, as well as many non-resident or highly
mobile threatened flora and fauna species such as birds.
The nationally-endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot (listed under the EPBC Act) is under a serious
threat of survival due to the construction and maintenance of this pipeline, as the project will directly
result in removal of vegetation from sites of likely habitat of the Southern Brown Bandicoot.
The saltmarsh habitat within Westernport Bay is also critical for the foraging of the endangered
Orange Bellied Parrot (OBP). The OBP population is very small and migrates from Tasmania each
year to overwinter on the Australian mainland, with around 100 birds recorded in the past season,
which is up 50% on previous years with birds being observed in areas not recorded for many years.
The presence of habitat is the key indicator, not the presence/absence of recent sightings. All
suitable habitat needs to be considered potential habitat because the expanding population will use
new sites, and the proposal will require removal and disturbance to saltmarsh habitat and may also

subject OBPs to adverse impacts and disturbance by light and noise pollution emanating from the
proposal and related infrastructure. Such potential impacts have not been considered in enough
detail and the data gives no confidence that OBPs or other waterbird species will not be subject to
disturbances caused by the proposal.
The combined effects from noise, visual disturbance, light pollution, chemical pollution do not
appear to be considered on a cumulative basis. This is a critical issue because estuarine ecosystems
and migratory birds are well known to be particularly sensitive to combined pressures.
Native Vegetation Controls
The Victorian Planning Provisions (VPPs) Clause 52.17 Native Vegetation, of the Casey, Cardinia and
Mornington Peninsula Municipal Planning Schemes prescribes the native vegetation requirements the
applicant must undertake to ensure that the provisions are applied, and to demonstrate the
consistency with the three-step approach, including to:
1. Avoid impacts to biodiversity values, particularly native vegetation
2. Minimise impacts to biodiversity values, particularly native vegetation; and once this has been
undertaken;
3. Offset for residual losses (Department of Environment Land Water and Planning 2017)
A project with such a large magnitude of impact does not meet the first or second steps and is
therefore not consistent with the planning provisions, and it is unsure it the third step can be achieved
if specific offsets are not available. For example, the pipeline alignment could be deviated to avoid
threatened flora and fauna habitats, conservation areas, under-boring could be used to go under the
Large Trees. The proposed impact can only be described as contrary to the planning provisions and
Net Gain Guidelines and should not be supported.
There is also uncertainty about ongoing easements allowing further removal of vegetation, and as
such additional vegetation may need to be assessed and potentially be impacted in future.
The project also states that the applicant may pursue an exemption from a permit in accordance with
the Pipelines Act 2005, any works subject to a Pipeline Licence are exempt from approval under the
Planning and Environment Act 1978 (P&E Act). Whilst this may mean that there is no certainty that
the offsets will ever be required, the Pipelines Act regulations still require the any project will apply
the Net Gain Policy pursuant to the VPPs. So, in essence, if assessed under the Pipelines Act 2005, the
project will still not meet the Net Gain Policy requirements and should not be approved.
It is apparent that there is likely to be an offset deficit for one of the threatened species habitats which
may be impacted; Tiny Arrowgrass. Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) states that the applicant may enter into an
Alternative Offset Arrangement for this species. The offsets proposed for the losses of all impacts to
native vegetation, including an Alternative Offset Strategy for Tiny Arrowgrass, should have been
included in the EES, to allow an independent review of its suitability, location, security and viability
into the long term.
There are known records of threatened species within the Western Port Bay which appear to have
been overlooked e.g. the breeding of Hooded Plovers known to occur between Silverleaves Beach and
Rhyll Inlet. A more thorough desktop assessment may have encountered additional records such as
this. In addition, it is highly likely that there are many instances where threatened flora and fauna

species are utilising the Western Port Bay and that this is not captured by observers and recorded on
databases. The actual use and importance of the Western Port Bay as threatened species habitat
therefor appears to be grossly underestimated. A more detailed and targeted assessment program
should have been initiated to provide a more detailed understanding to the Western Port Bay’s
importance, and set baseline data for ongoing monitoring of important populations and habitats.
The Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) report concedes that there is no way to determine the cumulative impacts
to biodiversity values. It states that “studies of waterbirds in Western Port that have included
consideration of deleterious effects on their populations have not been able to quantify the impacts of
any of the currently operating influences within the region on waterbird populations”. Hansen et al.
(2011) state ‘for the majority of these species, there are no obvious biological or environmental factors
for which adequate data was available, which could be tested to explore possible causal relationships’.
“In view of the over-riding lack of such information, it is not feasible to specify how the current project
might add to the cumulative effects of individual or collective components of the array of pre-existing
influences on biodiversity” (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020). This is a completely inadequate response to
identified uncertainties and therefore inconsistent with the requirements of the EES Act; a process
which musty consider cumulative impacts.
The EES then continues to state that “the assessments provided here consider that potential impacts
of the current Project on all other biodiversity values and receptors would be low or negligible” (Biosis
Pty Ltd. 2020). Without quantitative data we cannot see how this conclusion is reached. Again,
without site-specific baseline data and ongoing monitoring, there are no ways to measure future
impacts. Given this inadequate approach and the immeasurable impacts (direct and indirect), a
precautionary approach should be applied, and the project should not be approved.
Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) focuses on direct impacts associated with vegetation removal and development.
It dismisses indirect impacts as “low or negligible” impacts including:
• Construction works;
• Lighting;
• Noise;
• Loss micro and macro invertebrates;
• Loss of sea-grass;
• Additional sedimentation;
• Pollutants;
• Flattening of the sea bed;
• Water temperature changes;
• Boat movements;
• Water quality;
• Climate change (mentioned above).
Further analysis is needed in this regard, as the combined impact associated with all of these impacts,
as well as the direct impacts, are likely to be substantial and measurable. Again, without the
quantitative data and ongoing monitoring to determine these combined impacts, the project should
not proceed consistent with the “precautionary principle”.

The assessment is incorrect when asserting that the impact is insignificant. The Significant Impact
Guidelines 1.1 - Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Department of the
Environment 2013) state that impacts to a Ramsar wetland are significant where the impact may:
• “have a substantial adverse effect on a population of a marine species or cetacean including
its life cycle (for example, breeding, feeding, migration behaviour, life expectancy) and spatial
distribution” OR
• “may result in a substantial change in air quality or water quality (including temperature)
which may adversely impact on biodiversity, ecological integrity; social amenity or human
health” (Department of the Environment 2013)
Given the number of unknowns associated with this project, the assessment outlined above could
conceivably consider the impacts as “significant” under the EPBC Guidelines, in contrast to the EES
view (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020) that suggests the impact is “insignificant”.

Aquatic Flora and Fauna
The aquatic flora and fauna assessment falls beyond my area of expertise (as a terrestrial ecologist)
and I find it speculative and difficult to comprehend. Of great concern is that the assumptions and
discussion appear to be biased in support of the project. In particular, it is noted that:
• Assumption that the concentration of residual chlorine oxidants for all seawater discharges
other than ballast water does not exceed 0.1 mg/L (pg. 49) (CEE Pty Ltd 2020). This equates
to 47kg/day (pg 366) (CEE Pty Ltd 2020). This estimate is provided by the applicant rather
than an independent and impartial analysis. Is it possible that this is an underestimate? The
way in which this discharge will be regulated is unclear, and the levels of chlorine in the marine
environment are cause for concern as outlined in other submissions.
• It appears the level of discharge of chlorine is higher than permitted under the State
Environment Protection Policy (SEPP) (and therefore a breach of the Environment Protection
Act 1970 (EP Act). I find it curious that the assessment identifies these values in Section 3.0
of the report, but does explicitly state any breaches of these Guidelines on page 371 or 372 of
the report (CEE Pty Ltd 2020).
• It appears the discharge of chlorine is more than thirty times higher than permitted under the
ANZECC Guidelines for freshwater (i.e. up to 100 micrograms/L versus 3 micrograms/L) noting
that there isn’t a guideline for seawater. Again, page 372 of the report does not explicitly
state this apparent breach (CEE Pty Ltd 2020). When averaged, the exceedance occurs over
17% of the year, for an area up to 5 hectares, page 399 (CEE Pty Ltd 2020).
• Water temperature change is likely to exceed the Guideline Value temperature change of
0.5°C. Over a 28-day simulation, it tested exceedances of 0.5°C up to 1.0°C during each slack
water in a zone of about 180 metres diameter on the seabed under and adjacent to the FSRU.
It was only at 340 metres away that the exceedance reduced to the Guideline Value of 0.5°C
(CEE Pty Ltd 2020). In some scenarios exceedances were more than 1.5°C and the exceedance
of 0.5°C will cover an area of up to 20 hectares for a total period of 60 days. The text preceding
Table 7-20 again appears to be biased just noting the relatively low temperature fluctuations
in “cherry-picked” situations (CEE Pty Ltd 2020).

•

•
•
•

The parameters used for its modelling of temperature and chlorine discharge do not focus on
higher use or worst-case scenario events, thus providing an underestimate of the potential
impacts of the discharge. This is contrary to best practice. In instances where the assumptions
or modelling is exceeded (e.g. increases in production, additional moorings, vessels), the
impact would be an underestimate. Once the project is approved, AGL may seek to increase
production, and it would be highly unlikely that AGL would be required to go through the
similar scrutiny as this EES process.
The EES does not address how these toxicants can travel to other ecological sensitive areas,
for example with the movements of tides, currents or strong winds.
For all the types of marine and wetland impacts that could occur, the EES does not provide
enough supporting evidence for its predictions, and therefore it downplays major issues,
such as toxicants, oil spills and marine pests.
In many cases there was no supporting evidence for the predictions of impact of the project
on biodiversity. For example, the risk of plankton being sucked up into the FSRU intake
pipes, the EES says it will be reduced by making an assumption that plankton would float
above the FSRU intake pipes – there is no supporting evidence to back this up.

A project with this quantum (level of exceedances, area of impact and duration of impact) should not
be approved.

Catastrophic Events
Western Port Bay is a shallow Bay. The potential for a catastrophic event such as a boat grounding,
gas leakage, pollution event (including fuel or Chlorine) is real. In the EES it is dismissed as an
“unlikely” or “low” impact event (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020; CEE Pty Ltd 2020). Whilst the likelihood of this
occurrence may be low, the impacts from such an event would be catastrophic. The risk is simply too
high for the community and the environment to accept.
This proposal is located within an area of international biological significance and generally rejected
by the community. The proposal has not demonstrated any tangible long-term economic benefits to
the community, and is in contravention of Commonwealth, state and local government environmental
legislation. The proposal is likely to lead to significant adverse impacts on terrestrial biodiversity
habitats and the sensitive Westernport Bay marine environment. On this basis, the project should be
rejected as it is inappropriate given the great unknowns surrounding the projects cumulative impacts.
Furthermore, the proposal is located in an internationally sensitive biological reserve, subject to
potentially catastrophic adverse outcomes if the proposal is approved.
I am available to discuss this further or present at a future Hearing.
Kind regards,

Alan Webster
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My name is Susan Humphries and I live at Shoreham, in the Westernport Bay area.
I wish to submit that the Crib Point gas import jetty and pipeline project proposal is rejected,
on the following grounds:
1re the global environment:
i) It would slow the transition to renewables. In same time it will take to be brought online,
energy needs could be addressed with renewables.
ii) It conflicts with Australia's signed commitment to international treaties, in violating the
Ramsar wetland and biosphere designations. It will also slow Australia's progress to meeting
its internationally agreed emissions reduction. Governments open themselves to disrespect
and reduced trust in any opportunistic weakening of such agreements. Dan Andrews'
otherwise excellent Labor government must not tarnish its record – there are alternatives.
1re the regional environment: the people of the Westernport and Mornington Peninsula
region, through recent policy decisions, along with many activist, environmental and
community groups have strongly opposed the proposal. It conflicts with local government's
(Mornington Shire Council) strategic direction relating to conservation, agriculture and
tourism.
1re its immediate siting environment. I very much acknowledge and support the scientific
research that will be presented to you and limit my submission to my personal experience,
outlined below. I note the alarm of three practising scientists of immediate acquaintance,
geographers and zoologists, who have led field trips to Westernport for many years.
1It is the flawed product of a flawed process, driven by, and privileging one private sector,
for-profit corporation. Meeting the energy needs of the state should be progressed by
comprehensive top-down planning, rather than an opportunistic, profit-seeking idea from the
private sector. At the very least, where policy-determination is driven by market forces, it
should be open to competing ideas, strategies and proposals.
1The scope of the assessment. Does the current proposal make explicit and include a much
bigger development in the long-term intention to export hydrogen gas through this pipeline.?
The ecological balance between population growth and the natural environment: Crib Point's
location close to the major metropolitan area of Melbourne presents both opportunities and
threats. It is relatively unspoiled coastal rural area, unspoiled enough to attract international
protection designations. It is home to the southernmost fields of mangroves in the world and
many species of flora and fauna take advantage of this. Such ecological assets struggle on
the edge of human settlement and we therefore have an increased responsibility to educate
and preserve.
Rapidly increasing land values have been eroding the sustainability of farm land and its
potential as a food bowl for Melbourne, and threatening the natural conservation and touristic
assets. The peninsula has grown enormously in its value as 'lungs', playground, conservation
and ecological demonstration for city dwellers.
The roles are increasingly recognised and valued by its inhabitants and local government
alike. However, AGL's proposal has us on the brink of violating these fragile directions. In

another 'brink', life has been slowed by the Covid pandemic and the environmental transition
to renewable energy grows apace. The AGL fossil fuel proposal is 'on the wrong side of
history'.
My personal situation exemplifies the people's alternative direction: supported by a very
aware and strategically competent local government, I have established a small-acre
horticultural enterprise to produce food, both as a business and as a demonstration. Principles
of sustainability and the restoration of indigenous landscapes to restore natural beauty
overarch my intense, but low impact food production. Both aspects are beginning to be
enjoyed by tourists and locals alike, and it is very valuable to be working in a region with
assets such as a Ramsar wetland.
I have participated in the development of a local food trade mark, and support further
developing the region's food production and enhancement of the natural environment. One of
the next steps will include the development of a local horticultural workforce.
I submit that there is enormous opportunity for the state government if we are delivered from
this most retrograde, unwanted proposal.
I commend the following specific, factual objections objections developed by activist groups
I belong to:
"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 Woolleys 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 for considering my submission, and quoting again, I urge that “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”.
Susan Humphries
Shoreham VIC 3916
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I am opposed to the dirty gas import terminal proposed for Westernport Bay. It is
absurd to send gas on a round trip overseas only to import it again for our use. It
would be simpler, cheaper and cleaner to have a gas reservation policy so the gas
was not exported in the first place. The gas companies are selling gas overseas at
cheaper prices than Victorians are paying. This is ridiculous and should not be
allowed to continue. The gas terminal will add to our greenhouse gas emissions and
inflict environmental damage on an important wildlife habitat in the bay. The
wildlife close to Melbourne should be protected . Further shipping traffic will
increase the chance of accidental spills and other damage.
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My name is Lisa Dixon and I live in the Westernport Bay area. As manager of the
Western Port Tourist and Visitor Information Centre on the Hastings Jetty, Tourism
is very important to our region. We are one of 12 Ramsar sites in Victoria which
needs ongoing protection, not to mention our mangroves. 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 St
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My name is Julius Meltzer and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It’s an incredibly beautiful ecologically diverse region of Victoria and needs to be
protected.
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.
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,
Julius Meltzer
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My name is Wendy Fornaro and I visit Westernport Bay often. We go as a family,
swimming, fishing and kayaking in Westernport bay, we love that area and also
going on to Phillip island both in summer and winter to enjoy the beaches, nature
walks and attractions there. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable, the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project 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. 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 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. current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay. Surely 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,
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My name is Maria Liatos and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. Our bay is
so unique in every way. So many sea life and national parks. Our water is clean and it
is absolutely wrong to destroy this environment. We are just going backwards for
our families 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 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.
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This is a bio diverse area that can’t sustain what your proposing.. its 2020, go for
sustainable fuel sources!!!
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LACK OF CONSIDERATION OF THE KOALA IN THE EES: Attachment V on “Community
engagement reports” includes the comment, “Mammals are impacted by decreased
wildlife corridors. Natives like possums, owls, Koalas etc.” From a search of the EES
documents, this is the only mention of the koala. This is a major failing of the EES.
The 3 parts of Attachment IX on “Pipeline Licence Application” are unable to be
viewed or searched. The proposed pipeline route would be a possible location for
the presence of koalas. Chapter 5 of the EES, on “Key approvals and assessment
framework” includes a photograph of the listed species Pacific Gull, but the koala is
not mentioned. Chapter 7 of the EES, on “Terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity”
does not contain a mention of the koala. Chapter 24 of the EES, on “Sustainability”
includes a photograph of two Eastern Grey Kangaroos, but makes no mention of the
koala. The koala is not mentioned in EES Technical Report B, on “Terrestrial and
freshwater biodiversity impact assessment”. This report is deficient in its
consideration of the effect of potential loss of habitat for native wildlife along the
proposed pipeline route, as well as the serious threat to the aquatic life of Western
Port, and will have a disastrous environmental effect on the biodiversity of the area.
It should therefore not go ahead. Patricia Hunt President Friends of the Koalas Inc
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Submission to DELWP
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee

Dear Advisory Committee members,
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission on the proposed AGL Crib Point Project. I am
objecting to this proposal on many grounds, the last of which, the threat to the survival of the
southern brown bandicoot (Isoodon obesulus obesulus), is the one that I have the most experience
to offer and on which I will elaborate. I write this from a standpoint of my qualifications as a
veterinarian with a Veterinary Studies Masters degree in Conservation Medicine and a second
Veterinary Science Masters Degree (by research) on the southern brown bandicoot. Unfortunately
due to the short time frame allowed for the presentation of submissions in a Melbourne CoVID-19
lockdown, this submissions lacks some of the details it otherwise might.
In summary the many grounds on which I oppose this proposal include:
▪ Climate change is a reality and an emergency. By placing further investment into fossil fuels, such
as this proposal, we are directly increasing the amount of greenhouse gases emitted into the
atmosphere. The continued use of any form of fossil fuel will continue driving the planet to a point
of no return. We can no longer turn a blind eye and let the environment continue to pay the unmeasured cost of projects such as this. Australia’s unique fauna is under pressure, with the
extinction rate of native species accelerating alarmingly since European settlement in 1778
(Woinarski et al. 2015) to the point that we currently have 54 fauna species listed as extinct under
the Australian Environmental Protection, Biodiversity and Conservation (EPBC) Act 1999, of which
27 are mammals, representing one third of the total mammalian extinctions globally since the
1500’s (Woinarski et al. 2015; Woinarski et al. 2018). In addition, abundance, range and diversity of
persisting endemic flora and fauna have seen significant declines (Woinarski et al. 2015). Climate
change represents one of the most significant driving factors for future declines and extinctions.

▪ By placing further investment into fossil fuels, we are creating infrastructure that will continue our
reliance on gas for many more decades and take away from the impetus to develop further
renewable energy sources. Renewable energy sources are already known as the cheapest form of
energy production, so it makes no sense to further damage the environment by investing in this
project. An equal investment in developing renewable sources of energy would go a long way to
building a safer future for all Australians.
1

▪ Focus from industry and governments should be placed upon reducing the usage of gas by
increasing energy efficiency in homes and business and converting to appliances and equipment
powered by renewable electricity.
▪ It is commonly thought that gas usage has lower carbon emissions than coal fired electricity,
however these figures do not take into account the amount of methane leakage emitted during
production, which can be as high as 17%.
▪The proposed project is sited in an internationally acclaimed RAMSAR wetland. This fact alone,
should be enough to completely discredit it. This is an international agreement that Australia has
signed in order to protect fragile ecosystems. As part of the proposed project, large volumes of
chlorinated waste-water, with a changed temperature, will be pumped into Western Port, causing
significant change and disruption to the delicate balance of the marine environment. In addition, the
AGL proposal does not address the increased shipping traffic and risk of oil spills and the
introduction of damaging exotic marine flora and fauna. Will Australia say “Yes, we protect
environments under RAMSAR agreements” on the one hand, while on the other actually engage in
destroying them?
▪ My final point is that this proposed project will be running a pipeline directly through southern
brown bandicoot habitat. Isoodon obesulus obesulus is listed as nationally endangered under the
national EPBC Act 1999 (Threatened Species Scientific Committee 2016), ‘threatened’ under the
Victorian Flora and Fauna Guarantee (VFFG) Act 1988 (July 2016 list) (Department of Environment
Land Water & Planning 2016), and as ‘near threatened’ in the Advisory List of Threatened
Vertebrate Fauna in Victoria (Department of Sustainability and Environment 2013). It is regionally
extinct in many parts of Victoria where it was once abundant (Coates et al. 2008; Menkhorst and
Loyn 2011). However, remnant populations of southern brown bandicoots persist in south-central
Victoria on the northern edge of Western Port and associated hinterland (Coates et al. 2008).
Protected populations reside within reserves with predator exclosure fences, including the Royal
Botanic Gardens Cranbourne (RBGC), approximately 70 km south-east of Melbourne, the Bayles
Fauna Park and the Bayles Bandicoot Corner. Free-ranging populations persist on the northern
shores and hinterland of Westernport Bay including Quail and Chinaman Islands (Bryant et al. 2018).
Free-ranging populations exist sporadically, extending to the north west, along the proposed pipe
line route to Pakenham, as well as south easterly encompassing an area formerly known as the Koo
Wee Rup Swamp and the townships of Koo Wee Rup and Bayles (Atlas of Living Australia ; Coates et
al. 2008; Nicholls et al. 2018) (Figure 1). Many live in close association with human habitation, peri-
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urban areas, farm lands and along railway corridors and roadside drains (Coates et al. 2008;
Maclagan 2016; Maclagan et al. 2018; Nicholls et al. 2018).

These populations are threatened by many factors including: drier soils and loss of food reserves as a
result of climate change; predation by dogs, cats and foxes; motor vehicle trauma (Breidahl 2020)
and habitat destruction, modification and fragmentation (McKenzie et al. 2007; Woinarski et al.
2014). Importantly it has been shown that southern brown bandicoots have a small area of dispersal
with juveniles and females having a much smaller range than males (Maclagan et al. 2020). The
disruption of habitat caused by the pipeline and subsequent clearing of vegetation is anticipated to
negatively influence the food sources, dispersal and gene flow of the southern brown bandicoot
(Maclagan et al. 2020). The proposed clearance of vegetation associated with the proposed pipeline
represents too great a distance for southern brown bandicoots to traverse in order to maintain
population connectivity. In addition, the loss of vegetation will reduce protective cover, shelter and
food resources. Southern brown bandicoots are ground dwelling and ground nesting marsupials.
They do not dig burrows for shelter and hence rely solely on dense, connected thickets of ground
cover for nesting, protection from the elements and protection from predators. At adult weights of
between 400 and 1300 grams, they fall in the Critical Weight Range that makes them ideal prey for
cats, dogs and foxes (Abbott 2011; McKenzie et al. 2007; Woinarski et al. 2015). Thus, the clearing of
the proposed vegetation for the pipeline, with a consequent loss of refuge and an increase in
predator density and traffic, will make any remaining populations increasingly susceptible to
predator attack. As threatening processes are often insidious and incremental, this proposal may
well be the final death knoll of many I. obesulus populations in the vicinity of the pipeline.

The loss of southern brown bandicoot populations in these environments, also means the loss of the
ecological roles that they perform. Southern brown bandicoots forage through digging into the
earth with their snouts, leaving distinctive conical shaped holes. They have a faunivorous diet
consisting of invertebrates (including earthworms, arthropods and molluscs), seeds, grasses and a
wide range of fungi (Jackson 2003) (Maclagan, S. 2019. Pers. comm.). Each bandicoot is estimated to
turn over up to 3.9 tons of soil per year (Valentine et al. 2012). In so doing, they perform an
important ecological role aerating soil, improving soil moisture, enhancing seedling recruitment and
distributing leaf litter (Valentine et al. 2017) resulting in improved plant health and biodiversity
(Fleming et al. 2014).

3

References
Abbott, I. (2011). The importation, release, establishment, spread, and early impact on prey animals
of the red fox, Vulpes vulpes, in Victoria and adjoining parts of South-Eastern Australia. Australian
Zoologist 35, 463-533.
Atlas of Living Australia (2020). (Australian Government:
https://biocache.ala.org.au/occurrences/search?taxa=Haemaphysalis%20humerosa#tab mapView.)
Breidahl, A. J. (2020) An investigation into the role Toxoplasma gondii may play in the health of the
southern brown bandicoot (Isoodon obesulus obesulus) and an assessment of environmental
contamination with T. gondii. (The University of Melbourne: Melbourne.)
Bryant, D., Sinclair, S., Geary, W. L., Bruce, M., and Millen, C. (2018). The occurrence of the southern
brown bandicoot (Isoodon obesulus obesulus) and its habitat on Chinaman Island, Western Port,
Victoria. The Victorian Naturalist 135, 128-139.
Coates, T., Nicholls, D., and Willig, R. (2008). The distribution of the southern brown bandicoot
Isoodon obesulus in south central Victoria. The Victorian Naturalist 125, 128 -139.
Department of Environment Land Water & Planning (2016). Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988
Threatened List July 2016. (Ed. Department of Environment Land Water & Planning). (Victorian
Government: Victoria.)
Department of Sustainability and Environment (2013). Advisory List of Threatened Vertebrate Fauna
in Victoria. (Victorian Government: Melbourne.)
Fleming, P. A., Anderson, H., Prendergast, A. S., Bretz, M. R., Valentine, L. E., and Hardy, G. E. (2014).
Is the loss of Australian digging mammals contributing to a deterioration in ecosystem function?
Mammal Review 44, 94-108.
Jackson, S. (2003). Bandicoots. In 'Australian Mammals: Biology and Captive Management'. (Ed. S.
Jackson) pp. 127-144. (CSIRO Publishing: Oxford St., Collingwood.)
Maclagan, S. J. (2016). Ecology and conservation of the southern brown bandicoot in an urbanising
landscape The Victorian Naturalist 133, 103 -106.
Maclagan, S. J., Coates, T., Hradsky, B. A., Butryn, R., and Ritchie, E. G. (2020). Life in linear habitats:
the movement ecology of an endangered mammal in a peri-urban landscape. Animal Conservation,
260.
Maclagan, S. J., Coates, T. D., and Ritchie, E. G. (2018). Don't judge habitat on its novelty: Assessing
the value of novel habitats for an endangered mammal in a peri-urban landscape. Biological
Conservation 223, 11-18.

5

McKenzie, N. L., Burbidge, A. A., Baynes, A., Brereton, R. N., Dickman, C. R., Gordon, G., Gibson, L. A.,
Menkhorst, P. W., Robinson, A. C., Williams, M. R., and Woinarski, J. C. Z. (2007). Analysis of factors
implicated in the recent decline of Australia's mammal fauna. Journal of Biogeography 34, 597-611.
Menkhorst, P., W. and Loyn, R. H. (2011). The mammalian fauna of Greater Melbourne: diversity,
loss, adaptation and change. The Victorian Naturalist 128, 233-248.
Nicholls, D. G., Coates, T. D., and Ibbetson, S. A. (2018). Assessment of the monitoring of grounddwelling mammals in the northern Western Port, Victoria. The Victorian Naturalist 135, 95-107.
Threatened Species Scientific Committee (2016). Conservation Advice: Isoodon obesulus obesulus
southern brown bandicoot (eastern). (Ed. Department of the Environment Water Heritage and the
Arts) pp. 1-18. (Australian Government: Canberra.)
Valentine, L. E., Anderson, H., Hardy, G. E. S. J., and Fleming, P. A. (2012). Foraging activity by the
southern brown bandicoot (Isoodon obesulus) as a mechanism for soil turnover. Australian Journal of
Zoology 60, 419-423.
Valentine, L. E., Bretz, M., Ruthrof, K. X., Fisher, R., Hardy, G. E. S. J., and Fleming, P. A. (2017).
Scratching beneath the surface: Bandicoot bioturbation contributes to ecosystem processes. Austral
Ecology 42, 265-276.
Woinarski, J. C. Z., Burbidge, A. A., and Harrison, P. L. (2014) 'The Action Plan for Australian
Mammals - 2012.' (CSIRO Publishing: Oxford St, Collingwood.)
Woinarski, J. C. Z., Burbidge, A. A., and Harrison, P. L. (2015). Ongoing unraveling of a continental
fauna: Decline and extinction of Australian mammals since European settlement Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 112, 4531-4540.
Woinarski, J. C. Z., Murphy, B. P., Palmer, R., Legge, S. M., Dickman, C. R., Doherty, T. S., Edwards, G.,
Nankivell, A., Read, J. L., and Stokeld, D. (2018). How many reptiles are killed by cats in Australia?
Wildlife research 45, 247-266.

6

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2300

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Maria Liatos

Organisation:

Environment Victoria

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

CONTINUED.. 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. Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage
throughout the whole gas supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. 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 per cent. Despite these findings the
Australian gas industry and federal government report far lower emission intensities
for unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on
reliable measurements. Gas is not a climate solution. 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,
Maria Liatos
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My name is Pam WAKEFIELD and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is home to an incredible diversity of life, including human life, each species dependant
upon others. Untold damage will be done to the balance of life, including human, life if AGL is allowed to
disrupt the eco-system.
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 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.
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,
Pam WAKEFIELD
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My name is Jo Brockwell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
WP Bay is a critical habitat and ecosystem for all of Melbourne, water ways and
surrounding sea/ocean wildlife etc.
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.
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 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 Brockwell
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My name is Alison Taylor and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport Bay is a unique area of natural significance, both for its
environment & the flora & fauna contained within.
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.
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,
Alison Taylor
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My name is Cathy Freemantle and I visit Westernport Bay often. This area is home
to many people and much wildlife. The impact constant traffic of large ships will
have, as well as the gas industry itself, is not in line with care of the environment, or
with the future energy production and needs of Australia. 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 Env

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

Thomas Owen Waltrich

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

AGL_Proposed_G

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

See attachment

2306

My name is Thomas Waltrich and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It is a beautiful spot to visit that is not too far from Melbourne. Therefore it is a convenient tourist
spot for Victorians and international tourists visiting Melbourne. The conservation of nature has
economic impacts for the local community.
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,
Thomas Waltrich
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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. 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. 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, Danielle
Galley
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Submission To: The Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
From: The Bayside Climate Crisis Action Group and Associates
August 2020
Who We Are?
This submission is being made by the Bayside Climate Crisis Action Group, in association with:
• Bayside Seniors Action Group
• Beaumaris Conservation Society Inc,
• Black Rock & Sandringham Conservation Association Inc,
• Brighton Residents for Urban Protection Inc,
• Elsternwick Park Association,
• Intrepid Landcare Bayside,
• Marine Care Ricketts Point
• Sandringham Foreshore Association,
• The Wilderness Society Bayside
Amongst us are professionals, business owners, parents, teachers, students and academics all of whom share
a vision of ‘A Safe Climate for All’.

What this is about?
The Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC) is collecting submissions to consider and advise on a
pipeline license for the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. The IAC was appointed to:
•
•
•

review and consider the Environment Effects Statement (EES) and public submissions
identify measures to avoid, mitigate or manage the environmental effects, and
produce a written report for the Minister with findings, (inter alia) on whether acceptable
environmental outcomes can be achieved, having regard to legislation, policy, best practice, and the
principles and objectives of ecologically sustainable development.

The Project Objective as stated by the Proponent
In the Executive Summary of their EES, the proponent describes their proposal as,
‘to develop the Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (the Project) to supply imported natural gas into the southeastern gas market’ …so that, ‘The Project would meet a projected gas supply shortfall and improve gas supply
certainty from 2024 onwards’.
The above statement comprises an objective, namely to ‘meet a projected gas supply shortfall’, and a means
to achieving that objective, namely ‘to develop The Project’.
The proponent goes on to describe the objective as, “assist in Victoria’s transition to a low-carbon economy
and provide the foundation for ensuring that energy security is maintained and keeps pace with a growing and
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changing Victoria ... as the energy sector becomes decarbonised and transitions to more renewables”.

Consideration of Feasible Alternatives
The Scoping Requirements to the EES also require the proponent to consider feasible alternatives, particularly
where these offer ‘… a potential to achieve beneficial environmental, social and economic outcomes and can
meet the objectives of the project’.
It is our view that the proponent has failed to investigate a feasible alternative to the Gas Import Terminal that
would:
•
•
•
•
•

meet the same primary objectives of The Project,
have regard to Victorian legislation and government policy,
satisfy community concerns about risks to surrounding ecosystems and livelihoods,
offer a potential to achieve beneficial environmental, social & economic outcomes, and having regard
to the principles of ecologically sustainable development,
accord with AGL’s own advice to its customers.

The Primary Objectives of the Project
The gas supply shortfall for Victoria flagged by AEMO from 2024 onwards has precipitated this proposal by
AGL to import gas from interstate or overseas. But whilst increasing supply is one way to overcome the
shortfall, another way, that may have many other benefits, whilst avoiding the risks associated with AGL’s
proposal, is to reduce demand through efficiencies and technology change. Such a strategy has worked well
in the electricity market.
The opportunities to reduce demand and avoid a shortfall have been investigated by Northmore Gordon, in a
report prepared for Environment Victoria.1
The key measures identified in the report include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Replacement of ageing ducted gas heating systems in residential dwellings
Improving building insulation in residential buildings
Encouraging households with existing reverse cycle air-conditioners to preferentially use them for
space heating
Replacement of gas hot water systems with heat pump hot water
Adoption of heat pump space heating in commercial buildings
Low cost energy efficiency activities and waste heat recovery for industrial gas systems
Fuel switching of gas fired process heating to renewable electric and bioenergy

In years gone by, switching from electric heating to gas made sense, both for reasons of cost and carbon
abatement. Today however the situation has changed greatly in favour of electrification, again both for
reasons of cost and carbon abatement.
Between 2015 and 2018, with the linking of domestic gas supplies to the international gas market, gas prices
in Victoria more than doubled.2 In December 2015, gas in one major east coast pipeline that normally flows
from north to south, began flowing in the opposite direction, to meet export demand out of Gladstone Qld.3
In recent years, several research and pilot studies have highlighted the potential for electrification to deliver
lower energy costs, improved performance, and lower greenhouse gas emissions. These include work by
• Beyond Zero Emissions,4 5
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•
•
•
•

The Melbourne Energy Institute,6
Renew (Alternative Technology Association),7 8
the Australian Alliance for Energy Productivity 9 and
ARENA.10

The benefits to householders from adopting these recommendations have been discussed in several media
reports, including on the ABC and The Conversation.11 12
The feasibility of implementing the recommendations contained in these reports is borne out by testimonies
contained on the Facebook page of My Efficient Electric Home with over 18,000 members, and growing.13 One
of its founders, energy adviser, Tim Forcey says that when he asks an audience of homeowners, if they use
their reverse cycle air conditioner for heating in winter, many of them are surprised to learn that heating with
that device will cost much less than relying on ducted gas heating.14 In poorly insulated homes, some
retrofitting may be needed, to maximise the benefit that can be derived from the change.
Victoria’s State of The Environment Report (2018) notes that: ‘Consumer education and consumer trust are
essential for gaining the engagement required for the efficient and effective coordination of demand-side
resources, which can include broad behavioural change that alters the demand for energy services’.15
A well promoted government sponsored advisory service that provides trustworthy information to
householders can help improve the energy efficiency of their homes to accelerate the reduction in gas
demand. AGL already advises on their website that ‘switching to an all-electric household could save you money
and help the environment’.16 Yet they have failed to investigate the potential of demand reduction as a feasible
alternative to their proposed ‘Gas Import’ strategy, as a way of avoiding the projected gas shortfall from 2024
on.

Victorian Legislation and Government Policy
The Victorian Government has set a long-term target of net zero emissions by the year 2050. 17 Victoria’s
Climate Change Act (2017) requires the establishment of five-yearly interim targets to keep Victoria on track
for meeting the 2050 targets. The Independent Panel constituted under The Act prescribes a path to
decarbonisation that includes, inter-alia, the electrification of energy services.18
A Government appointed expert panel has recommended the setting of a 2025 emissions reduction target of
between 32% and 39% below 2005 levels, along with a further interim target of between 45% to 60% by 2030.
These targets were consistent with limiting global warming to 2 0 C, but much larger cuts would be needed to
achieve consistency with a 1.50 C pathway, according to the Panel’s findings.19
To achieve such targets, complementary policies are needed to fast-track emissions reduction, including a
reduction in the use of gas. An investment in gas import infrastructure will entrench gas dependency in
Victoria at a time when we need to reduce gas dependency, incentivise efficiency measures and electrify space
and water heating to help rapidly decarbonise our energy supply.

Community Concerns about Risks to Surrounding Ecosystems and Livelihoods
We are aware that many community groups around the Westernport perimeter, from the Mornington
Peninsula to Phillip Island have been expressing concerns about possible detrimental consequences arising
from the implementation of AGL’s proposal. These include:
•
•

Increased shipping movements involving giant tanker ships within a Ramsar listed wetland,
Elevated threats to marine ecosystems arising from the discharge of large quantities of warmed
chlorinated waste water in this high conservation value area in breach of current laws; the risks of
importing pest infestations such as Japanese Kelp, the pacific oyster and the pacific starfish into this
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•
•
•

vulnerable area. Whilst the chlorine dissipates, it can still kill phytoplankton. The thus-formed
chloramines, accumulate through the marine food chain with unknown knock-on consequences,
including possible acidification, impacting on crustaceans and fish spawning etc. 20 21
Elevated noise and light levels that could disrupt marine life, including the resident dolphin colony,
visiting southern right whales and migratory sea birds,
The risk of widespread environmental damage to the world heritage listed biosphere, including carbon
storing mangroves, in the event of an accidental spill or explosion,
The low probability risk, but very high-impact consequence of an explosion or fire close to frequented
beaches and inhabited areas in a bushfire prone area.

From the EES, it would appear that these threats are being minimised or even ignored by AGL. Are we to allow
AGL to use Westernport for a full-scale lab experiment? Does this accord with the precautionary principle, a
precondition to ecologically sustainable development?
These threats impact not only on directly impacted communities, but on all Victorians and their heritage. We
hope that the concerns articulated by these effected communities, will not only be listened to, but their gravity
and validity will be thoroughly and impartially investigated.

The Potential for Beneficial Environmental, Social & Economic Outcomes
The IAC has been directed to report on whether acceptable environmental outcomes can be achieved, having
regard to legislation, policy, best practice, and the principles and objectives of ecologically sustainable
development (ESD).
Two principles of ESD that are relevant in this context are, the precautionary principle and taking a long-term
rather than a short-term view when making decisions and taking actions.22
The Project, as proposed by AGL has no semblance of adhering to the precautionary principle. It is a shortterm solution with profound risks and a likely long-term negative impact on Victoria’s emissions reduction
strategy. No-one denies that all fossil fuels must be phased out in order to reach net zero in less than 30 years.
The interim emissions reduction targets referred to above, clearly indicate that the phasing out must proceed
and happen rapidly.
Gas is sometimes erroneously perceived as an interim ‘lower’ emissions fuel. This belief relies on outdated
methane emissions estimates that relate to conventional gas extraction such as from the Bass Strait gas fields,
at a time before separation of CO2 and other impurities from the methane became necessary.
AGL plans to import gas sourced from coal seam gas extraction by ‘fracking’. The gas must be pumped long
distances, separated from impurities, including CO 2, and liquefied for shipping, then transferred and regasified in Victoria. All these processes add to the cost of supply and add to Australia’s greenhouse gas
emissions.
Gas field emissions over a large and dispersed geographic area, are poorly reported. They are mostly
uncontrolled and unmonitored with leakage not only at the well-head, as one industry sponsored study
suggested, but across the entire infrastructure of pumps, separators, control valves, pipelines, venting points,
processing facilities, supply mains and the reticulation network. Numerous studies have indicated that
emissions levels are far higher than generally acknowledged, with some studies showing emissions are
underestimated by as much as 60%, and conceivably more. 23 24 25 26 27 Clearly then, the claim that the (relatively
low) emissions from the conventional gas extraction process from which we have benefitted until now,
corresponds to the emissions from gas fracked in Queensland, that is processed and transported to Victoria is
invalid.
Victoria has chosen to ban fracking in this state for good reason. Are we OK to promote that industry by
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importing fracked gas from elsewhere?
Instead of opting for this costly, polluting solution fraught with risks to the environment, both here and at the
source, as proposed by AGL, we can opt for a solution that is cost effective, clean and without comparable
environmental risks. Furthermore, by embracing a speedy transition out of gas, we encourage the
development of new job rich local construction and manufacturing that can thrive in an economy built on
cheap renewable energy.28 29
As for AGL’s claim that importing gas (from the international market) will put downward pressure on gas prices,
this is unsubstantiated. The available evidence suggests that gas prices will continue to be subject to
international gas market prices, as they are today. In fact, the recently released Gas Inquiry report by ACCC
says that LNG producers are selling into international markets ‘at prices substantially below domestic gas price
offer’.30 The report also says that ‘the cumulative effect of dysfunction’ in most levels of the gas market ‘is
significantly affecting gas users at the end of the supply chain’. The Victorian economy will benefit from a
reduced dependency on such a dysfunctional market.

Conclusion
The alternative to the AGL proposal of importing gas to Victoria that we have explored in this submission, is
not only feasible, it is cleaner, more cost effective and safer, with no risks to the environment.
The depletion of the Bass Strait gas fields presents us with an opportunity and an incentive. All of us,
householders, businesses, industry and the Victorian Government can grasp the cost-saving opportunities of
energy efficiency measures and fuel-switching to exploit renewable heat. For electricity generation, gas can
no longer compete in the current energy market, because gas is too expensive to burn except during
occasional high electricity price market events. 31
We have shown that consumers are uninformed of the benefits of an all-electric home, with complementary
retrofits in older homes. The Victorian government can take the lead in providing readily available advice to
consumers with incentives to act, as it has done with solar panel installation. It can take a cue from AGL in this
respect, which is advising its retail customers to go all-electric for cost effective and sustainable energy
choices.32
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My name is Christine Lawrance and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is unique in many ways not least of which is its proximity to Melbourne yet feels a
million miles from a city. The water and beaches are pristine and rival many throughout the world.Nature
here is untouched and available to all.
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.
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 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,
Christine Lawrance
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My name is Deborah Coffey and I am a resident of Red Hill South on the Mornington
Peninsula, where I have been living for the last 35 years, raising my family and
working as a primary teacher and more recently as a community sustainability
educator.
I am passionate about protecting our beautiful and precious natural environment and
Westernport Bay is one of my favourite places in the world. Several days every
week, all year around, I walk on my local beaches at Merricks or Point Leo, and my
family’s summers have been spent playing on the sand, swimming, snorkelling,
sailing or kayaking on Westernport Bay’s clear blue waters. I want my two little
grand-daughters to be able to share in the wonder of this special and unique corner
of the world and for them to know that the grown-ups in their lives did the right thing
and protected it for their sake and that of future generations.
Like so many others, I am deeply concerned at the prospect of AGL’s proposed gas
import facility in Westernport Bay and its potentially devastating impacts on the
marine environment, neighbouring Ramsar- listed wetlands and surrounding areas.
This is not the place to put a floating gas tanker and pipeline that pose horrendous
risks to this sensitive and fragile environment.
The reasons for contemplating such a project do not stand up to scrutiny in a world
that needs to move away from relying on fossil fuels, if there is any chance of limiting
the devastating impacts of climate change. There is so much at stake and so much
to lose. This project should not be approved.
Climate change:
The world is at a crossroads – climate change is an existential threat to the future of
our planet and all creatures that live on it. Already climate change is here and we are
seeing its impacts on an almost daily basis. The increase in human induced
greenhouse gas emissions in the atmosphere contributes to global warming. How
much the climate changes will depend strongly on the extent to which greenhouse
gas emissions can be avoided and reduced.
Climate scientists on the International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) in 2018
warned that in order to avoid catastrophic global warming we must not reach 1.5°
degrees above pre-industrial levels or, at the very minimum, not exceed that. They
also warned that we could have just 12 years to turn around our current emissions
trajectory in order to limit a climate catastrophe. We are now well into the final
decade where that may be possible.
Last summer’s dreadful bushfires were but a taste of what is to come if we do not
limit rising temperatures. The drought, exacerbated by climate change, lead to the
unprecedented fires that resulted in tragic loss of human life, livelihoods and three
billion native animals that were killed, injured or displaced. And this is with a rise of
just 1.1 degrees so far. If we get to a global average temperature rise of 1.5 degrees
1

or more (as is projected before the end of this century if we do not massively limit
greenhouse gas emissions), then all life on this planet will be severely and
irreparably compromised. Forever.
As such, it’s critically important that we stop building polluting fossil fuel projects like
the one proposed by AGL, because of the ongoing greenhouse gas emissions that
will result from the use of this form of energy by consumers into the future, and the
resulting contribution to global warming.
The costs of renewable energy and storage are coming down steadily and the rest of
the world is quite rightly moving on from fossil fuels. This is because they are no
longer appropriate environmentally, especially now there are such economical and
progressive renewable alternatives. To view gas as a ‘transition’ form of energy is an
outdated assumption. According to the Australian Energy Market Operator and
CSIRO, renewables are now the cheapest alternative for producing new power. The
state and federal governments should be increasing investment in renewables and
supporting consumers to move away from gas – urgently.
Just this week,(as reported in The Age newspaper 25/08/20), a group of leading
Australian scientists have taken the unusual step of writing to the Chief Scientist Dr
Alan Finkel, saying his support for gas as a transitional energy source is “not
consistent with a safe climate”. Their letter states that “The combustion of natural
gas is now the fastest growing source of carbon dioxide to the atmosphere…” They
go on to say, “On a decadal timeframe, methane is a far more potent greenhouse
gas than carbon dioxide. In Australia, the rapid rise in methane emissions is due to
the expansion of the gas industry. The rate of methane leakage from the full gas
economy, from exploration through to end use, has far exceeded earlier estimates”.
The greenhouse gas emissions from this project (both direct and indirect ‘fugitive’
emissions) would further contribute to our emissions pollution and consequently
global warming, at a time when we need to be doing all that we can to reduce these
emissions.
For these reasons alone, the project in Westernport should not go ahead because it
is at odds with a world that must urgently leave fossil fuels in the ground, and choose
cleaner, better alternatives in order to curb damaging climate change.
Biodiversity:
I am also extremely concerned about the environmental impacts on the marine life in
Westernport Bay, from having a LNG floating storage ship 300m long, and increased
shipping coming in and out of the bay each year. Southern right whales visit the bay
during winter and there is a population of dolphins that live in the bay all year round.
What is to stop ships striking these creatures? The EES underestimates the risk of
strikes and therefore has not provided measures to avoid this.
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For the many potential devastating impacts on marine life, the EES downplays major
issues, such as oil spills, toxicants and marine pests that could be introduced, and
does not provide enough supporting evidence for its predictions.
I find it appalling that chlorinated, chilled water will be released into the bay from the
ship at a rate of up to 486 million litres each day. It will be releasing vastly higher
levels of chlorine that is deemed safe by the CSIRO for marine waters (16 times
higher). How can this possibly not have a negative effect on the fish, plankton,
dolphins, seals and other animals that live in the bay? The chlorine and other
contaminants could cause irreversible damage to the bay’s ecosystem. It is
particularly disturbing that AGL is seeking to proceed with this project despite the
fact that existing legislation prohibits releasing these quantities and type of waste
water in a marine environment. Will AGL again try to get the legislation changed, as
they did unsuccessfully in 2018?
The fact that this gas project will impact on the hugely significant Ramsar-listed
wetlands is also of grave concern to me. These wetlands are of international
significance and a precious and fragile environmental treasure. Not only are the
wetlands important in their own right as an important habitat for birds and other
wildlife, they capture and hold large amounts of carbon now and into the future. They
should be protected for their many vitally important features, including the role they
play in mitigating climate change. Sadly in Victoria we have already drained or
bulldozed most of our freshwater wetlands and it is time to stop.
It is totally inappropriate and I believe reckless to build and operate a gas import
terminal and pipeline through these wetlands because it will require the destruction
of at least 15 hectares of native vegetation, almost half of which is endangered
vegetation types. Wildlife species such as the endangered Southern Brown
Bandicoot will be affected by this removal of their habitat, which could result in the
local extinction of this species. Many species of migratory birds will also be affected.
What in-depth research has AGL undertaken to measure the effects on birdlife and
other biodiversity that relies on the wetlands for their habitat? What would happen if
there was a gas leak in the pipeline going through such fragile ecosystems? What
would happen if there was an oil spill or gas leak into the bay?
AGL’s credentials
And finally, I question whether AGL’s track record of deceptive and misleading
behaviour makes them fit to build and operate a facility like this. Since 2003 they
have incurred over 7 million dollars’ worth of fines for environmental offences. These
include failing to offset its emission levels by not handing over 64,000 Energy
Efficiency Certificates in 2018. I hate to think how they may handle their
environmental responsibilities in such a high risk project such as this, with so much
at stake.
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This proposed gas import facility is anathema to our precious local environment on
Westernport Bay, and I vehemently oppose it. I urge the State Government to reject
this inappropriate and unnecessary project for the sake of our natural environment,
the planet’s climate and future generations that depend on it.

Deborah Coffey
Red Hill South, Victoria
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Dear Mr. Wynne,
My name is Clive Gould and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Any development in Western Bay would affect the ecological balance after installing pipelines and
bringing in gas freighters on a regular basis. I want it to stay as a nice place to visit and take my
Grandchildren to.
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 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.
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 United Kingdom has been running its Electricity Grid without using fossil fuels and their
population is about 5 times that of Australia. We must reduce our carbon emissions and to bring gas
into Victoria does nothing to help in this endeavour.
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 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.
Yours Sincerely,
Clive Gould

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2313

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Madeline Scott

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

I write against the pipeline works and gas import jetty works. I am a resident of the
area and have been throughout my life. I am aware of the fragile coastline which will
be affected if these works go ahead. The marine life in the area is unique and we
need to protect it. The increase in pollution from the works itself and after the
works have been completed will continue to have a negative impact on the area.
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My name is Sarah Sharp and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is my home.
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.
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,
Sarah Sharp
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My name is Deirdre Boeyen‐Carmichael and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
Western Port Bay is very special – it is beautiful and ecologically diverse. There are soft
sandy beaches, intertidal mudflats, mangrove swamps, rocky reefs, tidal channels, salt
marshes, seagrass meadows, sand dunes, and bushy scrub. And these are the homes for
unique birds, animals and marine life such as fairy penguins, fur seal colonies, mutton bird
roosts, migratory shorebirds, koalas, kangaroos, crabs, flathead, elephant fish to mention
just a few.
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 impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. We are facing an unprecedented extinction crisis and we
need to do everything we can to protect the remaining areas of habitat for our wildlife that
we have left.
I have visited the area many times as I had family living over that way. 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.
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.
This proposal to build a dirty fossil fuel gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate. In fact it is at odds with the Paris Climate Agreement.
Climate change is 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.
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,
Deirdre Boeyen‐Carmichael
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My name is Alice Young and I live in the Westernport Bay area.

The western port Bay Area is a precious pristine natural environment and eco system. I have
spent my whole life on this coast, it is my home and home to so much wonderful wildlife! Putting
it at risk is putting all of our livelyhoods at risks.

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.

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.

Sincerely,
Alice Young
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My name is Mr

Daniel Keith Hayes and I live in the Westernport Bay Catchment area.

Westernport Bay is wild.
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 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 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,
Daniel K Hayes.
P.S. This is the second time I have written to you on this issue & I am vexed to hear your department is
unable to receive correspondence in the usual manner. At best this can be seen as inefficiency & under
resourcing of the consultation process, at worst blatant obstruction & a denial of the democratic
process. Respectfully yours Daniel K Hayes.
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My name is Louis Horne and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Since I was a child I have visited Westernport Bay to surf, camp and swim. It is an incredible
part of the Mornington Peninsula and a truly rare ecosystem to have so close to Melbourne.
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.
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,
Louis Horne

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2319

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

William Ahern

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Concerns_about_t

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

I am deeply concerned about the environmental impacts of Western Port Bay. This is
a naturally beautiful part of Victoria which will can only be negatively affected by
introducing mining and shipping operations. Fossil fuels only have short term
benefits. It is imperative that we invest in Australia's future and look towards
greener solutions that can only improve our way of life. Please see my attached
document which further explains my disapproval for this project.

My name is William Ahern and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

This is a beautiful part of Victoria. It is only beautiful because it is relatively untouched by man and has
allowed the natural environment to thrive. There are penguins and Alaska Sheerwater birds that call this
place home that we must 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.

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-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,
William Ahern

