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My name is Annabel Blue and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. All
natural landmarks should be protected from companies that want to suck nature dry
and degenerate the land. This is a beautiful part of the world and it will destroy
marine life and the lives of those living around it, not to mention ecosystems. 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 tot
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My name is Liam Head and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the
gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirement
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My name is Jeremy Clark and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernpoint Bay is a rural community with unique natural beauty, and precious
flora and fawna. Siting a floating gas container at the location will be hugely
detrimental to the community - the A$7.5m donation a simple bribe. 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 unsu
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My name is BURT BLACKBURNE and I live in the Westernport Bay area. The bay is a
hub for the communities spread around its shores and facilitates all types of
recreational activities . I taught my kids and grandkids to swim and fish in this bay.
Hopefully it will remain safe for many generations into the future. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. 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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The global energy market trend continues to move away from a dependence on
fossil fuels, and towards a zero-emissions future. Renewable energy sources also
make immediate and long-term energy needs much more sustainable than
continuing dependence upon dwindling fossil-fuel-based energy sources. As the CEO
of CSIRO, Larry Marshall and Andrew Liveris, of the COVID-19 Manufacturing
Taskforce, have both observed, Australia stands to benefit more from investing in
renewable energy sources that Australia is uniquely placed to develop: solar, wind
and wave power. At this point in history, it makes no economic, societal or
environmental sense to go backwards. Larry Marshall and Andrew Liveris have also
said that Australia's economy stands to benefit even more from value-adding to
sustainably-sourced energy production, such as manufacturing our own solar panels,
batteries and wind turbines - rather than exporting raw materials and then
purchasing them back as products that have been manufactured offshore. Western
Australia, Gladstone (Qld) and Tasmania are all transitioning towards these
sustainable, value-adding industrial processes. AGL is missing a valuable
opportunity to capitalise upon these industry trends. If ever there were an energy
industry opportunity presented by the worldwide COVID-19 pandemic, these locallybased value-adding activities would be well-placed to address the economic and
geographic isolation affecting all Australians. Private sector alongside governmental
support for these activities benefits Australian society and the environment. In
addition, the CSIRO has observed that renewable energy sources are currently the
cheaper option for new energy-generation projects. Why would AGL conclude that
this gas proposal makes economic sense in a global context that is moving away
from the very products that AGL is seeking to expand? AGL participates in an
outdated form of Australian energy generation. Like the dinosaurs that have
provided millions of years worth of the raw materials upon which fossil fuel
industries are based, AGL exists in an era that is being superseded by smarter,
cheaper, and more sustainable energy generation activities.
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My name is Josie Browne and I have family who live on the Mornington Peninsula
and frequent Westernport Bay and surrounds frequently. This are with such unique
natural environments and ecosystems and a thriving community nearby and
hundreds of animal, plant,bird and natural wetlands and beaches are too precious
and essentially to threaten . I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
and the Minister for Planning to have a say in this proposed development. The issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife . These environments are so crucial in the healthy and continued growth
and balance of our ecosystems and also in the mental health of the community
around them . This development will completely destroy this peaceful abundant
natural area and other places for example Phillip Island that will lose its reputation
as a natural , protected area with the penguins and tourism suffering . The wetlands
are instrumental in our fight against climate change capturing and storing carbon .
However I am appalled to read about the amount of water( up to half a billions
litres ) that is going to be sucked into the ship containing small marine organisms
which make up the foundation of the ecosystems, plankton , food for our whales
and fish eggs and I’m sure so many other microorganisms and then being subjected
to high levels of chlorine , the real impact of which is unknown and then being
spewed out again into the local waters . I also think we should be concentrating on
renewable energy sources and not encouraging more gas . Thanking you , Josie
Browne
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RHYLL 3923
25 August 2020

AGL CRIB POINT GAS IMPORT FACILITY EES
I am writing this submission after reading reports in today’s Age newspaper
regarding the overwhelming scientific evidence about the gas industry’s impact
on our climate.
I am particularly concerned by the views expressed by scientific experts that
there should be no role for an expansion of the gas industry because natural gas
is now the fastest growing source of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, the most
important greenhouse gas driving climate change, and the cause of the rapid rise
in methane emissions which over the longer term will have a far more potent
greenhouse impact.
The Crib Point EES does not address these issues at all. Worse, it brazenly states
that ‘Victoria needs to find alternative sources of gas supply’ and ‘the Project would
also 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 changing Victoria.’
The EES is therefore predicated on assumptions that are demonstrably wrong.
By not challenging, or even questioning these assumptions the EES is
fundamentally flawed. AGL should be directed to include in the EES a proper
consideration of the long term environmental impacts of gas consumption in
Victoria compared to alternative renewable energy sources and storage options.
That is clearly where we should be going.
As a resident of Rhyll on Phillip Island I am also very concerned about the
impacts that the regasification facility will have on marine ecosystems in
Western Port and the precious Ramsar wetlands that host our migratory wading
birds. I cannot accept the statements in the EES that there will be insignificant
impacts from pumping 480 million litres of seawater a day into the gas factory,
chlorinating it and then discharging it back into the bay 7 degrees below ambient
temperature. Where else has this been done in such a sensitive environment, and
how have the impacts been monitored? This seems to be a reckless experiment
on a huge scale and some of the arguments presented in the EES are specious or
misleading.
I am also very concerned about the potential impacts of the massive tankers
required to supply the factory. I know that the estimate of 40 tankers per year
has been challenged. I cannot understand how a credible EES could lack some
basic analysis and evidence of the actual tanker sizes and numbers and full detail
of how the logistics will be managed. The residents of Phillip Island will be
furious if tankers are anchored in the channel off Cowes and Silverleaves
awaiting berthing at Crib Point, but I cannot see what the alternatives are. This
issue is not even mentioned in the EES.

I am also concerned about the potential for tanker accidents or incidents such as
fuel spillages, gas leakages, whale strikes etc. Who will take responsibility for
these matters. I am sure that it will not be AGL!
This brings me to my last concern. How can AGL be trusted to operate this kind
of facility in the sensitive environment of Western Port? As recently as
September 2018 the Essential Services Commissioner threatened to revoke
AGL’s license to sell gas and electricity in Victoria for providing inaccurate data
on its customers and in the same month was fined nearly $3million for failing to
offset its emission levels.
For the reasons set out above I am absolutely opposed to the AGL project at Crib
Point, and I believe that the EES in its current form is fundamentally flawed.
Yours sincerely

Anne Balfe
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My name is Troy Wilkinson and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. A former
resident of the bay for 25yrs I grew up there and used the ocean there daily. 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 and the greater western port bay region.
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 comprehensi
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I am a resident of regional Victoria and wish to state my strong belief, based on
climate science and on an understanding of the economics of Australia's energy
future, that AGL's gas terminal at Western Port must not proceed. My main
objection to AGL’s Western Port Gas terminal proposal is its significant contribution
to CO2e emissions into the future. How can this be justified when the Victorian
Government has committed to net zero carbon by 2050? I strongly believe
governments need to plan better over a much longer term timeframe and to
withdraw support from industries that are perpetuating emissions where they
should be driving them down. The effects of global warming on Australia are
already evident. The catastrophic bushfires of last summer and the record
temperatures and droughts Australia has sustained in the last decade have alerted
me to the folly of any new fossil fuel projects in Australia when renewables offer a
clear advantage. Australia cannot afford to get any hotter or drier. The world
needs to reduce carbon emissions, which means every country needs to contribute.
If we are to meet our Paris agreement obligations and get to zero net carbon by
2050 there cannot be any commitment to new gas, and existing gas needs to be
phased out. Gas is a fossil fuel. It is not a “bridging fuel” to lower carbon emissions.
It emits roughly half the CO2 of coal when burnt for energy and because gas is
essentially methane it is worse than coal over a 20 year period. On top of this,
emissions from gas extraction and production in Australia are increasing Australia’s
emissions overall. AGL should be investing more in renewables and renewable
infrastructure. Instead of promoting a “gas-fired” economic recovery governments
should be promoting future technologies that will bring emissions down. The federal
and state governments should be providing assistance and incentives to encourage
both domestic and industrial consumers to transition away from gas. Please stop
this development. Victoria and Australia can do more towards reducing carbon
emissions to zero than this. Jan Halliday
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My name is Simon Copeland and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I want the marine plants and animals protected. I do not want Westernport Bay with blights
on the seascape or threats to the Marine life.
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-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what
we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Simon Copeland
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My name is Sophie Evans and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I have been visiting the Peninsula for years and it should be kept in the pristine condition that it is. Some of
the area is national park so the government should also be stepping in just like they do for heritage listed
sites.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to
the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is
also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the
EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import
terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of
the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century
if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage
has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations
like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead
of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent
with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals. The EES
has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the

actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is
likely that these numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent
with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a
ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent
with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.
Sincerely,
Sophie Evans
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Submission opposing AGL’s Gas Import Terminal at Cribb Point in
Western Port Bay
from

C M Myers
I oppose AGL’s Gas Import Facility in Western Port Bay. I have been visiting Western Port Bay for
over 25 years, ever since I arrived in Melbourne. It holds a very special place in my heart, not
just because it is beautiful, but because it is a RAMSAR site of significance for birds and a very
important site for mangroves and seagrasses on the southern coast of Australia. The mangrove
and seagrass communities are already threatened and provide critical nurseries for fish and
many invertebrates, which in turn support the waders and other waterbirds in the Bay. I am also
gravely concerned by the rapidly warming environment generated by human use of fossil fuels,
and I strongly object to new fossil fuel projects that will only exacerbate the situation.
Thus, I have two main reasons for opposing the Gas Import Facility in Western Port Bay. They
are:
1) Climate change is accelerating as evidenced by recent extended periods of drought and
the massive wildfires of 2019 and 2020. We simply cannot afford to support new fossil
fuel projects in Victoria, when we should be moving to renewable energy sources.
2) The risks of adverse impacts of AGL’s Gas Import Facility on the biodiversity and
sensitive ecosystem communities of Western Port Bay are unacceptable and
inconsistent with the current protections provided to the Bay: why protect it on the one
hand, while introducing opaquely modelled and highly risky industrial activities on the
other?
Climate Change
AGL’s proposal for the gas import facility is totally at odds with efforts to reduce climate change
by moving away from fossil fuels. Gas is a fossil fuel that generates carbon dioxide when burnt.
AGL’s statement in the Executive Summary of the EES that ‘The project would assist in Victoria’s
transition to a low carbon economy…’ appears to be a misrepresentation. The costs of
renewables and energy storage are falling fast and the demand for gas will fall concomitantly as
industries and individuals alike work to reduce their carbon emissions by moving away from
fossil fuels (AEMO report 2020). If I have understood correctly, there is a 20-year time frame for
this project – what is the point of building something so potentially destructive when it is likely
to be obsolete by 2045?
Impacts on the Ecology and Biodiversity of Western Port Bay
Western Port Bay is not only a RAMSAR Wetland of international importance, it is also one of
only nine UNESCO Biosphere Reserves in Australia. The area is clearly recognised by state and
federal governments as environmentally important. There are government-funded conservation
and research programs occurring across the Bay. Why is such a potentially damaging,
substantial, industrial facility even being considered? Wading birds are particularly sensitive to
disturbance and pollution, because they have to eat so much of the time to survive. Yet, AGL’s
EES dismisses the potential for disturbance to these birds and does not consider the combined
impacts from noise, lights/visual disturbance, and ship movements. Two critically important
ecosystem communities, seagrasses and mangroves, are the subject of research and
1

conservation programs in the Bay (e.g. the Melbourne Water and Deakin University
Environmental Research Program). These communities are both vital habitats as nurseries for
many fish and other species; they stabilise sediments and thus protect coastlines from erosion;
they are nutrient sinks and they store carbon. Do we really know what the impacts of the highly
chlorinated and low- (or sometimes high-) temperature water to be pumped into the Bay from
the Regasification Unit will be on these already threatened communities? It is not clear from the
EES what baseline data have been collected or what modelling has been done on the impacts of
tidal movements of this water beyond the immediate Facility on these sensitive ecosystem
communities in the Bay; thus how do we truly know the effects this will have? Furthermore, if
the Facility goes ahead, how will performance be measured, or the impacts properly assessed
when there is nothing to measure against? Why are we risking the potential destruction of such
a recognised and precious environmental asset as Western Port Bay, for a short-term, risky and
highly questionable industrial facility? To paraphrase Einstein: “If you can’t say it simply, you
don’t understand it.” 11,000 pages of EES does not bode well for genuine understanding of the
implications of this project. It is too big a risk.
In summary, I strongly object to AGL’s Gas Import Facility at Cribb Point and ask that it does not
proceed for the sake of a stable climate for all of us, and for the continued conservation of the
precious biodiversity of Western Port Bay.
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see attachment My name is Ben Heenan and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay is important to because the ocean plays an
important part in people and planetary health and projects such as the ones
proposed jeopardise that. 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.

My name is Ben Heenan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is important to because the ocean plays an important part in people and planetary
health and projects such as the ones proposed jeopardise that.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting

consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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.
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My name is David Holyoake and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the
local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may
leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The
nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk
acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
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 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,
David Holyoake
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My name is Cara Macri and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
This beautiful location provides sanctuary to many marine animals, internationally
recognised wetlands and a space for people to enjoy. We do not need to worsen the
impacts of climate change or harm nature when there are other alternatives
available.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted
economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants
Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy
needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for
consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when
a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and
less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
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,
Cara Macri
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Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Inquiry into AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works Proposal
22.08.2020
Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
I would like to make a submission to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal including two components:
• Gas Import Jetty Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib 		
Point Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the jetty, 		
and the Crib Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty.
• Pipeline Works consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57 kilometres
long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian Transmission System east
of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the Pakenham Delivery Facility to monitor and
regulate the gas, two above-ground mainline valves to enable isolation of the pipeline in an
emergency and a facility to enable in-line inspections of the pipeline.
My name is Beverley Armstrong, I am 63 years old - born & bred in Somerville in Westernport Bay. I was
brought up on an orchard, my father’s family had moved there when he was 4 years old. He met my
mother at a local dance in the Somerville local hall. My Mothers parents owned a grocery store in North
Carlton, coming down to their property in Point Leo every weekend. If only we had that property now!
My upbringing on the peninsula was special. We had the bay to swim in & explore. We rode our horses
everywhere – our main mode of transport. Yaringa Boat Harbour was our favourite ride - dropping in on
Mr & Mrs Rolf for a cup of tea & cake. I believe they have now named a section of Yaringa ‘Rolf’s Landing’.
We hung out at Point Leo, Flinders,
Shorham & Phillip Island with the
local surfers. I was NOT a greatsurfer, but loved the lifestyle,
swimming in our beautiful oceans,
hanging out with friends, feeling
really free.
My best friend Cathy & I are still
friends to this day. Our fathers
would go fishing in Westernport
Bay – on Tom’s boat or around the
bay – and hated it when Cathy & I
would catch more fish than they.
When Mum & Dad divorced (at 72 years of age) Mum stayed on the peninsula in Somerville & Dad moved
to a weird place on the other side of the bay called Blind Bight – between Cannons Creek & Tooradin. I
loved going there – I discovered the beauty & rawness of the mangroves & the wetlands.
My Mother, Bonnie & I never tired of driving around the Peninsula. Most weekends we went to Hastings
- eating fish & chips on the foreshore – she loved watching the pelicans. I declared to my Mum one day I
was going to live at Woolley’s Beach in Crib Point. I am proud I said that. I love the seclusion there. One of
my Mum’s last outings was at Woolley’s Beach – she sat on the bench & gazed out to her beloved bay.
I have now bought a house in Hastings – in the same street as my late Auntie Lila & Uncle Jack –
It is a humble home, yet one I hope & dream to live in next year, moving my business (knitwear design &
manufacturing) as well. As I grow older, I felt Hastings was a wise choice to support the next chapter of my
life. I truly appreciate the value of the foreshore, that beautiful Warringine Park, the boardwalk,
mangroves & wetlands – and most importantly – the community & spirit of the place.
I feel like I belong there & finally going back home.
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So you can imagine how devestated & frightened I was when I heard of AGL’s plans to
a) import gas b) install a massive LNG tanker at Woolleys Beach & c) dig up 60km for a pipeline.
Our beautiful bay. I was around when they industrialised Hastings & now parts of it are deserted & have
become a waste land. The wetlands have only just started to recover from this 80’s industrialisation.
Now I intend to do my best to protect this valuable part of our world - it’s massively important
Ramsar Wetlands & fragile ecosystem. I am terrified of the consequences if this project goes ahead.

After careful investigation, I find all stages of this AGL polluting gas import terminal could damage &
destroy our bay, marine life, seagrass - our valuable mangroves & wetlands, including our perfectly good
farmland & soil quality, not to mention the community’s health & spirit.
My objection & questions are:
1. How can a massively large FSRU moored permanently in Crib Point not be damaging & obtrusive to
community, marine life, visitors & the natural beauty of this small coastal environment?
- It will ruin the view from many angles & possibly destroy Woolley’s Beach picnic ground.
- The FSRU pictured in the AGL-EES is smaller than their proposed vessel 290 metres long.
* This is misleading and an example that AGL are deceptive & have no care or consideration.
- What would happen to Woolley’s Beach picnic ground & the natural habitat along that coast?
There are photos in their statement, but are not clear & I do not believe they show the full
impact of what would actually be the construction/destruction.
- There is talk of AGL applying to have Woolley’s Beach Foreshore Reserve re-zoned to suit their
use? Do they intend to take over that coastline? Do they intend to have the region rezoned?
* If this is true, this is another example that AGL have not been transparent with the community.
2. How can a massively large FSRU not impact the marine life & fragile ecosystem of Westernport
Bay with on-going noise pollution & artificial lighting?
- AGL appears to acknowledge there have not been any studies to measure the noise pollution in
Westernport Bay from their FSRU or other vessels coming into the bay with their imported gas.
- As Crib Point & the surrounding bay area is so enclosed, I cannot believe that the noise &
vibration will not impact the marine mammals, weedy sea dragons, crabs, scallops, snails &
worms - all vital for the Westernport Bay fragile eco system.
- What further site specific research & evaluation do AGL propose to do? Can we trust AGL to
really do due diligence to show the true impacts of underwater vibrations & sound from the
vessels & FSRU upon the marine life?
- What is the ‘modelling’ in their EES is based on?
- Please explain the actual intensity or frequency of sound to be emitted from this operation.
- What artificial lighting will the vessel project? Surely the lighting will also impact the natural
order of ecology & ruin the vista of the bay.
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3. The process to suck 468,000 m3 per day of sea water out of the bay PER DAY seems ludicrous –
damaging, destructive and in my opinion should be illegal.
- Seagrass, weedy sea dragons, invertebrates, plankton and larvae would most definitely be 		
sucked up and destroyed, if not from the intake currents or 10cm x 10cm grids, then the chlorine
used in their process.
- The modelling in their EES assumed that no entrained organisms would survive before
seawater was discharged back into Western Port, which means the mortality estimates are the
highest possible (worst case scenario). AGL appear to agree that even their modelling would
result in worst case scenario. Their idea to minimise the impact, only appears to relate to
limiting the amount of water intake to 312,000 m3 from September – February.
- May I suggest that AGL do not properly understand the gravity of the damage this will cause, 		
and their argument suggests that they have only based their assumptions on desktop modelling.

4. Using natural seawater for their process & spitting contaminated, chlorinated & cooled water back
into the bay – again – seems ludicrous & seriously damaging in so many ways. Westernport Bay is an
enclosed area, not an open ocean. Therefore my questions relate to the damage the chlorine will have
on the seagrass, the sea-life, and more importantly the seepage into the Ramsar surrounding wetlands.
- It appears the FSRU ship will be releasing 16 times more than the safe levels identified by CSIRO
for marine waters. How can AGL propose that this is OK? Is this not illegal?
Why do AGL not address the contaminants, chlorine & toxicants potentially spreading to
mangroves & other ecological sensitive areas?
- AGL have ‘assumed’ :“Water temperature and chlorine associated with discharged seawater from the FSRU would not impact
mangroves, saltmarsh, seagrasses and subtidal reefs, or fauna such as waterbirds that use these habitats”.
There does not appear to be any substantial evidence in their EES that the contaminants would
not travel with the movement of the tides, nor float in and seep into the mangroves & wetlands.
- In my opinion, AGL have ignored the potential irreversible damage this will cause to the bay:
marine life, breeding grounds, sand quality, seagrasses & wetland birds.
Swimming & recreational water activities in our beautiful bay would be off limits. If I were to 		
ingest & douse my body in contaminated chlorinated water every day, I would become very ill,
very quickly & in a lot of pain.
- Westernport Ramsar Wetlands need to be protected & so do the safe levels in our seawater.
*statement below is taken from the AGL EES
“The potential for direct and indirect impacts on terrestrial and freshwater flora and fauna from the
Project’s operation were investigated, such as disturbance from noise and light and possible food chain
impacts from seawater intakes and discharges from the FSRU. Primary foraging and roosting areas for
waterbirds are some distance from the FSRU and are not impacted by lighting, noise or temperature variations and chlorine associated with the marine discharge from the vessel. The level of entrainment of small
marine biota into the FSRU water intakes is negligible and is not anticipated to result in trophic changes
that may impact on waterbird habitat or food sources. The studies found the Project’s operation would be
unlikely to significantly impact terrestrial or freshwater flora and fauna values. Mitigation measures and
monitoring during operation would reduce the potential for minor impacts and enable a response to any
unforeseen impacts.”
- This appears to be a very broad statement from AGL. What evidence can they provide to
support their statement & what investigation did they undertake?
- I find this statement vague at best. AGL & APA would have you believe they know what they are
talking about, their ‘assumptions will be OK’ & they will ‘look after things along the way’.
I feel the above statement in the AGL / APA EES is misleading & inconclusive – further proof that 		
these company’s do not have the integrity nor the compliance to undertake such a grave project.
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5.

With regard to foreign ‘very large’ vessels entering the bay, I have many concerns & queries.

- As up to 40 additional (very large) LNG tanker ships would be coming into Westernport Bay from
international ports & waters, what environment protection policies have AGL supplied for the 		
following:
		
Foreign marine pests imported within & on vessels & during the processes?
* This to me seems a huge concern. Importing foreign marine pests into Westernport Bay could 		
cause unnecessary & irreversible damage. There does not appear to be any care or concern for
this in their EES.
- As these 40 additional (very large) LNG tanker ships would be passing through the narrow
entrance to Westernport Bay, through sometimes shallow water, what environment protection
policies & risk assessment have AGL supplied for the following:
		
Risk of vessels damaging sensitive habitats or grounding?
		
Risk of vessels causing a variety of disastrous outcomes:		
collisions, disturbing recreational boating, sailing, surfing, diving & fishing, noise pollution
		
to marine mammals, oil spills, contaminants & pollutants brought in with the vessels?
		
Would they intend to dredge the bay?
6.
The proposed pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham is yet another major point of contention
for many reasons. I grew up on an orchard in Somerville. There were many orchards & market gardens
around Westernport Bay – for a very good reason – the soil was magnificent for growing crops. There is
huge potential for further agriculture in & around this region – stretching all the way through
Mornington Peninsula, Casey & Cardinia.
Farming & agriculture produces jobs – a much healthier choice – for the workers & for our food supply
chain. It appears there have already been a lot of complaints about the loss of agricultural land and
impact to private land interests.
Unnecessary industrialisation & this wretched pipeline may jeopardise the air quality, soil quality &
water quality of these areas. Surely local fresh produce, farming & agriculture should be placed first &
foremost in this region.
- I am very concerned that the pipeline is proposed to go through Warringine Park & travels 		
dangerously close to the wetlands & mangroves. This surely will have enormous impacts to 		
native vegetation, feeding grounds for local & migratory birds – some of which are 		
endangered.
- How could even the initial part of this pipeline possibly be approved?
Is Warringine Park not protected for conservation by Mornington Peninsula Shire?
- This unique environmental park has been nurtured & protected for many years/decades.
The park, boardwalk & walking tracks must have cost a lot of money for the shire to develop &
maintain. This is such a beautiful part of the Mornington Peninsula that locals, visitors
& tourists enjoy. Surely the Eco-Tourism aspect needs to be protected also.
If AGL really care about the community, how could they propose the destruction of this area?
- As this pipeline is proposed to take 2 years, this seems like 2 years of hellish disruption, not to
mention the many risks to human health, soil health, the destruction of native
habitat & displacement of native animals – some of which are endangered species & which
the government & community has invested to protect.
- There doesn’t appear to be any concern or care from AGL or APA. The statements in the EES
are vague & allude to “fixing things along the way”. It appears they have only presented
preliminary studies & assume once this EES is passed, they can bully their way through the
system.
- The potential leakage, fire & explosion along this pipeline is terrifying. The safety & hazard risk
seems like a huge threat.
7. AGL has a history of deceptive & misleading behaviour, making them unfit to build & operate a facility
like this. They have misled the community, fudged the true opposition to this project, want to put this
terrifying operation in a bushfire zone & have no regard for our Ramsar Wetland or valuable Eco-System.
They must not be allowed to proceed any further with this project - they are way too dodgy & devious.
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8.
I fear for our wetlands. I am terrified & extremely stressed & anxious that this project has even
made it this far. It seems preposterous to me that AGL would dare to place such a monstrosity at
Woolley’s Beach, destroying the locals HOME, sanctuary & endanger the finely balanced ecosystem.
Warringine Park & our wetlands need to be protected. They are the most biodiverse ecosystems on this
planet. These Coastal wetlands form part of the internationally significant Western Port Ramsar site, with
salt marshes so special, the coastal area is classified by the National Trust.
Our Wetlands store carbon instead of releasing it to the atmosphere as carbon dioxide. Wetlands help to
moderate global climate conditions. AGL should be valuing these Wetlands, not endangering them - given
they are such a HUGE polluter in our country.
9.
The social impacts of this project are starting to show. I for one am stressed about the safety
of my future & this special place in my heart - my home. I cannot imagine how exhausted & stressed
the local community in Crib Point is. I have been told there is a name for my stress - solastalgia.
I fear for who I may become if this project proceeds any further, given the Mornington
Peninsula Shire, 70 - 90% of the community & so many major organisations oppose it.
I would not be able to trust the processes that the government have in place ever again.
However I would continue fighting - along with many others - we won’t stop. Isn’t that a shame that I am
now saying I will die protecting this place. Isn’t it a shame that I even feel the need to consider it.

I appreciate the opportunity to contribute to the Environment Assessment of the Crib Point Gas Import
Jetty & Gas Pipeline. As you can glean from my above submission, I find the project dodgy & dangerous
from go to WOE. The impacts & irreversible damage this would cause to our Wetlands, flora, fauna &
water quality is unacceptable. The effects it is having & would continue to have on the community is
unforgivable.
I welcome any further discussion via email at:
Sincerely & earnestly,

Beverley Armstrong
Kew Vic. 3101

5

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1833

Request to be heard?: No - but please email me a
Full Name:

John Collins

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is John Collins and I visit Westernport Bay often. I have surfed and
paddled the beaches of Westernport bay for over 50 years . My children and
grandchildren are discovering it’s beautiful and unique coastline. It’s a fragile marine
ecology and this industrial interference is alarming and depressin. 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. 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
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My name is Jennine Hewett and I live in the Westernport Bay area. My family and
friends love the recreational activities the bay provides all year round. It has
provided many happy memories for my family for over 60 years. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form, 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, increasing anxiety and a
lack of ability to focus. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in
all of Australia. People come to see the penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales, also 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 would have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. 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. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the plan not meeting the legal requirements, this proposal should
not continue. Even with these inadequate studies, the EES states that underwater
sound would cause 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, affecting the important bay ecosystem. 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
dependant on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm
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24/08/2020
My name is Robert Fogden and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The future of the local environment will be at risk should the approval be granted- its too late once a
disaster occurs to say sorry, we didn’t know it could be this bad. Well known that long term money can
be made off of pristine oceans. Thanks
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.

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,
Robert Fogden
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My name is Margaret Gibson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I love seeing the beautiful wildlife that depends on the bay for its survival. Watching
dolphins, whales and penguins is a unique and special occurance that we should protect for
generations to come.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who
place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible
array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Margaret Gibson
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25-Aug-2020
Leticia Nieuwenhuizen

Submission to AGL’s proposed Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
My name is Leticia Nieuwenhuizen and I have family who live in Western Port Bay. I come to this area often
to get away from the city, to enjoy the quiet ambience, walking the coastline to Sandy Point, nature and
wildlife, and I am deeply concerned this proposed project will adversely impact my sense of place and
enjoyment of the area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
which I will address, but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas
emissions in Victoria and the irreversible damage fossil fuels have on our climate

Adverse Climate Impacts
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon
for hundreds of years, with mangroves, salt marshes and seagrass meadows storing up to 1,000 tonnes of
carbon per hectare—much higher than most terrestrial ecosystems.1 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. The
proposed terminal would not only contribute many more emissions into our climate, but its structure and
operation would most likely cause irreversible damage to the Western Port biosphere.
As a Ramsar site, Western Port is home to many marine and coastal species, including small marine
organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs, which 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.
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. Earlier this
year, Norway’s gigantic sovereign wealth fund - Norges Bank, removed its stake in AGL after tightening up
its rules on fossil fuels.2 Pressure from investors to dump fossil fuels will only continue to grow as the
negative impacts on our climate mount, and 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.

1

IPCC, 2019: Summary for Policymakers. In: IPCC Special Report on the Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing Climate [H.-O. Pörtner, D.C.
Roberts, V. Masson-Delmotte, P. Zhai, M. Tignor, E. Poloczanska, K. Mintenbeck, A. Alegría, M. Nicolai, A. Okem, J. Petzold, B. Rama, N.M.
Weyer (eds.)]. In press.
2 Norway’s giant oil fund ditches stake in Australia’s AGL over fossil fuel concerns, The Guardian, 14-May-2020. Available here:
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2020/may/14/norways-giant-oil-fund-ditches-stake-in-australias-agl-over-fossil-fuelconcerns

Terminal is unlikely to make gas cheaper, is at odds with climate targets and policies, and potentially in
breach of environmental law
AGL claim the terminal will ‘place downward pressure on gas prices for residential and
industrial/commercial customers’.3 In its recent inquiry into gas prices in Eastern Australia, the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC) condemned the gas industry, accusing it of misleading
governments into approving massive gas export projects, leading to soaring gas prices, with its chairman
Rod Sims stating “a lot of the things that Australian governments, politicians, were told when those projects
went ahead, turned out not to be true”.4 How can we trust this project will reduce domestic gas prices,
when the evidence points to the contrary.
The key solution to ensuring gas supply and cheaper price is an enforceable and working gas reservation
policy, not more projects awarded to companies that have lied to the Australian public and governments in
order to increase company profits. Renewables will take over from any aspects of our energy needs currently
supplied by gas5 – an import terminal will prop up gas not assist in the renewables transition. The move to
renewables will significantly cut demand and consumption for gas over the next short to medium term thus
taking pressure off any supply issues.
More importantly, gas is a fossil fuel with high emissions, not a transition energy source, with recent
research indicating methane (the core component of natural gas) is estimated to be 28 times more potent
a greenhouse gas than carbon dioxide over a 100-year period.6 The evidence against gas is so compelling
that a group of leading Australian scientists have recently taken the unusual step of writing to the Chief
Scientist, Dr Alan Finkel, stating his support for gas as an energy source “is not consistent with a safe
climate”. They go onto write, "we are making a definite and profound statement that the advice the Chief
Scientist is giving is in opposition to the evidence the Australian scientific community has gathered about
the climatic system and the way it is changing."7
Further, a gas import terminal is at odds with Victoria emission targets and climate change policies. If the
terminal 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 Western Port. 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 Western Port 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 cannot continue.

Negative impacts on recreational activities and tourism
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
3

Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project, EES Executive Summary, Volume 1, p.2
ABC News, Gas giants misled governments and it’s costing Australian Jobs, ACCC boss says, 27-Feb-2020. Available here:
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2020-02-27/gas-giants-misled-governments-accc-boss-rod-sims-says/12004254
5 For example, local councils such as Yarra City are planning to ‘transition Council Assets from the use of natural gas “based on the fact that
gas using equipment on their premises cane easily be replaced with electrical alternatives to be run on 100% renewable energy.” (Draft
Annual Budget 2020/21).
6 Gas is not the transition energy we were promised, new research suggests, The Age, August 24, 2020. Available here:
https://www.theage.com.au/environment/climate-change/gas-is-not-transition-energy-we-were-promised-new-research-suggests20200824-p55ovg.html
7 Australia’s Chief Scientist is wrong on gas, say leading experts, The Age, August 25, 2020. Available here:
https://www.theage.com.au/environment/climate-change/australia-s-chief-scientist-is-wrong-on-gas-say-leading-experts-20200824p55oty.html
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number of ships coming into Western Port 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 Western Port 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.
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. Our Earth cannot sustain the current reliance on fossil fuels,
and the Victorian Government should not be approving any projects which further contribute to the climate
crisis. The negative impact on recreational fishing and tourism further demonstrates why the proposed gas
terminal cannot go ahead. 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 Western Port Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Leticia Nieuwenhuizen
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My name is Hamish McWilliam and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. A beautiful wild place with an abundance of interesting marine life! 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. 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 law
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My name is Tom Sullivan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It’s
a uniquely diverse ecosystem supporting both the local and wider community
abroad. Home to a vast range of wildlife, people are recognising more than ever the
natural beauty/importance of this environment on the back of a global pandemic. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the
local community. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular
spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is
likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or
high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion
zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend
with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in the
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Engage Victoria Crib Point Inquiry EES public submission – August 2020 – Dr Kristen Pearson
As a medical practitioner, a long-term resident of Melbourne and regular visitor to the
Mornington Peninsula/Westernport/Phillip Island region, I welcome the opportunity to
respond to the Crib Point Inquiry EES.
My response will focus on the “big picture” and argue that the storage and pipeline facilities
are not necessary as Victoria should not be investing in infrastructure to promote gas as an
energy source:





gas is a fossil fuel – it is not a “transition fuel” and burning it is incompatible with
Victoria’s Climate Change Act and Emission Reduction Targets
burning gas has health impacts (in addition to exacerbating climate change)
gas is not in fact cheap for consumers or for the public purse
the future of energy in Victoria should be electrification and renewable electricity
supply

Although I consider the local risks and impacts on the Westernport ecosystem very
significant, I will leave it to other submissions to respond in detail.
Key points and response:
1. Climate Change
In their Foreword, AGL state “We consider climate change a critical issue facing the global
community, and we are helping to lead the transition of Australia to a lower carbon future.”
Response:
• Agree that climate change is a critical issue facing the global community.
• Agree that transition of Australia to a lower carbon future is essential
• However the proposal for this new gas project is completely at odds with the objective of
addressing climate change:

1
2

o

Gas is a major contributor to climate change – it is not a transition fuel 1

o

According to the Climate Council “Gas has no role to play in building a prosperous,
resilient economy for the future. It is volatile, dangerous and unnecessary.
 Gas is price volatile, driving energy prices for Australians. Investing further in
gas risks locking in huge investment losses, stranded assets and environmental
harm.
 Emissions from the extraction, processing and export of gas have been the
main driver behind Australia’s emissions staying so high. These emissions are
likely underestimated.
 Gas projects cannot provide sustainable long-term employment opportunities
because of this volatility.” 2

o

A report from Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis concludes that
“Australia’s production of liquefied natural gas (LNG) has come with an unwelcome

https://www.dea.org.au/supplementary-submission-to-narrabri-gas-project/ July 2020 page 6
https://www.climatecouncil.org.au/resources/primed-for-action/ May 2020

byproduct – even bigger growth in the industry’s output of the greenhouse gases
that cause global warming and climate change.” 3
o

It is increasingly recognised that estimates of greenhouse gas emissions arising
from the gas industry have been under-estimated and/or under-reported 4.
Estimates have particularly been historically underestimated for the impacts of
released methane (the main component of LNG) 5 – an extremely potent
greenhouse gas – which leaks or is vented when gas is fracked 6 and transported 7.
Additionally, CO2 release is also significantly underestimated 8.

o

Creating further infrastructure supporting the gas industry, such as this proposed
FSRU and Pipeline Works, locks in decades of further use of fossil fuel energy. This
is counterproductive; is even at odds with AGL’s stated aims; and will not allow
Victoria / Australia to achieve emissions reduction targets in the short, medium or
long term. How will this be compatible with Victoria’s Climate Change Act 2017? 9

o

Published pathways to achieve reduced or zero emissions futures agree that the
essential pillars are electrification (of homes, industry and transport) combined
with renewable electricity and storage 1011. For example, the ACT climate change
strategy includes “a plan for achieving zero emissions from gas use by 2045,
including setting timelines with appropriate transition periods for phasing out new
and existing gas connections. “ 12

o

As this Inquiry is a response to an Environmental Impacts Statement it is clearly
fundamentally important recognise and document the impact that escalating
climate change has, and will increasingly have, upon our local and global
environment as well as upon human health and wellbeing – with these factors all
being inextricably linked:
See these key references about climate change impact on local and global
environment:
 Climate Council on climate change effects on ecosystems 13
 Climate Council on effects of climate changed bushfires on Australia 14’
See these key references about climate change impact on human health and
wellbeing:

https://ieefa.org/ieefa-brief-the-australian-lng-industrys-growth-and-the-decline-in-greenhouse-gasemissions-standards/ April 2020
4
https://www.dea.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Gas-fired-recovery_frequently-asked-questions.pdf
5
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-020-1991-8 Nature, February 2020
6
https://www.dea.org.au/supplementary-submission-to-narrabri-gas-project/ July 2020, page 5
7
https://www.greenpeace.org/usa/global-warming/issues/natural-gas/
8
https://ieefa.org/ieefa-brief-the-australian-lng-industrys-growth-and-the-decline-in-greenhouse-gasemissions-standards/ April 2020
9
https://www.climatechange.vic.gov.au/legislation/climate-change-act-2017
10
https://www.climateworksaustralia.org/resource/decarbonisation-futures-solutions-actions-andbenchmarks-for-a-net-zero-emissions-australia/ April 2020, see slide pack, slide number 22
11
https://grattan.edu.au/news/the-role-of-gas-on-australias-long-road-to-a-low-emissions-future/ May 2020
12
https://www.environment.act.gov.au/cc/act-climate-change-strategy/buildings-and-land-use
13
https://www.climatecouncil.org.au/resources/ecosystems-report/ September 2019
14
https://www.climatecouncil.org.au/resources/summer-of-crisis/ March 2020
3

 Australian medical experts writing in August 2020:
https://www.climatecouncil.org.au/resources/doctors-orders-pm-must-act-onclimate-change/
 Australian Medical Association – “climate change is a health emergency” 15
 Doctors for the Environment Australia fact sheet – climate change and health 16
 The Lancet medical journal infographic:
https://www.thelancet.com/infographics/climate-and-health
2. Gas pricing
In the Foreword, AGL state “As an essential service provider, the Australian community
rely on us to ensure a reliable and affordable supply of gas to their homes and businesses,
and the proposed Gas Import Jetty Project would help us achieve this.” And that the project
will “while placing downward pressure on gas prices.”
Response:
• Gas prices in Victoria are linked to international prices, and are actually higher than
the prices paid by other countries. It is likely that the gas stored and piped in this
proposed facility will actually have been imported internationally. Therefore a local
storage and pipeline facility will not deliver cheaper gas to Victorians. A report by
the ACCC on gas pricing 17 led to the ACCC chair to observe “I am yet to hear a
compelling reason from LNG producers as to why domestic users are paying
substantially higher prices than buyers in international markets”. Gas is not
affordable to consumers, nor to our economy or our health & environment.
•

Statements that gas is “affordable” routinely ignore the following factors:
o That the industry receives significant government subsidies which bely the
true cost of the product 18. The subsidies can be in the form of direct
contributions, tax-based subsidies, under-writing or public finance.
o Failing to factor in the further indirect costs “externalities” which are
generated via health and environmental damage 19 (and therefore costs) – as
these costs are indirect, they fail to be appropriately attributed but results in
significant government and private expense to remedy. Externalities
attributable to the gas industry include:
 Fuelling climate change and thereby climate change damage such as
increased extreme weather events and bushfires
 Human health effects from air pollution generated from gas
extraction; gas burning; and indoor gas appliances. Health effects
from indoor home gas appliances include increased wheeze and
asthma as well as risk of poisoning from carbon monoxide. 20

https://ama.com.au/media/climate-change-health-emergency September 2019
https://www.dea.org.au/climate-change-and-health-in-australia-fact-sheets/ March 2016
17
https://reneweconomy.com.au/dysfunctional-gas-industry-failing-australian-consumers-with-inflatedprices-10337/ August 2020
18
https://ieefa.org/ieefa-australias-gas-industry-was-already-failing-before-covid-19/ June 2020
19
https://www.dea.org.au/onshore-oil-and-gas-policy-background-paper-2019/ 2018 Page 22
20
https://www.dea.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Home-gas-appliances-fact-sheet-(1).pdf May 2020
15
16

3.

•

Renewable energy technologies are rapidly dropping in cost, are now a competitive
market 21 and can provide 24 hour energy supplies with current technology 22.
Therefore AGL would be better investing in furthering their portfolio as the, selfnominated, “largest private investor in renewable energy”. 23 Victoria (and AGL)
should be investing in strategies to reduce demand for gas. In fact AGL have made
some very significant announcements in this direction recently 24 25– perhaps they
themselves no longer have an appetite for this proposed project in Victoria? We
would welcome AGL investing further in renewables in Victoria.

•

In terms of economics of the gas industry in Australia, the recent conclusion of a
report from the Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis 26 concludes: “A
“gas-led” recovery is not possible and should not be pursued.” This analysis
concluded:
o The gas industry is not profitable and not sustainable.
o The National COVID-19 Coordination Commission (NCCC) is “trying to
stimulate the Australian economy by subsidising an industry at a time when
even those within the industry are not investing.”
o The NCCC and the government are “propping up a failed industry that has
demonstrably destroyed wealth”
o The NCCC proposals rely on massive direct and indirect subsidies.
o The gas industry typically avoids contributing tax and royalties, resulting in a
poor return on investment for the Australian public and tax payer.

Credibility of the EES

In the Foreword, AGL states “The Minister for Planning has required AGL and APA to prepare
this Environment Effect Statement (EES) to independently assess the potential for
environmental effects of the propose project. The EES process is Victoria’s most rigorous and
transparent environmental assessment process, and we will follow all assessment
requirements that are asked of us by the Victorian Government and other regulatory
bodies.”
Response:
• It is difficult to have any trust or have confidence in reports generated by companies. A
recent parallel example is that of the “CSIRO Report” published by the “Gas Industry
Social and Environmental Research Alliance (GISERA)” which came to the conclusion
that “CSIRO report confirms CSG fracking is safe for the environment”. However this
report was subsequently analysed by The Australia Institute which determined that
GISERA is actually largely an alliance of fracking companies who provided major funding
to the study. The Australia Institute analysis concludes that the “our research
https://ieefa.org/ieefa-renewables-continue-to-break-records-despite-covid-19/ June 2020
https://bze.org.au/media-releases/boosting-manufacturing-is-the-right-policy-but-nccc-is-backing-thewrong-technology/ May 2020
23
AGL EES Foreword - 2020
24
https://ieefa.org/australias-agl-energy-says-battery-storage-can-compete-with-gas-peaker-plants/ August 2020
25
https://ieefa.org/australias-agl-energy-unveils-plans-for-500mw-battery-at-liddell-coal-plant/ August 2020
26
https://ieefa.org/ieefa-australias-gas-industry-was-already-failing-before-covid-19/ June 2020
21
22

demonstrates why it is simply not good enough to have the fracking industry funding
and overseeing investigations into its own impacts”. 27
•

I am concerned about AGL’s corporate responsibility track record to manage a project
like this. For example, in 2018 AGL was fined $3 million by the Victorian Essential
Services Commission for failing to offset its emission levels 28.

4. International significance
In the Foreword, AGL state “unique environmental significance of Western Port. We agree it
is an environmentally sensitive area”


As a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance, the
Australian commonwealth has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands, understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing
their degradation.10 It is totally inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal
in the middle of one of Victoria’s most precious environments and an internationally
significant wetland.

In summary, damage to this significant environment is most appropriately avoided by not
proceeding with the project at all.

https://www.tai.org.au/content/csiro-report-misleads-fracking-risks July 2020
https://www.smh.com.au/business/companies/agl-fined-3-million-for-missing-emissions-targets-20180924p505m5.html 2018
27
28
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My name is David Corsar and I visit Westernport Bay often. 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. 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
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Submission to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Environmental Effects Statement
AGL & APA - Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
Dr Jim Crosthwaite, consultant economist, B.Ag.Ec., M.Comm., PhD.
Fairfield, Victoria

I would like to appear before the public hearing. I have worked for 32 years as an economist for
government and consulting on environmental matters.

Contents
Summary................................................................................................................................................................. 1
The case made by the proponents ......................................................................................................................... 1
Environmental significance..................................................................................................................................... 2
Biodiversity ..................................................................................................................................................... 2
Climate change ............................................................................................................................................... 2
Questionable assumptions ..................................................................................................................................... 3
Refuting claims made by the proponents............................................................................................................... 4
Public interest and the environment ...................................................................................................................... 5

Summary

The environmental impacts of the Project are grossly under-estimated in the Report and in technical
appendices prepared by consultants.
Claims about the benefits to Victoria are incorrect, and evidence to the contrary is readily available.
This Project should not go ahead.

The case made by the proponents

As outlined in its summary and first chapters, and elsewhere in its documents, AGL and APA are
basing their case on public interest – the claimed need for energy supply and security.
As discussed later in this submission, our findings are very different. Victoria will not benefit. We
argue that the claims of the proponents need to be tested.

1

These economic justifications are repeated in several sections of the Report. It is thus reasonable to
ask:
- How should the committee deal with the proponent’s explicit and implicit reference to the
public interest, and the use of economic arguments, in the EES?
- What implicit bias do these claims give to the EES? See for example where the argument is
repeated, out of context, in Chapter 4. Project Overview –pages 4.3 and 4.51.
- Should the claims stand? Does the committee accept them?
- Does the committee have an obligation to test them? Moral or otherwise?
- If not obliged or empowered to test them, will the committee (as an advisory body) recommend
to government that another inquiry be established to test them?
Given the contested nature of these benefits, as outlined elsewhere in this submission, it is
important that the Committee seek independent advice and/or advise the Minister to do so.

Environmental significance

This is a case where environmental matters have state and national significance – both for
biodiversity and for greenhouse gas emissions.

Biodiversity

Construction and operation of both the terminal and the pipeline have implications for biodiversity.
Internationally significant wetlands are at stake, as are nationally threatened species and ecological
communities. As a result, under the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act
1999, the Commonwealth decided in late 2018 that the project should be reviewed through this EES
process. At a state level, relevant legislation and policy includes the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act
1988, which mandates that all species have the opportunity to flourish and maintain evolutionary
potential in the wild, and Marine and Coastal policy.

Climate change

The EES purports to address climate change and ecologically sustainable development (Chs 11, 23
and 24 with associated attachments and technical reports).
How this project contributes to runaway climate change is a critical question for the State, especially
given that in 2017 the Victorian government passed the Climate Act. The level of emissions that can
be linked to this Project are discussed in the next section, and shown to be much greater than stated
in the EES.
Note the mounting exposure of gas as significant as coal for fossil emissions. Very recent examples
are cited in The Age 24 August 2020); the articles refer to a statement by leading scientists and new
research about methane emissions. See also Climate Council (2020) Gas: Dangerous, Expensive and
Unnecessary: Gas cannot fix price, reliability or emissions and Hmiel et al. (2020) Preindustrial 14CH4
indicates greater anthropogenic fossil CH4 emissions. Nature, 19 February 2020.
The planned use of this infrastructure by AGL and APA will increase Victoria’s greenhouse emissions,
and significantly delay their reduction. The project is a private one, and the proponents will plan to
import fossil gas for as long as it is in their economic interests to do so. This runs counter to
government policy of reducing emissions to net zero by 2050.

2

Victoria’s need for energy can be increasingly met by alternatives that reduce rather than increase
climate impacts. It can be shown conclusively that the benefits of the project for supply of energy
are not significant.
Victoria has more economic alternatives, based on renewable sources of energy across all sectors. A
rapid switch to renewables, away from fossil gas, in households, commercial premises and power
generation will free up short-term supply allowing time for new investment in electrifying industrial
processes to be planned and introduced.
Relevant research-based reports that make the environmental and economic case for these
alternatives have been issued by Beyond Zero Emissions (2013, 2018, 2019), ClimateWorks, RENEW
and most recently Environment Victoria (these reports are readily available – see links later in this
submission).

Questionable assumptions
In Chapter 2 Project Rationale, the assumptions are largely economic, and are addressed elsewhere
in this submission. Here I focus on assumptions made in two other sections of the report.
Chapter 11 Greenhouse gases.
The only greenhouse emissions considered are those directly associated with operating the terminal
and pipeline. Excluded are upstream and downstream emissions from drilling and shipping to the
terminal, and emissions from burning the gas for energy. These are assumed to occur regardless of
the terminal and pipeline going ahead. This is not a responsible interpretation of the emissions
associated with the Project.
Let us look first at the emissions that are acknowledged.
Construction emissions are relatively small at:
• 26.480 t CO2-e Scope 1
• 33,940 t CO2-e Scope 3
As though to minimise the impacts of the project, the report highlights mitigation measures for
these emissions that are relatively trivial in the bigger picture.
Operational emissions are more significant at:
• 238,070 t CO2-e Scope 1
•
2,160 t CO2-e Scope 2
• 389,730 t CO2-e Scope 3
On the basis of this limited assessment, the proponents argue that the project will add no more than
1% to Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions. In a state that is aiming to neutralise and reduce
emissions, this is nevertheless a sizeable amount that should be avoided.
The report also identifies other Scope 3 emissions that will dwarf the above. These are:
• Upstream 1.3 million tonnes CO2-e annually (p.11-3)
• Downstream 8 million tonnes CO2-e annually (p.11-4)
These emissions are avoidable, but the proponents wish to exclude them.

3

For the upstream emissions, the proponents argue that “the Project has no ability to influence these
activities. It is assumed that the extraction and liquefication of gas would be undertaken irrespective
of the Project.”
The downstream emissions are excluded from consideration with the statement that “The Project
has no ability to influence the end-use consumption of this gas.” In commercial and residential use,
the gas passing through the terminal and pipeline would result in emissions of 8 million tonnes CO2e annually.
These statements are totally misleading.
Firstly, AGL has significant market power, well recognised by the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission, which has very recently issued a report condemning the behaviour of the
larger players in the energy market. AGL can influence behaviour in the market place. Note that AGL
is already active in presenting the benefits to households of switching from gas to electricity
(https://discover.agl.com.au/your-home/setting-new-home-benefits-electricity-gas/ accessed 24 August
2020).
Secondly, carbon reduction strategies are in place around Australia, and they rely on continual
reduction in use of all fossil fuels. This terminal and pipeline will only help to consolidate the place of
gas in our energy system, and delay the shift to electrification and renewable sources. In five years,
AGL will sell the gas at a loss if it helps their strategic vision, or if it helps them to simply recoup their
capital costs.
Ch24 Sustainability
The proponents evaluate the alignment of the Project with principles of Ecologically Sustainable
Development (ESD) as outlined in state and national legislation.
Climate change is recognised as the most significant sustainability issue (p.24).
Many pages in the report outline principles, legislation, company policies and so on. But little
attention is given to either a) the real question of how fossil fuels contribute to runaway climate
change and its human impacts, or b) the already-economic and feasible alternatives to fossil gas.
The assumption is made, based on the flawed rationale in Chapter 2, that “The Project is an
investment in energy security for Victoria”, and a necessary one in the transition to “low-to-zero
emission energy technologies” (p.24).
Neither chapters deal with the fundamentally different view outlined in the reports outlined above.
These reports, should be central to an account of the Project using ESD principles.

Refuting claims made by the proponents

In Chapter 2 Project Rationale, the proponents make statements such as these on the first page:
• “The aim of the Project is to meet the needs of … gas customers …against a backdrop of predicted gas
shortfalls … from 2024 onwards”
• “… the project would benefit and provide energy security to Victoria …”
• “The project would assist in Victoria’s transition to a low carbon economy and increase energy
efficiency (including reduced usage)”

4

Such arguments are without substance. I refer to the following independent sources for explanations
of why more fossil gas is uneconomic and inadvisable:
• Experts in energy such as Tim Forcey, who has a long background in the gas industry
•
•
•

https://reneweconomy.com.au/author/tim-forcey/ and https://www.linkedin.com/in/tim-forcey14b20967/detail/recent-activity/

Energy consulting firm Northmore Gordon, who recently completed a study on demand-side
solutions to energy needs in Victoria
Research organisations demonstrating viable economic alternatives to gas Beyond Zero
Emissions https://bze.org.au/research/ and ClimateWorks https://www.climateworksaustralia.org/
Technical experts such as RENEW https://renew.org.au/research/all-electric-solar-homessave-thousands-over-gas-report/

Public interest and the environment
The EES process established by the Victorian government does not strictly encompass economic
matters. However, the proponents are insistent throughout the Report that energy supply to
Victoria is an important consideration. We agree, but reject the arguments of the Proponent
because of the economic alternatives for energy security and affordability that are demonstrably
available.
Can we deal with both the environmental and economic in a way that is consistent with EES
principles and processes? One way is to consider a threshold test in which uncertain environmental
futures are considered against the (relative) certainties of economic development. This approach
was devised by well-known economist John Krutilla to deal with intangible losses when direct
economic benefits and costs are well-known.
We know that the Cribb Point project will lead to environmental losses. The question is how great
are those losses, and how to we assess and weight their significance? As argued above, the losses
related to carbon emissions are far greater than the EES admits. Then add all the other losses
enumerated in the report.
What level of benefit in terms of energy security and affordability to the state would justify these
environmental losses?
We argue that these benefits are most likely negative given the savings in carbon emissions if
Victoria uses proven and economic alternative approaches and technologies in its energy system,
instead of fossil gas. We accept that gas use will continue for some time, but we also know that this
terminal and pipeline will lock-in gas into Victoria’s future for far longer than necessary.
This project does not pass such a threshold test, and will lead to unnecessary environmental
damage that compromises our future as Victorians.

5
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My name is Marvin Barker and I visit Westernport Bay often. Western port bay was
the place where I first learned to surf back in 2012. It has opened up a whole new
world of wonderful people who I hang out with regularly to this day. I also visit
flinders pier and go snorkelling to see the diverse marine life. 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. 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
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My name is Louise Williams and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport Bay is
a significant piece of Victoria. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the 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
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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.
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My name is Kathryn Woods and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I am a resident of the Mornington Peninsula and have a vested interest in keeping this
amazing, biodiverse and important part of the Earth in a healthy condition. I think the
reasons for this should be obvious.
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.
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,
Kathryn Woods
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My name is Simon Boucher and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western Port Bay is an important habitat for native marine life. 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. 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. Yours
sincerely Simon Boucher

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1848

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Debra lea justice

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Deb Justice and I live in the Westernport Bay area. This is my back yard.
It’s absolutely beautiful I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and
the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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
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My name is Zoe Kenna and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the
local community. 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
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,
Zoe Kenna
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Our names are Robert & Allison Walker. We care about the environment in
Westernport Bay. We lived and worked locally for nearly 7 years at Hastings. We
visit Phillip Island regularly, we love the area. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to
be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high
noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion
zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend
with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. 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 law
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My name is Ben Fox and I visit Westernport Bay often. Its diverse environment to
much to mention im sure you understand what i mean 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
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GAS IMPORT FACILITY (at Crib Point)
TRANSMISSION PIPELINE PROJECT (from Crib Point to Pakenham)
________________________________________________________________________________
SUBMISSION in response to an Environment Effects Statement (EES) dated July 2020 regarding
the proposals presented by AGL Wholesale Gas Limited (AGL) and APA Transmission Pty
Limited (APA)
________________________________________________________________________________

INTRODUCTION
My name is Sara Elizabeth and I have lived on the Mornington Peninsula for thirty years, raised two children
to university education level and have obtained a Bachelor Degree of Creative & Visual Arts from Deakin
University. I have now retired and own a house which is situated approximately 1.5 kilometres from the
above-mentioned Floating Regasification Storage Unit (FRSU), which AGL are proposing to build.
I have no personal scientific expertise but I believe the impact of this proposal would result in a disastrous
effect to the Crib Point community and the biodiversity of Westernport Bay, as well as to me personally, and
therefore I have been in contact with the Save Westernport and the Environment Victoria groups for the past
two years, seeking their advice and information in this matter.
AGL have forwarded me an electronic copy of their EES, however, rather than itemize every negative aspect
of their incredibly lengthy document, I will attempt to explain the strongest beliefs and trepidations which
formulate my own personal viewpoint and, therefore, the unique position that I hold within my community.
Although the pipeline component of the project is of great concern to me, my three major contentions lie in
the following issues:
•
•
•

Protection for the people who live in Crib Point and the surrounding neighbourhood;
Protection for the Environment and Biodiversity of Western Port Bay and its coastal surrounds;
A question: Are the energy requirements of Victoria best served by provision of gas from AGL, or is
there a more appropriate solution?

In all of these points AGL have either supplied insufficient factual information or have not properly
addressed the implications of risks and in most cases they have provided inconclusive details and out-dated
supporting evidence.

1. Protection for the people who live in Crib Point and the surrounding neighbourhood:
(a) Safety against Risk of Fire and Explosion:
Crib point has suffered from two major bushfires in recent years – the most threatening being in
2016 (personally, I remember seeing a wall of flames over 20 metres high and black smoke, being
blown by gusting northerly winds towards my street, less than a kilometre away). With AGL’s
storage of fuel and chemicals being held at the jetty at Woolleys Beach, amongst the residential
buildings of the Crib Point community, this situation is an invitation for another catastrophe like the
recent explosion at Beirut Port.
There is a difference, however, in that not only does the AGL proposal rely upon an absence of
human error in the delivery, offloading, processing and redirection of liquid gas and associated
highly flammable chemicals, but it is also reliant upon manageable weather conditions in a
residential area that is surrounded by farms, vineyards and bushland, susceptible to bush fires and
ignition risks which are now also magnified through climate change.
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(b) Safety against Changed Traffic Conditions:
The community of Crib Point has a population of a little over 3,000. We have two primary schools,
two milk bars, a petrol station and a post office. We have a Maritime Centre and a museum housing
Royal and Merchant Navy artefacts and we have the nearby HMAS Cerberus Naval Base which
supports many families who live within the community. We also have a unique railway line that is
not electrified, which extends from the Frankston city suburban passenger network and has two
stations in Crib Point – and also serves the steel mill at nearby Hastings.
The main streets of Crib Point have path-ways, on one or both sides of the road, however most of the
remaining roads are bordered only by grass verges. We do not have traffic lights, pedestrian
crossings or major roundabouts in Crib Point. Young children ride their bikes to their primary
school and play safely on their billie carts in the streets.
We have been informed that AGL anticipate up to 900 tanker trucks per year will be travelling along
Eastlink motorway, Coolart and Frankston/Flinders Roads, into Crib Point, carrying Nitrogen and
other chemicals required in the processing of gas at the proposed beach-side site at Crib Point. The
safety risks involved in this venture are completely inappropriate and unacceptable to the Crib Point
community and surrounding neighbourhood - not only concerning initial construction but also the
future management of the project.
(c) Safety against Damage to Lifestyle, Health and Wellbeing
Crib Point is the hub of a small, but thriving rural community. The importance we place on our need
for wellbeing and unity within our town is clear when considering the following leisure amenities
that we have established within a boundary stretching only 13 kilometres:
• Reserves containing football, netball, tennis & playground facilities
• An outdoor solar heated swimming pool
• Many bike paths, walking tracks and barbeque facilities
• A community garden and a monthly farmers’ market
• A Community House offering facilities for arts, crafts, learning & social groups
• An RSL Club, a Pony Club, a Model Aircraft Club – and many others
• Fishing and boating facilities
All of the above activities will be impacted by a project such as the one AGL are proposing. In fact,
AGL are planning to use Woolleys Beach Reserve to facilitate construction of an extended jetty and
in this small area alone Crib Point would lose their only boat ramp, a barbeque/picnic area with
tables, benches etc, a walking track and a bike path, as well as our only beach where young school
children are taken for classes.
We have chosen to live in an area that provides the peace and tranquillity of country living and the
intrusion of AGL upon the lifestyle that surrounds us would be extremely harmful to our mental
health and wellbeing. Our town consists of people of all ages and the rare connection that we have
for each other is important. AGL are threatening us with a huge amount of angst from continual
noise pollution, air pollution, light pollution, increased traffic and stress from the safety risks that
accompany both the construction and the ongoing management of the FSRU facility.
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2. Protection for the Environment and Biodiversity of Western Port Bay and its coastal surrounds
(a) We have a responsibility to Respect UNESCO and Ramsar Biosphere Concerns:
•

•

Crib Point holds a stretch of coastal waters in Western Port Bay amounting to approximately 6
kilometres from Jacks Beach Reserve in the north, down past the Crib Point jetty (where AGL
propose their FSRU project at Woolleys Beach Reserve) to the tip of Stony Point in the south.
Most of Western Port Bay (an area of almost 60 hectares) is part of the Internationally
Significant Wetlands, which are protected under the Ramsar Convention (1971). It is also
protected by UNESCO as a listed Biosphere Reserve. We are fortunate to be considered eligible
for this unique protection and it is important that we continue to be accountable for this
responsibility.
Not only are wetlands home to vast numbers of plants, birds, fish and animals, they are among
the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth, and recent research has shown that they have the
potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years – a valuable defence
against the climate crisis. Australia has already bulldozed or drained much of our wetland areas
during the last fifty years; therefore it is imperative that we recognise and continue to uphold the
protection that Ramsar and UNESCO are providing.

(b) If AGL are allowed to continually release cold water containing chlorine into Western Port
Bay, the following serious consequences will threaten marine flora, fauna and birdlife in this
area:
• Possible degradation to highly sensitive seagrasses, unique southern mangroves and salt marshes
– all crucial to breeding and also providing feeding grounds for fish and marine birdlife such as
black swans, pelicans and more…
• The migratory habitat of many local bird species will be at risk, especially, the critically
endangered Far Eastern Curlew, the red-necked avocets and more…
• The bay coastline at Crib Point contains mudflats which are strongly influenced by local tidal
action. Therefore the cold water – and especially the chlorine AGL will be adding to it - will
impact fishing and aquaculture activity. This will have serious consequences for a neighbouring
mussel farm (thereby also damaging the tourist industry).
(c) If AGL are allowed to continually run pumping turbine engines, sending noise-polluting
vibrations through the water:
•

Dolphins, seals and whales, which currently visit the Bay, in addition to many other marine
creatures, will be seriously threatened.

(d) If up to an additional 40 large carrier ships are allowed to enter Western Port Bay each year,
an increase of approximately 25-40% of current shipping activity is anticipated:
•

•
•
•
•
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The risk of a spillage or collision will become a very feasible possibility, especially considering
the sprawling mudflats and wetlands that line the narrow channel into our Bay, which would
have devastating consequences to the fragile marine ecology and biodiversity currently existing
in the Bay.
In addition, the water hydraulics emanating from additional shipping would cause further coastal
degradation.
Although the FSRU & supply vessels may not carry large quantities of fuel, their operations
interact with tankers that do, especially considering the shipping traffic currently travelling to
and from manufacturers at Long Island Point in nearby Hastings.
The possibility of marine pest invasions would become a real threat to the bay. For example,
Japanese Kelp and Northern Pacific Sea Stars have already invaded neighbouring Port Phillip
Bay.
Currently existing water activity, such as ferry services between Stony Point, French Island and
Phillip Island could be adversely impacted, as well as shipping traffic to and from Cerberus
Naval Base at Crib Point.

3. A question: Are the energy requirements of Victoria best served by provision of gas from
AGL, or is there a more appropriate solution?
(a) Does Australia (and Victoria) maximise their unique natural resource advantage?
We are still a lucky country. The geographical attributes of Australia offer us a huge opportunity for
national economic wealth and also national sustainability:
• our immense coastline is surrounded by powerful, permanently active tidal energy,
• our huge land mass provides incredible wind forces which can be captured through wind farms,
• our massive deserts give us space and heat energy that can be utilized through solar technology,
• our mountain ranges and rivers offer resources to harness even more hydro power
All of these energy sources surround us at no cost through nature – and, if managed wisely and
promptly, these energy sources are available in perpetuity.
Even more amazing is the fact that all of these geographical attributes are not only spread throughout
Australia, they are present within one comparatively small part of the country – the State of Victoria.

(b) Would it be wise to utilize the Covid-19 Pandemic and maximise Victoria’s economic
position by addressing natural energy investment, rather than pursuing an
unprogressive, temporary gas proposal?
Surely this virus is an opportunity for Victoria to lead the way in diverting our investments away
from fossil fuels and embracing the natural resources available to us?
AGL have stated that the project is anticipated to only have a lifespan of approximately twenty
years. At the end of this short period, after two years’ disruption to the community and damage to
the environment during construction, the question arises: “What next?” Surely the coming twenty
years would be far better invested by broadening our perspectives, introducing appropriate
government policies and applying energy efficiency improvement in homes and businesses?
Surely these innovations could successfully reduce our requirement for fossil fuels and Victoria
could lead Australia well into the future? Organisations such as Environment Victoria, Victorian
National Parks Association, the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP)
and the numerous associated Governmental departments, all have the technical and scientific
expertise to implement our future advancement into a successful and prosperous sustainability.
(c) AGL’s gas proposal through the Crib Point terminal appears to be an expensive
option, especially considering other alternatives available?
Gas is still being exported by Australia, and yet AGL maintain that we need to purchase gas from
overseas in order to meet demand. At the same time, the need to reduce fossil fuels and re-establish
our energy sources, in order to meet climate change developments, is obvious for the near future.
The project proposed by AGL will be extremely costly, despite the short-term plans for its use.
However, Viva Energy Australia are proposing to develop an energy hub in Geelong which appears
to be far more economical and far less disruptive than AGL’s Crib Point proposal. There are already
refinery and pipeline fuel transportation facilities available at Geelong, which would surely provide a
more suitable and cost effective solution to assist Victoria through the transition from fossil fuels
into alternative energy?

4

(d) Can AGL be relied upon to substantiate their assurances for safety to people and the
preservation of biosphere and environment – especially considering their past record?
•
•
•
•
•

Since 2003 AGLK has incurred more than $7 million in fines – in some cases for deceptive and
misleading behaviour and in one case over the electrocution of a Melbourne carpenter.
In 2005 AGL were fined $325,000 for a gas explosion at Kogarah shopping centre, killing two
people.
In 2005 AGL were fined $1.56 million for using illegal door-do-door sales tactics.
In September 2018 AGL was fined a record of almost $3 million by the Victorian Essential
Services Commission for failing to offset its emission levels, by not handing over 64,000 Energy
Efficiency Certificates.
This year AGL was fined for billing errors which left thousands of concession customers
distressed and confused after receiving high bills they weren’t expecting.

The above instances are just a few of the fines that have been incurred by AGL. It is quite clear that
they have a history of deceptive and misleading behaviour, which demonstrates that they hold little
value for integrity, reliability and accuracy, usually resorting to resolving any misdemeanours with
the ‘quick fix’ of paying fines. The question has to be asked: “If you were an employer
interviewing a person named AGL, would you trust them with a responsible job?”
Having consideration for AGL’s poor track record, it seems irresponsible to entrust them with the
lives of thousands of people and the protection of an area of 60 hectares containing an irreplaceable
internationally protected biodiversity, whilst allowing them to manage a project involving millions
of litres of highly flammable gas and chemicals within a bushfire-prone area. In addition, AGL’s
project at Crib Point is deemed by them to be a temporary solution to a debatable need for gas, and
yet it would risk sacrificing the whole ecology of Western Port Bay, as well as a community spirit,
that will never be fully restored.

CONCLUSION
In deciding the fate of Western Port Bay, it is also important to consider the possibility of ‘the unexpected’,
as has been discovered in the Chaos Theory, when Edward Lorenz’s experimental demonstration of the
butterfly effect proved how the flapping of the wings of a butterfly could alter the path of a tornado several
weeks later in a distant location. As a consequence it has been accepted that a very small change in initial
conditions can create quite a different outcome to what is originally expected. An example close to home
that is worth bearing in mind is the ethane rupture event in neighbouring Port Phillip Bay (2008) which did
not lead to an explosion, but circumstances could have easily resulted differently.
AGL have spent considerable time and money preparing an 11,000 page EES proposal to build the FSRU at
Crib Point, however, the Covid-19 virus has taught us in 2020 that no planned proposal for the future can be
completely reliable. It is important that we acknowledge that the real risks of human error, changes in
weather or other conditions, could result in completely unanticipated outcomes. Therefore, when balancing
the losses and gains of this project, it is vital to include into the equation the risks – either likely or not likely
– because in this situation any losses would never be retrieved. And that leaves no room for error.
We cannot risk losing the rare treasures that still exist in Western Port Bay and it is our responsibility to do
everything in our power to protect them.
Sara Elizabeth
25 August 2020
th
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My name is Andrew Lidsey and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I am a fisherman and surfer who loves the pristine environment of western port bay
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most 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,
Andrew Lidsey
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File Attached: My name is Greta Webster and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is important to the whole planet. If we lose any more of our
precious wetlands, the whole planet suffers. If the plant suffers, we suffer. 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 world-wide 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.

Tyabb Vic 3913
23 August 2020
My name is Greta Webster and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is important to the whole planet. If we lose any more of our
precious wetlands, the whole planet suffers. If the plant suffers, we suffer.
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
world-wide 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 six 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. Coal company shareholders are already
pressuring their company management to look to the future's reduced need of coal.
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.
I may be naive, but why oh why is this huge, risky project being built within explosion
range of a multi-million dollar naval base?
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,
Greta Webster
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My name is Callum Beattie Powell and I visit Westernport Bay often. I’ve grown up
visiting Western port bay and it’s surrounding areas for its diverse beauty and
unique coastline. The untarnished nature of the area should remain so, for the
future generations to enjoy just like I did. 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
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My name is Eliziane Oliveira and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

Westernport Bay is a high valuable area in terms of ecological aspects and I can't see a reasonable
motive to undertake such a retrograde project that goes in the opposite direction we should be
going to revert climate change.
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 EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that

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

Sincerely,

Eliziane Oliveira
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Each component of the proposed ‘AGL project’ is a major project, and will –
inevitably – cause several adverse environmental effects. These have been widely
canvassed, and I will not repeat them here. There is a further, major adverse
environmental effect that has perhaps not been so widely canvassed in this context.
I summarise this thus: • Global warming is already a very major environmental
threat, as is well known. • To respond to global warming we must, as a society,
reduce our emission of ‘greenhouse gases’ urgently. • A significant source of
greenhouse gasses is the burning of Natural Gas. • As a society we must discourage
the expansion of usage of fossil fuels, including Natural Gas, and phase out such use
as soon as possible. • In the long run it would be seen by our grandchildren as a
height of folly to invest further in gas infrastructure in 2020; (instead, we should be
investing heavily in renewable sources and storage of energy ). • If the AGL project
were to go ahead, the winding back of the gas usage would surely be slowed; (‘the
crib point facility will not reach the end of its life for many years yet’). Each of these
adverse effects would be regrettable, but – arguably – could, just conceivably, be
deemed acceptable if the AGL project would serve proven needs, and provide
significant public good. I view the AGL project as a technical response to a shortfall
in gas supply to Victoria that AGL foresees. I consider that the shortfall that AGL
foresees would be better solved by a suite of financial and regulatory responses. For
example, the Australian and/or Victorian government(s) could compel energy
companies such as AGL to ‘reserve’ an appropriate volume of gas for use in Victoria,
rather than it being exported. Thus I do not consider that the AGL project will
provide significant good. And hence I consider that the adverse environmental
effects of the AGL project would not be warranted. I urge that the AGL project
should be prevented from progressing.
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My name is Brett Robinson and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. Western
port bay is a marine sanctuary any sort of gas or other fossil fuel attack on this area
would be a real devastating low from this ruthless industry. 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 impac
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My name is Kat Oakley and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a very unspoilt, unique environment that has three marine parks, a wetland with world
significance, and it needs to remain that way. Many of us use it for recreation and allows us to get
out and enjoy the environment at our back door.
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,
Kat Oakley
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Please find attached my submission to the EES. I am strongly opposed to this
proposal that I am strongly apposed to. The project is a completely illogical proposal
on so many fronts. The primary objective is to exploit Australia's natural resources
serving real no long term benefit to the local environment or community. The
impact modelling is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate
bordering on misrepresenting the potential impacts. Furthermore, proposal seeks to
contravene the 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). Ordinary citizens would not be allowed to discharge their
swimming pool into the bay, and it is completely inappropriate to allow a company
to pollute the natural environment for profit. The lobbying and advocacy campaign
of a gas shortage that has accompanied the approval submission process to which
the EES refers to justify the reason to allow AGL to move forward with this project to
pollute the environment, overcharge Australian's for accessing natural resources and
increase carbon pollution contributing to the climate crisis is unacceptable. Thank
you for considering my submission and supporting document. kind regards, Geoff
RObinson

My name is Geoff Robinson and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western Port Bay is an important, relatively well preserved ecological system, that
provides a range of ecosystem services that supports life for a range of social,
economic and environmental benefits.
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 migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as a range of marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form proposed by this project will undermine the natural
environment and be inconsistent with the valued perception of protected wetland of
international significance.
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 proposal. 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 know the impacts of climate change are 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 would be
the most impacted by this proposal. 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 to be returned into the Bay will be dispersed by
the naturally occurring current and tides and will further affect marine wildlife beyond
the assessment zone.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. 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,
Geoff Robinson
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My name is Bryce Norman and I visit Westernport Bay often. I regularly visit
Westernport Bay to fish, walk and site seeing. It is a beautiful area and would be a
shame to spoil its natural environment. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. 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 inappro

My name is Bryce Norman and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I regularly visit Westernport Bay to fish, walk and site seeing. It is a beautiful area and would be a shame to spoil
its natural environment.I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.
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,
Bryce Norman
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My name is Luke Apthorpe and I live in the Westernport Bay 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. 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.
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My name is Rebecca Cannon and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is my back
yard and is home to endangered species that can not afford any more losses of life.
We face global warming issue that our government is to weak to act on. Renewable
energy is the only way forward. 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. Regards Rebecca Cannon

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1864

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Eve Marden

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Eve Marden and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It is
part of Australia’s beautiful coastline, home to both people and native wildlife that
should 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. 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, containing a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
They are therefore responsible for storing between 20 and 30% of global soil carbon
despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. 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.
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My name is Jamie Van egmond and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. Our environment has been taken for granted by fossil fuel companies for too
long. If we expect our planet to provide the life services we need as humans to
survive then we need to be standing up and protect places like Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas
import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. Thank you for
considering my concerns Jamie Van Egmond
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My name is Brayden Murrihy and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport is a vitally important Victorian ecosystem on both an environmental and
cultural layer. Risking that for the benefit of an industry that is quickly becoming more
obsolete is bordering on madness.
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.
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,
Brayden Murrihy

