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My name is Kirra Minton and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I moved to the Mornington Peninsula from the city six years ago. Since then I've gotten to
know Westernport Bay and its surrounds very well. I've wandered through the wetlands
at Hastings, Somers, and Balnarring. I've kayaked from Crib Point to French Island. I
learned to surf at Shoreham, and I surf each week in the many friendly breaks from
crunchies at Point Leo to the farm at Flinders. I’ve met many of the sea-birds, seals, and
dolphins of the bay in my time here. Westernport Bay has become a home for me, healing
me physically and mentally, just when I needed it. I am deeply concerned about what the
proposed Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project will do to the wetlands,
marine life, and the mental and physical health of the many who call it home.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem
this proposal unacceptable and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the

perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful
in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue.
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,
Kirra Minton
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My name is Stuart McKenzie and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is one if the most beautiful natural environments in Victoria. The water is clean
and the air is fresh. It is a favourite recreation destination for my family. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
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My name is Erin Funnell and I live in the Westernport Bay area. We own a very
unique and special parcel of bush land along Watsons Creek. The wetlands area is a
RAMSAR site and is home to a huge variety of flora and fauna species. The AGL
pipeline is proposed to go under our property and will cause irretrievable damage to
our unique habitat. 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 area
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My name is Svenja Murray and I visit Westernport Bay often. I work and have many
friends who live on Philip Island. From my workplace I look out to the beautiful bay
and with friends I swim and walk at the bays beautiful beaches. To see it become yet
another site for mining would be heartbreaking. 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. 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 cons
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My name is Darren Major and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay.
I have been visiting Westernport Bay since high school when we
learnt about its vital ecosystem. I have taken my children there and
explained its importance. It is a fragile ecosystem that is
essential for the flora, fauna of the region.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to
the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I
will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot
for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number
of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones
will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic
to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the
impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not
know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the

State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the
poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does
not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat
in the distant future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We
are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of
the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also
bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a
gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales
and other marine mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the
chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own
figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these
numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with
injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of
strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship
strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right
whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management
Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Darren Major
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Response submission to the Inquiry and Advisory Committee for the AGL Crib Point
proposed facility due 26th August 2020
I submit this response as an independent person who lives on Phillip Island, in Westernport Bay. It is
my belief that the AGL Crib Point proposed facility should not proceed.
My opinion has been largely formed from my understanding of the proposed facility as described,
geographical considerations, maritime conditions, and economic factors. I have endeavoured to
consider macro and micro elements.
The proposed AGL Crib Point facility will be detrimental to a significant food bowl for the State and
the country. The proposed pipeline and any future development of infrastructure to support the
facility site and accessibility to the site, such as upgraded roads, will permanently reduce the
footprint of this food bowl.
The proposed facility is in an area of Westernport Bay close to extensive areas of shallow, tidal water
flow. Shallow areas are along the coast of the mainland, the coast of French Island, including the
northern side of French Island which is impassable for watercraft at low tide. The tidal flow extends
into inland water ways, for example, to the township of Tooradin. The movement of the outflow
from the vessels is unpredictable. The outflow from the vessels has the potential to concentrate
contaminants into shallow, tidal areas and adversely impact the ecology along the foreshore in those
locations and into inland areas and the Bay, and the local flora and fauna.
Similarly, the proposed facility location is a narrow area of Westernport Bay. The flushing effect of
currents and tides within and adjacent to the shipping channel, is restricted by the volume of water
in this location. The impacts on the marine life and ecology of the bay is potentially to cause greater
harm than a location with access to more open geographical and marine features. Such impacts
would arise from both the inflow and outflow of water of any vessels at the proposed facility.
The health of Westernport Bay has a delicate balance between the demands of human interaction
with nature. The tides and currents of Westernport Bay are well known for their strength. The
behaviour of these tides and currents are subject to changing, unpredictable patterns however their
strength is always significant. Evidence of their impact is readily available from the ongoing erosion
of large sections of the north facing beaches of Phillip Island. It is important every development on
Westernport Bay recognise and support this delicate balance. The risks to the health of Westernport
Bay of the proposed AGL facility at Crib Point are foreseeable and in part unknown. The risk of
degradation of foreshore areas, inland waterways and the health of Westernport Bay outweigh the
benefits of having the facility in this location.
The current economic conditions in the State are vastly different to those at the time this proposal
was put forward and the details published. Investigating alternative locations outside Westernport
Bay with existing supportive infrastructure, high rates of unemployment and maritime and
geographical features that minimize impacts to the local environment and food bowl is a more
appropriate course of action.

Lynette Milner
24th August 2020
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Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable in its current form. I will point to these in my
submission but a major concern is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in mental and
physical health of communities. The loss of nature and access to green spaces
contributes to community mental distress and environmental grief. Further,
excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability leading to anxiety and a lack of
ability to focus., The impacts of noise and light pollution also results in an increase of
mental health cases in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in Australia. People come to see the little penguins and migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales and other 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
would 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 includes 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 an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue. Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our
planet. Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global
soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the
Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority
to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This
is particularly important as a defence against the impacts of climate change. There
are other viable, suitable options of this you know.
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My name is Julie Simpkin and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western Port Bay is a unique environmental region - home to migrating birds and
marine animals. The sea grasses and underwater environment are a breeding
ground for so many species and need protection. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental
and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of
nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy

(Waters).
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I speak as a resident on the Mornington Peninsula who cares about our communities
and their wellbeing. I strongly oppose the construction of the AGL Gas Import Jetty
at Crib Point and APA Pipeline to Pakenham because 1. The fragile biodiversity will
not survive such an inappropriate industry. 2. Industry on our backdoor step will
harm the wellbeing and mental state of local communities. Research by medical
expert Dr Liz Bashford from Victoria points out that there is a direct correlation
between animals and wildlife and people’s wellbeing and mental health. 3. To see
wildlife disappear will have a devastating effect on the mental state and lifestyle of
communities. 4. To walk along Wooleys Beach and see a FSRU dwarfing the inlet,
blocking French Island is cause for disharmony and disconnection with nature. 5.
Constant noise pollution will affect close communities, disrupt sleep, lifestyle,
relationships and wildlife and marine wildlife will disappear. 6. Constant night light
will effect close communities and disrupt lifestyle and wildlife and marine wildlife
will disappear. 7. Constant combustion emissions and diesel fumes released in the
air will affect close communities and disrupt lifestyle and wildlife and marine wildlife
will disappear. 8. Take way wildlife, you take away the communities connection
with nature. 9. AGL cannot guarantee accidents won’t happen 10. AGL cannot
guarantee 11. AGL have a bad reputation of breaching their own guidelines and
contracts causes non-compliance. HAS AGL THOUGHT ABOUT: 1. The human
wellbeing of locals and the disharmonious to lifestyle and relationships a FSRU will
cause 2. The humans risk assessment associated with the FSRU 3. Proper monitoring
with sophisticated instruments to measure noise pollution, night light, carbon in the
air and emissions 4. Increased traffic on roads 5. Fall in Real Estate prices 6. What if
there was a bushfire on the French Island or the mainland 7. Gas won’t be cheaper
because it relies of world market prices To have such an inappropriate gas industrial
close to communities who love their area shore is so inappropriate for that area that
I’m perplexed how AGL even got this far. It’s criminal! Please find another location
or look to the Federal Government to stop so much export of our gas. Life is hard
enough as it is.

My name is Jo Standaar and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I live in this area. I work for a company involved in conservation and wildlife preservation on many
levels across Phillip Island
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas supply chain is
above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much
methane is released to the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas
fields in the United States have levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the
Australian gas industry and federal government report far lower emission intensities for

unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable
measurements. Gas is not a climate solution.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jo Standaar
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The Surfrider Foundation submission is more than 500 words and is therefore
attached as a document.

Surfrider Foundation Australia (SFA) is committed to protecting our coastline, oceans and
coastal communities from the threats of oil & gas exploration and are strongly opposed to
AGL’s proposal for a Floating Storage Regasification Unit (FSRU) in Westernport Bay, or any
and all activity linked to fossil fuel exploration in Westernport Bay. The coastline, waves and
beaches within this area are vital recreational, economic and ecological treasures,
recognised through the 3 National Marine Parks, RAMSAR wetland and recognition of
Westernport Bay as a UNESCO Biosphere. The increased vessel activity, waterway pollution
and increased carbon pollution attributed to AGL’s proposed FSRU would severely affect the
health of local marine ecosystems, species and local communities which are so heavily
depend on them.
Westernport Bay provides critical socio-economic benefits for local communities, offering
areas for families and individuals to surf, fish and enjoy nature; known to assist with the
mental well-being of people. The communities surrounding Westernport Bay are an
economic asset to Victoria and Australia, with Phillip Island the second most tourismdependent region across the nation. In addition, Phillip Island and Mornington Peninsula are
Victoria’s biggest tourism employers with over 13,000 people reliant on the sustained
conservation of Westernport Bay, equating to 40% of the local economy.
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 SFA most is the contribution this proposal will have to the climate
emergency, destruction of wildlife habitat and the ecological systems collapse we are
already witnessing here in Australia and around the world.
The proposal for a FSRU at a time when the effects of the climate emergency intensify and
the world moves away from this destructive industry, is simply irresponsible and reckless.
We must transition away from fossil fuels as fast as possible to mitigate the severity of the
climate emergency. Last season’s Black Summer fires are reflective of the impending threats
the climate emergency is already posing to communities all over Australia and allowing new
fossil fuel projects will only discourage the transition needed and further feed the intensity
and severity of these natural disasters.
Recent studies have demonstrated that wetlands could prove to be an extremely powerful
ecosystem in the defence against the impacts of climate change. Containing 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 58% of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay RAMSAR site
should be a priority for the Victorian Government, to prevent the release of vast quantities
of carbon pollution to the atmosphere and adhere to their commitment for Victoria to be
net zero by 2050.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and sustainable use of wetlands as a
signatory of the RAMSAR Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
agreed as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation.

The proposal 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 would be in
direct contradiction to this commitment.
If the project were to be approved, it is estimated that AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of cold, chlorinated water into the Bay daily. The impact modelling completed by AGL
is inadequate and in some cases totally inappropriate. There is insufficient evidence on how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect the ecosystems in Westernport and could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. Small marine organisms which make up the
foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by
this proposal and lead to detrimental flow on effects for the wider reaching ecosystems
within and reliant on Westernport Bay.
Clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters) currently prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas such as Westernport Bay – 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.
Again, I would like to thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. To summarise, the impact AGL’s proposal
would have on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife, in addition to the
substantial contribution to the climate emergency would be unacceptable. There are ever
increasing, more viable, and more suitable, energy opportunities Victoria can pursue to
ensure the state’s energy needs are met, without exploiting the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the incredibly diverse wildlife which depend on these ecosystems, or the
local communities who rely on a sustained healthy environment to thrive
socioeconomically.
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My Submission regarding the AGL Proposed Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
in Westernport Bay I am alarmed that such a project has been proposed for such a
precious part of our coast. This pristine environment should not be put at risk. I
have been a visitor to Somers for more than 45 years as our family spent their
summer holidays there. The area is home to an amazing diversity of wildlife. Birds,
dolphins, cuttlefish, star fish …..Just so many all thriving in this place. We cannot put
at risk the penguins and seals on Phillip Island. The many impacts already admitted
by AGL as outcomes from this project should lead to immediate rejection. The
underwater noise created by this proposal must adversely affect dolphins seals and
other marine life. The proposal to daily dump 468,000 litres of cold chlorinated
water into the bay is guaranteed to destroy this precious marine ecosystem. There
must be many other locations where this plant could be located if it is indeed
necessary. Maybe down where current gas is brought ashore. This project is
environmental vandalism at the highest level. Too late once this amazing Western
Port is lost. It is just too risky.

My Submission regarding the AGL Proposed Floating Storage and Regasification Unit in
Westernport Bay
I am alarmed that such a project has been proposed for such a precious part of our coast.
This pristine environment should not be put at risk.
I have been a visitor to Somers for more than 45 years as our family spent their summer
holidays there.
The area is home to an amazing diversity of wildlife. Birds, dolphins, cuttlefish, star fish
…..Just so many all thriving in this place.
We cannot put at risk the penguins and seals on Phillip Island.
The many impacts already admitted by AGL as outcomes from this project should lead to
immediate rejection. The underwater noise created by this proposal must adversely affect
dolphins seals and other marine life. The proposal to daily dump 468,000 litres of cold
chlorinated water into the bay is guaranteed to destroy this precious marine ecosystem.
There must be many other locations where this plant could be located if it is indeed
necessary. Maybe down where current gas is brought ashore.
This project is environmental vandalism at the highest level. Too late once this amazing
Western Port is lost.
It is just too risky.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1079

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

Scott Blight

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is scott blight and I live in the Westernport Bay area. My children and I
surf in western port bay, fish, walk, swim. We love the natural environment that is
within this bay. We also travel to French Island and Philip Island quite often to
conduct these activities. 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). Thank for the opportunity to contribute to this - regards
Scott
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Your submission: My name is Phil Perkins and I visit
Westernport Bay often. I am a recreational fisherman. I visit Westernport regularly.
The tidal wetlands mangroves and mudflats are uniquely close to Melbourne. Once
these places are degraded or destroyed it’s usually forever. Wake up Australia I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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. While I do not think this will impact
tourism and recreation significantly it will still undermine decades-long efforts to
regenerate Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered an industrial
area in the past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More and more
people now regard the Bay as a site of high ecological and recreational importance.
The gas import terminal proposal would be a step backwards for this perception and
may derail efforts to protect the further enhance the area for the en

Dear Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
I would like to make a submission to the Crib Point Advisory Committee, surrounding the
proposal of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
My major concerns with this project cover the environmental considerations of the increase
of natural gas and its contributions to climate change, and the effect of increased shipping
and light pollution to the Westernport Bay environment.
With the current climate crisis, surely paving the way and cementing our continued use and
reliance on burning fossil fuels is not the way forward. Over the past two decades,
Australian’s have seen and felt the direct effects of climate change. Some of these effects
include droughts and rivers drying up, worsening weather events including tropical storms
and flooding, a drier climate that paved the way for the many recent deadly bushfires, and
the bleaching of the Great Barrier Reef. Living in a privileged, developed country, of which
climate change will have a dramatic effect on, where is the responsibility and foresight to
move away from fossil fuels? Why are we looking into gas for our future demands? Should
we not be investing and developing plans that supply Victorians and Australians with clean,
green energy?
My objection to AGL’s gas import terminal at Westernport Bay, comes primarily from
concern for the future in terms of global warming, and the effects of climate change, which
we are already experiencing. Natural gas is a fossil fuel, and as such still contributes to
global warming (Australian Gas Networks, n.d.; EIA, 2019). As outlined in the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Energy Systems Report (2014), “Improving the
energy efficiencies of fossil power plants and/or the shift from coal to gas will not by itself
be sufficient to achieve this” (pg. 516). Surely, we should be listening to this international
panel of experts, and enacting upon their advice?
On a personal note, the risk to the beautiful environment of Westernport Bay, outweighs
any possible benefits. Living near the Mornington Peninsula, our connection to the beautiful
marine life underpins life in this fantastic part of Victoria. Philip Island will always be
particularly special to me, marking the place where we got engaged, and our many trips
down to escape the city life of Melbourne. The increase in shipping traffic puts the serenity
at risk, essentially removing the appeal of visiting such a beautiful and quiet place. AGL
claims that the impact of this will be minimal, however, a recent trip to Darwin, where Inpex
has established LPG floating storage and loading vessels, makes me sceptical. The beautiful
Darwin harbour now is home to a permanent eye-sore, which lights up the night with
constant light pollution. AGL will destroy the serenity of Westernport Bay.
Thank you for your consideration of my submission. Please take the right steps to reduce
Victoria’s carbon footprint, and guide industry towards cleaner alternatives.

References:
Australian Gas Networks, ‘What is Natural Gas?’, Australian Gas Networks, accessed online
at: https://www.australiangasnetworks.com.au/gas-explained/about-natural-gas
EIA (2019), Natural Gas Explained, Independent Statistics & Analysis, U.S. Energy
Information Administration, accessed online at:
https://www.eia.gov/energyexplained/natural-gas/
Bruckner T., I.A. Bashmakov, Y. Mulugetta, H. Chum, A. de la Vega Navarro, J. Edmonds, A.
Faaij, B. Fungtammasan, A. Garg, E. Hertwich, D. Honnery, D. Infield, M. Kainuma, S.
Khennas, S. Kim, H. B. Nimir, K. Riahi, N. Strachan, R. Wiser, and X. Zhang, 2014: Energy
Systems. In: Climate Change 2014: Mitigation of Climate Change. Contribution of Working
Group III to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
[Edenhofer, O., R. Pichs-Madruga, Y. Sokona, E. Farahani, S. Kadner, K. Seyboth, A. Adler, I.
Baum, S. Brunner, P. Eickemeier, B. Kriemann, J. Savolainen, S. Schlömer, C. von Stechow, T.
Zwickel and J.C. Minx (eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and
New York, NY, USA.
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I care about the environment in Westernport Bay Because it’s A unique and
beautiful ecosystem. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should
be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
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My name is Sue McAdam and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is beautiful. I have lived here for 40 years and have enjoyed the
beaches and surrounding bushland with family and friends. The bush meets the sea at
these spectacular beaches, dolphins swim freely in the clean water and the special
Ramsar site of marine wildlife, flora, fauna and mangroves is unique. This cannot be
destroyed.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes
that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors
will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.

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

My name is Megan Shannon and I have family who live 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.
Every generation sees the world change, and some changes are called progress, but some
changes are called destruction. Destruction of things that cannot be undone. Things that
really matter, like destroying your own water, air, the land and sea, that you enjoy, that are
necessities to life itself. Our lives.
With the increase in industry, pollution, and energy consumption, we have seen an increase
in water usage, gas and electricity, and pollution is getting out of control. This is affecting our
world everywhere.
What do we want to enjoy ourselves, and what do we pass on to our children…?
Clean water? Fresh air? Healthy earth, and produce from the earth?? Not likely with the out
of control pollution and environmental changes occurring as a result of overuse and abuse.
When are we going to take charge and responsibility for our time on this planet? We are all
part of the one eco system. Everything detrimental thing that happens to our earth, happens
to us, somewhere along the line.

Australia is a big land, and what makes it so appealing to all of its inhabitants, whether
indigenous or recent arrivals… we all share the same desire to be free to enjoy the worlds
natural beauty, and in order to do that we must respect the land on which we live. We are
currently very much at risk of overloading our land with industrialisation and turning it into a
concrete jungle, with over population, and over capitalisation of the land’s natural resources.
The AGL proposal to develop the gas site at Crib point and surrounding local areas, land
and sea, is simply NOT required and NOT environmentally friendly, and it cuts to the very
core of what ‘normal’ Victorian people want for their land and for their future. The AGL
project is all about AGL, and nothing to do with need, cost, environmental protection,
pollution reduction, preservation of natural beauty, safety on roads, protection of wildlife, and
promoting a heathier future for our kids. No - it’s all about AGL and money. It does not fit in
with my ideal of maintaining and protecting our beautiful country.
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My name is Jasmine Wigley and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
is a Ramsar site of international significance, thousands of migratory birds flock to
Westernport annually, additionally marine mammals and fish and other marine life
use Westernport to breed and raise their young. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve
area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conse

My name is Jasmine Wigley and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site of international significance, thousands of
migratory birds flock to Westernport annually, additionally marine mammals and
fish and other marine life use Westernport to breed and raise their young.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is
likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport
Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and
store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be
protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per
cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any
more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated

wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from
fossil fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new
power production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6
hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when
required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The
fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted
in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual
consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas
consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a
higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would
affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no
baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the
impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed
FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater
sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other
marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important
ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jasmine Wigley
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My name is Elly Johnson and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I work in
Westernport Bay and use the beach and water to coach kids in
snorkelling/swimming/paddling, the area is also home to so much marine life
including a resident pod of dolphins! 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. Australia has
committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood
as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It
is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of
the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue. Thank you
once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable and I
sincerely hope that it does not go ahead. Thank you, Elly Johnson

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1088

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Coralie Davies

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

The AGL proposal to import, process, store and distribute imported LPG/rergassed in
Westernport and its surrounds is a intolerable risk to the environment. 1. The
Ramsar site harbouring migratory & other birds would be affected by noise, light,
accidents etc. 2. Biodiversity would be lost for up to 60 Kilometres should a highpressure gas pipeline access and damage land including natural bushland, habitat to
Threatened Species of flora and fauna. 3. The storage/processing ship will suck-up
and kill existing waterlife, whilst redistributing the cold, chlorinated water back to a
turbulent area of extreme tidal flow, polluting the precious eco system, which
includes Mangroves.

AGL WESTERNPORT BAY GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE PROJECT
SUBMISSION ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS STATEMENT
From: Kerry Macdonald
2 Sheoak Grove
Mount Martha
Victoria 3934
I wish to lodge my objection to the proposed AGL Westernport Bay Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline
Project.
I am a resident of the Mornington Peninsula and a regular visitor to Westernport Bay. I am a
concerned parent of two adult daughters who have grave fears for the future liveability of the planet
given the looming climate crisis and they are seriously considering whether they should bring
children into the world. I find their plight so very sad.
Their concerns for the future have led me to become an active climate and environmental
campaigner. I have done this as a member of Labor’s Environmental Action Network (LEAN) which
enables me to work with others to influence the climate and environmental policies of the Labor
Party in order to bring about real action to reduce our greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and
maximise the chance of achieving nett zero emissions by 2050.
There is strong community opposition to the project across the Mornington Peninsula. I have been
part of the local Save Westernport campaign to defend the bay from AGL’s project since moving to
the area nearly 3 years ago. I’m also involved with the Mornington Peninsula Climate Action
Network, a group of concerned residents who have been supporting the Mornington Peninsula Shire
in developing its climate action plan. The group strongly endorses the stance taken by the Shire to
declare a climate emergency and develop a plan to translate this commitment into action. We also
wholeheartedly endorse the Shire’s strong opposition to the AGL project because of the
environmental effects on Greenhouse gas emissions and climate change; the impacts on the marine
ecology and biodiversity of the Westernport Bay RAMSAR wetlands and UNESCO Biosphere, the loss
of native vegetation and potential impacts of endangered flora and fauna and the impact on the
local community in terms of safety and amenity.
My reasons for opposing the proposed AGL and APA Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (GIJPP)
between Crib Point and Pakenham are: – firstly, the climate crisis and secondly the risk posed to the
environment of Westernport Bay.

1. Impact on the climate crisis.
In my opinion you cannot assess the merits of this project without giving proper attention to the
impact an almost doubling of the State’s gas supply will have on our GHG emissions. AGL has been
quite disingenuous in the EES in claiming it has no responsibility for consumption of the gas they
want to supply because it is outside their control. But, tobacco companies, drug manufacturers and
insecticide suppliers all have been made to take responsibility for the safety and effects of the
products they supply and AGL cannot shirk its responsibilities either.
It is no longer tenable to undertake polluting fossil fuel projects that will further increase unwanted
GHG emissions and adversely impact Australia’s ability to achieve its commitment to the Paris

Agreement. AGL’s proposal totally ignores the growing evidence from scientific experts that
emissions from liquefied natural gas (LNG) are becoming as dangerous as coal in contributing to the
climate crisis.
Gas is the underlying driver in Australia’s emissions. While GHG emissions from the electricity sector
have declined due to growth in renewable energy and decreases in demand, industrial emissions
driven by the oil and gas sector have increased 60% on 2005 levels. It is predicted that, at the
current rate, this sector will surpass electricity as Australia’s largest emitting segment by 2023/24.
Projected climate pollution from proposed new gas projects in Australia will significantly undermine
our international climate commitment.
Gas is a dirty and dangerous fossil fuel made up mainly of methane. Emissions occur during
exploration, production, transmission and distribution. It is also released when burned as an energy
source.
Concerns are rising globally about the climate impacts of methane. The World Health Organisation’s
special report on Health and Climate Change 2018 urged governments around the world to make
specific commitments to reduce emissions from short-lived climate pollutants such as methane to
boost the chances of staying within the 1.5 degrees C of warming.
We cannot ignore this trend and allow AGL to exacerbate the problem by introducing even more gas
into the system that is already driving our GHG emissions to unsustainable levels. Claims that gas is a
transition fuel are now out of date and dangerous. Gas has become an uncompetitive fuel source for
power generation because renewable energy is cheaper and is outstripping both coal and gas.
AGL is ignoring the evidence and is proposing to lock in at least 20 years of importing and supplying
gas to Victoria when all the experts, including our own electricity management authority, AEMO, are
saying that renewables with storage are the most economically efficient and environmentally
responsible way to go. The move to renewables is already well underway and will only continue to
accelerate. Will this mean the proposed gas import facility becomes an albatross in the years to
come because the gas is no longer required and leaving the local community with abandoned facility
and the damage caused to the local environment
2. The risk posed to the environment of Westernport Bay.
My second reason for opposing the AGL project is the risk it poses to the environment of
Westernport Bay. Although I have only lived in the area for about 3 years, my association with
Westernport Bay has been since my childhood. Spending summer school holidays swimming and
playing on the beaches at Point Leo and Shoreham, camping and surfing with university friends and
then introducing my own children to the delights of the Bay from both the Mornington Peninsula
and Bass Coast sides on family holidays and day trips. Like many Victorians and international visitors,
over the years we have delighted viewing the penguins and seals on Phillip Island, enjoyed the
regular sightings of dolphins on the ferry from Stony Point, and of recent years, the return of whales
to the area.
Since moving to the Peninsula, Westernport Bay has become the place I indulge my growing passion
for birdwatching. I am a regular visitor to its shores, particularly in spring and summer when the
migratory birds arrive from the northern hemisphere to feed in the Bay’s warmer waters. Every year
the eastern curlew, red knot, red necked stint and hooded plover make their amazing journeys
traveling 1000s of kilometres from Russia and China to spend the summer in Westernport Bay. The
significant reduction in industrial activity in Westernport Bay over the last decade, has seen a steady

regeneration of the habitat and return of wildlife, both marine and terrestrial. It has become a haven
for migratory birds when many other places they visit have become degraded and developed.
I want future generations to have the chance to enjoy this special place in the way that I have. The
AGL GIJPP poses a grave threat to their chances of this.
Westernport Bay is an internationally listed ecosystem, recognised under the Ramsar Convention as
a unique tidal bay and wetland with important ecological values. It is a unique, fragile and
internationally recognised area; an intertidal Ramsar listed wetland that is vital for birdlife; fish
breeding; seagrasses; some of the most southerly mangroves; and many other highly sensitive
ecological factors. It is also a designated UNESCO biosphere.
Wetlands are amazing places. Combining land and water, they are home to an incredible array of
plants and animals and are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. More than that, recent
research has shown that they have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for
hundreds of years.
Unfortunately, the degradation and loss of wetlands is more rapid than for other ecosystems. It is
primarily driven by land conversion and infrastructure development, and pollution. The priority
when making choices about wetland management decisions is to ensure that the ecosystem services
of the wetland are maintained (and, where appropriate, restored). Australia has committed to
promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands.
It is totally inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of
Victoria’s most precious environments and an internationally significant wetland and biosphere.
Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change, not
being subject to potentially damaging projects like AGL’s proposal. It is imperative that the project
does not proceed and that this precious resource is protected for current and future generations.
Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project.
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My name is Julian Balthazaar and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I visit the Westernport Bay frequently and I would be saddened and disappointed by the
environmental impact the gas plant would have to a unique ecosystem. The locals adore the
area, the wildlife need the area, the gas plant does not.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush
or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point
jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states
that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Julian Balthazaar
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Please consider the following objections to the proposed AGL gas terminal: 1)
Importing gas will increase Australia's foreign debt at a time when debt levels are
already at marginally sustainable levels. 2) Importing gas will force Victorians to pay
unnecessarily high prices for gas-dependent energy. Consumers in eastern States
pay almost twice the global market price for gas, imposing a financial burden on
Victorians already suffering economic hardship from bushfires and Covid-19. 3)
Using gas will increase Australia's carbon emissions, which are already at
unsustainable levels. Using gas will contribute to further global warming and thus to
drought and bushfires around eastern Australia. 4) The proposed AGL gas terminal
will have only a limited lifetime of perhaps 2 decades. The environmental damage
will last much longer. When combined with global warming, it may last forever.
Thank you. with best regards, Dr HL Seldon & Dr MA Seldon
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Over 35 years I have been coming often to Somers on Westernport Bay, where my
wife and I have a vacation home and sail regularly. We particularly enjoy the rural
aspects of WPB which are so different from Port Phillip Bay, the Surf Coast and so
on. In my submission 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. 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. 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. Even with AGL's
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.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 and this investment in
gas just does not make sense from a community perspective. 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. 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. Thank you.
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My name is Robert Stallard and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
My concern comes from an overall feeling to protect our precious coastlines and
environment in general. We need to stop with these destructive, outdated
industries and start to transition to a renewable future. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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
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My name is Carmen Hibbins and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
Bay is one of the few remaining coastlines in Victoria that supports Mangroves
which as we know are vital protectors of the environment, especially in these
current times which are seeing an increase in extreme weather conditions. Thank
you to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable 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 tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in our environment wherever possible. 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. Small marine organisms which
make up the foundations of the ecosystem 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. Thank you once again
for the opportunity to contribute. Yours sincerely Carmen Hibbins
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Submission re AGL floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib Point Jetty and the
associated pipeline works
by
Ian Wilkinson

Twenty-seven chapters, seventeen technical reports plus attachments and I’m told, 11,000 pages. Two years in
the making. For me, and all others who wanted to make a submission - 40 days to read, analyse, consider and
then respond. Is that right? I mean, I know it’s the reality, but is it right or is it wrong? Is it even remotely fair
or reasonable? Not only that, but the majority of that 40 days was in the midst of a State of Disaster and city
wide lockdown. When considering the enormous stresses and limitations placed on people by the Stage 4
lockdown this constricted timeline for such a highly controversial project makes no sense. I ask again is this
process right, or is it wrong?
Fundamentally, in my opinion there are three things wrong with this project in Westernport Bay:
1.
2.
3.

The process, which I’ve already touched on
The location, which I’ll come to, and
The fuel, gas.

THE FUEL
Australia has the highest average solar radiation per square metre of any continent in the world. The solar
radiation falling on Australia each year is about 10,000 times the entire nation’s annual energy consumption.
(Climate Commission, 2013)
So, why are we even here. If this project was being proposed five or ten years from now it wouldn’t have even
got this far. This is short term thinking to create long term problems; international (worsening global climate
change), national (increasing impacts of climate change on water supply, farm production, bushfires, coastal
erosion etc etc) and local (the potential destruction of a precious Ramsar wetland and the degradation of local
amenity for both residents and visitors or tourists). We are in the middle of a confected gas obsession when
we have many alternatives to increasing our gas supply.
The following appeared in The Age on July 23, 2020. It is written by Bruce Robertson.
Bruce Robertson is a gas/LNG financial analyst with the Institute of Energy Economics and Financial Analysis, a
public think tank.

Gas is not a transition fuel. In Australia, gas usage in gas-fired power plants has declined by 59 per cent since
2014 while renewables have increased to produce 25 per cent of the energy in the national electricity market.
The Australian Energy Market Operator, the only agency to model a future electricity grid in its integrated
systems plan, has shown that in a renewables-rich grid, the role of gas is smaller than it is today by 2040. Gas
peaking plants contributed only 1.8 per cent of the national electricity market’s generation in the year to April
2020 while they account for 13.4 per cent of capacity. Put simply, we need capacity in gas peaking plants but
they are never run for long. We don’t need much gas to power them.
So, in terms of electricity production we don’t need it. He goes on to say But we do need the gas for industry. Many high-heat applications for gas can be substituted with cheap
renewable power. Some, however, cannot and so we need some gas production. . .

Gas use in residential and commercial applications can largely be substituted for cheaper electrical heating, in
the form of air conditioners, induction cooking and heat pumps for hot water. . . .
The future is clear. Investment is flooding into renewable energy while the gas industry is contracting and
bleeding red ink. We should not continue to prop up a failing and loss-making gas industry.
So, why should we put at risk the whole future of Westernport Bay for a failing and loss-making industry?

THE LOCATION
I’m sorry, but I haven’t read the 11,000 pages, so I guess that makes me unqualified, really, to be making this
submission. I mean I tried, but in the time available to me it was really so overwhelming. I’m a retired architect
and published writer – I can handle complexity. But what my forays into the massive document told me is that
this is a project that positions itself slap bang in the middle of a highly, seriously, highly complex environment.
That’s why the EES is 11,000 pages. It has an enormous amount of explaining to do. The initial reaction to most
people, most businesses, to something this complex and fraught with risk would be – don’t touch it with a
barge pole.
So, what makes it complex? Mostly, the environment. I’m sure in another place the project could be done
reasonably safely. Whether we should actually be encouraging a greater consumption of gas is another,
separate issue. And safely? Well maybe, though the current nightmare of metal cracking in trains at the
Gorgon Chevron LNG project in WA might counter the safety argument in other environments, too. In July,
hundreds of cracks up to one metre long and 30 millimetres deep were found in between eight and 11 kettle
heat exchangers on train two of the plant.
But anyway, back to the environment of Westernport.

Here is an extract from: Attachment I Matters of National Environmental Significance
(non-italic brackets are my comments)
The existing Crib Point Jetty is situated within the Western Port Ramsar site.
(The Convention on Wetlands of International Importance, more commonly known as the Ramsar Convention,
is an international agreement promoting the conservation and wise use of wetlands. It is the only global treaty
to focus on a single ecosystem)
The Western Port Ramsar site comprises approximately 59,950 hectares of large shallow intertidal areas,
dissected by deeper channels and a narrow strip of adjacent coastal land in some areas. The area was
designated as a wetland of international importance in 1982 and given special recognition as Waterfowl
Habitat under the Ramsar Convention.
The summary of critical components listed for the site in 1982 cites 7,200 hectares of seagrass, 31,000 hectares
of saltmarsh vegetation and 13,700 hectares of mangrove vegetation. As a wetland of international
importance, Western Port Ramsar site supports four types of wetland each with varying degrees of cover (Hale,
2016):
• marine subtidal aquatic beds (underwater vegetation) (15,000 hectares)
• intertidal mud, sand or salt flats (27,000 hectares)
• intertidal marshes (1,144 hectares)
• intertidal forested wetland (1,700 hectares).

The‘WesternPort Ramsar Wetland Ecological Character Description(ECD)’ identifies components, processes and
services (CPS) that are critical to the ecological character of the Ramsar site. WesternPort Ramsar site has eight
critical components, processes and services;
•wetland bathymetry
•geomorphology and sedimentation
•seagrass
•mangrove and saltmarsh
•waterbirds
•marine invertebrates
•fish
•supports threatened species.
A variety of historical and current activities have been identified in the ECD as posing a threat to the character
of the WesternPort Ramsar site including:
•historical catchment alterations (such as large-scale vegetation clearance)
•catchment and coastal erosion
•deteriorating water quality
•shipping
•recreational activities
•pest plants and animals
•climate change
•urban development
•grazing
•fishing.
So, in other words there are already 10 identified threats to the Ramsar site before we even contemplate
installing a gas plant that will suck marine life into a huge tank which will kill them, heat or cool water to a
temperature that will be, depending what process they’re using that day, up to 12degC hotter or 7degC cooler
than the normal seawater (EES vol 2, Ch 6-3), even under normal operations. That water will then be pumped
back into the bay for the remaining sealife to enjoy. That is undisputed. Well, maybe the “enjoy” bit. But no
harm done. All good, says the EES. We’ve got it covered. Trust us, nothing will go wrong.

Extract from page Executive Summary Pages 13/14:
When seawater is drawn into the FSRU, small marine organisms (very small fish, zooplankton, phytoplankton,
drifting fish eggs and larvae) can
(actually, here you can read, WILL)
pass through the screens of the seawater chests and be transported through the FSRU systems. This is known
as entrainment. The speed that seawater was taken into the FRSU would be managed so the flow strength was
low enough to prevent the entrainment of larger marine organisms by allowing them to swim away. The
modelling 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).
(If this is the modelling they’re using, I imagine this is what they expect to happen, they’re not going to make
things sound worse than they actually will be).

The marine studies found that in the peak regasification operating scenario for the FSRU in open loop mode,
potential entrainment impacts are predicted to be small relative to natural mortality and flushing.
(So, they’re saying sucking huge quantities of water containing these organisms, which WILL die, is basically no
different to this plant not being there? Seriously?) The next line says:
Significant implications on Western Port’s ecosystem would be unlikely.
Not extremely unlikely, or even highly unlikely, just “unlikely”. When Barack Obama was re-elected as US
president in 2012, it was unlikely Donald Trump would be his successor. But here we are eight years later with
destruction and death unleashed on the USA as a result (most people would agree) of that unlikely event. I’m
sure the modelling didn’t show that happening. Unlikely is a very weak, unscientific and loose term to use here
for such a critical statement.
And the other word to examine is “significant”. Does this therefore mean moderate implications are
possible/likely/most likely? Or does it mean some implications are probable? And what sort of “implications”?
Destruction of habitat? Elimination of species? Alterations to habitat?
This is such a vague statement that it can’t be pinned down in any way. It’s a term that can easily be walked
away from at a later date, when the worst does happen. But remember Donald Trump, anything that’s
unlikely, is still possible. So, you may as well say “Significant implications on Westernport’s ecosystem may be
possible”. Effectively there’s no difference between “unlikely” and “may be possible”, and that only applies to
“significant implications”, lesser impacts are presumably somewhat further along the “possibility” scale than
“unlikely”.

Extract from Executive Summary Page 19:
Community consultations and the assessment of potential social impacts identified that some local people
consider using existing port facilities as not compatible with the use of adjacent areas for social activity and
active and passive recreation.
(They say that as if they’re surprised? They needed community consultation to work that out?)
The community impact assessment also found that some users of recreational areas at Crib Point may decide to
use other nearby recreational areas due to concerns with noise and lighting from the Project’s facilities.
(Well, who wouldn’t decide that?)
Consultations with the Crib Point Stony Point Committee of Management Inc. and the community would
identify a suitable foreshore location and propose additional recreational infrastructure to accommodate
activity displaced from Woolley’s Beach North.
In other words AGL are saying – we’re moving in here, you guys can go find some other place to do your stuff!
What about those nearby who can’t move - the residents within one km of the jetty, and the two primary
schools less than 2km from the jetty? Well, you know Mr AGL, we’re here first, some for a long, long time – so
why don’t YOU go and find somewhere else to do your stuff?
No doubt AGL, or someone else will say of this submission, “this person doesn’t know what they’re talking
about”.

But what I do know is the difference between right and wrong. It’s wrong to expect lay people to present
properly analysed and argued comments on an 11,000 page EES within 40 COVID filled days of it being
released. It’s not just wrong, it’s outrageous. It’s wrong to be increasing greenhouse gas emissions, rather than
decreasing them. It’s wrong to put at risk such a fragile, important and internationally valued environment. It’s
wrong that this Crib Point community and the broader Mornington Peninsula population should have been put
in this position of having to argue against the re-industrialisation of a precious environmental asset.
Are we going to protect the birds of the wetlands, the marine life in the waters and the other flora and fauna
of the area? Are we going to protect and enhance the amenity of the bay for local people? Are we going to
combat climate change?
This project isn’t a conservative path to take, it’s actually quite radical. It’s risky, foolhardy and unwanted.
And, in the end, that’s all this project comes down to, really. Right and wrong.
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The Mornington Peninsula Shire Council voted against the Gas Import Jetty and
Pipeline Project. Federal MP for Flinders, the Hon. Greg Hunt, and State MP for
Hastings, Neale Burgess, are also against the Project. I wish to add my voice to
those who say that this Project is not suitable for Western Port, which is supposed
to be protected by the RAMSAR Convention. The Project is unsuitable for the whole
area . It won't even provide many jobs and may wreck many others if the
environment is compromised with heavy trucks, noise, loss of amenities etc. The
loss of habitat for wildlife both on land and in the sea is a major consideration. We
should be moving towards renewable energy not investing in more fuels like gas and
coal. Lynda Tredwell
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Westernport bay is a spectacular area. The bay as a whole is home to a cluster of
communities that hold their local environment above all else. Balnarring Beach and
surrounds are some of the cleanest beaches in Australia. This local community cares
for it's the environment and understands it's importance. It's ingrained in the
surrounding school's curriculum. For a proposal like AGL to go ahead would not only
be devastating to these communities which put all of there energy into nurturing
nature but is also against worldwide trends towards renewable energy.
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My name is Dean Patton and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. It’s simply
beautiful. The dolphins, the beaches 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 bee
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13 August, 2020

To whom it may concern,

RE: AGL Proposed Gas Import Terminal for Westernport Bay
As a resident of the Mornington Peninsula I am very concerned about AGL’s
proposed gas import terminal and am writing this submission to vehemently
oppose this project going ahead. There are many reasons why AGL’s
proposal is a bad idea, but I would like to focus on something that resonates
with me and that is the Climate Crisis. A passionate advocate for the
environment and everything sustainable I have done extensive research and
trained under Al Gore to become a Climate Reality Leader. I have also
volunteered with several local community groups as well as the school I
teach at to help restore our local environment and advocate for a more
sustainable community.
The COVID-19 shutdown has been a very difficult time for many Australians
and I very much appreciate the bi-partisan efforts at Federal and State levels
to protect Australians’ health and jobs. Yet, while the COVID-19 pandemic is
a big challenge for Australia and the world, it pales in significance compared
to the climate crisis that is looming over us if we don’t act urgently to cut
greenhouse emissions. I find it very frustrating that key parts of the Federal
Government are collaborating with Scientists and Health professionals to
manage this pandemic but when it comes to climate change they continue
to deny the science, and are closely aligned with fossil fuel industries. Even
the chairman appointed to the National COVID-19 Coordination
Commission, Neville Power is a former mining executive.
Since the Industrial Revolution the Earth’s delicate atmosphere has 40% more
carbon in it - over 410 parts per million compared to 280 parts per million preindustrial revolution. These changes have not happened this rapidly in at least
50 million years and that’s how we know it’s not some natural evolution. The
way us humans are living our lives is contributing to overconsumption, waste
and pollution. Every day, we see alarming news about the destruction of our
environment.
For millions of Australians climate change is not a distant future threat but a
dangerous reality right now. In the last decade we have suffered what might
be the worst drought in Australia’s history, ravaging our farmers and pushing
the Murray-Darling river system to its limit. This drought – exacerbated by
climate change – also created the dry conditions that fuelled the
devastating bushfires last summer. Lives were lost, rural communities

destroyed, and pristine areas of bush (over 13.5 million hectares)
were lost meaning three billion wild animals were killed or displaced. These
are megafires - we are hearing the words unprecedented and catastrophic
on a regular basis now. Last summer was the hottest summer on record and
the fires have already started again – in Winter!
This excess heat in our atmosphere not only leads to an increase in wildfires
and more severe droughts, but the hotter air also holds more moisture,
leading to more intense storms and heavier rainfall and snowfall. Over 90% of
the excess heat is being absorbed by the earth’s oceans resulting in coral
bleaching. The oceans are also 30% more acidic than 100 years ago. This
heat also means ice sheets are melting contributing to a sea level rise that will
have a cataclysmic impact on the lives of hundreds of millions of people. In
June this year temperatures in the Arctic Circle hit an all-time record with a
Siberian town reaching a scorching 38 degrees Celsius – 18C higher than the
average maximum daily temperature in June.
The recovery from the COVID-19 economic shutdown presents an
unparalleled opportunity to reshape our economy for the good of all and to
address the climate crisis at the same time. In fact, the solutions to cutting our
emissions and meeting our responsibilities to take global climate action are a
huge opportunity for jobs and growth in Australia.
Investing in clean industries will provide a pathway to hundreds of thousands,
possibly millions, of good jobs and careers for Australians. This will also realise
enormous benefits for Australian communities and families, such as cleaner
air, water and food, more liveable cities, and, critically, help to reduce the
frequency of natural disasters such as the terrible recent bushfires and
drought. With the plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage, fossil
fuel projects are not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets, corporations like AGL
should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move
away from gas. AGL’s proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent
with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
At present we have an average global increase of only 1.1 degree Celsius.
Without curbing our emission from fossil fuels, we are on track for several
degrees C of warming by the end of the century. Everything we have lost this
summer cannot be in vain – we need to stop building polluting fossil fuel
projects that are driving the climate crisis and threatening our
environment. Scientists are telling us that even if we stopped creating
emissions today it would not be enough - we actually need to be drawing
down carbon as well. The potential for blue carbon has been proven to be
far more effective that other forms of drawdown. Recent research has shown
that they have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon
for hundreds of years. Wetlands are amazing places. Combining land and
water, they are home to an incredible array of plants and animals and are

among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. Wetlands such as those
found in Western Port Bay, should be protected and enhanced for their role
in the fight against climate change, not being subject to potentially
damaging projects like AGL’s proposal.
Unfortunately, in Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands, contributing to the loss of approximately 35% of the
world’s wetlands between 1970-2015. 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. 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. There are many
potential risks to this Wetland environment if this project was to go ahead
including the dumping of toxic waste water and the potential for gas leaks
and oil spills associated with increase ship traffic.
With the right government policies, Victoria could meet its energy needs
without new gas, meaning that we do not need new gas fields, nor gas
import terminals like the proposal for Westernport Bay. And on top of that, if
we support energy efficiency improvements in homes and businesses, and
switch appliances from using gas to electricity, we will lower energy costs for
consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. On the basis of AGL’s
poor track record, and the incredibly high risks involved with this proposal, I
question if AGL is fit to build and operate a gas import terminal in Westernport
Bay. There is so much to lose and so very little to gain. Please reconsider this
proposal and re-direct the funds to creating a safe, sustainable, and
prosperous future powered by clean energy.
Kind regards,
Sharon Rogers
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My name is Isabella Ryan and I visit Westernport Bay often. I love this area for many
reasons, I visit family there, holiday there with friends and enjoy the beaches in
summer. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should
be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate.
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My name is Felix Curry and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Because I’ve always enjoyed it as a beautiful and serene place to view the local
wildlife. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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. Yours sincerely Felix Curry

My name is Lucas Farnbach and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westerport Bay is a beautiful, ecologically diverse area, which contain internationally recognised
wetlands suporting many endangered flora and fauna, as well as mangroves, which are a natural
carbon sink.
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.
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,
Lucas Farnbach
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My name is Jane Whitelock and I live in the Westernport Bay area. As a proud third
generation child of Westernport who chose to raise my own children here I have
seen this region in all its beauty and in all aspects of change. Since I was a girl, I have
developed a respect and relationship with this unique place I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. I urge the Minister to reject the proposal by AGL
and to maintain the life of the Bay for the future. This plan is disastrous for not only
the Bay but also the Planet. Sincerely Jane Whitelock
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My name is Ewan Greenfield and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the
Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting

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

Submission on the Environment Effects Statement for AGL/APA gas import
terminal and pipeline at Western Port Bay, Melbourne
To the Review Panel
Thank you for the opportunity to submit to the EES process for the proposed AGL/APA project at
Crib Point, Westernport Bay.
The proposal of AGL / APA to construct and maintain a gas treatment facility at Crib Point is based
on questionable assumptions and questionable promises.
AGL claims that “The tightening outlook for gas supply early next decade has required AGL to seek
alternate sources of gas supply to meet the needs of our 1.4 million gas customers. “ Community Hub on
AGL web site

But the community can find other solutions to what is actually not a need for gas, but a need for
energy. There is no reason to approve a proposal that involves very real danger to other parts of the
economy and living standards: threats to the marine environment, tourism, fishing industry and
agriculture and residential amenity.
The credibility of a gas company in proposing that we need gas and will benefit from Crib Point for
the next 20 years of the plant’s proposed life, must be considered in the context of what has been
promised to the Australian market in recent years. In an interview to the ABC, Chair of the ACCC Rod
Sims is quoted: “So I think the gas industry as a whole certainly has to carry a lot of blame for the
mess. And it is a mess that we are in; the companies that are closing down and [then] the trouble this
is causing for Australian manufacturing and Australian jobs."
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2020-02-27/gas-giants-misled-governments-accc-boss-rod-sims-says/12004254

Gas companies dispute the reasons for the high gas prices, but their argument to government when
they were pushing for export markets, the argument that local prices were not at risk, was selfserving. The result has been shut-down of some businesses owing to high prices. We are right to be
very wary of how much AGL is interested or even correct about consumer benefits, and about the
environmental effects of this Project.
The Australian Energy Market Operator Report, July 2020, has predicted a gas shortage by 2024, but
a gas shortage does not have to be an energy shortage. The AEMO also says that the energy market
is complex, and confirms that Australia can rapidly move to a renewable powered grid without the
need for any new gas.
The world is rapidly transitioning to renewable energy. The UK has achieved a 47% renewable
component in the first three months of this year, 2020. A few countries are already at 100% use of
renewable energy sources. The UK achievement has come years ahead of time-frames that were set
only a few years ago. Victorian uptake of solar panels and batteries is moving fast. Huge leaps to
using other sources of power are possible.
The community has a right to ask: what is this project able to achieve for us? There are
environmental risks and costs to Australians in the freight of gas in the bay and on land, its
liquefaction, emitted gases in production and transport, and, very importantly, in the emitted gases

in final use of the product. AGL/APA do not consider or take liability for how burning of the gas by
the end-user affects the environment. But the community has every need to consider it and
urgently.
In regard to the greenhouse gas emissions, the EES statement addresses only gas during
construction and operation. It says Stage 1 and 2 will produce”the equivalent of 0.02 per cent of
Victoria’s annual greenhouse gas emissions” The emissions in the final use of the product are not
addressed at all.
Lowering emissions and using renewable energy is the very crux to achieving climate change goals in
a short time-frame. AGL has a climate change policy. But it believes that this project can slide by,
claiming minimal emissions. And AGL/APA is prepared to take the risk that their customers will
continue to want gas for the next 20 years, whereas the community is likely to be moving in the
other direction.
What is the likelihood of customers moving off gas? Well I am doing so, appliance by appliance, and
so are my neighbours three doors away in suburban Blackburn who are now completely gasdisconnected . And who else? People are becoming educated about efficient and cost-saving
appliances: reverse cycle air conditioners and heat pump clothes dryers are being promoted by big
retailers who explain the energy running cost and environmental advantages. Solar panels are going
on roofs at a rapid pace in Victoria. Prices for alternative energy source production, and batteries are
rapidly lowering.
As of January 2021, San Francisco is banning gas installation in new city buildings. Berkeley has
already done the same. San Francisco has also passed a law for incentivising the purchase of electric
appliances.
The AEMO Report makes no attempt to calculate how consumer attitudes to energy sources will
interact with consumer interest in cost and reliability issues. It does acknowledge climate policies as
a factor.
Page 55 of The Australian Energy Market Integrated System Plan of July 2020 considers battery
storage and GPG – gas powered generation: “However, in the 2030s when significant investment in
new dispatchable capacity is needed, this advantage could shift to batteries, especially to provide
dispatchable supply during 2- and 4-hour periods. Based on the cost assumptions in the ISP, new
batteries are more cost-effective than GPG in the 2030s. Future climate policies may also impact the
investment case for new GPG. “
https://aemo.com.au/-/media/files/major-publications/isp/2020/final-2020-integrated-system-plan.pdf

The AEMO remark about climate policies is important. Mornington Peninsula Shire, Bass Coast Shire
and Cardinia Council, and Frankston Council, councils in the immediate area of this Project have all
recently endorsed climate emergency declarations. Nine million Australians, 35% of the population,
live in areas that have declared such an emergency. https://www.cedamia.org/news/latest-climate-emergencydeclaration-statistics/

Such declarations came about because of local community frustration with state and federal
government inaction.

The Australian Energy Market Integrated System Plan of July 2020 describes an Australian energy
market that has such widely varying elements, connectivity problems, and source possibilities that it
has taken the approach of finding the way forward with a “least regret scenario” based on cost of
power, reliability and security.
The AEMO Report page 95 allows that as soon as 2025, the balance for energy use may be radically
changed. “As identified in AEMO’s Renewable Integration Study (RIS)59, targeted actions can
overcome regional and NEM-wide challenges to allow the NEM to be operated securely with up to
75% instantaneous penetration of wind and solar. The RIS concluded that beyond 2025 ‒ provided
the recommended actions were undertaken and there are suitable investments in infrastructure to
provide the required system services ‒ the NEM could operate securely at even higher levels of
instantaneous wind and solar penetration. This ISP forecasts that by 2035 there could be periods in
which nearly 90% of demand is met by renewable generation.”
We have seen how quickly a change in consumer sentiment can find fertile ground in an age of
instant media. People may have once believed the story that gas was cleaner than coal, and needed
for “transition”, but the word is out that gas is harmful to the atmosphere, too. And a twenty year
transition? AGL wants to convince us that allowing their project is a 20-year bet we should take on
consumer attitudes to gas, the relative costs and reliability of other sources of power, and the health
of a treasured environment.
We have alternatives to letting AGL use Westernport Bay to solve the supply problem.
On Monday, 24 August 2020, the Reserve Bank of Australia is reported in The Age to be urging state
governments to fund $40 billion dollars on stimulus measures, post COVID.
Consultant Northmore Gordon in a March 2020 study commissioned for Environment Victoria found
that Investments in replacements of inefficient ducted heating systems, improvements in housing
insulation, and a range of energy efficiency measures could reduce Victorian gas use by as much as
double the AEMO forecast shortfall in 2024.
http://environmentvictoria.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Vic-Gas-Market-Demand-Side-Study-Final-Report-1.pdf

The Reserve Bank of Australia’s Alexandra Heath, Head of the Bank’s Economic Analysis Department,
describes a scenario of increased efficiency in energy production, slowing demand as full
industrialization is achieved and a positive outlook for renewables:
“Usage of renewable energy sources, including hydro, wind and solar, is expected to grow rapidly, as
their relative prices decline with technology improvements, and government policies support their
widespread adoption to meet emission targets. Australia has an abundance of renewable energy
sources, and there is significant potential for future development in these technologies. It is
important that Australian companies remain at the forefront of developing expertise in these fields,
not just for the environmental benefits that they will bring, but to be able to export these
technologies to other countries. The future of renewable energy is particularly hard to predict but
the rewards in terms of increasing productivity growth and diversifying the economy are potentially
very large.” https://www.rba.gov.au/publications/bulletin/2020/mar/renewable-energy-investment-in-australia.html
Westernport Bay is a place that I love. I used to stay at a holiday place there at Ventnor on Phillip
Island, for many years and still visit there. The bay is a narrow body of water, subject to very variable
winds, and strong currents and tides, and the home to many attractions that Victorians love. The

scenery, the animals and birds, the water and water sports, fishing and marine life: all are treasured
by many.
AGL/APA references a variety of measures and amelioration practices proposed to safeguard the
environment. I am a lay person on this, who finds it hard to understand how the huge volumes of
water transferred in and out by the process, being chlorinated and warmed or cooled will not have
an effect on marine life, despite all the risk model calculations. What is the impact of chlorine both
immediately and in the food chain, for instance? What is the impact of turning the bay into a
conduit for very large vessels to come and go among the marine, bird and animal life?
You will have a number of experts in marine ecology who can discuss the specifics of effects of the
Project on the local ecology. I point out that AGL does not have present experience in a similar
situation and its case rests on modelling untested scenarios.
Enabling a fossil fuel facility at a known time of climate crisis, and of increasing loss of marine and
wildlife species, in a location so connected to natural values, is surely the overall environmental
effects problem, from a lay point of view.
This Project is an unnecessary experiment on Westernport Bay. It needs huge justification by a
credible company for credible reasons. We need to have a least-regrets approach in our approach to
the climate and environmental concerns.

Elaine Hopper
Amery Avenue
Blackburn Vic 3130
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My name is Alithia Andrianakis and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. It\'s a
beautiful place. It\'s incredible. All of those waters and beaches need to be
protected from environmental devastation. There are seals and penguins that live
there do close to the city. What a huge mistake this could be to the place. I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. Natural environments play a crucial role in
both the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The
potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress
and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on
these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the
project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this
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My name is Steve Case 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 requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the
distant future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for
several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and
energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from
gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build
a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Steve Case
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24 August 2020
The Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
Re: Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
To whom it may concern,
My name is Darren Livings and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The development of Westernport Bay sets a dangerous precedent in an error when we are
having catastrophic biodiversity failure
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of
a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence
of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Yours sincerely,
Darren Livings

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

Haydn Liddell

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

EES_Submission.d

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Submission attached as character limit exceeded

1112

My name is Haydn Liddell and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a rich marine environment with three separate reserves for water life. Included is also
French Island National Park, it is an important ecosystem and its protection is integral. This
coupled with the Ramsar Convention describes the importance.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush
or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport
Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point
jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as
the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels.

The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not
consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Haydn Liddell

My name is Roy Francis and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
My wife and I are passionate about the marine environment of Westernport. Gas imports
carry a material risk of several serious threats to this incredibly important part of our country.
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-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.
Regards, Roy Francis
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My name is James Hay and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Currently there is
an oil terminal and steel manufacturing in Hasting. The addition of AGL would only
further add to the concentration of pollutants going into the bay, affecting the
seabeds and 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. 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
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My name is Steven Harris and I visit Westernport Bay very often.
Westernport Bay is such a precious area, featuring amongst other things, some incredible
wetlands which are invaluable in preventing catastrophic 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 impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate
to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator
and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly
accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual

consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption
will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
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,
Steven Harris

