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My name is Rhiannon Morgan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I grew up in the Western Port Bay Area where I am constantly amazing by all the beautiful landscapes and
wildlife the area has to offer. Now a graduate in environmental science I am putting my passion for conservation
into action.
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.
Sincerely,
Rhiannon Morgan
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AGL WESTERNPORT BAY GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE PROJECT

SUBMISSION ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS STATEMENT
From: Ian H. COFFEY
Red Hill South
Victoria, 3937

I wish to lodge my objection to the proposed AGL Westernport Bay Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline
Project.
Thirty five years ago , my wife and I moved into Red Hill South with our infant girls. Since 1985,
Westernport Bay has been our delight, our playground and our source of solace. Together we have
sailed, kayaked, swum, snorkelled in its waters, played and strolled on its beaches. We have swum
with dolphins at Merricks, surfed at Point Leo, sought weedy sea dragons at Flinders and marvelled
at the birdlife in the wetlands near Jack’s Beach. We have been blessed. Westernport Bay is a very
special place, a beautiful place – one of the few locations on the Mornington Peninsula which offers
a window to the past. One can see remnants of shoreline and vegetation as people might have seen
it times before European settlement.
Yet one has only to see majestic banksias uprooted and sprawled on the shoreline to appreciate the
fragility of beautiful Westernport Bay. Rising sea levels are eroding the beaches where our family has
found delight and consolation. I want to do all I can to preserve Westernport Bay for my
grandchildren. For surely, as is the case with so many other superb places on the Mornington
Peninsula, Westernport Bay is part of my grandchildren’s inheritance, just as it is for generations of
Victorians and Australians to come.
The AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (GIJPP) poses a grave threat to that inheritance.
As the Environmental Effects Statement (EES) explains:
The majority of Western Port was designated as a wetland of international
significance under the Ramsar Convention in 1982. The Western Port
Ramsar site is one of 11 Ramsar sites in Victoria and is the third most
important area for wading birds in the state. 1

1

GIJPP EES Chapter 6 – Marine Biodiversity p. 6-19
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Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on the planet. The Westernport
wetlands need to be protected as vital habitat for the vast array of animals and plants they
shelter. The wetlands are home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. At least fifty per cent of the Westernport Bay
wetlands consist of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. The
mangroves in Westernport Bay are the most significant in Victoria. In an environment so
prone to shoreline erosion, mangroves stabilise the sediment and provide protection. There
is an extensive mangrove in the area the Crib Pint jetty, the prime site for the AGL project.
The EES acknowledges the potential for damage through construction and operation of the
GIJPP. Given the significance and fragility of the Westernport wetlands, the project should
not proceed.
Among the risks identified within the EES are those related to the discharge of water:
Maximum regasification daily seawater flows of 468,000 m3/day
are proposed. To minimise potential entrainment impacts during
periods of the year when fish eggs and larvae are more prevalent in
Western Port North Arm, a 14‐day average (mean) regasification
flow of 312,000 m3/day is proposed between September and
February (inclusive).2
The discharge will be seven degrees colder than the temperature of the water in
Westernport Bay. The discharge will be chlorinated: At the point of discharge, the residual
concentration of chlorine‐produced oxidants (CPO) would be 0.1 milligrams per litre.3
Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) in its clause 22 prohibits the
Environmental Protection Agency from granting to a corporation a permit to discharge
wastewater in high conservation value areas. In 2018, AGL sought to weaken these
environmental laws so that they would be allowed to discharge the wastewater. The EPA
rejected AGL’s submission. Undeterred, AGL is seeking to proceed with their project despite
existing legislation prohibiting their proposed operation. The EES proposal to limit the
amount of water dumped back into Westernport Bay during September and February is
2

GIJPP EES Chapter 6 – Marine Biodiversity p. 6-8
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GIJPP EES Chapter 6 – Marine Biodiversity p. 6-3
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tantamount to an admission that the discharge will have a deleterious impact. The fact is
the extent of that adverse impact is unknown.
After some discussion of the environmental risks involved, including the risk of oil spills
which in themselves are potentially catastrophic, one section of the EES concludes:
Proposed mitigation measures identified in the EMF have avoided,
mitigated and managed the risks as far as reasonably practicable.4
AGL has attempted to alter existing environmental protections to accommodate the GIJPP,
knowing those risks are real and destructive. The project has the potential to damage the
marine diversity of an internationally recognised and fragile environment. The project
should not proceed.
Beyond the immediate shores of Westernport Bay, however, there is a more significant
global concern. Climate Change constitutes the greatest threat to our wellbeing, our
livelihood, our very existence. Our local municipality has declared a Climate Emergency. Our
State government is charting a course to a Renewable Revolution in its quest to have zero
carbon emissions by 2050. AGL’s GIJPP runs counter to these efforts, these directions. Just
this week, the week ending Saturday 22 August 2020 in Australia:


On Tuesday 18 August – the world’s biggest mining company, BHP Billiton,
announced plans to sell off all its thermal coal mines



On Thursday 20 August – the National Farmer’s Federation announced its members
had voted to adopt an economy wide policy of net zero carbon emission by 2050



On Friday 21 August – big Australian insurance firm Suncorp announced it would no
longer invest in, finance, or insure any new oil and gas ventures.

In the words of the NSW Minister for Energy and Environment:
The community has moved on, the market has moved on. The only
people standing in the way are those defending vested interests,
the beneficiaries of the fossil fuel industry.5

4
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At a time when our politicians, economists, markets and industry leaders are recognising the
perils involved in continued investment in fossil fuels, AGL is proposing to construct a gas
terminal. It’s professed motivation is to assist the people of Victoria to transition to
renewable energy. This is at best disingenuous. Gas is not required as a transition fuel. Ross
Garnaut in his book Superpower(2019) and a recent Australian Energy Market Operator
(AEMO) report argue that we can transition to renewables without new gas. AGL’s motive is
profit. Profit to the detriment of Westernport Bay and our climate.
Admittedly AGL’s voluminous EES does give some consideration to Climate Change; it
expresses clear concern about the adverse effect of Climate Change upon the life of the
project:
Climate change puts infrastructure at increased risk of
degradation, increased maintenance or replacement costs and
failure. Where appropriate, climate change risks should be
considered during design so that assets are resilient for the
climatic conditions throughout the entire Project life cycle.6
In acknowledging the reality and seriousness of Climate Change, however, there is little
consideration of the project’s negative impact in relation to Climate Change. The EES offers
a dismissive assessment of the contribution of CO2 emissions from the facility to Victoria’s
greenhouse gas emissions overall but fails to consider the impact of Victoria’s continued
reliance on gas.
In 2018, the World Health Organisation (WHO) special report on Health and Climate Change
emphasised the importance of limiting global warming to within 1.5 degrees Celsius.
Moreover, the report highlighted the need to reduce methane emission levels, which are
more potent than CO2 and responsible for more than a quarter of total atmospheric
warming. Emissions from the exploration, production, processing, distribution and burning
of gas are significant and involve the release into the atmosphere of both CO2 and methane.
The Australian National Quarterly Greenhouse Gas Inventory7 for the year to December

6
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GIJPP EES - Attachment IV - Climate change risk report p. 3.
https://www.industry.gov.au/sites/default/files/2020-05/nggi-quarterly-update-dec-2019.pdf
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2019 showed an increase of 2.5 per cent in fugitive emissions driven by 17.9 per cent in
natural gas production. Victorians, Australians must find ways to abandon their reliance on
gas. The last thing we should be contemplating is a project which will create an
infrastructure designed to extend our dependency on imported gas for a further twenty
years.
AGL claims the GIJPP is a transition project. It also asserts the environmental impact will be
negligible. As glossy as the EES is I find it hard not to view it as a baited hook, sweetened
further by a promise of $7.5 million to the community if the project proceeds. AGL would
dupe us into acceptance of their project in their attempt to profit from an increasingly
undesirable, superfluous and unmarketable fossil fuel, gas. AGL has amassed more than $7
million in fines for breaches of environmental regulations. In September 2018, AGL was
fined a record of almost $3 million by the Victorian Essential Services Commission for
“failing to offset its emission levels” by not handing over 64,000 Energy Efficiency
Certificates.8 Such questionable corporate behaviour hardly engenders confidence that AGL
can be trusted to respect and protect our precious environmental inheritance.
Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
Sincerely,

Ian H. Coffey
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My name is Alex Eggleston and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The natural coastline of Victoria (especially along the eastern section) is of
invaluable importance and should be protected at all costs. I have spent a lot of time
with family along the peninsula, our future generations deserve the same 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 tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

768

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Anna Burstall

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Anna Burstall and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I have
been going there since I was born. My parents meet there and now live there. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws pr
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My name is Peter Kratzer and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. The sea-life, bird-life and marine and
coastal vegetation are unique and irreplaceable. The bay has already suffered in the
past for commercial purposes. The bay would be at risk of irreversible and
unforeseen damage which it has already been subjected to in the past, namely
mangrove clearing for commercial purposes, sea-grass degradation from
mismanaged river and creek inflows etc. Victoria’s permanent ban on fracking and
coal seam gas is to be applauded, but allowing the processing of other state’s
imported fracked gas would further encourage this environmental disaster. The
releasing of millions of litres of chlorinated water can’t possibly be without risk to
marine life both within the bay, offshore waters and the coastline. Please don’t
allow this to happen Sincerely, Peter Kratzer
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Submission
AGL Gas Import Jetty Project
Submission is in reference to the environmental impact of chlorine on protected
species in Western Port.
This submission focuses on two critical environmental impacts on the RAMSAR
listed Westernport
1) the impact on marine life drawn into the process
2) the level of chlorine contamination and the resulting broader ecological
impact
Generally accepted guideline valves for concentration of chlorine:
AUST/NZ is 3ug/l for fresh water, but is considered relevant in seawater.
UK/Canada is 0.5ug/l
CSIRO report recommends between 2-7.3ug/l
AGL has adopted 6ug/l as standard based on CSIRO recommends.
With these figures in mind, the AGL EES (Pg 370) specifies a CPO concentration
of 500 ug/l reducing to 200 ug/l in the pipe network…with residual chlorine
concentration in all seawater discharges ….to be 100ug/l.
The purpose of high concentration of chlorine in the pipe network is eliminate
marine life that is draw into the network with seawater and is expressed in the
following, “The effect of a continuous low dose of chlorine over many hours is to
damage the organism and thus prevent growth.” (Pg 370)
There does not appear to be definition of organism or the extent of damage to
organisms. However Fig 7.20 indicates that organisms, that are marine life, the
size of mussels are drawn into the seawater intake pipes. At a rate of seawater
intake of 350,000m3 to 450,000m3 per day, this would suggest marine life
destruction is considerable.
CSIRO review (2019) of Chlorine Toxicity Results as a Function of Duration of
Exposure (Fig 7.27)
….results of tests on different species over different durations showed the lowest
effect was a 21ug/l for a 96 hour test. Based on a discharge of 100ug/l.
The CSIRO estimates on an average exposure of between 2ug/l to 7.3ug/l would
destroy 1% to 5% of protected species.
If after 96 hours chlorine level is 21ug/l with the potential coverage of 5Ha, the
question is, what is the level of damage to marine life, protected species?

AGL EES (Pg 287) summarizes time averaged chlorine concentration to exceed
6ug/l to be 60 days per year, based on the maximum of 40 tankers per year. This
appears to assume that the process of chlorine concentration ceases at
completion of the open loop cycle, where CSIRO estimates a time lapse of
96hours to achieve 21ug/l, thus placing the time average concentration
exceeding 6ug/l closer to 160 days per year.
Clearly AGL’s EES fails to take into account the time taken for the chlorine
concentration to reduce to 21ug, which is the relevant data point, not the time of
tankers onsite. By doing this they are providing a partial view of the potential
environmental impact in their favour.
Western Port is listed as Wetlands of International Importance by the Ramsar
Organisation (14 July 2020)
CSIRO report (Pg 13)
“Waters State Environment Protection Policy Legal list the Ramsar part of
Western Port as an area of high conservation value with 99% species protection”
The report goes to state “it would be additionally appropriate to recommend the
99% protection value”
Based on information contained in the AGL EES and CSIRO report it appears that
the only time AGL meets its own specified guideline valves for chlorine at 6ug/l
and protection of protected species is when there is no tanker in port.
The AGL proposal is an environment assault on the ecology and biodiversity of
Western Port.

This submission focuses on two critical environmental impacts on the RAMSAR
listed Westernport
3) the impact on marine life drawn into the process
4) the level of chlorine contamination and the resulting broader ecological
impact
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thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters

I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot
for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes
that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as
a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They
combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least
1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made
up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being
subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal

proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not
know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the
poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does
not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our
planet. Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per
cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per
cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the
release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This
is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate
change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the
ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted
by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled
into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a
billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This
enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to

ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
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My name is Sally Ferber and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The Bays unique and beautiful environment is my home. The sea, creeks and wildlife are my
playground for raising my family, exercising, recreation, socialising, admiring, appreciating and
protecting. This balance in nature must not be tampered with.
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.

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,
Sally Ferber
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My name is Holly Wignall and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s such a unique
coastline, wetland with a huge amount of marine life and wildlife . Impact 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. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact asses
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My name is Diane Tymms and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is a beautiful
marine environment that should be protected. The environmental impacts would be
devastating and an impact from which the bay could never be reinstated. Seals
dolphins penguins seabirds and other marine life are too precious I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been un
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I live in the Western Port Bay area and regularly visit the bay to surf, walk and enjoy its natural
beauty. I am deeply upset by the proposed Crib Point gas jetty and pipeline project and the threat it
poses to the environment and climate. I have never made a submission of this type, but I feel
compelled to voice my strong opposition to the project to the IAC.
Western Port Bay is an internationally recognised wetland inhabited and visited by large numbers of
marine and land animals many of which are under threat. The bay is important to me because it is a
unique and beautiful sanctuary for both humans and wildlife to enjoy. As a scarce resource we have
a duty to protect this.
As a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance, Australia has
committed to safeguard the ecological character and prevent degradation of Western Port Bay.
Building and operating an industrial gas processing facility within such a precious environment is not
appropriate.
According to Victorian law (clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters)) it is
prohibited to discharge wastewater in areas of high conservation value such as Western Port Bay.
Why is the project even being considered for this area?
I understand the FSRU ship will output 468,000 m3 of chlorinated water per day at its peak, which is
468 million litres per day: equivalent to 187 Olympic swimming pools every day. This water is several
degrees cooler than the ambient sea water for open loop processing and results in 47 kg of chorine
being dumped into the bay every day: 17.1 tons every year.
The CSIRO has identified the safe level of chlorine to protect 99% of species in marine waters is 6
micrograms per litre but the FSRU will be releasing 100 micrograms per litre: more than 16 times
higher. With this enormous volume of cooled, chlorinated water entering the bay, the EES does not
adequately address the impact of chlorine dispersion beyond vicinity of the FSRU into the wider
environment due to tides etc. or the impact of the chlorine combining with other contaminants in
the water.
How can AGL guarantee the safety and ongoing viability of the flora and fauna in and around
Western Port Bay, particularly the sensitive and endangered species such as the Southern Right
Whale? What will be the impact of the FSRU on the flora and fauna over its operating time at Crib
Point and beyond?
Climate change is a global catastrophe which demands an immediate and focused response. It is
completely irresponsible to invest further in projects and technology based on fossil fuels. There are
so many alternative renewable and low carbon energy generation and storage options available and
the cost of these solutions is falling rapidly. Investment in fossil fuels poses a threat to our
environment, our safety, our lifestyle and is not a good business decision. A huge amount of time
and money will have been invested in this project just to get it operational. Instead, our government
and companies like AGL should be investing in renewable low carbon energy sources and storage
and helping businesses and consumers move away from gas.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input to EES process for the AGL gas import project at Crib
Point.
Sincerely,
Jonathan Morris
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My name is Kristen Seps‐Moffat and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
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,
Kristen Seps‐Moffat
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My name is Karen Johnson and I visit Westernport Bay often. I visit Westernport to
stay with friends and have enjoyed the pristine waters of French and Elizabeth
Island, both swimming and kayaking. The clean air, the water, the marine life, the
place has been both healing and sustaining. 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

My name is Karen Johnson and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I visit Westernport to stay with friends and have enjoyed the pristine waters of French and
Elizabeth Island, both swimming and kayaking. The clean air, the water, the marine life, the place
has been both healing and sustaining.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and
CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in
the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for
the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what
was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.

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,
Karen Johnson
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My name is Julie Crawford and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Currently the bay
has unsullied pristine conditions and it is vital that we maintain the wetlands to
minimise the environmental impact on 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. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve
area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some case
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My name is Deb Barke and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It's a
beautiful part of the Bay, home to hundreds of animal and bird 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 Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws.
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My name is Mandy Varcoe-Cocks and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport has a unique biodiversity and a large amount of different marine life
not seen in other areas. It is relatively untouched and pollution free which no one
wants to see destroyed or impacted 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
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My name is Louise Hempel and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
As I visit the Area of Westernport Bay often I have a strong connection to this
environment. The large bay is surrounded by long stretches of beaches and native
growth, the wetlands, mangroves, and rural area. The bird life is prolific. 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
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the marine ecosystem and
marine life and birds. 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 and the Government must be
responsible to keep Westernport Bay safe and not plan a development that could
have irreversible damage if it proceeds in the near future.
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My name is Sandra Kane and I visit Westernport Bay often for recreation.
I live at Mc Crae on Mornington Peninsula.
I have read some of the EES, on the Gasification unit that AGL proposes to be put at the Crib Point
Jetty also the impacts of the pipeline to Pakenham. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable, that I will point to in this submission, but the issue that concerns
me most,
is the’ impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife’.
RISKS , I foresee at the Crib Point jetty,
*Firstly , I think the problem’ of long term loss of water habitat quality and threat to SEA LIFE
around the proposed floating gas unit, is of EXTREME CONCERN , from the chlorinated cooling water
pouring out, into the sea continuously for 20 years! If the project is approved, AGL could dump up
to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day. There is so much we do not know
about how this WASTEWATER will affect marine life in Westernport. There is ‘no way of testing it’s
safety for long term exposure’, by a trial ‘ observing a mere short term trial of some 6 weeks of fish
being exposed to such conditions of the cooling chlorinated water, the force of its flow and the
vibrations of the gasification unit .
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this practice of cooling the unit, they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels
surely they will be killed by this and make the sea bed die, around the tanker .
*Transportation Tankers to Westernport, could cause our precious dolphins and visiting whales
distress from noise, obstruction and possible collision with them .
*Oil and gas leaks, may happen, that will endanger the water quality and sea life , wading birds,
penguins nearby at Phillip Island, mangroves ; plus a leak may cause accidental fire and explosion ,
exposing local people and AGL workers to toxic hydrocarbons. Also maybe endanger the nearby
NAVAL DEPOT’ Cerberus ‘ and its staff , also the valuable colony of Koalas that live in the neighbour
hood and on French Island .
* Danger will be also imposed on local residents and commuters on the roads of Crib point, Bittern,
Hastings from the many trucks, transporting volatile Nitrogen [ that is mix with the gas] to the Jetty
and diesel sludge away from, the gas unit. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5
kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site.
RE SLUDGE Waste. In The EES , the Floating SRUnit is expected up to 25 tonnes of sludge would
be generated per month from marine diesel oil and lube oil purifiers, as well as oil residue from
drain, drip trays, oil separators and sludge units from ongoing operation of the FSRU. This sludge and
waste oil would be collected by a licenced contractor and disposed of at a licenced facility for
treatment and reuse +/or disposal." And trucked out of Cribpoint , adding to other truck
movements, some 900 B-double return journeys required to deliver NITROGEN to Crib Point each
year. Ch. 6 (marine biodiversity), p. 110 in EES Technical Report K.

Some of the RISKS the Pipeline to Pakenham proposes, that concern me, are rated as’ medium or
above’ in risk.
1/ The habitat of the’ Southern Bandicoot’ , which is classified as endangered, will be disturbed by
habitat removal.
2 & 3 along the way of the pipeline , 79 large trees of [ 2.5 MT diameter /plus] will be removed on
route to Pakenham, causing habitat loss of both threatened and non-threatened species of fauna
and flora.
4/ direct loss of Indigenous Native vegetation, including many valued orchids that grow in the
Western Port area.
The large trees are precious assets, could be 100+ years old , trees of their size will be irreplaceable
in our life time, besides being habitat for wildlife, + nesting holes for birds and shelter for farm
animals , the roots of these trees could be providing essential control to the moisture levels of the
soil , keeping the hydrology of the area in balance in a number of ways; such as regulating ground
water , that may help stop flooding, salinity problems ,or soil drying from loss of shade and soil loss.
This degradation of land by vegetation removal in MP Shire could also cause our horticultural
businesses damage along its route, and detract from our tourism industry also .
Summary
Westernport is not suitable for this Gas Import Proposal.
Handling GAS for domestic use is dangerous and polluting, increasing consumption of it will lead to
more CO2 and Methane released into our atmosphere trapping in heat and accelerating climate
change. People living in Pakenham won’t suffer if there isn’t gas for all of them, they can use
electricity and preferably from renewable source !
Research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon
for hundreds of years. Wetlands and Bays like Wedsternport, should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against. WE CANT AFFORD to make our climate hotter and create higher FIRE
RISK, last summers bush fires were so devastating, I am very scared for our future in south and
eastern Victoria. The flora around Crib Point is the type to burn easily and if there is ever a fire there
it would be dreadful for the residents and the NAVY.
I have lived in Mc Crae on Port Phillip Bay for 50 years, very close to the Sea and it is RISING,the
sand dunes are eroding NOW. “ Global warming is real” to me , we have been warned by the local
council our land could be flooded within our life time, due to a rise in sea level, potentially making
our’ old house’ which sits 25 cm off the ground, ‘ worthless ‘. Westernport BAY waters will rise too .
Another point against AGL plan, the’ meagre jobs’ created by making this venture won’t be long
term just a few years while infrastructure is made, then AGL said the unit could operate
‘unmanned’!!! so there won’t be many jobs for the peninsula in the long run.
Tourism and Horticulture, in the Westernport area provides a huge amount of jobs and is one of
our Greatest Assets , it should be put first endangered by this Gas Import Plan.

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
also cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
Since AGL proposed this gas import plan 4 years ago, the world has changed and Gas is going out of
favour, now the sustainable electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away
from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy is becoming the cheapest and preferred 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 tried and confirmed renewables will displace gas, is becoming increasingly accepted in
the energy markets, AGL should , become more innovative and make a renewable energy plan for
Pakenham.
Yours Sincerely Sandra Kane
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My name is Kevin Armstrong and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport and
Crib Point are beautiful environments. We love walking or riding along the board
walk into Hastings. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on the local community. 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. The impacts of noise, light and traffic pollution will be felt in many of
the local communities in both the construction and operational phases of this
project. It is not just Hastings and Crib Point that will be affected. I am particularly
concerned at the thought of large trucks speeding along the narrow, poor quality
country roads of the Mornington Peninsula. 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

Submissions to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
My name is Kevin Armstrong and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport and Crib Point are beautiful environments. We love walking or riding along the board
walk into Hastings.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on the local community.
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.
The impacts of noise, light and traffic pollution will be felt in many of the local communities in both
the construction and operational phases of this project. It is not just Hastings and Crib Point that will
be affected. I am particularly concerned at the thought of large trucks speeding along the narrow,
poor quality country roads of the Mornington Peninsula.
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 the local community
would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport
Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Kevin Armstrong
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My name is Ratna Pradhan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The environment is essential to all human life everywhere. Westernport is another front that we
need to protect.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to
contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need
to do to create a safe climate.

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,
Ratna Pradhan
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SUBMISSION TO DELWP: AGL GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE WORKS
BY FRIENDS OF THE GLENFERN GREEN WEDGE INC
Introduction
The group making this submission, the Friends of the Glenfern Green Wedge, is a volunteer
environment group working in the area of Knox and the Yarra Ranges. We have strong
connections with numerous groups in the area of Westernport Bay and our members have
family members and friends in the area and we all enjoy holidays and visits to Westernport.
Our group is very much aware and has first-hand experience of the broader issues here to
do with environmental protection and quality of life for everyone in the community. Groups
such as ours work to protect local flora and fauna through activities such as plant
propagation (focussing on rare and endangered species), working bees, and monitoring
programs for e.g., frogs and birds (under the mentorship of Birdlife Australia). We work with
local councils, Melbourne Water, and other organisations in caring for waterways in our
area, which is home to rare migratory birds (as is the Westernport wetland under threat
from the AGL development). One of our key aims is improving habitat for local species
including platypus, of which there is one remaining population in the Dandenong
catchment.
We also have the experience of being involved in numerous government planning panels
and community consultations dealing with changes to legislation, proposed developments,
and similar issues over many years. We also participated in the Healthy Waterways Strategy
community consultations and we undertake regular courses and opportunities through
workshops and seminars to improve our knowledge of ecological systems and associated
flora and fauna. Over the course of a single year, our members devote thousands of hours in
working bees, plant propagation, etc. and in generally caring for our environment and
community.
1. One of our main concerns with the proposed AGL project is the destruction of this
internationally-recognised RAMSAR-listed wetland and the rare and endangered flora and
fauna it supports. As a signatory to the RAMSAR agreement, Australia has committed to
protecting this Westernport wetland; however, the AGL development is in direct
contravention of this agreement. Wetlands are amongst the most biodiverse ecosystems on
the planet are incredibly effective at capturing and storing large amounts of carbon. In
Victoria, most of our freshwater wetlands have already been destroyed. The Westernport
wetland that AGL will destroy by building a massive port in the middle of it is one of our
precious few remaining wetlands. Its importance is internationally recognised, and the
public will not accept its destruction. For many of us, it is difficult to comprehend why the
government would even consider such a retrograde action in face of all the scientific
evidence regarding climate change and the fact that Australia is leading the world in mass
extinction of species.
2. AGL Gas represents a major polluting industry – imported gas can be as polluting as coal.
The negative impact it will have on greenhouse gas emissions is unacceptable at a time
when we need to be much more forward thinking and creative in supporting new,
innovative, sustainable industries. The mechanisms already exist to do this. Yet, the AGL
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report conveniently downplays the potential and reality of sustainable industries taking on a
stronger role in future as well as the benefits this will bring to the environment and the
economy. A recent report by Northmore Gordon (commissioned by Environment Victoria)
has shown that Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113
petajoules by 2030 by using existing technology.1 Hence, we do not need a new gas
terminal in Westernport Bay.
3. The arguments put forward by AGL are flawed because for gas to be less polluting than coal,
methane leakage needs to be kept below 3.2%. However, recent studies have shown that
the gas leakage can be as high as 17%.2 Also, If the Westernport plant is approved, AGL
would need to draw water from the bay and then dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water back into the marine environment. Furthermore, there is always the risk
of accidents such as oil spills and resulting catastrophic environmental destruction, as we
have recently seen off the coast of Mauritius. More locally, oil spills have occurred off the
coast of Tasmania and as close as Port Philip Bay. In a shocking and irresponsible omission
from their Environmental Effects Statement, AGL does not include an impact risk
assessment for oil spills.
4. We understand that the State Environment Protection Policies (SEPPs), which support the
Environment Protection Act 1970, prohibit the Environmental Protection Authority from
granting a corporation a permit to discharge in high conservation areas such as Westernport
Bay (Clause 22). However, in 2018, AGL took the extraordinary step to undermine Victoria’s
regulatory system by putting in a submission to modify the SEPP to allow companies to
dump wastewater in areas of high conservation. The EPA rejected this submission. Similarly,
AGL has proposed only rudimentary risk assessments for the proposed 57-kilometre
pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham. To us, the attempt to bypass environmental
protections clearly demonstrates the immorality and unethical behaviour of AGL and the
fact that they will do whatever it takes to get what they want no matter what the cost to
the environment and the community.
5. We do not trust AGL due to its dismal, proven track record. This includes $7million of fines
for illegal transgressions including deceptive and misleading behaviour. Their behaviour to
their customers is equally deplorable. AGL was recently fined for billing errors which ‘left
thousands of concession customers distressed and confused after receiving high bills they
weren’t expecting’.3
6. Victoria can meet its future energy needs without new gas fields or important terminals that
will result in environmental destruction and lowered quality of life for people who live,
work, or visit the area. Gas is expensive to produce (including liquefication) and transport
and requires massive infrastructure (e.g. the port terminal itself). Energy market analysts
such as Macquarie Wealth Management have shown that the new important terminal will
1

https://environmentvictoria.org.au/2020/06/03/victorian-gas-market-demand-side-measures-to-avoidforecast-supply-shortfall/
2http://climatecollege.unimelb.edu.au/files/site1/images/20161026%20Review%20of%20Methane%2
0Emissions.pdf
3 https://www.esc.vic.gov.au/media-centre/pensioners-fall-victim-alleged-agl-billing-error
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not help to lower prices because imported gas is purchased at international prices. Thus, the
new terminal will not benefit the Australian community of make energy prices any cheaper.
7. We argue that Australia’s economic recovery should be led by clean energy solutions that
create jobs and tackle climate change. The COVID pandemic is an indisputable lesson that
we can’t have an economy without people being in good health – and good health depends
on the environment. The electricity-generating sector is an example of an industry that is
making it cheap and practical to move away from fossil fuels and towards jobs that drive
economic recovery. A report by the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO confirms
that this sector offers the cheapest alternative for energy production.4 Substantial reduction
in the costs of wind and solar power have made this possible and many countries around
the world provide evidence of this.
8. Climate change is not a threat of the future – it is here and now – and we are experiencing it
in bushfires, drought, and other extreme weather events. Last summer’s bushfires had a
devastating effect on rural communities and their livelihoods and resulted the displacement
and death of 3 billion wild animals. These events combined with ongoing drought, declining
numbers of pollinating insects and mismanagement of Australia’s water will continue to
impact on food supplies. The implications for future generations are devastating and we
must not put short-term gains for big business polluters like AGL (who hasten climate
change) ahead of long-term gains for the community and the environment.
9. We argue that if it goes ahead, the AGL project will have disastrous consequences for the
local community including on mental and physical well-being as well as the bigger context of
recreation and tourism. AGL’s legacy will be huge losses for the natural environment (and all
the wildlife that it supports) and for people living nearby through exposure to noise, light,
and visual pollution. Other risks to the community include the potential for leaking of toxic
hydrocarbons, fire and explosions, with the nearest homes being only 1.5km from the site.
Wooley’s Beach, popular with both locals and tourists, is only metres away, and the ‘eye
sore’ of the new AGL port will undoubtedly drive tourists from the area thereby impacting
on local businesses.
10. For the above reasons, we are strongly opposed to the proposed AGL gas import jetty and
pipeline and would like the opportunity to elaborate on our arguments at the public hearing
in October.
Yours sincerely,
Johanna Selleck on behalf of the Friends of the Glenfern Green Wedge Inc.

CSIRO and AEMO (2018) GenCost 2018, Updated projections of electricity generation technology costs,
https://www.csiro.au/en/News/News-releases/2018/Annual-update-finds-renewables-are-cheapestnewbuild-power
4
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My name is Christine Kendall and I visit Westernport Bay often.
My family and I have had connections to the area for over 50 years. We
continue to be frequent visitors all year round. It remains one of the most
beautiful parts of Victoria and the natural environment needs to be preserved
for future generations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
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 EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing
our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by
between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology
and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy
consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria
could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas
import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These
measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under
most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated
by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our
electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Christine Kendall

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

Anne Murphy

Organisation:

no

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

AGL_submission_

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

See attached

787

My name is Anne Murphy and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I love to walk & bike along the foreshore from Crib Point. to Hastings.
The Westernport wetlands are unique & should be preserved forever.
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.
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,
Anne Murphy
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Western Port Bay contains a RAMSAR area and is part of a biosphere. It is recognised
internationally as an area worthy of protecting & nurturing. Allowing AGL to operate
a floating gas plant which has a 'byproduct' of cold (7deg C), chlorinated water that
will be discharged into this sensitive environment has the potential to be highly
destructive to the marine environment. Adversely impacting the tiny marine
creatures at the bottom of the food chain will reduce food for birds, fish & other
marine creatures. This will ultimately result in the loss of many species in the area.
The flow on effect will be reduced fishing for local anglers, fewer birds for
birdwatchers & reduced marine creatures in the seagrass beds - if the seagrass
survives. The wider community is struggling to cope with the emotional impacts of
this summer's bushfires & the current pandemic. Natural areas where people are
able to enjoy passive, nature-based, recreational activities have never been more
important in helping the community to cope with these events. 'Solastalgia' is the
distress that is produced by environmental change impacting on people while they
are directly connected to their home environment. The sense of powerlessness &
lack of control over the change process (be it a bushfire, a pandemic, an extractive
industry or a multi-national corporation proposing to build an environmentally
destructive gas plant close to RAMSAR wetlands) will contribute to growing
community stress & a range of mental, emotional & spiritual health consequences.
Solastalgia is a place-based lived experience. It will impact the residents living close
to the plant just as much as the noise of heavy industry will impact them. The AGL
proposal has the capacity to destroy an internationally recognised RAMSAR area.
There will be a significant effect on the mental health & well being of the wider
community which will result in an increase in depression within a group who feel
powerless & worthless. AGL is a multi-national corporation that is driven to make as
much profit as possible from an industry that will be a disaster for the community
both environmentally & from a health perspective. The argument that the plant will
create jobs is a furphy. I would not consider that 40 permanent jobs is worth the
health & environmental costs. With the advent of more renewable sources of
energy production, gas is both a huge source of carbon emissions & likely to become
a stranded asset. Industry itself is looking at non-carbon producing energy sources &
the concept that 'baseload' electricity supplies are required & can be managed using
gas is yet another 'story' peddled by an industry that is trying to remain relevant.
With so much to lose environmentally & with anticipated major health impacts for
the wider community I would submit that this project should not be allowed to go
ahead. A 'no' decision would remove a significant stressor from many lives. Please, a
resounding NO.
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My name is Liz Walker and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Watching the birds, sketching and thinking about the importance of preserving this
unique bay all inspire my work and my way of life. Westernport Bay is the place I like
to sit and chat quietly with my mother who died 2 years ago. So special.
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.

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,
Liz Walker
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Submission by Cameron Olsen
23 August 2020

Submission on the Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EES
I have been coming to Cowes, Phillip Island, since my first family holiday here in 1982 when I was 8
years old. Before that first trip I remember imaging that “Fill‐A‐Pie‐Land” would be a sandy paradise
with crystalline waters and palm trees dropping coconuts all over the beach. I probably had
something like “Great Keppel Island” in mind. I remember running to the Cowes East beach at the
bottom of Broughton Avenue as soon as we arrived that first time, and being crushed with
disappointment that there were no coconut palms to be seen.
But I also remember noticing the white sand, the aquamarine water, the gentle breeze and the small
waves lapping along a sandbar covered in purple soldier crabs. It is this paradise that I have been
coming to every year since 1982, and the place I now call home, having moved here permanently in
January 2020.
I am completely opposed to AGL’s proposal to install a floating gas factory across the water from
Cowes at Crib Point. I am surprised the project has made it this far, and if it is allowed to proceed I
fear that this most pristine world‐class and biodiverse pocket of Victoria may be damaged beyond
repair. It is, quite simply, the wrong project, in the wrong location, supported by the wrong
company.

More gas is not the answer
AGL’s proposal to install a floating gas factory in Western Port Bay to convert LPG into gas and
deliver it up the East Coast of Australia is as ridiculous a concept as it sounds. I’m not an engineer
and I don’t work in oil and gas, but having moved back to live in Cowes in January 2020 after 19
years in London, I was totally shocked when I heard about this proposed project. I actually thought
it was a joke. The rest of the world is looking at renewable energy sources to power consumers and
businesses through the 21st century. And with gusto. In the 19 years I lived in the UK, many farms
replaced their traditional crops with solar panels. Driving through the former coal‐mining East
Midlands, the once thriving coal‐mining towns are returning to energy providing, just through the
rather weak British sunshine.
Solar, wind and wave energy are all credible less‐polluting and less‐damaging alternatives to gas.
Much of Europe is dotted with wind farms, and fields of solar panels are common place. AGL states
that:
The aim of the Project is to meet the needs of industrial, commercial and residential gas
customers on the east coast of Australia against a backdrop of predicted gas shortfalls in the
south‐eastern Australian states from 2024 onwards.
The answer to the anticipated problem is not to ship liquid gas into Western Port Bay and pump it
into a pipeline, one which doesn’t actually include Phillip Island as part of its distribution path. After
the increases in intensity, regularity and severity of bushfires throughout Australia as a direct result
of climate change, a project like this will only add to the climate catastrophe we are all facing. I do
not support the construction of this floating gas factory in order to add more gas into the country. If
prices go up due to the shortfall, then this should indicate that the commodity needs to be replaced
– alternatives need to be found. We do not need to find another way to get more gas into
Australian homes and businesses. And for more carbon pollution to be created in the process.
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A RAMSAR and UNESCO listed site of world significance
I have read part of Volume 2 Chapter 6 of the EES, and the risk register, to try to understand the
potential impact on the marine environment on my doorstep. I have been shocked by the findings,
and by the omissions from the EES. The lack of focus in the EES on things such as the impact of the
floating gas factory (and the related industrialisation of Western Port Bay as a result) on tourism is a
major oversight. Was this deliberate? Phillip Island is one of Australia’s main tourist attractions –
and tourists don’t come here for the shopping. They come to experience the unspoilt natural
environment – the huge expanses of water, the dramatic coastline, the seal colony, the passage of
whales up and down the coast, and perhaps most importantly, to see the world’s largest colony of
little penguins.
I understand that the floating gas factory works by sucking in huge quantities of sea‐water (and
everything that is unable to escape that intake, such as fish larvae, plankton and other small sea
creatures) to heat up the liquid gas to convert it into gas, and then that water is cooled to around 7
degrees and dumped back into the Bay with the addition of chlorine. Anything sucked in by the
intake mechanism is killed.
At page 6‐52 of the EES we have this:
6.3.9 Fish and fishing
As well as vertical migration, King George Whiting post-larvae, like most older stage larvae,
are capable of horizontal swimming that can alter passive dispersal. King George Whiting
post-larvae in Port Phillip have been found to occur closer to shore than predicted by
modelling passive dispersal, most likely due to directed swimming (Jenkins et al., 1999).
This means that like syngnathids, it is likely that most King George Whiting post-larvae
entering Western Port migrate along the shallow waters where suitable subtidal seagrass
habitat is distributed as they do in Port Philip (Jenkins et al., 1999), rather than throughout the
mid-depths of the main channel where the FSRU intake would be located and where
sampling was focused. This is consistent with the absence of King George Whiting larvae
from the stepped tows from two metres below the surface to two metres above the seabed in
the central channel sites.

I remember fishing in Western Port Bay with my Dad from our vintage wooden boat – we sometimes
caught flathead, but it was always exciting to bring whiting back. The EES seems to suggest that
whiting larvae won’t be sucked into the floating gas factory because the intake is in deep water, but
whiting larvae stay in the shallows. If this is in fact correct (is it?), what is the impact on the larvae
from the dumping of chilled chlorinated water back into the Bay after the process? Does this kill
larvae? What does it to do the large squid stocks which grow up around French Island? The EES fails
to consider the environmental impact from this practice – and on this ground alone, the project
should be rejected as too environmentally uncertain and posing unacceptable risk.

Page 6‐53 deals with seals and penguins:
6.3.10 Seals and penguins
Seals Seal Rocks is a colony of Australian fur seals (Arctocephalus pusillus doriferus) that
has been growing in numbers since the 1980s. Seal Rocks are a series of rocky island southwest from Point Grant on Phillip Island (western entrance of Western Port). There were an
estimated 30,000 total seals in the colony in 2010 with around 5,660 live pups from a total of
6,700 pups born (Kirkwood, Shaughnessy, Hoskins, & Arnould, 2010). Satellite tracking of 60
seals over 10 years showed that seals rarely enter Western Port and remain around the rocky
shorelines at the edge of the western entrance.
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Small numbers of seals enter Western Port and are seen around the jetties and wharves in
Lower North Arm (CEE observations). Dann et al (1996) found an average of just over two
seals per month along a total of 81 transects that were monitored in Western Port between
1991 and 1994. The seals that were found within Western Port were typically individuals and
were young juvenile males or small females (Dann et al., 1996). While the population size
at Seal Rocks has been growing since the 1980s, there has not been an increase in the
number entering Western Port.
Penguin populations along Phillip Island are mainly at Penguin Parade which is at the southwestern end of the island. This means that penguins can be found in the western entrance of
Western Port. As the penguins spend most of their time at sea, they rarely swim into Western
Port or into the vicinity of Crib Point. Individuals are occasionally sighted or heard in Lower
North Arm.

I have bolded the sentence above because this needs further discussion. Firstly, there is no support
provided for this statement. How does AGL know that there has not been an increase in the number
of seals entering Western Port? I know there is no support for this statement, because I know it is
untrue.
I first saw a seal swimming along the channel just off the Cowes East foreshore when I was here on
holiday in around 2010. In the ‘80s and ‘90s, you had to take a cruise to Seal Rocks, or pay 40 cents
to use the binoculars at the Nobbies café to sea seals up close. Now, I have regularly seen seals
fishing their way up and down the Cowes East beach, going against the tide and enjoying an easy
feed.
And it’s not only seals. In 2019 when I was out on my SUP I saw a penguin pop his head up just off
the beach. They’re much harder to spot that seals. We never had these delightful animals visit us in
the past. The reclaiming of the Summerlands estate throughout the 80s and 90s has returned a
huge part of the island back to nature. This has no doubt led to an increase in the number and
health of the penguin population. I was so glad to see a penguin visit my beach, such a long way
from the penguin parade, and this proves that Western Port Bay is much more diverse than the EES
would have us believe.
We have also had a regular dolphin visit us at our beach since around 2015. He / She comes most
days throughout the summer and fishes from underneath the boats which are moored just off the
Cowes East foreshore. If you float on your SUP, the dolphin will swim underneath you for a look,
and follow you along the coast, coming up for air to get a better look at you. My friends from Brazil,
the UK and Sweden have all had a special encounter with our local dolphin when they have visited
Phillip Island, swimming or paddling over to observe the dolphin a little closer. They all remark that
it was one of the most special things they did during their time in Australia, and marvel that we can
experience this at our local beach. There are not many places in the world where you can swim
close to a dolphin in a spontaneous, natural way.

Page 6‐56 covers protected marine species, and I pay particular attention to:
6.3.11 Protected matters
Southern Right Whales
Southern Right Whales intermittently pass along the central Bass Strait coast and may enter
for short periods into Port Phillip and Western Port. They sometimes enter Western Port’s
western entrance and have been observed near Crib Point, but the bay is not known to be an
aggregation or breeding area for Southern Right Whales.
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I believe that Southern Right Whales are unique to Australia, and are an endangered species of
whale. I haven’t seen one myself, but I have noticed the growing whale watching industry in Phillip
Island over the last few years. The fact that an endangered species of whale known only to these
waters is one of the many different species of whale to swim in the waters off the Nobbies and in
Western Port Bay makes me again question why we would want to risk this growing industry by
permitting a floating gas factory to operate right in the middle of all this wonderful bio‐diversity?
I guess I am focusing on marine biodiversity because of the obvious ‐ the proposed gas factory, or
the container ships that travel to and dock alongside it, might blow up, leak, spill and/or
contaminate the waters of Western Port Bay. I guess dumping freezed and chlorinated water which
has been previously sucked in by the floating factory sounds inherently polluting and risky to me, but
I admit I just live here – I’m not an expert in these matters.
I have read this part of the report from AGL’s experts, who have this to say on the subject:
6.6.5 Spills and leaks of contaminants [page 6‐111]
The likelihood for contamination due to leaks or spills of significant quantity from vessels to
occur is ranked as rare. The consequence for a spill is ranked as major. According to the
risk matrix, a rare likelihood and major consequence results in a risk rating of medium.
An assessment of consequences has been made for a credible spill of 30 tonnes of diesel
over a period of three hours from a breached diesel storage tank on an LNG carrier near
McHaffie’s Reef in the extremely unlikely event of a spill of this size occurring. This
corresponds to rupture at the centre of a partly full tank with crew response in an hour and
corresponds to the 90 per cent spill recorded in similar situations from similar vessels. It is
considered the credible diesel spill event from an LNG carrier normally using LNG as fuel.
According to the hydrodynamic model, tidal currents in the Western Entrance shipping
channel of Western Port range over any three hours from 0.1 to 0.8 m/s. Diesel spilled into
marine waters would spread over the surface, evaporate (loss of about 40 per cent over 10
hours) and mix vertically down into the water column. Using published evaporation and
dispersion rates, the indicative diesel concentration would be around 100 mg/L at 100 metres
distance, 5 mg/L at 500 metres, 0.7 mg/L at 5 kilometres and 0.1 mg/L at 10 kilometres
distance. Approximately half the diluted diesel would be flushed to Bass Strait within 24 hours
and the remainder would spread around Phillip Island and, to a limited extent, into North Arm
of Western Port.
In the very unlikely event of a spill from an LNG carrier during operation, major short term
impacts would be expected on the biota in the water column and on the shoreline of Phillip
Island within a distance of about five kilometres either side of the spill (based on the short
term EC50 of one to 100 mg/L for most marine biota). Minor short-term effects are expected
within a distance of 10 kilometres. Beyond this distance, there would be no visible slick, and
little effect on birds or intertidal biota. The effects are likely to persist for up to one kilometre
from the spill for weeks to months. Longer term, there would be full recovery.

A spill / leak / contamination is rated as a medium risk of AGL being allowed to go ahead with this
project. I do not believe I should be required to accept a medium risk of serious damage to Western
Port Bay when I will not benefit at all from this project. I have to buy gas bottles if I want to cook or
heat my house with gas. I will pay the relevant price for that gas at the time. And I’ll be required to
look at huge carriers come in and out of Western Port Bay, park just off the Cowes East beach, and
dock with the gas factory which is 300m long and 5m wide. This thing is going to be HUGE. The size
of how many football ovals? And while it pumps in fresh sea water (and everything else along with
it) and dumps that same water back into the Bay lifeless, cold and chlorinated, I am required to
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accept that at all times there is a medium risk of a spill / leak / contamination which will damage the
Bay, and the biodiversity along with it. All of this within a RAMSAR and UNESCO recognised location.
Cleverer people than me will argue about Australia’s treaty and international law obligations to
protect RAMSAR and UNESCO sights – but even I know that you don’t allow a project that has a
medium risk of damaging that very world‐class environment go ahead. How can you?
You especially do not allow the project to go ahead in a RAMSAR protected wetland environment,
when you have an industrial port in Geelong, which is not RAMSAR or UNESCO recognised, begging
for a project like this. The port in Geelong is far more industrialised than Crib Point, and there is
likely to be less community opposition, precisely because it is an industrial area, and not a world‐
class marine environment of world importance.
Figure 2 in the Executive Summary of the EES shows a mock‐up of the floating gas factory with a ship
docked alongside it. The report confirms that the floating factory is 300m long and 50m wide at
page ES‐4:
The FSRU is approximately 300 metres long and 50 metres wide and can store approximately
170,000 cubic metres (m3) of LNG.
The LNG carrier in the image shown at Figure 2 is the same size as the “FSRU”. So carriers far larger
than the ships which currently enter Western Port Bay will be coming to dock alongside the floating
gas factory if the project proceeds. These carriers as shown in the figure must be enormous – and
we are expected to believe that they will be able to regularly navigate up and down the relatively
narrow channel in Western Port Bay and dock, at least 40 times a year (so 80 trips in total?), without
disturbing or striking whales, dolphins, seals and/or penguins? I do not believe these massive
vessels won’t deter tourists from returning to Phillip Island – when every photo they post to
Instagram from Cowes will feature carriers that block out French Island, that give the Bay an
industrial quality that it currently does not have.
I do not believe AGL have been truthful, or that the EES is incorrect. It does admit there is a medium
risk of a damaging spill occurring if the project goes ahead, but the report fails to address the impact
on tourism, and I cannot accept that these massive containers 300m long coming in and out of the
Bay 80 times a year is not more risky than the report makes it out to be, and more risky than current
vessel movements in and out of the Bay. If it’s allowed to go ahead, it’s a disaster which we will all
just be waiting to happen.

AGL is a poor corporate citizen
According to recent reports on the financial performance of ASGL, “the dominant issue is that gas
hedging is coming to an end, resulting in lower prices. This is at exactly the same time as wholesale
prices for gas have almost collapsed. The company’s diversification into the telecommunications
industry remains mysterious. AGL has spoken several times about energy and data converging, but
has yet to lay out a concrete plan.” AGL is desperate to drive revenue from gas while it still can, and
cannot be trusted to have the concern of the community or any of their stakeholders in mind, other
than their performance incentivised Executive Management Team and shareholders.
The reason I cannot trust AGL is based on the recent findings of the Essential Services Commission
which found that AGL mislead their own vulnerable consumers and overcharged them.

Submission by Cameron Olsen
23 August 2020
Essential Services Commission chair Kate Symons says AGL has now paid penalties totalling
$450,000. The first the affected customers, spread from Melbourne’s eastern suburbs to
the south coast, heard about the billing error was a letter from the retailer telling them they
had been undercharged but with no further explanation. The energy retailer then allegedly
sent follow up bills with additional charges to recover the accidental undercharging but
without explaining the extra costs. Ms Symons says treating customers this way is
unacceptable and that AGL should have properly informed these concession customers what
they were doing to recover the undercharged amounts.
https://www.esc.vic.gov.au/media‐centre/pensioners‐fall‐victim‐alleged‐agl‐billing‐error
In 2015 the Federal Court ordered AGL to pay penalties of $700,000 and to offer refunds totalling
approximately $780,000 to 23,000 consumers for making false or misleading representations about
the level of discount residential consumers would receive under certain energy plans, in proceedings
brought by the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission. This is a company which shows
contempt for its own customers. How can they be trusted to operate an inherently risky floating gas
factory in a protected wetland marine environment? They have not earnt the privilege or the social
licence to suck clean Western Port Bay water into their factory, killing all living creatures caught up
in the intake at the same time.
AGL do not deserve to potentially damage this special part of the world in order to profit from
converting gas on my doorstep. I did not relocate from London to Cowes to live opposite an
industrialised waterway. I am lost for words, but do not want to grieve yet for what we might be
about to lose. I can only trust that participation in this process of commenting on the EES is not in
vain. The EES misses so many important points, makes unfounded and unsupported assertions, and
makes me embarrassed to be a part of a community which potentially supports large‐scale
industrialisation, the creation of environmentally risky practices and a major contributor to global
warming. The project is out of step with the rest of the world moving to renewable, cleaner energy
sources. I do not agree to nature subsidising and unwilling participating in its own potential
destruction. It is short‐termist, and on the wrong side of history.
I lived through the Esso Gas Plant explosion in the 90s, and was shocked to see recently in Beirut the
dreadful result of a chemical storage explosion. These things have happened and will continue to
happen wherever gas is processed.
I don’t want this project to go ahead.
I don’t support it.
I don’t need the gas they will be producing.
I believe AGL cannot be trusted.
I don’t believe Western Port Bay will be the same if this project is allowed to go ahead.
I cannot express anymore strongly my belief that going ahead with this project would be the wrong
decision for now, and the wrong decision for our future. Please do what you can to listen to the
community’s concerns, ensure that this project isn’t allowed to go ahead.
I make this submission in remembrance of my Dad John Olsen (1938‐2006), who first brought me to
Phillip Island in 1982, and whose ashes were eventually released into the waters off Cowes East
foreshore, and who is now a part of Western Port Bay, at one with our environment here.
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The following points summarize my objections to the AGL gas terminal proposal at
Crib Point. Domestic demand for gas is forecast to be flat over the coming years and
the bulk of gas produced in Australia is exported. There is therefore no need to be
importing any gas. Imported gas could come from any production area in the world
as stated by AGL. This could mean that Victorians would be using gas from areas of
uncertain regulation and potentially the most destructive extraction projects in the
world. In line with Paris commitment our governments are obliged to commit to
reducing CO2 emissions. This should include demand management for gas. This
could take the form of incentives to move to renewable energy and more efficient
technologies such as heat pump hot water systems. These are the most cost
effective and environmentally safe options available. Gas is too expensive and too
polluting to be considered as a first-choice option for Victoria. New developments
should not be connected to the gas network. These must be the guiding facts for gas
policy making as we increasingly feel the impacts of climate warming. The project
would inhibit the transition to a low carbon economy as it would lock in dirty gas use
for a significant period thus displacing clean renewable energy. Gas is no longer a
clean alternative to coal as extraction methods in many new fields require the
drilling of hundreds or even thousands of bore holes with the associated bore head
equipment and interconnections spread over large areas. These often have leakage
and even openly vent excess pollutants directly to the atmosphere. The addition of
the unpredictable results from modern extraction methods such as fracking and
injection of chemicals into bores introduces a plethora of further hazards such as
methane leakage and water contamination. The risks of the proposal to the local
environment are also very great. The area is a high conservation value environment.
The shoreline at the jetty and along both sides of the jetty is part of the
internationally significant Westernport Ramsar wetlands site. This would be at risk
from many large ship movements and disturbance from noise, light and oil and
biological pollution. The mangrove communities would be at risk from cold water
being expelled from the regasification process and the chemical treatment of large
volumes of water. The local residential communities would also be placed at risk
from potential leakage and possible explosion in the case of equipment failure or
operation error. The nearest residents would be about 1000m from the landing
point of the gas and the pipeline is planned to be built through the centre of the
township of Hastings and through valuable productive land en-route. In Summary,
this project would have very little benefit to the local area and a very large number
of negative impacts both locally and generally. It should no be permitted to proceed.
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My name is Georgina Cripps and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I am concerned that the wetlands and wildlife will be impacted on by this project and I care deeply
that there are too many natural environments being ruined by the ongoing chase for money.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting

consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon‐to‐be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Georgina Cripps

My name is Georgina Cripps and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I am concerned that the wetlands and wildlife will be impacted on by this project and I care deeply
that there are too many natural environments being ruined by the ongoing chase for money.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting

consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon‐to‐be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Georgina Cripps
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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. Please refer to the attached
submission document for further details.

I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of
a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence
of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soonto-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,
Emma Libbis
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I object to the proposed AGL gas FSRU and associated works for the following
reasons: 1. A development like this seems incompatible with the Ramsar area. The
Australian Government needs to uphold the agreement to protect this area.
Dredging in this bay would be detrimental to the water quality and it may be an
ongoing requirement. Also discharging low temperature chlorinated water into the
bay appears to be outside the requirements for the EPA to grant a license to do so in
this area. These are just two processes that could significantly affect the local
ecology. 2. This project will increase the gas supply to Victoria, encouraging more
gas usage when we should be transitioning away from reliance on fossil fuels. There
is little evidence that it will decrease gas prices so why not use our locally available
gas supplies where it is currently essentially required (including current users) and
encourage future users to use renewable energy sources. 3. The bay is an important
recreational fishing area which I believe will be negatively impacted by the plant and
the additional shipping expected. Also, there is the possible introduction of foreign
species into the bay. 4. One of the detrimental aspects of this gas supply is the
fugitive release of methane. The likelihood of this is exacerbated by the additional
processes of liquifying the gas, transferring it to ships, transporting it, transferring it
from the ship and reheating it back to gas, when compared to current local supplies.
5. I believe there is an unacceptable safety risk with such a large energy storage near
a populated area. 6. The previous activities of this company do not encourage
confidence that environmental or other concerns will be adequately mitigated or
monitored. They have already been fined for failing to offset their emission levels
and have sought to weaken our environmental laws to facilitate this plant.
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My name is Heather Armstrong 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. My main concern 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. Phillip Island could
be impacted. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will be inconsistent with the
perception it is a pristine and protected wetland. Wetlands are among the most
biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water allowing 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, a nursery site for prawns and fish. This is the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria, stabilising sediment and protecting the shoreline from
erosion. This must be protected. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day. 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. 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, the
foundations of the ecosystem, would be the most impacted by this proposal. 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 again
for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. The impact on these 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 or the community to any
harm. Sincerely, Heather Armstrong
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I believe the project should not be allowed for a number of reasons the main four
being: 1. As one of the wealthiest countries in the world we can afford not to
construct new fossil fuel projects in Victoria and Australia With the plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage, fossil fuel projects are a threat to our
environment and 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. 2. We need to
protect our wetlands and Westernport Bay 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. If
the project is approved AGL will dump many millions of litres of chlorinated water
each day. The effects of this are not known, a commitment by AGL to do
“something” if the results are different to what is expected is naive and
unacceptable. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport Bay. Victorian environmental
legislation (SEPP Waters) in its clause 22 prohibits the Environmental Protection
Agency from granting to a corporation a permit to discharge wastewater in high
conservation value areas. Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site and a high conservation
value area under Victorian legislation. Because of that, AGL sought to weaken our
environmental laws so that they would be allowed to discharge wastewater. In 2018
AGL made a submission to modify the SEPP Waters to allow companies to dump
wastewater in high conservation value areas and clear the path for their polling gas
import terminal. Thankfully, the EPA rejected AGL’s submission. However, AGL is
seeking to proceed with their project despite existing legislation prohibiting their
proposed operation. 3. Westernport Bay in not an ideal site It makes no sense to me
why a facility whose primary purpose is to provide gas to Melbourne is not located
close to Melbourne, i.e. at the Port of Melbourne. 4. AGL’s Environment Effect
Statement does not properly address the risk of oil and other spills into the bays
Increased ship traffic in Westernport Bay increases the risk of accidents such as oil
spills. Although it is uncommon for ships to collide, this risk cannot be simply
dismissed. An oil spill within the internationally important Ramsar wetland of
Westernport Bay could be catastrophic.
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Hi Leigh, Below is your submission regarding AGL's application for the
environmental assessment of their proposed gas import terminal. Please copy and
paste this submission into the Victorian government form linked here:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC. You can also send it to them as a hard
copy, contact the government at +136 186 if you need to do this. In the past few
days, we were able to simply email this automatically to the Victorian government,
but they have since asked us all to fill in the form above instead. This is so they can
safeguard your privacy and ensure no submissions are missed. It is not ideal, we
know, but please copy and paste your submission below to ensure it is counted.
Every submission we make ensures it is impossible for AGL and the Victorian
government to ignore the community opposition to this project. If you struggle,
don't hesitate to contact us and we can help. We will make sure we get every single
one of these submissions is counted. Thank you for taking action, the team at
Environment Victoria Your submission: My name is Leigh Houliston and I live in the
Westernport Bay area. Ecologically WPB is an extremely important area. Particularly
the Mangroves around the proposed AGL development site.To lose this will be a
crime to future generations and our natural environment.It is a special place. Don’t
destroy it. 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 perc
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My name is Norm Mortlock and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
is important to me because it is a shallow bay, home to the southernmost mangrove
areas in the world. I consider this proposal has the potential to do irreversible harm
to the ecology and biodiversity of this unique area of Australia. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Env

My name is Norm Mortlock and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is important to me because it is a shallow bay, home to the southernmost
mangrove areas in the world. I consider this proposal has the potential to do irreversible
harm to the ecology and biodiversity of this unique area of Australia.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of
a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as
the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
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,
Norm Mortlock
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My name is Amanda Blake and I live in Crib Point on the Westernport Bay. The
native birds call this town and the surrounding waterways their home. Everyone
comments on the sound of birds that can be heard throughout the day. It would be
a far better long-term choice to protect the area for Eco-tourism. 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.
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Submission to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister of Planning
My name is Christine Puebla. My husband and I have been living in Crib Point for 24 years. Since my
retirement in 2006 I have grown to love this coastal area even more deeply. Having time to explore
the tracks and beaches I found many subjects for reference in my new visual arts pursuit. My early
paintings which were sold at local art shows were of the mangroves with birdlife feeding in the
shallows. Painting them connected me to their environmental role and their beauty.
Australia has many environmental treasures recognised on UNESCO’s world heritage list. The
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act became law in 1999. This law was
important as Australia had signed up to the International laws which obliged us to protect and
conserve these sites. The findings from a second 10 yearly review state the laws alone fail to protect
the environment. A final report with recommendations will be published by Professor Samuel in this
coming October. It will be an opportunity for positive, well informed and directed action.
Victoria’s parliament is holding an inquiry into the decline of Victoria’s ecosystems, why it is
happening and what can be done to stop it. Do they need an inquiry to know that giving AGL
approval for a Floating Storage Regasification Unit (FSRU) at Crib Point in Western Port Bay is
contrary to preventing decline of our fragile marine ecologies, seagrasses and mangroves? This area
is an internationally recognised Ramsar listed wetland and a UNESCO designated biosphere reserve.
We are obliged but should also want, to prioritise the protection of these valued areas.
Our Mornington Shire Council has recently voted to oppose the AGL project as they have no
confidence that the environmental impacts can be acceptably managed. They have also genuinely
committed to zero emissions by 2040, needing to transform our energy sector. They know a fossil
fuel project is contrary to that commitment.
There was a fire at Cerberus when we first came here to live, 1996. It was alarming to have the
darkened smoky sky with helicopters overhead. I remember the surprise of a low flying owl
struggling to find a safe place come through our back yard. We came here for the tranquillity of this
unhurried place and found it for nearly 20 years.
In January 2015 a bush fire travelled from Hasting to Crib Point with a number of homes threatened.
The eventual wind change had it burn back on itself. Another bush fire in 2016 burnt along the
esplanade/foreshore area opposite the Crib Point jetty. Local word was that it was a young person’s
deliberate act. Who can say something like that won’t happen again with an FSRU close by?
The area is changed but green again, and the tracks offer fragrant restorative walks filled with bird
calls.
But, every summer we worry when high temperatures and strong winds are forecast. We do not
need any additional stress that an unwanted FSRU at the Crib Point jetty would create. Industrial
accidents caused by human error, safety equipment failure, technical malfunction, ship collision,
construction error or atmospheric conditions bring potential risk of fire and or explosion. An LNG
vapour cloud is highly flammable and can be ignited by heat, sparks, flames or lightning. VERY
FRIGHTENING.

My friend who lives at that end of Disney Street says she’d have to leave if her peaceful nights
became full of polluted air, light and noise. Noise from an FSRU would be a constant reminder that
our tranquil life at Crib Point is under threat. ......but who would buy her property there then?
We can understand the harm to human’s health both mental and physical but what will the true
impact of that imposed noise and light and cold chlorinated water which will be pumped into the
bay, be on our marine life and wetlands? Please do not wait to measure how much damage has
been caused, recommend NO. Our bay supports so much life it needs to be protected.
Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in their fight against climate change. They
store large amounts of carbon for years. We must end our reliance on fossil fuels and invest in
projects based on renewable energies. Rejecting this project would be leading the way.
Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission.

Sincerely, Christine Puebla
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My name is Tom Hide and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Grew up fishing on the
bay and just enjoy what it has to offer I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community. The beach and reserve
area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access
to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value area
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Submission to the Crib Point IAC in response to the EES for the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project
I was born on the Mornington Peninsula and despite stints living in Melbourne or
overseas, all my life I have considered Red Hill my home. Now that COVID-19 Stage
4 restrictions prevent me from traveling to the beach (which is tantalisingly just out of
my 5km reach), I find myself thinking of it often. My fondest childhood memories are
on the sand of Western Port Bay: fish and chips at Pt Leo with my parents on a hot
Friday night and wading in the shallows at Merricks at sunset to watch the powerful
black shadows of dolphins flick around me. Our Bay is busy with life, home to a
staggering 1350 species – among them seals, penguins, dolphins, migratory
Southern Right and Humpback Whales, Weedy Sea Dragons and Hooded Plovers.
But Western Port’s biodiversity is under threat. These COVID restrictions, necessary
as they are, stop me from enjoying the Bay and I worry that they also stop me from
protecting it.
I strongly oppose the proposed Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Crib-Point to
Pakenham Pipeline project. There are countless environmental and ethical reasons
to keep heavy industry out of the Bay. In this submission I will focus on four
significant objections to the project: the threat to marine life posed by the facility,
the risk of damage to Ramsar listed wetlands and endangered species caused
by the connected pipeline, the unacceptable danger that our continued reliance on
gas poses to our climate and the failure of the consultation process to
meaningfully and democratically engage a considerable proportion of the local
community.
Threat to marine life
The EES is manifestly inadequate in accurately or credibly predicting the impact that
the proposed project would have on the Bay’s biodiversity. It seems that the
developer plans to either break or somehow circumvent the current Victorian
environmental laws (SEPP Waters) that prevents the discharge of wastewater. The
proposed FSRU plans to draw over 450 million litres of seawater every day, then
discharge it back into the Bay, chilled and chlorinated and potentially toxic to marine
life. There is so much we do not know about how this cold, chlorinated wastewater
will affect marine life in Westernport Bay and the EES does nothing to adequately
address this.
According to the Victorian National Parks Association11, the waste water would be
polluted with chlorine at a concentration 16 times higher than CSIRO has deemed
safe levels for marine waters - a concentration of 100 micrograms per litre, when the
safe levels (to protect 99% of species) is set at just 6 micrograms per litre. Given
these figures, how can AGL prove that there is no threat to biodiversity by sterilising,
chlorinating and cooling the water? What evidence is there that this is safe?
In February 2020 I volunteered to assist a Deakin University seagrass conservation
program, which was also supported by Melbourne Water. I spent hours up to my
waist in mud at Wooley’s Beach (within a few hundred metres of the proposed FSRU

site) hand picking the seeds from the declining Zostera seagrass. The mud flats
directly surrounding the proposed AGL development contain a particularly healthy
Zostera population, so much so that the seeds from this area are being used as
propagation material to help revegetate the rest of the Bay. I want to know
specifically what impact the increased shipping traffic and the discharge of cold,
chlorinated wastewater will have on seagrass and biodiversity. This seagrass is
critical habitat for fish. Has AGL consulted with local conservation groups (like the
Blue Carbon Lab and the Seagrass Restoration Network) working to revegetate this
area? There are many experts working locally who know how precarious the Bay’s
biodiversity already is. Has Melbourne Water been consulted?
Not only does the EES fail to address the impact of planned marine pollution, it also
fails to assess the risk of accidental contamination. The project would see a 25-40%
increase in marine traffic in the Westernport Bay, which surely also increases the
cumulative risk of collisions and accidents. There is no inclusion of an impact risk
assessment of the threat of oil spills. How does AGL plan to investigate this risk? A
detailed mitigation plan should be provided.
The EES also fails to address the impact this marine traffic poses to migratory
whales – particularly considering peak shipping times coincide with the peak whale
migration. The endangered Southern Right Whale is known to visit the Bay in winter.
There is a population of only 300 Southern Right Whales across Victoria, South
Australia, Tasmania and New South Wales waters combined. Any increased risk of
injuring this already very fragile population needs to be taken seriously. AGL should
provide a highly detailed plan to outline exactly how they plant to mitigate against
any ancillary boat traffic colliding with and injuring whales. The EES should also
include scientific evidence that plankton (the main food source of whales) will not be
impacted by the FSRU water intake. The EES predicts that plankton will not be
sucked up by the water intake pipes by making the assumption that plankton floats
higher than the pipes. I would like to see AGL provide detailed evidence of this,
because at this stage it seems to have no scientific basis.
Damage to Ramsar listed wetlands and endangered species
The proposed pipeline would run through a world-renowned Ramsar listed wetland,
which is listed under the Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. The
pipeline would also impact the United Nations (UNESCO) declared biosphere
reserve, which is one of only nine biospheres in Australia. This region contains a
range of listed threatened species, ecological communities and listed migratory
species – including 65% of Victoria’s bird species. Many of the migratory birds that
use the area are also listed under international agreements, including the JAMBA,
CAMBA , ROKAMBA and the Bonn Agreement.2 Given our obligations to these
international agreements of conservation and protection, exactly how does AGL and
APA plan to mitigate risks to this habitat? How can any level of risk be deemed
acceptable?
The construction of the pipeline would result in the loss of over 150,000 square
meters of native vegetation from this biosphere zone, almost half of which are
endangered vegetation types. I want to know how APA plans to address the fact that
36 threatened species will potentially be impacted, including species protected under

the following acts: 8 species listed under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation (EPBC) Act, 19 species listed under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee
Act listed species, 30 species under the Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning Advisory List, and 5 migratory species protected under the EPBC Act.
Given so many of these species and ecological zones are already listed under
multiple environment protection acts, how can this project even be under
consideration?
Continued reliance on gas an unacceptable danger to our climate
The project is a disaster on localised environmental grounds, but even if all of these
risks were somehow ameliorated, the project would still pose unacceptable danger to
our climate. To invest in this project is to continue to invest in Victoria’s fossil fuel
future. The Government have committed to net zero carbon emissions by 2050 and
falsely assert that gas is a transition fuel, however gas is a fossil fuel that is directly
driving the climate crisis. I would like to see the detailed modelling that the
Government is using to assert that this project is necessary. According to the
Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) and CSIRO renewables have become
the cheapest alternative for new power production.3
There is very little evidence that the project is needed, or economically viable as
Australia transitions to renewable energy sources. I want the State and
Commonwealth Governments to reject the project in favour of working with the
Australian energy industry to fast-track the transition to renewables.

Failure of the consultation process
There has been vocal community opposition to the project for years, but the
consultation process has been manifestly inadequate. The community was given the
opportunity to review and submit feedback on the hefty 11,000+ page document
during the unprecedented stage 4 COVID-19 restrictions. In any other year, this
would have been met with a flurry of community activity to raise community
awareness and increase the strength of our opposition - rallies on our beaches,
handing out leaflets at market stalls, letter-drops, meetings with MPs and town hall
meetings. All of these are now in fact, illegal. We had to cancel a family friendly
beach rally that was scheduled for March 2020 - the last one we held back in 2019
attracted thousands of people and was covered by several commercial news
networks.4 Even the most basic of publicity measures – the distribution of posters
beyond my 5km radius - has required the logistical effort of coordinating people who
live within legal distance of various shopping centres.
The Mornington Peninsula’s largest age demographic has ostensibly been excluded
from the consultation process. According to 2016 Census data5, the median age of
people in the Mornington Peninsula Shire (LGA) was 46 years (significantly above
the national average of 37.) 24.6% of the population is aged over 65 y/o and 44.8%
over 50 y/o. Retirees are often highly engaged in community consultation projects,
they are connected to community issues through their association with face-to-face
community organisations and activities: religious services, public libraries and
sporting clubs. However, none of these local groups have been able to meet for

months and as a result, many elderly people will not have known this consultation
period was happening. Local newspaper The Leader has also stopped distributing
hardcopy print versions of their papers during the past 3 months, removing one of
the very few ways that non-internet users could have found out about the
consultation process. Online activism, Zoom meetings, webinars and social media
are not accessible to many in this older demographic and their inclusion in this
process was not allowed for by AGL or by the State Government.
There has been an enormous community effort to mount a defence against this
project, but we have been hampered at every step of the way. Not only have the
Mornington Peninsula had to deal with the emotional stress of the pandemic, but
they have also had to try to find time to wade through and respond to the EES while
juggling the unique challenges of working from home and educating and caring for
children at home. For every formal submission made, there would be many people
who were unaware the consultation period was even underway. The Government
has delayed many very significant decisions this year due to the pandemic, including
the setting of emission reduction targets and the sitting of parliament itself. It is
grossly unfair that while members of parliament deem the current pandemic
conditions too restrictive to conduct business online, the government still expects the
community to find a way.
This community does not want this project and we have vocalised our opposition as
loudly as possible during these unprecedented times. Westernport Bay is a
treasured place, protected under multiple local and international laws. To allow the
largest polluter in the country to endanger these already precarious ecosystems
would be grossly negligent and unforgivable. I have spent countless hours and
sleepless nights worrying about how I can defend my beloved Bay and hope that the
IAC recognises the intrinsic value of this place. I am proud of our community –
despite being physically apart, we have been united in our love of the places we hold
dear.

1

Victorian National Parks Association, https://vnpa.org.au/agl/
Westernport Biosphere, https://www.biosphere.org.au/our-biosphere/western-port-biosphere/
3
CSIRO and AEMO (2018) GenCost 2018, Updated projections of electricity generation technology
costs,https://www.csiro.au/en/News/News-releases/2018/Annual-update-finds-renewables-arecheapest-newbuild4
Channel 9 News coverage of 2019 Paddle Out event,
https://twitter.com/9newsmelb/status/1081815962146430976?s=21XshAdDCke1Fa%3Fdl%3D0&fbclid=IwAR2
_bMMVZQN__TwoSzRWh3AACy2VZ0KqIAzul6tPl7rQxPeXDi7PToVjxww
5
2016 Census Data,
https://quickstats.censusdata.abs.gov.au/census_services/getproduct/census/2016/quickstat/LGA25340#:~:te
xt=The%20median%20age%20of%20people,up%2024.6%25%20of%20the%20population.
2
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My name is Carol Shelton and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I love
Westernport Bay for its pristine environment both in the water which contains
significant sea grass and marine species. Also the surrounding coastline which is of a
high ecological standard and needs to be protected. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental
and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of
nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay.
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My name is Janine Bugg and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

All wetland systems are important areas to capture CO2 and other pollutants as well provide habitat
for many species of plants and animals including migratory seabirds. Victorians need to preserve this
important place for the future.

I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.

The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.

Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.

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

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact

assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and
reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is
generated through renewables.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Janine Bugg
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My name is Doug Murchison and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I believe all ecologically sensitive areas are extremely important to our at risk and
endangered wild life. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most 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 comb
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My name is Wendy Coad and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Westernport is diverse it is wonderfully wild and has awesome wetlands,.It is a fantastic area for
families to explore to see local wildlife in its natural habitat, to see this coastal area in all of it’s
untouched beauty should be our legacy forever
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay
Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem ‐ like plankton and fish
eggs ‐ would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Wendy Coad
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I am disabled with a breathing condition. 30% lung c It is time to focus on a green
economy that keeps the air clean. I live here because of access to medical services
but in a green area. If you can breathe nothing else matters. This is simply not a
popular option for all in the community. But for those who have breathing
difficulties, any chance of affecting the air quality is simply unacceptable. What
happens if something fails? What happens if there is a leak?? Honestly, why would
AGL spend all this money when a clean green option such as wind and solar is an
option? Realize the need for storage but batteries are available and a real option.
Time to transition. Be a progressive company. Find a way to store the energy when
it is not generated. Lead by example. Work with the community and build grid-scale
battery system in tandem with household batteries. Imagine if AGL could become
the company of choice because they work with each house to link up all the
batteries - Amazing what a visionary company AGL could be!
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*Please note - I do not give permission for my address, phone number or email to be
made public. My name is MK Francis and I visit Westernport Bay often. I have close
friends in Crib Point and have been visiting with my children for around ten years.
We especially enjoy walking along the mangroves and watching the birdlife (black
swans). It is a beautiful, peaceful place with many personal memories as well as an
environmentally significant part of Victoria. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
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. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does
not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue. Sincerely, MK
Francis *Please note - I do not give permission for my address, phone number or
email to be made public.
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The Costs Outweigh the Need
It is as simple as that but let me explain
I wanted to understand the thinking behind my son’s decision to rearrange his family’s energy
requirements so I rang him and this is what he said;
‘We use a reverse cycle unit to heat our house. When we first were looking at getting this system the
cost of electricity and gas per unit (Mj/H after conversion from Kw/H) was roughly comparable. Now
electricity is cheaper. Combine that with the fact that we have a 6.5Kw solar system that offsets both
usage and overall expenditure, then it's not really a contest.
State and Federal subsidy programs and the falling cost of solar units are making such a system more
affordable than ever. That cost isn't going to go up anytime... ever. So why on Earth would you as a
homeowner invest in a new gas system? And besides when batteries come down in cost we will look
at our own energy storage system. We also have an induction stove top with an electric oven.
As soon as the hot water system dies (it's on its last legs) we'll cease to pay AGL for any gas... of
course they're our electricity supplier, so at least they'll have that.
At no point have I mentioned the environmental impact. I don't need to. It makes sense financially. ’

Joel’s roof
When he heard that I was writing this submission he told me to showcase his situation as an
example of someone who chose to ditch gas on their way to minimising energy costs and reducing
the family carbon footprint.
Say what you like in the rest of your submission but when you do, he said, think of my five year old
daughter in this way. Because of the manner in which we are currently burning fossil fuels, by the
time Lina is your age she will have watched the extinction of both polar bears and koalas and that’s
irresponsible.
‘The true meaning of life is to plant trees, under whose shade you do not expect to sit’
Nelson Henderson

Bushfire victim

Climate Change Crisis, Carbon Footprint and the AGL Gas Import Terminal
Carbon Emissions and Carbon Footprint

Carbon emissions on the rise since the Industrial Revolution
The graph speaks for itself but I say that the AGL gas terminal will only make it worse
How to lower emissions
The Victorian government will soon set its Renewable Energy Targets to fit into its overall plan of
reaching zero carbon emissions by 2050. This means that it will be setting in place policies and
strategies to reduce Victoria’s carbon footprint from now until 2050.
Yet despite this we now have a proposal for a project which will increase the state’s carbon footprint
when the government is setting targets and strategies to reduce it.
Counterproductive right?
What plans do AGL have to off-set the carbon emissions which will be emitted from the proposed
terminal in Victoria?

The Climate Change Crisis

Summer fires in east Gippsland
More Fires
It is a simple construct
•
•
•

There is no dispute that climate change is having a major impact on the planet
These impacts are predicted to get worse
Gas is a fossil fuel so its emissions contribute to global warming

Before I continue I want to make an important point about emissions that is conveniently
overlooked by the gas industry and their lobbyists. They brandish around the argument that gas
produces less greenhouse gases than coal and so it should play a bigger role in the energy mix going
forward. But I say ‘Not so fast!’.
Recent findings, published in Nature, suggest the share of naturally released fossil methane has
been underestimated by “an order of magnitude”, which means that human activities are 25-40%
more responsible for fossil methane in the atmosphere than thought.
This strengthens suspicions that fossil fuel companies are not fully accounting for their impact on
the climate, particularly with regard to methane – a colourless, odourless gas that many plants vent
into the atmosphere.
An earlier study revealed methane emissions from US oil and gas plants were 60% higher than
reported to the Environmental Protection Agency.
Taking into consideration the known effects of these increased emissions into the atmosphere

•

The proposed AGL gas terminal will lead to an increase in global temperatures and the
likelihood of more disastrous events such as depicted in the fire image above.

Costs
My son Joel spoke about the financial cost of energy in his decision to ditch gas. In response to his
decision I am sure that proponents of this AGL gas terminal would argue that lower gas prices as a
result of the project would be the solution to his dilemma.
Well let us assume that you ignore the other costs of this project (more of that later) I would say to
the gas proponents (apologies for the speed theme again) ‘Slow down and take 2!’
There is plenty of gas in Australia but the domestic customers are simply being duded. Gas is being
exported internationally in large amounts at low market prices which creates the impression that
there is not enough to go around here. I am not an economics expert but I do not have to be to work
out that whatever the insufficient gas remaining for the Australian domestic market will be
expensive. So us gas customers are being conned into thinking we need more gas.
Solution? Make sure the domestic market gets its fair she, at lower prices, before shipping it off
overseas at a profit for large companies to no benefit for the citizens of Australia.
But do not take my word for it.
The competition watchdog the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC) has found
and expressed in an interim report that consumers and businesses on Australia’s east coast are
paying significantly more for gas than international customers buying the liquefied natural gas (LNG)
exports.
The ACCC chair, Rod Sims said in a statement “I am yet to hear a compelling reason from LNG
producers as to why domestic users are paying substantially higher prices than buyers in
international markets.”
“When we have lower gas prices around the world, and the Australian market is linked to world gas
markets, it is vital that Australian gas users get the benefit.”

‘..Gas in our own national electricity market has declined by 29% since 2014 and
renewables sprung up by 70%, according to data from OpenNEM. The official market
operator believes by 2040 the role of gas is going to be smaller. The gas glut on the
world market will last the decade...’ - Bob Carr
So it is just not me that sees the dilemma in our approach to LNG here in Australia.
More Costs
The environment is my passion and as you read through this submission that will become more
obvious. But once again it is far more than just about me, my passion or my opinion.

Marine Damage

Scientific studies have established that oceans heat up as a result of climate change which causes
interference to the natural lifecycles of marine organisms.
I have a personal vested interest in the waters off the coast of Victoria where I grew up so I will
highlight just two of many examples as evidenced by the science. Firstly, fish species such as
Australian salmon are adapted to the cooler waters off the coast of Victoria are now found to be
moving further south as a result of increasing sea temperatures in the once cooler southern oceans.
Secondly, the iconic endemic giant kelp forests synonymous with the cool southern waters of Bass
Strait and its surrounds are now dying at disturbingly high rates again as a result of rising sea
temperatures.
In isolation that might not be of concern but planetary ecosystems do not operate in isolation.
Everything is interconnected which means flow on effects to other marine species are occurring in
an alarmingly accelerated and complex way that does not auger well either for species and
ultimately for humans.
In fact at the current rate of increase of global emissions and without significant changes the world is
on track to lose more than 50 per cent of all marine species (UNESCO) by the turn of the century,
which goes to the point of climate change. It is a crisis and fossil fuels are the cause.
Let me further highlight this point.
Humans –Cause and Consequence
A recent University of Adelaide study finds temperature and CO2 changes reduce the numbers of
some species and promote the growth of algae. In the study, the researchers write: “The top of food
webs may eventually become depleted under future climate conditions or additional human
disturbances.” Dr Sophie Dove, an associate professor at the University of Queensland, who has
run large long-term mecocosm experiments, said the study adds to mounting evidence that under
the current trajectory of CO2 emissions “services will be lost from our most valued ecosystems”.
For humans this has ramifications. Threats to clean air, water, food and more.
Coral Reef Ecosystems
The UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change published evidence suggesting a majority of
tropical coral reefs would disappear even if heating was limited to 1.5C and would be “at very high
risk” at 1.2C.. This is alarming as we know that the globe has warmed about 1C since the industrial
revolution.

Coral Bleaching at Heron Island 2016
The fact that the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority confirmed in March 2019 that the natural
landmark had suffered an unprecedented third mass coral bleaching in five years highlights the
devastating impact of climate change on marine ecosystems.
Consequently there is huge concern amongst the multi-million dollar Queensland tourist industry.
But the AGL gas terminal is in Victoria
To consider it purely as a local issue is naïve because we all know the oceans of the world are
interconnected including the waters of Western Port Bay. They heat up together which means that
the proposed AGL gas terminal has a huge footprint!
It comes with higher carbon emissions and greater warming of the oceans.
This all just confirms that the world does not have the luxury of continuing down the energy path
driven by fossil fuels such as gas.

Perfect Time to Act
Start by Listening to the People

Research shows the one thing above all others that galvanises opposing group in Australia, in the
sometimes otherwise toxic energy debate, is greater investment in renewable energy. I repeat, the
people of Australia are consistent and unequivocal on this point. It is even more pronounced here in
Victoria.

It is therefore incumbent on policy makers to act accordingly which is why the Victorian government
is aiming for zero carbon emissions by 2050. They have a responsibility to the constituency to head
towards a low carbon structure which puts renewable energy before fossil fuels.
People want more investment in renewable energy, not gas, so the AGL import gas terminal is not in
their interest.
Victorian polling
This polling was commissioned by state government agency Sustainability Victoria and undertaken
by Wallis Research, who conducted a survey of 3300 Victorians.
•
•

Over three-quarters of Victorians believe that climate change is an urgent issue that needs
action now
93% believe the state government should be acting on climate change (with 48% saying the
state government should be leading, and 44% saying the state government should be
contributing)

“This polling confirms that the vast majority of Victorians understand climate change is serious and
urgent. We can already see climate change unfolding with damaging impacts across the state.
Victorians expect their leaders to have a plan to tackle this massive threat to our way of life. ”

What about the Business World?
In the eyes of business renewable energy investment is a global phenomenon.
Business understands that you can reduce the carbon footprint of our consumption and production
by investing in profitable renewable energy. So much so that Australia’s major business
organisations, the Business Council of Australia, the Australian Industry Group and others, have
called for Australia’s economic recovery plan to be consistent with the Paris Agreement (2016) goal
of net zero emissions by mid-century – a view that is held in the banking and finance sectors.
Bloomberg New Energy Finance (BNEF) published its 2H 2020 Corporate Energy Market Outlook: The
pandemic edition in which it was noted “Australia is back on the radar,” BNEF said, with corporate
clean energy PPA activity ( Power Purchase Agreement) already up 50% over 2019 as a whole.
Multinational companies such as Amazon and Aldi Foods have announced big clean energy PPAs in
2020, “attracted to the flexibility of Australia’s corporate procurement market, which mirrors the US
in many ways.”
Now a major Australian insurer Suncorp has announced it will end any financing or insuring of the oil
and gas industry by 2025. In claiming that “Suncorp has recognised that an expansion in oil and gas
production will undermine the Paris Agreement on climate change and worsen the floods, bushfires,
droughts and storms which are hitting its profits” campaign group Market Forces goes on to add that
“With this new policy Suncorp has sent a clear message to the federal government, that it will not be
a part of any expansion of dirty gas production.”

Now is the Perfect Time to Act on a Recovery Plan focussing on Clean Energy

What a perfect moment to treat the AGL gas terminal issue as part of the Covid 19 recovery issue.
Is Victoria going to invest public money in a limited short term future led by a gas recovery (AGL gas
plant) or place the interests of its constituents into a sustainable long term future led by renewable
energy (RE)?
A few years ago whilst touring in Europe I visited the Gaudi Cathedral in Spain. This masterpiece took
133 years to complete under a medieval concept referred to as ‘Cathedral Thinking’. In those times
the architects planned spectacular buildings knowing full well that they would never be finished in
their own lifetimes. This is the type of thinking that needs to be used now as governments plan
recoveries for the years ahead. Rather than thinking ‘short term’ with the next election in mind they
should seek a sustainable future based not on fossil fuel industries such as gas that have a limited
future, but rather ‘long term’ clean energy sources.
Why do that?
Because the world needs to reduce its vulnerability to the shocks of a future manifested by climate
change. The sensible way forward is to think of future societies in the decades ahead becoming
resilient and sustainable. That means we must avoid fossil fuel carbon emitting technology such as
gas.
Carbon Emissions Decreasing Technology (RE) VS Carbon Emissions Increasing Technology (Gas)
And the winner is? Clean Energy (RE)

Convinced Yet?
Why the Victorian Government should say NO
The Victorian government knows the people want greater investment in RE over fossil fuels. The
evidence is undisputed. Making the right decision on behalf of the people will be reciprocated by

their support. The resilience of the populace will be far better served by a government that acts in
their interests.
Victorians have drawn their conclusions because they are aware that;
•
•
•

gas is a fossil fuel and therefore contributes to carbon emissions
gas contributes 15% of Australia’s energy which means renewable energy alternatives such
as solar, wind, thermal, hydro etc. on current trajectory will replace any gas contribution
community energy efficiency improvements in homes and businesses, including switching to
electricity appliances ( like my son) will reduce energy needs and offset the perceived need
for further gas energy contribution

I am Mr Average
But what do the experts say?
Here in Australia a gas lead future, exemplified by the AGL gas proposal, just flies in the face of
expert advice on our nation’s energy future. The Australian Energy Market Operator’s integrated
system plan confirms that Australia can rapidly move to renewable energy without the need for
any new gas.
Just recently the United Nations chief economist also pushed the focus on climate as he urged the
world to pursue more ambitious climate action and investment in renewable energy at the
expense of fossil fuels.

THIS IS URGENT
Why now?
The quicker we act on reducing carbon emissions the more gradual our recovery will be from the
scientifically accepted climate crisis already upon us. That means to save money the Victorian
government should be deploying all of the available instruments to bring an end to technologies
with a limited future. Gas being one of those.

Stranded asset
We have enough gas. In fact there is a glut in the gas market which means the AGL gas proposal is
superfluous. Consider why it is necessary to underwrite gas infrastructure with tax payer money.
I came to the same conclusion as the private sector (see What About the Business World?) who view
proposals like the AGL gas import terminal as ‘time bound’ investments ie. not profitable in the long
term. This means it is destined to be a stranded asset.
The unsatisfactory solution in the short term is to fund it with a subsidy provided by the public
because the private sector will not cough up the money by itself.
So why are the taxpayers of Victoria being placed in the unacceptable position of funding a project
that private investors view as a future stranded asset?

A Ramsar Site and Gas terminal are incompatible
The proposed AGL gas import terminal is located entirely within the internationally recognised and
protected high conservation value area of the Western Port Bay wetland.

The Western Port Bay Site is listed as a Ramsar Site due to the high representation of marine species
and birds that rely on the significant expanses of important wetland habitat, including intertidal sand
and mud flats and areas of saltmarsh and mangroves.
Many species of birds use the sheltered sections of Western Port where there are extensive
mudflats. Areas including French Island and the north-eastern shores of Phillip Island play home to
bird species such as; wading shorebirds, ducks, swans, grebes, herons, egrets, ibis and spoonbills.
More specifically the seagrass meadows, mudflats, mangroves and saltmarshes are the beginning of
critical food chains that sustain the fisheries of Victoria and provide feeding grounds for our
international migratory shore birds. These birds rely on the Western Port Bay wetlands for food prior
to their epic migrations to and from the Arctic Circle and are among the most endangered species

on Earth due to a worldwide loss of their habitat.
Results from the Birdlife Australia studies show just how vital Western Port is for waterbirds;
•

Western Port is especially important for species that favour mangrove -lined coasts, including larger
shorebirds

•

Numbers of waterbirds in the bay are not static, fluctuating seasonally and between years

•

Inland-breeding waterbirds (such as the Grey Teal) leave Western Port when inland areas experience
good rains, but then return in large numbers after they have bred

•

Numbers of a few species are generally increasing (e.g. Australian Pied Oystercatcher and Bar-tailed
Godwit), but more have declined (e.g. various cormorants, Grey-tailed Tattler, Eastern Curlew and
Curlew Sandpiper).

The threatened Curlew Sandpiper
These findings emphasise the importance of maintaining the health of this environment and
therefore 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,
including the maintenance of their ecological character and prevention of their degradation.
The proposed AGL gas terminal poses an unnecessary risk to this environment.

Direct threats to the surrounding environment
Environmental Impacts

Oil Spills
Increased ship traffic in Westernport Bay increases the risk of accidents such as oil spills. Due to
existing operations oil tankers would pass directly by the FSRU (Floating Storage Regasification Unit)
and although it is uncommon for ships to collide, this risk cannot be simply dismissed especially with
the increase in traffic as a result of the terminal. We have faced oil spills in the past such as the Iron
Barron spill in Tasmania and the Ethane pipeline incident in Port Philip Bay.
An oil spill within the internationally important Ramsar wetland of Westernport Bay could be
catastrophic and the recent oil spill off the coast of Mauritius is a timely reminder of the devastation
that can result from big ships close to shore.
Unfortunately AGL’s Environmental Effect Statement (EES) does not include oil spill modelling /
impact risk assessment. It is simply not acceptable for a high-impact, low-probability event such as

an oil spill to not be fully addressed in the EES, and I demand that AGL investigate this risk and
mitigation options in more detail.
How is AGL planning to ensure that in the event of an oil spill all the necessary steps are taken to
prevent any damage to the environment?
Where are these steps outlined in the EES?

Wastewater Discharge

The AGL plant will draw water to thaw the frozen gas, chlorinate it, cool it and dump these 468
million litres back into the bay each day. Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) in its
clause 22 prohibits the Environmental Protection Agency from granting to a corporation a permit to
discharge wastewater in high conservation value areas.
The Western Port Bay Ramsar Site comes under Victorian legislation so why has AGL sought to
weaken these environmental laws? Is it so that they would then be allowed to discharge
wastewater?
What strategies are proposed by AGL to prevent this cold chlorinated wastewater from affecting
the ecosystems and interconnected marine life in Westernport Bay?
What guarantees are in place to ensure the maintenance of the ecological character of the Ramsar
Site and the prevention of degradation to the marine species that live there?
This site is home to an incredible array of plants and animals and is among the most biodiverse
ecosystems on earth. It contains internationally significant wetlands, is currently one of Victoria’s
and the world’s most precious environments and as such it is totally inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of it.
Noise Pollution
Sound travels a long way underwater which is why I can hear the engines of ships in the channel of
Port Philip Bay when I am underwater only 5 metres from the shore.
So I am not surprised by evidence of the impacts of noise on marine species.
New research has found that noise pollution in the oceans is causing negative effects on fish. The
deep-sea sounds are leaving the fish confused, and making it difficult for them to make proper
judgements when hunting prey or avoiding predators.

In research conducted into seismic testing it was found that noise pollution negatively affects at
least 55 marine species, including both cetaceans and commercially valuable species of fish. Noise
pollution occurs both during the exploration phase (particularly seismic surveying and support
vehicles) and production phase (particularly drilling activities and support vehicles). The Australian
Government recognises seismic surveys and industrial noise impacts as key threats to many
Australian cetacean species, including the endangered southern right whale.
The Western Port Bay Ramsar Site is home to many species of animals that could be impacted by
noise.
What steps have AGL put in place to ensure that industrial noise pollution will not be a threat to
marine species such as killer whales often spotted in Western Port Bay?

Carbon Storage

Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. The reason for this is that the mangroves at the edges of wetlands are
the largest sequesters of carbon on the planet. Consequently these carbon-rich mangrove forest
habitats surrounding Western Port Bay Mangroves form part of the largest sequesters of carbon on
the planet and as such help play a vital role in the fight against climate change.
The AGL gas plant threatens these wetlands and therefore has the potential to further increase
carbon emissions beyond its accepted global warming gas fuelled contribution.

In conclusion
As I wrap up my submission I notice that the local Mornington Peninsula Shire councillors have
passed a motion in opposition to AGL’s plans “as the project poses unacceptable impacts and
associated risks across a range of areas”. (18/08/2020)
They have supported the local community in opposition to the proposal.
We all agree that the environmental and community costs of the AGL gas import terminal outweigh
its perceived need.
It is an unacceptable risk and the precautionary principle should be applied.

It should not proceed!
I was not able to convey my concern to Lina over this project because she is only 5 years old.
But like my son Joel said, the thought of her not being able to show affection to an iconic animal in
its natural habitat was good enough reason for me to take the time to write this submission.
The reality is that the more we allow fossil fuel projects like the AGL gas terminal to proceed the
more likely it is that in the not too distant future all that will remain for Lina to see will be the
depiction of a polar bear from the past. On her TV screen.

Questions

•

What plans do AGL have to off-set the carbon emissions which will be emitted from the
proposed plant in Victoria?

•

So why are the taxpayers of Victoria being placed in the unacceptable position of funding a
project that private investors view as a future stranded asset?

•

How is AGL planning to ensure that in the event of an oil spill all the necessary steps are
taken to prevent any damage to the environment?

•

Where are these steps outlined in the EES?

•

The Western Port Bay Ramsar Site comes under Victorian legislation so why has AGL
sought to weaken these environmental laws? Is it so that they would then be allowed to
discharge wastewater?

•

What strategies are proposed by AGL to prevent this cold chlorinated wastewater from
affecting the ecosystems and interconnected marine life in Westernport Bay?

•

What guarantees are in place to ensure the maintenance of the ecological character of the
Ramsar Site and the prevention of degradation to the marine species that live there?

•

What steps have AGL put in place to ensure that industrial noise pollution will not be a
threat to marine species like this killer whale spotted in Western Port Bay?

Appendix
•

I have used predominately secondary sources in the preparation of this submission

•

The majority of the material has been gathered from newspaper articles and other online
sources

•

The primary sources include the words of my son Joel

•

I believe that the material included is factual

•

I chose credible and reliable sources

I wrote this submission because I passionately believe that the environment is under too
much stress and this is causing irreversible damage to the planet.
We need to limit any action that promotes and causes this damage.
The proposed AGL gas terminal is one of those actions.

Andrew Parsons
Ringwood East
Melbourne
3135
Joel Parsons –
, Croydon North
Melbourne
3136
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Hello,
I’m writing to you from Frankston, my name is Michelle and I have been lucky to be born and
raised amongst our charming Mornington Peninsula. Some of the things that make home
special include our local connections and accessibility to biodiverse environments and green
spaces as we are spoiled with nature reserves, walking tracks, beautiful bushland and myself
personally I tend to take a dip in Port Phillip Bay.
I am 23 years old and like many other people I’m deeply concerned and fearful of the climate
crisis that we face today and tomorrow. Today we know that in order to minimise our
atmospheric emissions we need to shift to renewables, and do that today rather than tomorrow.
Today we know that we are capable of this shift, so we need to back it with confidence before
tomorrow yearns. Today we know that Victoria is the largest consumer of gas per capita
state-wide in Australia, so to mitigate this we need to drastically reduce our consumption by
sourcing cleaner, renewable energy supplies. The climate crisis is the biggest human-induced
problem that faces us today as well as all forthcoming generations ahead. Locking us into
another fossil-fuel emitting project will put us on the backpedal as we again fail to stand up to
our national commitments and unite with the other 194 countries that have signed and
committed to the Paris Agreement. AGL believes that this project will help to “decarbonise our
economy” suggesting the polluting impacts of the coal industry to our health, the climate and the
environment, but we must not forget that gas is just as harmful as coal. Whilst gas may burn
cleanly, the emissions created throughout the supply chain cannot be ignored. We know so
much today, but what lies ahead of tomorrow is something that we cannot always plan for and
foresee. Today we as a local community know that this gas import terminal and pipeline
construction will not reconcile peacefully with our tomorrow.
When reviewing the EES and AGL’s project plan I was alarmed when I read that 468 million
litres of chlorinated water would be dumped back into the bay, and most often at an abnormally
cooler sea-water temperature. If the plan is approved, how will this proceed provided that the
Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) declare that it is illegal for a corporation to
discharge wastewater in areas of high conservation? I understand that chlorine is used to
prevent biofouling from blocking the pipes, but if this kills bio matter then I would like to know
what impact the mass release of this chlorinated water will have on the nearby, larger marine
life and their ecosystems. Whilst the RAMSAR wetland seems to be safeguarded, what safety
measures are in place to protect the marine life? As the water quality depletes this may have an
ecological impact and delay of biological cues. For instance what impact will this dumped

chlorinated water have on the nearby Australian Grayling which bypasses the bay around the
time of breeding? If there are health risks with marine life, this will carry significant downfalls to
the local fishing industry. Will there be choking, battered, washed up fish along our shorelines?
Many people are fearful of the impacts this project will have on the sea water, and its marine
biodiversity, we would like further investigations please.
I believe that AGL has a future, a future that encourages us to consume fresh air, drink clean
water, and live off clean, renewable energy supplies. But I do not think that AGL or AMA
deserve a future in our Westernport Bay.
Thanks,
Michelle
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My name is May Williams and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s part of our
home and our grandchildren’s home and therefore their future . We want it to
remain a haven for our wildlife especially marine wildlife that can be kept safe from
negative environmental interference which will destroy it . 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 Pro
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Your submission: My name is Darryl McKean and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is an unspoilt area, full of natural beauty and wildlife. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirement
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To the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
I strongly oppose the AGL Wholesale Gas Pty Ltd Application in Westernport Bay: both for the Gas Import Jetty
works and the pipeline works, based on two major factors. I believe the projects have inherent risks of adverse
impacts on the local cultural heritage and environment. The second opposition is because the project will
contribute to disastrous climate change, adding to the unnecessary use of fossil fuels in our economy.
Adverse Effects in Westernport Bay
The Indigenous cultural heritage sites should be honoured and not be treated dismissively. Any damage will
result in significant long term effect.
There are a number of protected species in Westernport Bay that should provoke the precautionary principle
under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act (VIC) 1988 and the Commonwealth EPBC Act 1999.
The RAMSAR protected area and mangroves are particularly valuable natural areas and no risk to their
continued protection and enhancement should be contemplated.
The construction of the site and pipeline will cause considerable disruption of both natural and cultural values
in the area.
There is great risk of contamination during construction of PFAS chemicals and heavy metals release from
previous industry at the site and a potential for acid sulphate soils to be disturbed. There will be further
ongoing risks of spillage from sea traffic accidents. These represent significant long term adverse effects.
Ongoing a 40% increase in shipping movements is estimated. There is risk of invasive marine pests from
international carriers. The increased shipping traffic and associated dredging, will result turbidity and silting
and physical wash damage cause a direct threat to the natural values in the area.
The project will release 450,000,000 litres of cold, chlorinated water into the bay every day the regasification
unit processes gas. This represents an immediate and cumulative impact on the equilibrium of the bay.
Ongoing, there will be noise, dust, vibration, air emissions, and light pollution adding to the existing
environmental degradation load on the finely balanced ecology of the area.
Extended adverse effects in space and time: World-wide Climate Change Issues
As a resident of Inverloch, I see daily the coastal erosion effect of rising sea levels. Local and State
Governments cannot manage the threat to infrastructure and built environment of a rising sea. The answer is
abatement. Building infrastructure for long-term production of LNG does not achieve these vital goals.
The premise that the project will support Victoria’s liveability and economic development is deeply flawed in
the light of imminent climate change caused largely by the burning of fossil fuels. United Nations Environment
Programme released a landmark report which showed planned global production of coal, oil and gas would
1
see the world far exceed the Paris Agreement targets . Everyone, everywhere needs to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions (GHG). LNG is an extremely energy-intensive process as the gas needs to be super cooled for
shipping, and secondly, fugitive methane emissions in the gas supply chain only need to be at 3.1% to make
2
gas a worse emitter than coal . Methane is emitted from a number of sources in the gas supply chain from
venting, flaring, high point vents in pipelines and leakages from wells, pipelines, LNG facilities and
3
4
regasification facilities . LNG production requires a high input of steel .

The project documentation does not state the GHG emissions of the LNG produced. Disingenuous statements
in Executive Summary do not state GHG emissions but compare the figure to Victorian total emissions. In
stating the Scope 3 emissions of 1.3 Mt Co2 –e in Chapter 11, flawed assumptions are made regarding the
much greater Scope 1 and 2 GHG emissions. It is assumed the project has no influence on the market and the
extraction and liquefaction of gas would take place without a market. Should world leaders act responsibly and
make real efforts towards minimising GHG emissions, except for emergency baseload until a technological
solution is found for energy storage, there will be no market for fossil fuels.
Further there may be a risk of stranded assets, with the decreasing competitiveness of LNG. A stranded asset
represents a great risk to the area, as comprehensive rehabilitation of the area is unlikely to be enacted when
the project becomes uneconomic. LNG investment in the US continues to plunge as only three new LNG
4
projects have been sanctioned since mid-2016 .
There are better energy alternatives than liquefied natural gas. It is time to start making the move away from
using fossil fuels for anything but short term emergency baseload power. With the right government policies,
Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas. We do not need new gas fields, nor gas import
terminals like the proposal for Westernport Bay.
Thank you for the opportunity to state my opposition to the projects, and hearing my plea for you to act wisely
in determining the risks the projects make to our cultural, natural and long term economic futures.
Yours sincerely
Jennifer Thorn
References:
1.
2.
3.
4.

https://webstore.iea.org/world-energy-outlook-2019
https://ieefa.org/ieefa-australia-gas-is-not-a-transition-fuel-prime-minister/
Clean Energy Transitions Program, 2019. Annual Report 2018: International Energy Agency.
International Energy Agency, 2018. World Energy Investment: International Energy Agency.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

814

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Jackie Tritt

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Jackie Tritt and I live in the Westernport Bay area. On a personal level,
walking along its beaches helps me calm down, breathe and face the world again. As
a biologist, I love the abundant evidence of wildlife, from the tiny red capped
plovers to the 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. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL h

