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My name is Serena Trezise and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

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

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

Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland
wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine
and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for
hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we
face the climate crisis.

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

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we
face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb
our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
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projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing
more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe
climate.

Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals. The EES has
grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual
calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these
numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is
higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a
low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation
Management Plan for Southern Right whales.

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

Sincerely,
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Submission by Sarah Miller on the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
I strongly oppose the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (The Project).
Westernport Bay, Warn Marrin is a place of deep spiritual importance to me and my family. This
project severely impacts upon our spiritual connection to this place. My key concerns regarding the
environmental effects of The Project relate to
1. Destroying the amenity of the place
2. Devastating marine ecology and biodiversity including impacts on the world renowned
Westernport Bay Ramsar wetlands and UNESCO biosphere; and
3. Increasing Greenhouse gas emissions and climate change.
I do have many other concerns but given I am in COVID enforced lockdown juggling, work, family,
elderly parents and the overall stresses of this time I have limited my submission to these area. This
is not, however an indication of the full range of concerns I have about The Project rather all that I
am able to give voice to while dealing with all these constraints.

Westernport Bay‐Warn Marrin: A place of deep spiritual importance and unique
Biodiversity
Merricks beach is my spiritual home. It is the place where I spent most of my early childhood and is
the place that grew in me my deep sense of emplacement and belonging.
We lived right across the road from the beach in
, Merricks Beach. The Bay was and is my
greatest teacher. The Bay taught me so much about reverence, belonging, about joy, identity, about
Life and her hidden depths. There was always something to do at the beach, always someone to be
whether it was the dreamy child hiding in the dunes, or the child ready for adventure, walking along
the cliff tops, caving or snorkelling in the rock pools. We were never bored or needing other
stimulation. This place fed my curiosity, my imagination, and my deep sense of wonder and delight
in the world.
Within the bay are many reefs, and rock pools, and the rock pools were one of my favourite places. I
was always amazed by these deep containers of life, of all they held within. As children, we would
dive into these pools, with snorkels on, and see and feel so much, sea urchins, nudibranchs,
seaweeds, corals, and the many small fish darting about. All there, all contained in these beautiful
wombs, all held in these moments in the rock pools. And it was only in these moments, because
there were times when the rock pools were not there, when the tide was in, and the pools were
submerged, and they were simply a rocky outcrop at the bottom of the sea. So you had to wait until
the right time to dive below, to find the richness contained in the pools. And this of course, made
them all the more special.
Often on our beach walks we would find things washed up on the shore. Cowrie shells were my
favourite, but we would also find sea weeds, shells, sea sponges, feathers, shark egg cases, and we
would see many dead things, often shearwaters, other sea birds, and occasionally a dead seal, or
larger marine animals washed up on the shore. The Bay was teaching me about the cycles of life and
death. It grew in me this understanding so lost in our culture, that life and death are part of the
same continuous cycle.
I have been asked often why I am a conservationist, and it is simply because of my love of this place.
This place, Westernport Bay, Warn marrin, where I grew myself into a young adult through the
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friendships not only with the other young children, but more importantly, with the Bay itself. It gave
so much of itself to me and gave me a sense of self deeply rooted in this place.
As Clarrissa Pinkola Estes says, a return to water is a meeting with the wild friend, the one who
above all others loves us unremittingly, unguardedly and with profound endurance. In these pools,
in this bay I had a friend, a dear and constant friend. And my heart breaks now, to think of the
proposed AGL Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project in this precious place.
The proposed AGL Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project will negatively impact upon my
and my family’s deep spiritual connection with this place in several ways.
1. Destroying the amenity of the place
2. Devastating marine ecology and biodiversity including impacts on the world renowned
Westernport Bay Ramsar wetlands and UNESCO biosphere;
3. Increasing Greenhouse gas emissions and increasing climate change.

1.Destroying the Amenity of the Place.
I believe The Project is entirely unsuitable for Westernport Bay/Warn Marrin. At this time of climate
peril It is in fact unsuitable anywhere but to suggest that it should be sited in a Ramsar and UNESCO
biosphere area is simply wrong. It will have devastating effects on the ecological character of the
place. I would ask that AGL undertake a rigorous assessment of the ways in which this project will
affect the ecological character of Westport bay as a whole, and in particular in relation to the
Ramsar wetlands and UNESCO biosphere regions, as this is missing from the EES.
We must do all we can to protect this unique and precious place. We cannot let her be ruined by
such a devastatingly destructive Project It is entirely inappropriate for an area of such profound
biodiversity, beauty and importance to so many species, to entire ecosystems, and to families and
communities that rely on it for their sense of belonging, of spirituality and connection. This project
will destroy the amenity of the pace.
I know the Bay is not as healthy as she once was. I don’t find cowrie shells anymore, and some of her
sea grasses and mangroves are gone, and along with them birds and other marine life. And this is
heartbreak enough, but what we do have here in these waters is so deeply precious to me, and to so
many others. It is precious to Life itself.
As a Ramsar site Westernport Bay is recognised for many essential services, one of which is spiritual
connection. And for me, the spiritual service provided cannot be separated out from the
biodiversity, the unique wetlands, the sea grasses, the mangroves, saltmarsh communities and the
Bay itself. For the wealth of life that calls this place home. Any damage to this life, damages the
amenity of the place.
We no longer own a house at Merrricks, that got lost in the divorce proceedings between my
parents in the early 80s‐ something my siblings and I still lament. It was in the family since the early
1940s. Without a house we still maintain deep connection to this place through camping and many
day trips. We camp several times a year along Westernport Bay, most often at Balnarring Beach
Reserve but also at Shoreham Foreshore reserve. It was very important to me that my children came
to know this place, to share some of the deep sense of wonder and love that connection to
particular place builds. And to continue on the four generations of people who have lived and loved
Westernport Bay.
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At this point I do want to acknowledge the BoonWurrung who have maintained connected to this
place for 70 000 years. We have much to learn about caring for Country from the Traditional
Custodians, for their understanding of relationship and reciprocity between humans and the more
than human.
We have been camping at Balnarring Beach Reserve for over 15 years with a group of friends, who
are putting in a joint submission and you can read of the importance of this camping to the spiritual
development of each member of the group and, of the deep sense of wonder and joy and
connection to place. Our children thrive on these regular camping and day trips. They have
developed a deep bond with this place, and with nature more broadly. My eldest son is studying
botany at university, and this directly relates to his experiences at Westernport Bay. Both children
have a deep love for this part of the world, and for the flora and fauna that are woven into the
landscapes here. For both of my children, time in nature is essential to their identities and to their
sense of belonging.
As well as our annual camp at Balnarring Foreshore Reserve we also visit regularly throughout the
year camping at Balnarring Beach Reserve or Shoreham Foreshore Reserve. The waves are good for
surfing at Shoreham, which my son enjoys. It’s also close to good snorkelling at Flinders Pier, where
we like to catch sight of the Weedy Sea Dragon, and the rays, and to Mushroom Reef where there
are many reefs, corals and fish.
We also regularly come for day trips to snorkel down here, and back at Merricks and Balnarring,
where we delight in regular snorkelling, bird watching and kayaking. One of the many delights of
snorkelling and kayaking is to see the Dolphins. They seem to regularly visit us on our travels to
Westernport Bay, especially at Balnarring and Somers. This direct contact with these wild sea
creatures, is a deeply spiritual connection.
This project will detrimentally change the amenity and the environment from one of a quiet coastal
village, with a wetland of international importance and an area of great biological diversity to an
industrialised area, with many potential devastating impacts on marine and terrestrial species,
communities, systems and ecosystem. The analysis of such impacts is however missing from the
EES.
The FGSU is described as 17 storeys high and 300 metres long. It will be working 24 hours a day. It
will be an eye sore, and contribute to light and noise pollution, particularly but not limited to the
construction period. and it will involve the construction of a pipeline all the way to Pakenham. 15
hectares of native vegetation – half of which is endangered – would be removed for the pipeline
work.
Transportation of LNG will also contribute to the destruction of the amenity of the area. There will
be over 900 tankers transporting dangerous LNG along the roads in and out of this area each year
and over 40 tankers in the shipping channel in Westernport Bay.
Extensive damage to the Bay itself, and to the ecosystems along the Bay are highly likely and yet
totally understated by AGL. This Project will destroy the amenity of the place, as our experience of it
is utterly dependent upon the life that is there. Please see following sections for some of the ways
the Life of Westernport Bay will be negatively impacted upon by this project.
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2. Devastating marine ecology and biodiversity including impacts on the
world renowned Westernport Bay Ramsar wetlands and UNESCO biosphere;
and
This project will harm the unique and natural environment, and specifically it will have devastating
impacts upon the marine ecology and biodiversity including impacts on the world renowned
Westernport Bay Ramsar wetlands and UNESCO biosphere. Impacts on birds are also likely but not
even considered by AGL. WE would ask for a comprehensive and cumulative impact assessment to
be provided for the birds of Westernport Bay. We are deeply concerned about impacts upon all
birds, but particularly those already identified as endangered and critically endangered. We ask for a
specific and cumulative assessment of the impacts upon these birds.
Westernport Bay is a Ramsar Site which will be severely impacted upon by this proposal
In 1982, a large portion of Westernport was designated as a wetland of international importance
under the Convention on Wetlands of International Importance especially as Waterfowl Habitat
(Ramsar Convention). The site occupies 59,297 ha and consists of large shallow intertidal areas
dissected by deeper channels, and a narrow strip of adjacent coastal land in some areas.1
This place is deeply important to us as and we are concerned about the many potential and real
threats to this place by the project.
The Ramsar site is valued for its terrestrial and marine flora and fauna, cultural heritage, recreational
opportunities and its scenic values. There are three Marine National Parks, including Yaringa, French
Island and Churchill Island Marine National Parks. The reserve contains a range of listed threatened
species, ecological communities and listed migratory species
Within the framework of the Ramsar Site, it is noted that “Westernport has nine critical components
and processes: wetland bathymetry, geomorphology and sedimentation, seagrass, mangrove and
saltmarsh, significant flora species, waterbirds, marine invertebrates, fish, and significant fauna
species.”2 These form part of the ecological character of the site. The report notes that the
“Ecological Character Description is a fundamental management tool for site managers, forming the
basis of management planning and action as well as including guidance on site monitoring
requirements to detect changes in the ecological character of the site.”3 It seems as if the ecological
character of the site has not be taken into consideration by AGL in its EES.
I am deeply concerned by the negative impact and damage that the project will have on each of
these critical components and importantly upon the entire ecosystem Unfortunately the way AGL
has prepared its EES demonstrates a lack of comprehensive, rigorous, site specific and cumulative
analysis on the impacts to biodiversity and each of these critical components individually and
collectively. It fails to analyse the impact of The Project on the ecology of the Ramsar site as a whole.
The Westernport Ramsar Site Management Plan details some of the key concerns and threats to this
unique environment. It lists,

1

https://environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/publications/western‐port‐ramsar‐wetland‐ecological‐
character‐description
2
Ibid.
3
Ibid.
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deteriorating water quality,
shipping,
pest plants and animals and
Climate Change

as major threats to the integrity and well being of the ecosystem. The project is therefore a major
threat to the integrity of the Ramsar site as it directly increases the disturbing effects of each of
these four key areas of concern. This Project will





contribute directly to climate change,
will lead to a deterioration in water quality,
extends a huge increase in shipping, Up to 40 additional ships into Westernport Bay will
increase shipping activity by up to 25‐40% every year.
Increase pest plants and animal.

Climate Change
This is addressed in section 3.
Deterioration of Water Quality
I only briefly assess this here, but note that the EES fails to rigorously assess the impacts of water
quality on the biota of the Bay. It is difficult to understand on what basis many of the assumptions
are made. They report that the FSRU will be releasing 100 micrograms per litre, when the safe levels
to protect 99% of species is set at just 6 micrograms per litre. This is over 16 times higher than safe
levels for marine waters identified by CSIRO for marine waters. How can they argue that this is safe?
On what scientific basis were these assumptions made, given that the CSIRO argues it will not be
safe?
Increase in Shipping and Associated Risks
An increase in shipping is associated with increased risks. Shipping can result in the ships grounding
on sensitive habitats, spills and leakages, potential crashes with whales, and has an associated
increase in pest plants and animals. These risks are not adequately accounted for in the EES.
Marine pest invasions
Marine pest invasions can have permanent and disastrous effects on ecosystems – as we have seen
with the importation of Japanese Kelp and Northern Pacific Sea Stars, (introduced via shipping)
which have devastated habitat types in Port Phillip Bay already. The EES fails to address these
concerns.
The Project will certainly lead to an overall decline in this internationally recognised ecosystem given
that the Westernport Ramsar Site Management Plan sees these as of key concern to the
environment. But the effects of these risks are minimized by AGL. The risks listed by AGL are
downplayed and fail to assess the overall ecological impacts upon the Ramsar site. There are other
startling omissions in the EES.
Furthermore the analysis and evidence provided by AGL fails to respond to the understanding that
the area is as the government describes in its RAMSAR report, “as the sum of all the components,
processes and services of that wetland.”4 AGL needs to conduct its analysis in a way which
represents the sum of all its activities on the sum of all the components and processes and services

4

https://environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/publications/western‐port‐ramsar‐wetland‐ecological‐
character‐description
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of that wetland. Without such extensive and cumulative research the impacts cannot be adequately
assessed and are downplayed.
The Ecosystem components are physical, chemical and biological parts of a wetland, from large‐scale
to very small‐scale (e.g. habitat, species and genes). Ecosystem processes are the dynamic forces
within an ecosystem. They include all those processes that occur between organisms and within and
between populations and communities, including interactions with the non‐living environment, that
result in existing ecosystems and bring about changes in ecosystems over time. Ecosystem services
are the benefits that people receive from ecosystems.”5
It is imperative that the analysis done by AGL meets this level of integration. Its research and analysis
on the environmental impacts, pollutants, effects and risks must be considered in the context of
“the sum of all the components.” Instead the report puts narrow specifications on its findings,
which fail to take into account cumulative effects within this ecosystem, and more broadly.
This kind of reporting is leading to decline in ecosystems across Australia. As Distinguished Professor
of Biology and Pro Vice‐Chancellor Macquarie University, Professor Lesley Hughes says, “we know
that it’s actually the cumulative impact of multiple threats that really affect things.”6 It is these
cumulative effects which AGL totally fails to consider.
The biological impact assessment for the FSRU is limited to just the region around the FSRU, as if
there is some small closed system in operation at this site, rather than this being part of open
ecological systems. It is ludicrous, and very poor science to suggest that ecological processes and
thus impacts can be limited to a small area, just because you have drawn a line around it. Ecological
processes and linkages extend impacts over a much larger area than has been considered. Some of
these extensions include the tides and movement of fish and birds travelling through these areas.
We ask that AGL conduct a rigorous assessment which takes into account such linkages and spatial
impacts across Westernport Bay.
The marine biodiversity impact assessment in the EES is significantly deficient in the assessment and
management of risk, including in




Failing to provide sufficient information to make a properly informed assessment of impacts;
Underestimating the risk (either likelihood, significance of consequence or both) of
identified impacts
Proposing inadequate mitigation measures to address potential impacts;

As the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council submission7 documents the EES fail to properly
document the following effects:



.Entrainment (in FSRU) of: • Mangroves and saltmarsh; • Intertidal mudflat invertebrates •
Intertidal and subtidal seagrasses; • Benthic subtidal invertebrates; • Plankton;
.Impact of entrainment, discharge plume and chlorinated water on ecological processes of
Ramsar wetland;

5

https://environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/publications/western‐port‐ramsar‐wetland‐ecological‐
character‐description
6
https://www.abc.net.au/radionational/programs/rearvision/threat‐of‐extinction‐how‐australias‐
environment‐law‐
failed/12534136?fbclid=IwAR19ubSJfxtNnwV2YheUf1NYtmHNd91GWw591UeE zGwAHGeJXCCSepTtmI
7
https://www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/Building‐Planning/Strategic‐Planning/AGL‐APA‐Group‐Crib‐Point‐Gas‐
Import‐Jetty‐and‐Pipeline‐Project
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Impact of cooler water from discharge plume on natural intertidal mudflat communities,
natural communities (interidal and subtidal seagrases), benthic subtidal invertebrae fauna,
plankton and subtidal reef habitat;
Impact of warm water from discharge plume on local plankton and subtidal reef habitat;
Impact of chlorinated water on natural mudflat invertebrae communities, natural intertidal
and subtidal habitats, benthic subtidal invertebrae fauna, plankton and subtidal reef habitat
(including artificial reef provided by jetty structures);
Accumulation of chlorine produced in species in the food chain;
Accidental spills or leaks from chemicals, materials or waste streams into Westernport
during construction or operation;
Spills or leaks of fuel, oil or other chemicals from the FSRU or LNG carriers;
Aggregation of marine fauna due to damaged biota and increased light;
Impact of underwater noise from operation of FSRU on marine biota;
Impacts to penguins and pinnipeds.

Part of the failure of which is the lack of site specific analysis. Much of the assumptions come from
reporting at other sites, using other species and environments. This is not appropriate for such a
significant place of local, national and international importance.
Impacts of Noise pollution‐ An example of such Failures
One specific example of this failure is in relation to the effects of Noise pollution. Firstly the report
recognises that there have been no studies to measure the soundscapes of Westernport Bay, and
they have failed to undertake any. They have no baseline on which to base their analysis.
Furthermore when assessing the potential damage to species and to ecosystems it is necessary to
have rigorous analysis. In relation to noise pollution we find that the modelling does not show what
frequencies will be created by this specific proposal and what the intensity of these frequencies is.
So it is difficult to draw conclusion on the effects to sharks and rays, as we don’t know whether the
noise will be in the low range of frequencies which these creatures are very sensitive to. Further
reporting and investigation are clearly necessary before we can assess the impacts of The Project on
sharks and rays other species in Westernport Bay.
Where AGL does recognise that there will be impacts upon larger marine animals such as whales and
dolphins who will experience “acoustic masking”. They assert that such interference will only be
minor and negligible when they have not studied the soundscape of Westernport, nor the
soundscape of the proposed FGSU and the actual impacts upon Dolphins and Whales.
AGL does recognise that there will be impacts upon several species by the noise pollution. They say
the noise will “deter fish from the area”. Several questions are raised by this, for example







What are the impacts of determent on these species?
What does that mean for the species that can not easily be deterred?
What does that mean for plant species and communities that depend upon the “deterred
fish”?
What does that mean to the bird and marine species that similarly rely on these “deterred
fish”
What does it mean to surrounding communities interdependent upon the life there?
What does it mean for the entire ecosystem, and for the processes and components of that
ecosystem?
EES Submission on Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project by Sarah Miller 7

Again there is poor consideration of the flow on and cumulative effects.
The EES does recognises that noise pollution will have moderate to major risks for invertebrates, and
that “invertebrates are likely to be disturbed throughout Westernport bay.” These invertebrates are
an important component of the ecosystem that supports these internationally recognised wetlands,
and the UNESCO biosphere region. . However there is no analysis on what impact a decline in the
invertebrates will have on species up the food chain, and on the environment in which they live. It is
inconceivable that there will be no flow on effects to the mangrove and sea grass communities, to
the migratory seabirds, and waders, and to the other marine animals that feed on these
invertebrates. Please ensure that where moderate to major risks to specific species are identified,
that these flow on and cumulative effects to other species are investigated.
It is also necessary to investigate the effects to entire populations of the same species across
ecosystems. Fragmentation of research finding such as that presented throughout the EES fails to
address the cumulative effects and harm to both species and to ecosystems. As previously stated, it
is these cumulative effects which is leading to what Professor Lesly Hughes says is “a death by 1000
cuts.” This is backed up by the Interim report of the EPBCA in which Professor SamueIs concludes
that “the current project‐by‐project approach of the act is not addressing the cumulative harm done
to the environment, and the effect of this is environmental decline, rather than protection and
conservation.”8
Please ensure that reviews and analysis of the environmental effects of this project are considered in
totality and in relation to other projects and environmental effects and threats.
Westernport is a very special place as manifest in its Ramsar status and its designation as a UNESCO
Biosphere. The Biosphere report notes, “It is an area of great biological diversity due to its unusually
wide range of habitat types. These range from deep channels to seagrass meadows, mangroves,
saltmarsh and melaleuca thickets. It supports a large number of marine invertebrates and about 65%
of Victoria’s bird species.” When considering the project in totality it is essential that you recognise
that our biodiversity is in a general state of decline. This is repeatedly shown in the State of
Environment Reports, and in the review of the EPBCA, the interim report states “Australia’s natural
environment and iconic places are in an overall state of decline and are under increasing threat. The
current environmental trajectory is unsustainable.”9

Delighting in the world
We are keen birdwatchers. Most of our bird watching takes place along the beach and dunes, right
across Westernport Bay. We do also venture into the heathlands, and woodlands including Coolart
Wetlands, and some of the other reserves in the hinterland.. Some of the significant species we have
seen bird watching include the short tailed Shearwater, Great Egrets, Sooty and Pied Oyster
Catchers, Eastern Curlew, Nankeen Night Heron, Royal Spoonbills, White faced and White necked
Herons,. Hooded Plovers, Wedge Tailed Eagles, Pacific Gull, and further inland, Mistletoe Bird, Red
Browed Finches, Striated Pardalotes, Eastern Yellow Robbins and more.
What are the effects of this project on birds? The EES doesn’t report any. This seems to be a totally
misguided judgement. As stated in the documents referred to above, State of Environment reports
8

The interim report from the review of Australia’s Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act https://epbcactreview.environment.gov.au/resources/interim‐report
9
Ibid.
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and interim report from the Review of EPBCA, it is cumulative effects that need to be taken into
account when assessing impacts upon species. We would ask that AGL report on the combined
effects from noise, visual disturbance, and movement barriers for feeding for birds. We would ask
them to investigate any impacts upon the birds from impacts to the marine environment and
wetlands upon which they depend. Cumulative impacts are not considered. We would ask that all
cumulative effects are addressed because these wetland and migratory birds are well known to be
particularly sensitive to combined pressures.
Right now Australia’s flora and fauna is under huge threat. And importantly Westernport Bay is
home to 70 percent of Victoria’s native flora and fauna species.10. This is staggering for such a small
place but reveals the enormous diversity held within this region. Hence it is considered a Ramsar site
of international significance to birds and a UNESCO biosphere. Right now our flora and fauna is
incredibly stressed, and successive governments have failed to deliver the protections our flora and
fauna need. All the State of Environment Reports, the EPBCA Interim review show that across
Australia habitats and biodiversity are under huge stress and are in a state of decline. This project
will negatively impact upon very important biosphere, of irreplaceable beauty and diversity.

3. Greenhouse gas emissions and climate change;
Gas is a fossil fuel driving climate change. Gas, which is mostly methane is not clean; rather it is
highly polluting and entrenches our dependence on fossil fuels, rather than transitioning away from
them. Australia will soon be the biggest exporter of LNG gas, as well as being the largest coal
exporter. The extraction, liquefaction, transport and combustion of gas has the potential to result in
as much greenhouse gas as burning coal.”11 Part of the problem is assumptions made on inaccurate
date about gas. But we now have the knowledge that gas production, is as dirty as coal.12
While there are many threats to our wildlife, such as urbanisation, industrialisation, and logging,
Climate change is the biggest threat. It is and will continue to have devastating consequences. The
recent fires in Victoria led to the loss of over 1 billion animals13, and those that have survived may
well starve and die due to extensive habitat loss. Their homes are gone, and for some species, gone
forever.
For most of us in Australia, this summer of fires, followed by storms and floods have shown us in a
very visceral way what 1 degree of global warming can look, feel and sound like. And I think our
responses to it have to be visceral and bodied too. Thinking, as if it occurs just in our heads, is at the
heart of our climate crisis for it cuts us off from a deep bodied wisdom, within us, within the earth
and all life.
Through this thinking in our heads, this left brain thinking‐ we live as if we are separate from the
entanglement of life which nourishes and sustains us, which is in reality, us. And thinking like this
10

https://www.abc.net.au/radionational/programs/scienceshow/threats‐to‐western‐port‐bay/3046054
https://turnoffthegas.good.do/turnoffthegas/turnoffthegas/
12
Recent studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much methane is released to the
atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have levels of
leakage of 2‐17%. Despite these finding the Australian Industry and Government report far lower emission
intensities for unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable
measurements.8
13
And this does not include frogs, bats, fish or insects, video by Australian Academy of Science on Wires
website.
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sacrifices our children, and our children’s children. It puts our immediate and limited self‐interest
front and centre – and it is our children who will suffer, along with the Country that nourishes and
support them. Any plan to continue investment in fossil fuels, such as the gas plant proposed by AGL
endangers all life. We are hurtling towards 4 ‐5 degrees of global warming. Can you imagine these
recent fires and storms catapulted into an apocalypse 4 to 5 times greater than what we have just
experienced? If you choose to proceed with this Gas proposal, then Soon, you and we won’t have
to.
It is just unthinkable that any government would now be so irresponsible to continue with any fossil
fuel development. We have renewable systems, and investment in them is the only way to go for
our ecological and economic futures. According to the Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO)
and CSIRO renewables have become the cheapest alternative for new power production.14 This
holds true even when accounting for the storage requirements to ensure renewable energy from
solar and wind can be stored for up to six hours to guarantee the energy is available at the time it is
needed.
My question to the panel is on what ground is this investment in the AGL project in any way
economically and environmentally sustainable? When making your considerations are you taking
into account the economic cost of the recent megafires in Victoria, and Australia. Very conservative
estimates of the costs indicate that the loss tangible assets is somewhere in the ballpark of A$1.5
and $2.5 billion,15 Deloitte put the tangible costs of the Black Saturday fires at A$3.1 billion in 2015
dollars and the intangible costs at more than that again: A$3.9 billion, producing a total of A$7
billion which would be $7.6 billion in today’s dollars.16
Moreover recent findings by the Australia Institute17 show that Gas Industry provides very little
benefit to Australia. Are you aware of their Key Findings below?




Despite being the world’s largest Liquified Natural Gas exporter, less than 0.2% of Australia’s
workforce works in the gas industry, and the companies pay little if any tax
The gas industry is among the most capital intensive, job poor industries in Australia
Subsidising gas will displace lower cost renewables and lock Australia into higher energy prices
and higher emissions for decades to come.

The EES claims that the Project ‘would assist in Victoria’s transition to a low‐carbon economy and
increased energy efficiency (including reduced usage)’ by providing ‘a secure, stable source of
[energy] supply to customers as the energy sector becomes decarbonised and transitions to more
renewables’. The claim is not backed‐up or referable to any objective or independent expert
assessment contained in the EES technical reports.
Despite the rhetoric climate scientists demonstrate that gas is a fossil fuel driving climate change. I
can not underestimate the importance of this statement of fact. The continued rhetoric by the fossil
fuel industries and governments is simply subterfuge, designed to keep profits in their own pockets,
while threatening life on earth.

14

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‐cheapest‐newbuild‐
power
15

Terry Rawnsley of SGS Economics and Planning.

16

https://theconversation.com/with‐costs‐approaching‐100‐billion‐the‐fires‐are‐australias‐costliest‐natural‐disaster‐129433

17

https://www.tai.org.au/content/gas‐fired‐recovery‐only‐benefits‐gas‐industry
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Gas is a fossil fuel driving climate change
Are you willing to sign off on a project that will continue to increase the amount of fossil fuels going
into the atmosphere? It is simply not OK to sign off on projects that will contribute to global
warming.
Fracking harms
Moreover this project supports unconventional gas extraction ‐known as “fracking”‐ which harms
Australians in many ways. Some of these are described below.




Extracting gas produces contaminated water, which contains naturally occurring substances
such as mercury and radionuclides, and in the case of fracked wells, chemical additives.
Some of these chemicals have been found to be toxic to our health. They pollute our land,
including productive farming land, and aquifers.
Gas mining reduces air quality to local communities, who also suffer physical and
psychological health impacts.

In summary
Westernport Bay, Warn Marrin is a place of deep spiritual importance to me and my family. It is an
area of great biological diversity due to its unusually wide range of habitat types including deep
channels, seagrass meadows, mangroves, saltmarsh and melaleuca thickets. It also supports a large
number of marine invertebrates and about 65% of Victoria’s bird species. This precious place is
essential to the flora and fauna of Victoria and must be protected.
This project is entirely inappropriate for an area of such profound biodiversity, beauty and
importance to so many species, and to entire ecosystems, as identified in its listing as a Ramsar
wetland of international importance, and a UNESCO biosphere. It is of vital importance to families
and communities that rely on it for their sense of belonging, of spirituality and connection to nature
I strongly oppose the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (Project). The current EES
does not assuage any of my concerns regarding the likely environmental impacts and it will
negatively impact Westernport Bay by
1. Destroying the amenity of the place
2. Devastating marine ecology and biodiversity including impacts on the world renowned
Westernport Bay Ramsar wetlands and UNESCO biosphere; and
3. Increase global warming and Climate Change.
Furthermore pursuing projects which support fossil fuels is to the detriment of all life and does not
make economic sense. We must cease all investment in fossil fuels now.
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My name is Simone Tanner and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a uniquely beautiful area and one of great recognised conservation significance and a place
we call our home - it deserves our unwavering protection. It is too much of an important asset to be lost to such a
destructive industry.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
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,
Simone Tanner
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I am a GP who has worked in Hastings for 30 years and have greatly appreciated the
shores of Westernport and its waters when sailing. I am dismayed at the AGL
proposal. There is a failure at strategic level which allows Australian gas to be
exported whilst forcing AGL to buy gas on the world market and import it to supply
the Victorian market. To propose importing this through Westernport is madness.
This tidal bay is a vital Ramsar reserve for migratory shore birds and the waters of
the bay are rich in marine life. This marine life is threatened by the millions of litres
of chlorinated water which will be used to warm the gas. This proposal should never
have got off the ground and if LNG is to be imported to Victoria ,Westernport is not
the port to be used. I strongly oppose this plan not just for personal reasons but also
to preserve the marvellous environment of the bay for the wellbeing of my patients.
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My name is Travis Winder and I live in the Westernport Bay area. The ocean is
already being polluted without this happening I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental
and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of
nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the
project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current V

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1922

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Lachie Sanford

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Lachie Sanford and I visit Westernport Bay often. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue. Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Lachie
Sanford
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My name is Madison Forbes and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It’s such a beautiful area that is treasured by everyone and it would be an absolute
catastrophe to harm it in any way
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My name is Brooke Walton and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport bay
is such a unique beautiful part of the world and has been recognised as under the
Ramsar Convention due to its significant wetland prestige and value. It is a precious
resource to both humans, animals & marine life. The issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. Natural environments
play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who
access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute
to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. 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. 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. 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. Regards,
Brooke.
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My name is Pete Venticich and I visit Westernport Bay often.

Me and my family have always visited Westernport bay since I was born. For me it is such a
beautiful, natural and peaceful place. It is one of those special Australian beaches that are so clean
and natural. And we should keep it that way

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

Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.

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

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

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

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

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables
and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.

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,
Pete Venticich
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My name is Catherine Ingham and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I care about all wildlife, including the wildlife in Westernport Bay. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life. As outlined above, 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 such exploitation
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My name is Jennifer Petinatos and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a part of my life as a holiday destination where we relax and de-stress while
soaking in the natural environment. It is such an important ecosystem, and as a Ramsar Wetland
and a feeding ground for the penguins, it should be totally 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.
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
will impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. We don't escape from the City to holiday in an Industrial area.
And then imagine if you lived in those waters.
Noise travels a long way underwater and will effect fish, whale & dolphin communities. Lighting
at night has been proven to be detrimental to birds, turtles and fish. I have a tank of tropical fish
at home and the first thing you are told is to remove ALL chlorine before adding fish in order to
keep them healthy. No small percentage is allowable, experts recommend ALL chlorine being
removed.
Water temperature is also something you need to regulate for fish breeding. And then there's the
40 large tankers coming in each year with dirty hulls leaking bilge water from Overseas ports
seeding pests into the Bay.
Cold, chlorinated water EVERY day for 10-20 years, noise, lighting, spills from the tankers,
bilge waters.. How can we be certain that all these things combined will not destroy the bottom
of the foodchain? This is a complex ecosystem that has been built up over thousands of years.
How do we know the chlorine will not build up in the mud flats, killing the small crustaceans
which the migrating birds depend on. Tidal estimates have not been assessed with chlorine in
mind. These things need rigorous testing in these precious places. Worlds Best Practices have
not helped in the past. The Environment is degrading in front of our eyes in every system you can
name. Our past actions have not been good enough.

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,
Jennifer Petinatos
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My name is Nicholas Krstic and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
is the area I have lived in since birth. It’s a beautiful and diverse coastline that’s
unique to the many visitors and residents who live there. The environmental impact
to this gas terminal would be devastating the marine parks 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

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1929

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Max Patton

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Max Patton and I visit Westernport Bay often. As an environmental
science graduate it is plain to see how crucially important Westernport bay and
associated biosphere is to the Australian environmental landscape. It is too great an
asset to risk impacts from any new developments. 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). Thanks.
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My name is Kirsten Gorton and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay.
The WHOLE environment is important to me and to the longevity of
human survival.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is
proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and
visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The
nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we
have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification
Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact
Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture
and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands
should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against
climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we
have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of

wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot aﬀord to lose any
more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will aﬀect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
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,
K Kirsten Gorton
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My name is Luke Shoppee and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
fish and surf in western port bay. We should not be doing anything to endanger this
pristine marine environment . It’s for all of us to enjoy, not for a large corporation to
destroy, all in the name of profit. More research needs to be done . 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).
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My name is Remi Hudson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
We go there on holidays and love swimming in the ocean. We see the dolphins in
the morning and go rock pooling throughout the day. I love looking out on the sea
and feeling the wild fresh air. Beach walks, sailing and playing on the sand too.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Remi Hudson
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My name is Cathy Sansom and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay,
world declared UNESO biosphere and protected area is highly significant. It is the
southern most mangrove ecosystem and sea grass environment inhabited by many
birds and sea life.I swim in the water there every week of the year. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. Phillip Island is the second most
tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins
and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including
migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the
Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for
prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and
animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life he impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
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. The impact is
unacceptable. Sincerely Cathy Sansom
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My name is Brendan Scanlan and I live in the Westernport Bay area. This bay is an
environmental wonderland, a beautiful, soothing place to live and an iconic holiday
destination. Any negative changes would be a catastrophe for the area I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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
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My name is Frazer Saunders and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposail 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. If the project is approved AGL could dump
up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have
a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue. Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Frazer
Saunders
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My name is Jack Millen and I visit Westernport Bay often. The natural beauty in and
around the bay is unique and accessible. The national and marine parks can’t afford
to be impacted and restricted anymore than they already have been. If they are we
will lose this great asset to our state and country. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. 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. Please consider what this decision will
do to this area in the long run.
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My name is Laura Smith and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s beauty, diversity
and unique coastal mangroves, sea life and the impact it has on my mental health is
so important to me and my family. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access
to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief
experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can
result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a
lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is
the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth.
They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly 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. Please do not let this project go ahead,
for the sake of our children’s future. Regards Laura smith
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and I live in the Westernport Bay area. we are a family of 4 whom live in the area
and regularly visit the Bay and stonypoint. We love fishing from the pier, and walks
along the mangroves to explore the wildlife and fish in the area. We love the views
and wildlife that the bay 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 our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to
be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high
noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion
zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend
with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands
have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against
climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this
gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or
drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conse
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My name is Emeshe Remete and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. My
father in law lives in western port bay, He fishes and surfs, the ocean. is a huge part
of his life. Many of my friends live down there too. We need to be protecting these
areas rather than decimating the local wildlife. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse
ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home
to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most
significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect
the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how

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

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Emeshe Remete
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My name is Danielle Vitartas and I live in the Westernport Bay area. We regularly
enjoy our beautiful bay with our growing family, as I did with my own family growing
up. We love to watch the wildlife both in the water and on the shore. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 o
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My name is Suede Croad and I live in the Westernport Bay area.

It’s home to so many people, animals, history, culture, wildlife and it can’t be destroyed with
something so horrible that isn’t going to help us over come climate change in any way. It’s such a
important ecosystem to have to promote human health.

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

A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.

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

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

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

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

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables
and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon‐to‐be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.

It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.

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

Sincerely,
Suede Croad
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My name is Catherine McInnes and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Its pristine
beauty supports my self care for my mentsl health and well being I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. Natural environments play a crucial role in
both the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The
potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress
and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on
these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has
shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their
role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has
contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection

Policy (Waters
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My name is Daniel Ross and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. My Father
lives on Phillip Island and I have grown up surfing those waters. The pristine beaches
and beautiful wildlife doesn’t deserve these destructive plans to unfold in their
waterways. 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. 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. Please reconsider and plan
towards utilizing renewable energy. Regards. Daniel Ross
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Mornington Peninsula Climate Action Network (mpCAN) Submission to the Crib Point IAC
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. I will focus on the
following specific objections to the project:
 The threat to marine life posed by the construction and ongoing maintenance of the facility
 The risk of damage to Ramsar listed wetlands and endangered species caused by construction of the
connected pipeline,
 The unacceptable danger that our continued reliance on gas poses to our climate
Threat to marine life
The EES is manifestly inadequate in accurately or credibly predicting the impact that the proposed project would
have on Westernport’s biodiversity. It seems that the developer plans to either break or somehow circumvent
the current Victorian environmental laws (SEPP Waters) that prevent 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 unknown about how this cold, chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport Bay and the EES does not adequately address this.
According to the Victorian National Parks Association[1], 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?
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 in 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 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 instead 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.
I would like to see the detailed modelling that the Government is using to assert that this project is necessary.
There seems to be very little evidence that the project is needed, or economically viable as Australia transitions
to renewable energy sources. According to the Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) and CSIRO,
renewables have become the cheapest alternative for new power production.[3]
[1] Victorian National Parks Association, https://vnpa.org.au/agl/
[2] 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‐are‐cheapest‐
newbuild‐
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My name is Indianna Croad and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
All marine environments are important to me! There are 3 protected wetlands in super
proximity and putting these at risk is idiotic. It baffles me that anyone could prioritise profit
over nature on any scale. The associated risk is FAR too high.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk
of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to
the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts

to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but
a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not
consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Indianna Croad
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My name is Anna McIldowie and I care deeply about the environment in
Westernport Bay, Bunurong Country.
Westernport Bay is sacred Bunurong Country and a highly significant spot in
terms of biodiversity 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 and
that I will point to in my submission but the issues that concern me most are
the impacts on these internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife
sanctuary and the impacts on the Bunurong people’s cultural heritage.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them, especially First Nations
communities. The potential loss of nature and access to these spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas, especially First Nations
communities. 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 also 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 local community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor

impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on these 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, sacred Bunurong wetlands of Westernport
Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local and
Traditional Owner communities to any harm.
Sincerely,
Anna McIldowie
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Your submission: My name is Tony Graham and I visit
Westernport Bay often. For me westernport provides access to local seafood,
surfing, fishing and the natural foreshore. It provides me with a sense of community
and helps me maintain my physical and mental health balance. 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. 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 lit

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1948

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

jackson lee

Organisation:

no

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

jle_doc.pdf

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

letter attached

My name is Jackson Lee and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I live, work and play along this coast I don't want to see it destroyed
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is
becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its
Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now
assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due
to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
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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Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Inquiry into AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works Proposal
25/08/2020
Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
I would like to make a submission to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal including two components:
● Gas Import Jetty Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib
Point Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the jetty, and
the Crib Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty.
● Pipeline Works consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57
kilometres long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian
Transmission System east of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the Pakenham
Delivery Facility to monitor and regulate the gas, two above-ground mainline valves to enable
isolation of the pipeline in an emergency and a facility to enable in-line inspections of the pipeline.
My name is Bella Henderson. I grew up in the western suburbs of Melbourne but made friends with
people from Phillip island in my early teens. Going from the suburban industrial Melbourne with a beach
to learning and growing up understanding more and more about Australian’s best surf beaches was
beautiful and life changing for me. It helped me a lot with my mental health.
Connecting with the ocean is a huge thing for me. I find clarity in the freshwater, cleansing my body.
Recently I have decided to learn to surf. Annie, my friend from the peninsula introduced me to her side of
the bay and wow. The beautiful beaches, coastal walks, rainforest areas was just awesome to be
emerged in. Learning to surf has been a joy for me and has helped me a lot with being more out there
and my personal growth.
Finding out about AGL’s gas import terminal proposal was shocking to me. How? How could you want to
impact the environment like that. It just doesn’t make sense. Over the years I have fought for different
things - caged eggs with Animals Australia. Major deforesting when my mum worked for Nature
Conservancy. These different matters are so important. We have to fight for what’s right.
These different experiences make me feel sad but they also empower me to make a difference. We can
change this. We can be heard.
AGL cannot get away with this. They cannot kill our native animals, they cannot pick this over our natural
environment. It’s wrong. Please hear me out. Find reason.
Here are some reasons why I think this is wrong:
1. With the plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage, fossil fuel projects are not only a threat
to our environment but also bad business. Instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets,
corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away
from gas. AGL’s proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
2. One of AGL’s key arguments for the need to develop a gas import terminal is the lack of success in gas
exploration in south-eastern Australia. This frames the issue solely as a problem with the supply of gas to

meet our demand as it stands. But AGL’s report grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria (balancing gas demand and supply with demand-side measures). According to
a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon (commissioned by Environment Victoria),
the state of Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 using
existing technology and targeted economic support. This means that with the right government policies,
Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas, meaning that we do not need new gas fields, nor
gas import terminals like the proposal for Westernport Bay.
3. Wetlands are amazing places. Combining land and water, they are home to an incredible array of
plants and animals and are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. More than that, recent
research has shown that they have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for
hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate
change, not being subject to potentially damaging projects like AGL’s proposal. Unfortunately, in Victoria
we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands, contributing to the loss of
approximately 35% of the world’s wetlands between 1970-2015. As a signatory of the Ramsar Convention
on Wetlands of International Importance, the Australian commonwealth has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands, understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and
preventing their degradation.It is totally inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of Victoria’s most precious environments and an internationally significant wetland.
Please hear me out. Thank you for taking the time to read this.
Sincerely,
Isabella Henderson
Caulfield South VIC 3162

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1950

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

Bridget Groves

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Submission.pdf

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

See attachment

My name is Bridget Groves and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport Bay is a holiday destination for myself and my family and holds fond memories.
Protecting the Bay and it’s flora and fauna is so important to me to ensure that it can be enjoyed
for years to come by so many.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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 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,
Bridget Groves
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My name is Justine Peacock and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Appreciate
teaching my students and children about the diverse range of plants and wildlife.
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. 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. Yours sincerely Justine peacock
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Hi, I lived on the sand at Somers for 15 years. Our family was lucky enough to learn
to swim, surf, fish, dive and sail in the region. My father, a teacher, educated us on
bird life and sea life in the bay and the unique and diverse ecosystem that comprises
the Westernport Bay region. There are two reasons that the bay should not be
exposed to the AGL plan - 1. It should forever be protected for the beautiful and
unique place that it is, and for many future generations to be exposed to and enjoy.
2. Renewable energy should be the focus, the AGL plan is outdated and not
sustainable for the future. Please do not approve the destruction of a cherished and
balanced environment. If you need further detail don’t hesitate to contact me.
Lachy
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My name is Jonathon Keane and I live in Somers, in the Westernport Bay area. Being
close to the bay and recieving the fresh air off the sea is fantastic. Visiting our local
Somers beach to excercise and recreate is part of our daily life. Fresh local fish
makes up an important part of my and my families diet. 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. The light pollution from Bluescope and Esso is already a nuisance on
such a special place. 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 d

My name is Jonathon Keane and I live in Somers, in the Westernport Bay area.
Being close to the bay and recieving the fresh air off the sea is fantastic. Visiting our local
Somers beach to excercise and recreate is part of our daily life. Fresh local fish makes up
an important part of my and my families diet.
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.
The light pollution from Bluescope and Esso is already a nuisance on such a special place.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be

investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead
of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is
not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the
noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport
Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies
the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and
mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other
marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around
Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jonathon Keane

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1954

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

Annie Lane

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Annie Lane 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 the local
community. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to
be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high
noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion
zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend
with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue. The electricity generation sector
will play a key role in the transition away
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My name is Nick Cowan and I visit Westernport Bay often. It's a beautiful spot with
great surf breaks, somewhere i look forward to taking my young family for decades
to come. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 doe
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My name is Rachel Swain and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I value the significant marine ecosystems in Westernport bay. I try to explore the
Westernport bay as often as possible by swimming paddling and snorkelling. The
main draw cards for these activities are the amazing marine animal and plant 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 negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Rachel Swain
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I do not support the proposed AGL and APA Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project at
Crib Point. I spend a lot of time diving and snorkelling at Flinders and down the
coast to Cape Schanck and this gas port is NOT WELCOME. Studies show this will
damage the important seagrass meadows and impact on the beautiful animals that
also call our bay home. I believe there are other more suitable energy alternatives including wind and solar - that align better with our values and our future and the
future of our children.
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Dear AGL, though I can hardly say dear, as the proposal for a Gas Import Facility at
Crib Point is certainly not something a dear person would propose. I have grown up
calling a small patch of Western Point Bay home for the summer holidays. This bay
holds a special place not only in my heart but my whole family’s, stretching back
generations. We are just one family of thousands that visit the region and help the
local economy survive because of the uniqueness and importance of Western Port
Bay. How could you not grow to love this place? The bay itself is home to countless
marine species, wetland birds and one of the last surviving mangrove systems in
Victoria. But you should know that shouldn’t you? Because you have done significant
biodiversity and environmental field studies, haven’t you? You know the risks to
significant marine species? For example, the Southern Right Whales who visit
Western Port Bay in Winter and who’s population has failed to recover post-whaling.
Do you know the risks posed to whales by increasing shipping in Western Port Bay?
The risks and impacts of YOUR vessels striking whales? What about the effects of the
FSRU intake pipes on plankton, the main food source of the whales? Have you
thought about the tourism dollars whale sightings bring to the area? Let alone the
ecological impacts reducing whale numbers will have. And what of the other
ecological impacts? As an avid scuba diver and marine conservationist one of my
biggest joys is seeing the Victorian Marine emblem and near threatened weedy sea
dragon (Phyllopteryx taeniolatus), in its natural habitat only 2 hours from
Melbourne. I have shown international tourists who are blown away by the species’
beauty and uniqueness (more tourism dollars?). Plankton is also a major source of
food for this species. Have you thought about the critically important sea grass
habitat these, and many other, animals call home? How would you feel if you were
responsible for the decline of the habitat of this iconic species? Do you know the risk
of a major oil spill, increased salinity caused by amplified boat traffic and chlorine
discharged from the FSRU ship? Have you assessed the physical and chemical impact
pressures, such as temperature, toxicants and noise? More research is needed
before you decide to change our beloved and unique Western Port Bay. Your
decision will impact locals and tourists. Marine and terrestrial ecosystems. Migratory
shorebirds and whales. Have you thought about these impacts? You need to, before
you approve this massive Gas Import Facility at Crib Point. Please listen to the
people, the experts and the people who value the Western Port Bay for what it is.
Please.
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Westernport Bay is a lovely natural environment with significant marine and
terrestrial flora and fauna, largely unspoilt by development and industrialisation. It is
internationally recognised for its wetlands habitat, including for migratory birds. 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 that I will
point to in my submission, but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. My submission is attached.

My name is Joyce Lawrence and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a lovely natural environment with significant marine and terrestrial
flora and fauna, largely unspoilt by development and industrialisation. It is internationally
recognised for its wetlands habitat, including for migratory birds.
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 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.
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. The destruction of this environment for the purposes of installing and operating a
gas pipeline is also unacceptable.
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 means this proposal should not continue.
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.
Natural environments also 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 and an increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus.
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. This means the proposed operation is
unlikely to be able to operate profitably long-term. However, the environmental
destruction caused by the pipeline will be permanent, and the marine effects may be
irreversible as well.
The Mornington Peninsula and Phillip Island are important tourist destinations for Victoria
and Australia. People come from around the world 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. The negative
effect of a decrease in nature based tourism will far outweigh any benefits from the very
small number of short-term jobs that may be created by the proposal.
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,
Joyce Lawrence
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My name is Georgina Foot and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
Bay is important to me as my family spend time fishing, walking and appreciating the
wildlife and fauna in this beautiful region. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are two key issues I feel should deem this proposal unacceptable. 1.
Australia does not have a gas shortage problem according to Chief Economist
Richard Denniss. Gas production in Australia has doubled in the last 5 years. Gas
companies export Australian Gas only to import it back in to Australia at global
market prices using an enormous amount of unnecessary energy in the process. This
is good for Gas companies, not for Australian consumers. The government should
stop assisting Gas companies facilitate their strategy for expensive gas. 2. The
proposed FSRU, if approved could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does
not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue. Thank you once
again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. I ask that the Government protect
Westernport Bay from the AGL Gas proposal. Please consider green initiatives to
stimulate the economy and stop allowing energy companies to extort high gas
pricing from Australian consumers by exporting and then importing gas. This is not
cost effective or energy efficient. As outlined above, the need for a gas import
terminal is unnecessary as there is not a Gas shortage in Australia and it's 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 Foot
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My name is Max Tulen and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Iâ€™ve grown up here
and lived here my whole life. I surf and spend a lot of my time at the beach. I
hope the one day my children will be able to experience this amazing part of the
world like Iâ€™ve had the privilege to. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues 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. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on
earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange‐Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are
a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay ‐

clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue. The EES submitted by AGL grossly
underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria
could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through
using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent
report written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government
policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas
fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay.
These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under
most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated
by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our
electricity is generated through renewables. Small marine organisms which make up
the foundations of the ecosystem ‐ like plankton and fish eggs ‐ would be the most
impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled
into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels.
The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder
chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife. Thank you once again for the
opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely, Max Tulen

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1962

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Joe Hocking

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Joe Hocking and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I have grown up in
the area and still live here. I love the beaches and continue to spend time in the
water weekly. It is an important part of what makes the area great and it should be
protected. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 Wester
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My name is Penelope Flint and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
When I walk on the beach and swim in the bay it is pristine and clean. I want to keep
it that way for generations to come. Westernport Bay supports a diverse and unique
ecosystem. It is a Ramsar wetland of international significance.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other
marine mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at
1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This
means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these
numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries
consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping
operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the
visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation
Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Penelope Flint
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We cannot afford any further gas development in Victoria if we are to meet the
Victorian Government's target of zero net emissions by 2020. AGL's proposed gas
import terminal will only slow the transition away from fossil fuels that we urgently
need and therefore the project cannot be deemed environmentally sound. To avoid
catastrophic climate change, Australia and the world need to shift to the use of
renewable energy. There is no benefit in investing in gas as the economy is moving
away from fossil fuels towards renewable energy. The gas industry has no future and
further investment in gas infrastructure is not only terrible for our climate but also
economically short-sighted. The bushfires in Australia in 2019-2020 are evidence of
the fact that our climate cannot afford any more gas. AGL's Environmental Effects
Statement does not adequately address the risk of oil spills. This project would
increase ship traffic in the bay and therefore increase the risk of accidents such as oil
spills due to ships colliding, which would be catastrophic for the local marine life and
the RAMSAR wetlands located nearby. Ships colliding does not happen often but due
to the serious consequences of such an accident, AGL must fully outline the effects
of such a risk. AGL must fully research the oil spill risks and detail robust oil spill
mitigation plans.
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PROTECT WESTERN PORT WETLANDS PROTECT LOCAL MARINE LIFE PROTECT THE
PLANET Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in the nation.
People from all over the world come to see 'the penguins' and migrating Humpback
and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible examples of Australian
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.
According to NOA, ocean noise (defined as sound produced from human activities
e.g. offshore construction) can interfere with the ability of marine animals to hear
natural sounds of the oceans. As many aquatic animals use sound to find prey,
locate mates and offspring, avoid predators, guide their navigation and locate
habitat, as well as to listen and communicate with each other - rising noise levels
can negatively impact ocean animals and ecosystems. Higher noise levels can reduce
the ability of animals to communicate with potential mates, other group members,
their offspring, or feeding partners. Noise can also reduce an ocean animal's ability
to hear environmental cues that are vital for survival, including those key to avoiding
predators, finding food, and navigating to preferred habitats. Hence, the impact of
noise pollution arising from this project could lead to reduced visitation of these
iconic, 'bankable' marine animals (not to mention altered migration patterns and
undue death of already endangered wildlife). These two factors could severely
impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. While this project would create
local jobs, this should not come at the expense of dedicated Australians who've
been working in the tourism industry on Philip Island for decades. 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 have
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. 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. For the sake of tourists, for the sake of
Australians. For the sake of innocent wildlife. For the sake of a thriving ecosystem.
The sake of maintaining this precious underwater paradise. For a healthy planet. For
your kids.
don't

