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There is no certainty that fragile ecosystems will not be seriously affected by the
proposed AGL plant. There is no certainty that fish and sea mammals will not be
decimated, no certainty that essential wetlands will not be reduced and poisoned.
The plant does not deserve your approval. What is certain is that coal and gas are
on their way to becoming stranded assets. AGL should abandon its need to maintain
short-term profits and instead further adapt its planning to embrace genuine
sustainability, which will assure future profitability and enhanced employment
opportunities and contribute to a safer planet. I am concerned at the lack of
longterm thinking.
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I spent 25 years of my life living, working and playing on Western port Bay. My
mother walks her dogs along the Western Port foreshore in Crib Point daily, and she
has repeatidly reported gas leaks (from the ground pipes; you can smell it). I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is
proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the
facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical
Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. 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.
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My name is Jessica Davies 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.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a
gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the
century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and
energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad
business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to
move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals.
The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own
figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year
lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with
injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators.
The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale
population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
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.
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,
Jessica Davies
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Submission - AGL Pipeline Project has been uploaded.

Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
Extinction Rebellion (XR) is a movement of people who care deeply about our
current climate and ecological crises. This submission comes from the XR Grey
Power Victoria group (people aged over 50) and has been written by a
multidisciplinary group including people with extensive careers in: public
health, health promotion, child psychology, community psychology,
permaculture, horticulture and geology. We form a knowledgeable, skilled,
committed and concerned group of older people. Our aim is to stimulate
action to address the climate emergency and the devastation of the natural
environment.
The Western Port RAMSAR Wetlands (959,955.05 hectares) is a site of
extensive rich biological diversity including migratory birds, seagrasses,
saltmarsh, mangroves, fish and marine mammals. It is a dynamic, sensitive
environment. Western Port Bay experiences significant tidal fluctuations that
impact on mud flats, sand flats and variable seagrass coverage. Three national
parks are situated within the Westernport area.
Rapid and severe climate change is having and will continue to have an impact
on the eco‐system of Western Port Bay. Impacts such as increasing water‐
surface temperature and sea level, reduced rainfall and increasing intensity of
heatwaves are just some of the well‐documented effects of climate change.
The commercial Liquid Natural Gas development proposed by AGL represents
a substantial industrialisation of Western Port Bay with associated increased
shipping (40 additional large Liquid Natural Gas carrier ships annually) in the
existing shipping channels. The AGL proposal requires a 300‐metre long gas
storage ship (FSRU) to be moored permanently at Crib Point, south of the Port
of Hastings. The FSRU is planned to intake and discharge seawater for ‘a range
of purposes’. The discharged seawater back in to Western Port will be 5
degrees warmer than Westernport water and will include chlorine‐produced
oxidants.
The potential impacts on marine life and risks posed by increased shipping,
fuel spills, chlorine and possible accidents represent threats to the
internationally recognised RAMSAR site.

In Australia in 2020, scientists, industry leaders, local councils and community
organisations and leaders are demanding that government transition away

from fossil fuels and work quickly and effectively to decarbonise our
environment. The LPG Liquid Natural Gas development represents an
investment in fossil fuels and the associated climate pollution that would
continue to contribute to the climate emergency.
Currently vested interests (banks, mining corporations and fuel corporations)
as well as the Commonwealth Government’s National Covid‐19 Coordination
Commission (NCCC) are pushing the idea of a ‘gas‐led’ economic recovery and
promoting gas as a ‘transition fuel”. This current thinking is dangerous and
irresponsible because it fails to tell the truth about gas.
Gas is a fossil fuel predominately composed of methane that produces carbon
dioxide when it burns. Both methane and carbon dioxide increase greenhouse
pollution and contribute to global warming. Short‐term profits by private
corporations have no place in planning for a safe and sustainable future for our
children, grandchildren and natural environment. The extraction and burning
of fossil gas will contribute to repeated ecological and economic catastrophes
such as the bushfires witnessed in 2019‐2020.
The Victorian Government has a short time to act. Our trust in the government
to act swiftly and effectively to reduce sever climate change is at an all time
low. Developing a plan for a sustainable future requires our policy makers
listen to and act on scientific evidence, and to work with communities to
prioritise our shared natural environment. Planning and acting on creating a
decarbonised society must take precedence over short‐term, profit‐driven
commercial decisions.
The AGL proposal represents a short‐term commercial project, which ignores
scientific evidence on the urgent necessity to reduce our reliance on fossil
fuels, including fossil gas, and further risks (unknown) long‐term damage to a
rich, internationally recognised bio‐diverse area, the Western Port RAMSAR
Wetlands.
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Crib Point Enquiry- Public Submission
My name is Michelle Wright and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a unique area of environmental significance, including Ramsar listed wetlands
and a UNESCO designated Biosphere reserve. Its marine environment plays a vital role in
supporting biodiversity.
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. 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 discharge up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay

Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defence against the impacts of climate change.
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,
Michelle Wright
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We refer you to our attached submission.

Rhyll Vic 3923

Saturday, 22 August 2020

Submission to the Inquiry and Advisory Committee for the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
Our names are Andrew Marston and Linda Marston. We live in Rhyll, on Phillip Island,
adjoining Westernport Bay.

We thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the Environmental Effects Assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
render this proposal unacceptable in its current form. we will identify these in our submission
but the issue that concerns us most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.

Westernport Bay is a sanctuary of peace and calm, enhancing the natural beauty of the
surrounding regions. It is a Ramsar listed wetland area, internationally recognised for its
environmental significance and importance for wildlife, particularly water fowl. The beach
and reserve area around Cowes Jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. The
amenity of this important tourist area is likely to be affected by the presence of very large
gas transport vessels either passing through or sitting at anchor awaiting their turn to dock
and discharge. 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. Larger
marine species including fish, dolphins, seals and whales could be impacted by the passage
and presence of gas transport ships. This is not only an animal welfare issue but whales are
an integral and growing part of the local economy through an annual festival, whale watching
and cruises.

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. They also enjoy the natural beauty of the
coastal vistas enjoyed from much of the island’s coastline.

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 Westernport Bay is a pristine and protected wetland. This could well
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. Adverse impacts
upon the fish nurseries would reduce the stocks of fish that recreational fishers value.
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. Wetlands are highly
vulnerable to pollution, the likelihood of which will be greatly increased by further
industrialisation.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated, chilled water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on the small marine organisms
which make up the foundations of the wildlife ecosystem. 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.
AGL claim the project would assist in Victoria’s transition to a low-carbon economy. The
electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels, but
the claimed benefit of using gas in lieu of coal is diminished when emissions from LNG
production are factored in. 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.

Infrastructure Victoria (IV), in their assessment of the optimum location for a second
container port for Victoria, advised that:
• Locating a new port at Hastings would have an environmental impact on the Ramsar
sites and there is uncertainty about the ability to create suitable offsets.
• Impacts on ecological character are significant and cannot be avoided
• There are impacts on seagrass, mangroves and saltmarsh, and a risk of impacts on
penguins, marine mammals and fish. Also impacts on habitat for shore birds and
migratory birds
• There is also the potential for impacts to the tourism industry of Phillip Island from
passing ships.
A typical modern LNG ship is similar in size to the container vessels used in IV modelling, so
many of the concerns expressed in their report are relevant to the AGL proposal, and should
be given due consideration here.

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, the regional tourism sector or the local community
to any harm.

Sincerely,

Andrew Marston

Linda Marston
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My name is Erena Lawrence and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
Bay is home to a diverse range of habitats for flora and fauna. These include islands,
beaches, wetlands and rock platforms. I feel privileged to live in a place of such
serenity that is internationally known for its natural beauty. 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. 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. 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. 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. The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing
our demand for gas in Victoria. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas fields and import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. Thank you once again for the opportunity to
contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. 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, Erena Lawrence
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This proposal is an unacceptable environmental risk. I don’t believe that the
‘benefits’ of this proposal are worth the significant environmental risk and damaging
consequences that it will impose.
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My name is Nikky Saitta and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport is important for so many reasons it's where I surf camp and spend many days enjoying the
beautiful surrounds. But it's not only important to me it's important to all the wildlife in the area as well. We must
look after the environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point
to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife.
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. Not to mention the environmental impacts.
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 soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
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,
Nikky Saitta
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My name is Geoff Linnell and I visit Westernport Bay often. The Bay and its
surrounding environment is a wildlife haven, an internationally recognised RAMSAR
Wetland supposedly protected under the EPBC Act and its mangrove forests are an
important fisheries nursery. 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 wastewa
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My wife and I live in Melbourne and enjoy frequent trips to visit and stay around
Western Point Bay. We are very appreciative to have somewhere so beautiful and
natural to visit to walk and swim. Further industrialisation of the area with the
proposed gas plant will affect the delicate balance of the marine park and destroy
the beauty of the area. Please do not allow this beautiful bay to be destroyed for
ever in this way
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No LMG plant in Western Port. It also seems as though the number of truck
movement through the road net work will be very high. These roads were built in
the 60's and not to the standard to take the weight and volume that is now suggests.
Rate payers will again be asked to pay for the maintenance and upgrades required.
This will be sooner than later as the roads have not seen this volume of traffic since
BP pulled out of Crip Alos wooleys road beach will be closed for kayaking launching.
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My name is Brigette Snell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
enjoying visiting the surrounding areas to enjoy the natural beauty. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirement. Wetlands are
essential to our environment and I value the opportunity to protect them.
Sincerely, Brigette Snell

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

Natalie Carter

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Westernport_Bay.

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Please see attached submission

478

My name is Natalie Carter and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
We should be protecting our environment and investing in renewable energy.
A gas import terminal will have a major impact on the Westernport Bay and
ecosystem in this 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.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health
of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access
to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief
experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community.
Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health
conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing
our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by
between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology
and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy
consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria
could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas
import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These
measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under
most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated
by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our
electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the 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,
Natalie Carter
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My name is Hamish Payne and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. A friend
of mine lives in that area and has stressed her concerns to me about the issues of
AGL coming in. 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. My name is Hamish Payne and I have family
who live in Westernport Bay. A friend of mine lives in that area and has stressed her
concerns to me about the issues of AGL coming in. 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. 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. Thank you once again for the opportunity
to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on the local community would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue.
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My name is Dominic Holden and I visit Westernport Bay often. I grew up sailing and
swimming in western port bay. It’s an important part of my childhood, and I hope to
one day let my children have the sam experience. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local community. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. 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
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Elaine Harper
McCrae Vic 3938

22 August 2020

SUBMISSION RE AGL WESTERNPORT BAY GAS IMPORT JETTY AND
PIPELINE PROJECT

My name is Elaine Harper and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is highly sensitive and environmentally significant (Ramsar wetlands and
UNESCO Biosphere) and the proposed AGL project poses a real threat to local flora and fauna.
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 industrialization 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.
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.
Yours sincerely

Elaine Harper
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My name is Penny Underwood and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. Birds, mangroves, and nature in abundance; let’s use our natural resources
rather than bring in gas to a Ramsar protected site. Let’s also consider the impact on
local people. 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 af
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My name is Jessica Kafcaloudes and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. Western port bay is a haven for wildlife and our precious eco systems and I
love visiting the area for rest and relaxation away from the city. I would be horrified
to see the AGL project go ahead. It would endanger our marine life and the
wetlands. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues that concern me, most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife, and also the fact that natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. I visit Phillip Island often as I have a friend who lives there and I know it 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. I am sure
too that the people who live in Crib Point Would be detrimentally impacted by this
proposed project.
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AGL’s proposal to construct a gas import terminal in Western Port is inconsistent
with what must be done to keep catastrophic climate change from affecting our
world now and into the future. As a grandparent of two beautiful little girls, I am
devastated when I reflect on the legacy that we will leave if we do not do all we can
to create a safe future. With the costs of renewables and storage falling, fossil fuel
projects such this are both a threat and bad business decisions. The contribution of
this proposal to global warming is a huge issue for me, but the threat it poses to our
local and unique environment is also heart-breaking to contemplate. Not a day goes
by when we do not reflect on how lucky we are to live in this beautiful part of the
world and we have worked for over thirty years to protect and enhance our own
and community natural spaces, terrestrial and aquatic. That AGL thinks it
appropriate to build and operate a gas terminal resulting in even more emissionintensive gas than we currently use, in a Ramsar wetland and high conservation
value area under Victorian legislation, with all the threats that brings and to
compound the situation by deeming it acceptable to dump vast quantities of
chlorinated, cooled water into the bay each day, is beyond comprehensible. AGL
then seeking to weaken Victoria’s environmental laws to facilitate this widelyopposed facility is totally unacceptable. Governments have an obligation to protect
such significant wetlands and habitats and should not be unwinding these
protections at the behest of any company seeking to enrich themselves by risking
our precious and ever-diminishing environmental assets. Along with these very real
threats is the potential for oil spills with increased tanker traffic, the inherent risks to
populations living close to both the facility itself and the proposed pipeline from Crib
Point to Pakenham and the impact of the pipeline on prime agricultural land and
valuable conservation areas through which it will pass. We look around the world
and criticise less developed countries for treating their environment with contempt
by allowing ‘development opportunities’ from companies focused only on their own
interests. To think that we would even consider going down this path is appalling.
We have the knowledge and resources to do better and transition away from
questionable fossil fuel solutions to our needs. AGL does not have a social licence to
proceed with this deeply unpopular development and there are many viable
alternatives which are rapidly becoming more and more attractive in both economic
and environmental terms and which render any such project absolutely
unnecessary. The majority of our population now recognises what we must do to
safeguard our environment and to approve the AGL gas import terminal would be to
put the narrow, speculative interests of one company before the local, national and
international well-being of current and future generations.
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My name is Gracie Forshaw and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Each and every water system across the world is a microcosm of life that has a role
to play in the regeneration of our lands. Having a gas import terminal will disgrace
the eco systems that are relied upon by country I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. 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
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My name is JULIE MCKAY and I live in the Westernport Bay area. This area is so
beautiful with wetlands, marine and bird life. It needs to be protected from the
probable ill effects of this gas terminal. I strongly object to this proposal from AGL. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has
shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their
role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has
contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
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To the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
Please find below my submission OBJECTING to AGL and APA’s Gas Import Jetty
Works, FSRU, Terminal, and Pipeline Works, for the following reasons:
INCOMPLETE ABORIGINAL CULTURAL HERITAGE PLACE
SIGNIFICANCE ASSESSMENT
AGL claims that no impacts associated with the Project’s operation were identified in
relation to Aboriginal cultural heritage or historic heritage. This is simply not true.
All too often, cultural heritage assessments for the purpose of big business and fossil fuel
development rely entirely on the discovery of physical evidence – artefacts, middens,
tools and human remains. Whilst these are extremely important and of immense value,
another less tangible, but no less valuable, aspect of Aboriginal cultural heritage is
ignored.
Places of deep spiritual significance cannot be measured by the number of artefacts
found, but they are of unquantifiable importance to our intricate Aboriginal values around
Country, the Dreaming, our sacred Songlines, and our enduring custodial and ancestral
duties.
As stated in the Victorian Environment Assessment Council’s Marine Report from May
2019:
‘The Aboriginal peoples of south-eastern Australia have long inhabited coastal and
marine environments. The cultural, social and spiritual meaning of Sea Country to
Aboriginal Victorians is demonstrated in historical and contemporary accounts of
Aboriginal dreaming stories.
These dreaming stories are integral to informing understanding of the importance of Sea
Country and how to develop frameworks that facilitate the cultural application of Sea
Country management in the contemporary Victorian landscape.
Aboriginal Victorians continue to utilise and harvest the resources of their Country. They
and their extended families maintain regular camping sites along the coast in which they
pass knowledge of the coastal and marine environment from generation to generation.
This interaction with the coast has always been a crucial source of physical and spiritual
sustenance and vital to Traditional Owners’ identity as coastal people.
The coast contains many sacred and valuable sites for Victorian Aboriginal peoples,
many of which are described on the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Register.
Of concern is that there are examples where Aboriginal cultural values and
environmental values more broadly are threatened. These examples often highlight poor
decision making when Aboriginal people do not have a real voice in policy, planning and
implementation processes.’

One such sacred and invaluable site, which will be heavily impacted by AGL/APA’s
proposal, is the Land and Sea Country between Sandy Point and French Island (Jouap),
and indeed, the entire shipping channel beginning at the very entrance to Western Port.
This Sea Country is Women’s Country – with key ceremonial, Lore and Dreaming story
places for Bunwurrang/Bunurong women and girls. Many sites throughout this bay have
been traditional gathering and ceremony sites for Women’s Business over countless
millennia, and these traditions continue today. These places of significance have been
traditionally shared not only between the respective Bunwurrang/Bunurong clans, but
also with the broader Kulin Nation women and girls, in our sacred ceremonies, stores and
song around Women’s Business and Initiation. In recent years, a profound push to revive
and renew these ceremonies has begun.
Central to many of these Dreaming stories, and consequently spiritual and ceremonial
significance, is the area around Sandy Point. This sacred Sea Country is the resting place
for our Great Mother Whale, Parbayin Betayil, and her calf, DJou or Jouap. Held tightly
in oral traditions throughout several generations of women, both Western Port Bay and
Port Phillip Bay hold fundamental Bunwurrang/Bunurong Women’s Creation stories
involving Great Mother Whale. As Parbayin Betayil’s resting place, this sacred area
invites all other migrating whales, particularly mothers with their calves, to rest on their
epic annual migratory journey.
As a totemic custodian of these stories and Lore, I have a deep and irrevocable cultural
obligation to protect our Creator Being, her Dreaming places and the life she has enabled.
This obligation extends to the protection and safeguarding of the totality of the marine
environment, and in my specific ancestral obligation, the whales (as my totem), their
companions and their Songlines.
Western Port Bay is a traditionally significant point in an Aboriginal Whale Songline
which travels right around the entire country, intricately linking coastal clans in story,
song and ritual, as well as reciprocal obligations to care and protect these revered beings.
As is a fundamental value in Aboriginal symbiotic custodianship, each clan has a sacred
duty to protect and maintain the whales and their Songline, not simply for the good of
themselves, but for the good of each other and most importantly, for the good of the
whole, for Country.
This sacred duty has faced brutal challenges since White occupation. The willful and
relentless degradation of Country and the environment for greed and profit; the statesanctioned decimation of Aboriginal people and our Culture throughout colonisation; and
most specific to this submission, the cruel and remorseless hunting and killing of whales
to near extinction in this area and right through Australian waters.
Despite this, we have survived, our Culture continues, our Dreaming stories have been
held, our obligations to Country remain. And, our totemic animals are returning.

Contrary to AGL/APA’s assessment that ‘Western Port is not recognised as an
aggregation point or breeding area for these whale species and most whale visits to
Western Port are usually the result of wandering from normal migration paths’, in Old
Aboriginal oral story-telling this is far from the truth. Our Old Women’s stories from
pre-European contact, tell of a bay area teeming with whales, dolphins, seals, and
occasionally orcas and sharks, although Lore speaks of agreements of sanctuary between
these creatures in this significant area. Our stories speak of times when ceremony, song
and dance made direct contact with cetaceans. This is not uncommon amongst many
Aboriginal coastal clans along the marine Songlines. There are several, well-documented
occasions of Europeans witnessing these interactions between cetaceans and Aboriginal
people.
For Bunwurrang/Bunurong and Kulin Nation women, this contact, predominantly with
whales and dolphins, in both Western Port Bay and Port Phillip Bay, was an extremely
important element of our ceremonies and Initiations around Motherhood and
Womanhood. And these traditions are being reclaimed and revived today, and thus the
whales are returning.
Over the past decade, numbers of migrating whales entering the bay have been
increasing. As evidenced in the below Two Bay Whales Project survey from 2019,
whales and their family pods, including calves, were sighted all the way into the Bay,
around the Project Area and beyond, gathering around traditional Bunwurrang/Bunurong
Women’s Country, and specifically, ancient whale ceremonial grounds and Dreaming
sites around Sandy Point.

These whales, particularly mothers with their calves in the latter part of the season, use
the calm and safe waters of Western Port Bay as a much-needed resting point on their
exceptionally long migratory journey between April and November. It is a crucial
recovery and revitalization point for these animals to ensure they are fortified to make the
exhausting trek away from and back to their summer home and feeding grounds in
Antarctica.
According to AGL/APA’s submission, most of this time frame would coincide with the
winter peaking of operations at the Gas Import FSRU and Terminal, with huge, 300m
long x 50m wide, ships coming in and out of the bay on a regular basis. These enormous
LNG tankers would pass right through our Great Mother Whale’s resting place, and the
area where protected whales are returning to rest.
The overwhelming size of these carriers would make harassment of migrating whales
unavoidable, and the potential for actual collision resulting in whale injuries and possible
killings, would be extremely high. As explained in the following extract from the
environment.gov.au website, these are offences under the EPBC Act:
‘The Whale Protection Act 1980 has now been replaced by the Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (the EPBC Act). The Australian Whale
Sanctuary, established under the EPBC Act, includes the entire Commonwealth marine
area, beyond the coastal waters of each state and the Northern Territory. Within the
Sanctuary it is an offence to kill, capture, injure, harass, chase or herd whales, dolphins
and porpoises. The EPBC Act lists humpback whales as vulnerable and state legislation
of Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland provides similar protection.
It is estimated that when the Australian east coast whaling industry ended in 1963, the
east coast population of humpbacks had been reduced to a little over 100 individuals.
Thankfully, this population has shown steady recovery of around 10 –11% a year, and in
2006 was estimated at around 8000 ... Everyone in Australian waters must follow
regulations on how to behave around these animals ... Vessels must travel carefully at
low speed and stay at least 100 metres away ... Individual humpbacks still face threats —
they can become entangled in fishing gear or be struck by ships. Scientific whaling,
pollution, climate change, ocean noise and unsustainable tourism may also affect the
population. Humpback calves stay with their mothers for 11–12 months before becoming
independent.’
Clearly, the likelihood of breaches to the EPBC Act in regards to migrating whales is
evident given the ship sizes, shipping pathways and location of AGL/APA’s proposal.
The argument must be made that the reason why there seems to be a modern day belief
that whales do not use Western Port on their migratory path is due to the lack of colonial
records on the subject. However we must consider that by the time the squatters and
colonists had implanted themselves in Melbourne and her surrounds, the whalers and
sealers were already well into their boundless slaughter.

It is now an established belief that by the time whaling operations were finally banned in
our waters, there were only 3.5 to 5% of the pre-colonial Humpback whale populations
left. The Southern Right whale had been hunted to the edge of extinction.
Mercifully, these majestic animals have begun to rebound. They are still nowhere near
the numbers of pre-colonial times, but as their population numbers continue to grow, they
will start to return to their pre-European arrival, traditional migratory paths, known in
Aboriginal Lore and Songlines for millennia.
The numbers of protected whales currently frequenting Western Port are enough to show
that AGL/APA’s proposal will undoubtedly breach the EPBC Act on protected whales,
let alone the numbers that will continue to return to the bay in the coming decades.
Additionally, I believe the Project will have a significant and adverse Aboriginal cultural
heritage impact on Bunwurrang/Bunurong Women’s Sea Country. Our Great Mother
Whale’s resting place around Sandy Point will be constantly disturbed and desecrated by
the passage of enormous ships through the area, and the destruction of her fragile marine
environment. Once again, we will be forced to watch powerless as our totemic animals
are harassed and harmed, and pushed out of their traditional areas, as has happened so
brutally in the past. And once again, a powerful and important Aboriginal Songline,
which travels around and connects the culture, Dreaming and Lore of this great continent,
will be fragmented and weakened.
It is timely to note that the Victorian government is entering an historic stage of Treaty
negotiations with its First Nations people. We must not let this become yet another
disappointing and heartbreaking display of tokenism from a willfully disengaged and
exploitative colonial authority. It is time to act, and rejecting this destructive proposal is
a positive and vital step in the Victorian Government’s quest to genuinely honour and
heal relations with Aboriginal people.
ECOLOGICAL CONCERNS/THREATENED SPECIES
It should simply be enough that Western Port has been listed as an internationally
significant Ramsar site since 1982; that it is also recognised as an UNESCO Biosphere
Reserve; and that it holds the presence of several marine national parks within its
incredible and unique boundaries; for this proposal to be immediately rejected.
Likewise, it should simply be enough that the northern aspect of the Project’s pipeline
route travels through the former Koo Wee Rup swamp, which is an area that has been
reclaimed by the creation of a network of drainage and levee bank channels, and has been
zoned as “green wedge” with minimal future urban development, for this proposal to be
immediately rejected.

And most especially, it should simply be enough that an extensive number of fauna and
flora, classified as Critically Endangered, Endangered, Vulnerable and Migratory, will be
adversely affected, for this proposal to be immediately rejected.
Here is a list, not necessarily definitive, of these animals:
CRITICALLY ENDANGERED Orange-Bellied Parrot (of which 27 of these beautiful
birds were released by the Victorian government in April just north of where the terminal
would be built)
CRITICALLY ENDANGERED Swift Parrot
CRITICALLY ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Eastern Curlew
CRITICALLY ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Curlew Sandpiper
CRITICALLY ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Red Knot
CRITICALLY ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Great Knot
ENDANGERED Southern Brown Bandicoot
ENDANGERED Ghost Shrimp Paraglypturus (Eucalliax) Tooradin
ENDANGERED Ghost Shrimp Michelea microphylla (a local endemic known only from
Crib Point)
ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Southern Right Whale
ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Blue Whale
ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Loggerhead Turtle
ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Leatherback Turtle
ENDANGERED, MIGRATORY Lesser Sand Plover
VULNERABLE, MIGRATORY Humpback Whale
VULNERABLE, MIGRATORY Green Turtle
VULNERABLE, MIGRATORY Great White Shark
VULNERABLE, MIGRATORY Greater Sand Plover
VULNERABLE, MIGRATORY Bar-tailed Godwit
VULNERABLE, MIGRATORY White-throated Needletail
VULNERABLE Grey-headed Flying-fox
VULNERABLE Growling Grass Frog
VULNERABLE Australian Grayling
VULNERABLE Fairy Tern
VULNERABLE Brittle Star Amphiura triscacantha
MIGRATORY Pectoral Sandpiper
MIGRATORY Broad-billed Sandpiper
MIGRATORY Fork-tailed Swift
MIGRATORY Arctic Jaeger
MIGRATORY Crested Tern
MIGRATORY Double-banded Plover
MIGRATORY Red-necked Stint
MIGRATORY Sharp-tailed Sandpiper
MIGRATORY Rufous Fantail
MIGRATORY Satin Flycatcher
MIGRATORY Caspian Tern
MIGRATORY Little Tern

MIGRATORY Grey-tailed Tattler
MIGRATORY Whimbrel
MIGRATORY Common Sandpiper
MIGRATORY Common Greenshank
MIGRATORY Marsh Sandpiper
Commentary on the extraordinary array and incredible diversity of flora and fauna in
Western Port is extensive. Here are some additional observations, from various studies:
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•

•

•

Three hundred and thirty indigenous fauna species have been recorded in the
Western Port Ramsar site, and 25 introduced species (NRE 2000a).
Based on records in the NRE Atlas of Victorian Wildlife, 89 threatened species
have been recorded in the Western Port Ramsar site (Appendix 5). Thirty-six of
the faunal species recorded are listed under Schedule 2 of the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act 1988 (Appendix 5). Action Statements under the Act have been
prepared for the following species:
• Freckled Duck
• Grey-crowned Babbler
• Helmeted Honeyeater
• Hooded Plover
• Little Tern
• Orange-bellied Parrot
• Powerful Owl
• White-bellied Sea-Eagle
• San Remo Marine Community
• Long-nosed Potoroo
• New Holland Mouse
• Southern Right Whale
Western Port is also home to a number of fish species of conservation
significance; the only Victorian records of one species (the Pale Mangrove Goby)
come from this bay. Western Port is a key breeding area for some species such as
Elephant Fish, School Shark and Australian Anchovy, and a nursery area for other
species such as King George Whiting, Yellow-eye Mullet and Australian salmons.
Iconic species of Westernport - The Weedy Seadragon, as well as belonging to the
syngnathid group of listed species, is also the marine emblem for Victoria.
The abundances of six shorebird species in Western Port meet the criteria for
international importance — Eastern Curlew, Common Greenshank, Red-necked
Stint, Curlew Sandpiper, Double-banded Plover and Pied Oystercatcher. Western
Port is also nationally important for the Pacific Golden Plover.
The importance of the bay to shorebirds is recognised internationally by its
inclusion in the Shorebird Reserve Network for the East Asian – Australasian
Flyway and its designation as one of Birdlife International’s Important Bird
Areas.
Most of the migratory species in the bay are listed under Australia’s international
migratory bird agreements with Japan, China or South Korea. Twenty-nine
species listed under the Japan–Australia Migratory Birds Agreement (JAMBA)

•

•
•

and 31 bird species listed under the China–Australia Migratory Birds Agreement
(CAMBA) regularly occur in the Western Port Ramsar site (DSE 2003).
Western Port is used by a suite of waterbirds for breeding and moulting, as well as
in non-breeding periods and as a drought refuge. The more significant of the
waterbirds in Western Port in terms of numbers are those that breed colonially
(Sacred Ibis and Straw-necked Ibis, Royal Spoonbill and Australian Pelican) and
waterfowl (Black Swan, Chestnut Teal and Musk Duck).
Four of the more numerous waterbird species in Western Port (Black Swan,
Sacred Ibis, Royal Spoonbill and Chestnut Teal) breed in large numbers in the
wetlands of French and Phillip Islands and the Mornington Peninsula.
A total of 24 seabird taxa was recorded in a three-year survey of the seabirds of
Western Port (Dann et al. 2003). The most numerous species by far was the
Short-tailed Shearwater, followed by Silver Gulls, Little Penguins and Crested
Terns. All four of these species breed in Western Port and display seasonality in
their abundance with peak numbers for most occurring in late summer-early
autumn which coincides with the reported influx of juvenile clupeoid fish into
Western Port (Dann et al. 2003).

Significantly, the incredible uniqueness and importance of Western Port was
acknowledged in the 2018 report ‘Understanding the Western Port Environment’,
commissioned by the Victorian State Government, Melbourne Water, Port Phillip and
Westernport CMA, and the Victorian Investment Framework. Here is an extended
example of the report’s assessment of the area affected by AGL/APA’s proposal:
‘Western Port is special
Western Port is a unique feature on the Victorian coast, a large, semi-enclosed
embayment on an exposed coastline, formed by complex geological processes (Figure 1).
Superficially similar to Port Phillip Bay, it is more complex than its western neighbor,
with a greater tidal range, extensive intertidal mudflats, and two large islands (Phillip
Island and French Island). The tidal flats are cut by deep channels, with several
catchments draining (some artificially connected) into the northeastern and eastern parts
of the bay. All of this makes for complex oceanographic circulation. Much of its coastline
is fringed by mangroves and saltmarshes, and there are extensive seagrass meadows on
mudflats and below the low tide level.
Western Port has 3 of Victoria’s 13 Marine National Parks within its boundaries and the
Mushroom Reef Marine Sanctuary just outside its western entrance.
Western Port and its surrounds have also been recognized internationally, with
UNESCO’s Man and the Biosphere program designating it as one of just over 500
Biosphere Reserves around the world, which combine outstanding natural values with
intense interactions with human populations (www.biosphere.org.au).
As an ecosystem
Western Port has an extraordinary diversity of habitats, from rocky shores to deep
channels with strong currents, mangroves, saltmarshes, seagrass beds, intertidal
mudflats that are so important to shorebirds and subtidal soft sediments that harbour a
diverse invertebrate fauna. Often these habitats are close together, resulting in areas of
high diversity, such as the southeastern corner, where there is a diverse reef fauna close

to rhodolith beds and important breeding areas for elephant fish. The proximity of these
habitats means that they are interdependent.
The geography of Western Port also generates complex relationships within the bay,
especially because its strong currents move sediments, nutrients and toxicants around,
and provide a path for plants and animals to disperse.
This means, for example, that nutrients entering the bay may be processed and removed
in areas distant from where they entered. Some of Western Port’s plants and animals also
use different parts of Western Port during different stages of their life cycles, or only live
part of their lives in the bay. While it is helpful to consider individual assets of Western
Port or particular threats, we need to keep in mind the critical linkages within this
ecosystem.
Soft sediments are the prevailing habitat in Western Port, covering about two-thirds of
the bay. The area of unvegetated sediments has increased following the loss of seagrass
beds. Extensive intertidal flats are important foraging grounds for shorebirds. Several
hundred species of infaunal and epifaunal organisms have been recorded, including a
high diversity of ghost shrimps, brachiopods that are ‘living fossils’,
rare rhodoliths, and other species listed as endangered.
One of the outstanding characteristics of the soft-sediment fauna of Western Port is the
high diversity of ghost shrimps.
Two ghost shrimp species occurring off Crib Point have been listed as threatened species
under the Victorian Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1888 because of their very
restricted distribution: Paraglypturus (Eucalliax) tooradin, a rare species otherwise only
known from a single specimen from Swan Bay, and Michelea microphylla, a local
endemic known only from Crib Point (O’Hara & Barmby 2000; Butler & Bird 2010).
Other crustaceans in the bay, such as the rare Alpheus australosulcatus, may be
endangered but are considered ‘data deficient’ at present (O’Hara & Barmby 2000) ...
some living species of brachiopods are apparently little changed from their fossil forms
(Richardson 1997) and are often called ‘living fossils’. Magellania flavescens is patchily
distributed but widespread in Western Port, requiring hard objects on the substrate
for attaching its pedicel. Although Magellania flavescens occurs widely along the
southern coast of Australia, the populations in Western Port are the largest known
(Chidgey et al. 2009).
Echinodermata
The brittle star Amphiura triscacantha has been found in northern Western Port; the only
other occurrences in Victorian waters are in Corner Inlet (Butler & Bird 2010). It is
listed as threatened under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act, yet classified only as
vulnerable for by the Victorian Department of Sustainability and Environment (Edmunds
et al. 2010).
Western Port is of international significance for aquatic birds. Its importance for birds is
reflected in the abundance and diversity of species, the breeding populations of some
species in the bay or nearby (some unusually large),
its importance as a drought refuge for waterbirds and its use as a non-breeding area for
migrant shorebirds from the northern hemisphere and New Zealand.
It makes a significant contribution to Australia’s obligations under a suite of
international treaties and agreements including the Ramsar Convention for wetland
conservation, the Bonn Convention for wildlife conservation, China-Australia Migratory

Bird Agreement, Japan-Australia Migratory Bird Agreement, Republic of KoreaAustralia Migratory Bird Agreement and the Shorebird Reserve Network for the East
Asian-Australasian flyway. It is also designated as part of a global network of Birdlife
International’s important bird areas.’
It is important to highlight the recurring assessment that Western port enjoys ‘complex
oceanographic circulation’ and ‘nutrients entering the bay may be processed and
removed in areas distant from where they entered’. The report explains that ‘the
proximity of these habitats means that they are interdependent’ and that ‘while it is
helpful to consider individual assets of Western Port or particular threats, we need to
keep in mind the critical linkages within this ecosystem...’
What this means for AGL/APA’s proposal is that any one thing occurring within the area
of the Project, will have consequences for Western Port Bay as a whole. Any toxins,
leaks, spills, chlorination, introduction of marine pests, loss of minute marine life, loss of
habitat, adverse temperature changes, impacts to seagrass, salt marshes, mangroves; any
change in any part of the ecosystem will have a resounding impact across the whole of
the Western Port area and the entirety of its fauna and flora.
Some of the most obvious impacts from this proposal have been widely discussed and
despite AGL/APA’s mitigation strategies, are still not acceptable. These are:
VOLUME OF WATER INTAKE
According to AGL/APA’s EES, the regasification seawater flow between September and
February may be 312,000 m3 per day, which is the equivalent volume of water of 125
Olympic-sized swimming pools. For March to August, during anticipated higher demand
for gas in winter, regasification seawater flows may be 468,000 m3 per day, which is the
equivalent volume of water of 187 Olympic-sized swimming pools.
Given this enormous amount of water intake and eventual release back into Western Port,
it is foolhardy to believe that there would be only minimal consequences to an ecosystem
which, as ‘Understanding the Western Port Environment’ report reminds us time and
again, is so finely balanced and intricately connected.
ENTRAINMENT OF MARINE LIFE
As evidenced above, this is an enormous amount of seawater that will contain all manner
of important marine life. As described by AGL/APA, this marine life will include ‘very
small fish, zooplankton, phytoplankton, drifting fish eggs and larvae’. All of this marine
life will be exterminated in this process.
However, AGL/APA believe 187 Olympic-sized swimming pools per day worth of
marine life is inconsequential, stating the ‘level of entrainment of small marine biota into
the FSRU water intakes is negligible.’ What is negligible here is AGL/APA’s blatant
disregard for an extremely sensitive, interdependent ecosystem.
CHLORINATION/WATER TEMPERATURE CHANGES

In order to prevent ‘biofouling’, any organisms unable to swim away from the FSRU’s
intake of over 180 Olympic-sized swimming pools worth of water would be killed
through chlorination.
This water would then be discharged back into Western Port at varying degrees of
temperature, either significantly above or below the ambient temperature of the bay. In
the open loop mode, 187 Olympic-sized swimming pools will discharge at approximately
7C lower. In closed loop mode, 74 swimming pools will discharge at up to 12C hotter
and potentially, in the case of an emergency, 16.5C hotter.
AGL/APA acknowledge that Guideline Values for temperature and chlorine will be
exceeded in a predicted area of at least 20 hectares in range. They further acknowledge
that ‘within this five hectare area of combined stress from chlorine and temperature
variation, an alteration in the composition of the seabed biota community would be
expected.’
Research is clear that even slight fluctuations of temperature can have extreme impacts
on marine ecology. Compounding this is the fact that this would not be a one-off event.
Rather, it would be a regular altering of an incredible volume of seawater, relentlessly
repeated over several years. With no long-term studies on the potential impacts of
regular chlorination and temperature differentials in a sensitive ecological environment,
the consequences may well be far worse than AGL/APA would like us to understand.
SPILLS
AGL/APA acknowledge the consequences of a spill in Western Port would be dire,
saying ‘major short term impacts would be expected on the biota in the water column and
on the shoreline of Phillip Island within a distance of about five kilometre either side of
the spill ... Minor short term effects are expected within a distance of 10 kilometres.
Beyond this distance, there should be no visible slick, and little effect on birds or
intertidal biota. The effects are likely to persist for up to one kilometre from the spill
for weeks to months. Longer term, there should be full recovery ... The consequence
for a spill would be considered major. Taking account of likelihood and consequence,
the risk of spills having adverse impacts on the environmental values of Western Port is
considered medium.’
Whilst AGL/APA are quick to say these accidents are rare, they are not impossible. And
in such a fragile, interconnected and richly diverse ecosystem as is found in Western Port,
a spill of any size would be horrific, and simply not worth the risk.
MARINE PESTS
Species that are not indigenous to an area can cause severe problems, including
displacement of natural species, habitat destruction, and irreversible changes on an entire
ecosystem. According to the 2018 ‘Understanding the Western Port Environment’
report:
‘A primary vector is international and local commercial shipping, and there is a long
history of introductions via this pathway. A substantial number of non-indigenous species

were already present in Port Phillip Bay when the first formal surveys were done there in
the late 19th century (Hewitt et al. 2004). Early introductions are presumed to have
occurred primarily through hull fouling by algae and sessile invertebrates such as
barnacles. In more recent times, ballast water has been recognised as an important
source of pest organisms. In Australia, hull fouling is estimated to contribute to 60% of
invasive species translocations, and ballast water 24% (Hewitt and Campbell 2008).
Non-indigenous species are already well established in Western Port, with Hastings
having a substantial number of such species (Currie and Crookes 1997, Parry and Cohen
2001, Webb and Keough 2002).’
Whilst AGL/APA are adamant that very little foreign ballast water will be discharged
into the bay, this report clearly shows that the primary way of transporting marine pests,
to the tune of approximately 60%, is hull fouling. The report concludes that ‘any
escalation of shipping activity will increase the risk of such introductions.‘ Clearly it
would be extremely difficult to clean the hull of these enormous ships before they enter
Western Port so the risk of infestation by marine pests remains extremely high, with very
little control over their transmission and devastating consequences.
Given the enormity of potential ecological impacts from this proposal, it seems
extraordinary to me that AGL/APA believe their vague promises to ‘minimise loss of
remnant vegetation’, along with buck-passing mitigation measures such as ‘Contractor
Awareness’, will be sufficient to protect this internationally recognised, beautiful and
extremely delicate ecosystem. And it is likewise extraordinary that they assume the
community is naive enough to take them at their word when AGL/APA say ‘Once the
FSRU is operating, a marine monitoring program would verify that actual environmental
impacts are not greater than predicted. If any unexpected circumstances are detected,
appropriate action would be taken to meet the environmental responsibilities of AGL and
APA.’
This assertion gives rise to the question that if the actual environmental impacts are
indeed greater than predicted, exactly what actions would be taken? Should we expect
yet another meaningless slap on the wrist and inconsequential fine? AGL have a dismal
track record of wilful negligence when it comes to breaching environmental conditions of
approval for their site operations. It is extremely difficult to believe, despite their
protestations, that this Project would be any different, and once again, the damage would
be immense and irreversible.
AMENITY
In addition to the clearly negative impacts the Project will have in regards to noise,
vibration and light, I am also concerned about the damage ships of this size will have on
the visual amenity of this pristine environment, for both local communities as well as
visitors who travel to this area from all over the country and indeed, the world.

Western Port is commonly known as the ‘jewel in the Mornington Peninsula crown’, and
is a major contributor to the area’s thriving and lucrative tourism industry. A Research
Factsheet produced by Tourism Victoria in October 2015 states that ‘In 2013-14, the
tourism industry contributed an estimated $979 million to the Mornington Peninsula
economy (10.2% of gross regional product) and employed approximately 9,800 people
(9.4% of regional employment).’
As identified in the VEAC Marine Report of 2018:
‘Marine tourism is a large and growing part of Victoria’s tourism sector. It is strongly
dependent on marine natural values such as popular or appealing (‘charismatic’)
animals and pristine landscapes.
Victoria’s most popular marine and coastal visitor destinations are the Twelve Apostles
on the Great Ocean Road and the Penguin Parade on Phillip Island.
Popular activities include swimming with and viewing marine mammals, surfing and
paddling.
Recreation in the marine environment includes activities beside, on and in the water, all
providing significant health benefits.
Boat-based tourism is a growing industry and includes dive boats, fishing charters,
scenic cruising boats and yachts. Mostly small to medium-sized boats are involved, so
impacts and risks of marine pollution are considered to be minor.
Marine mammals (whales, dolphins and seals) are the focus of a number of air, land and
sea-based tourism businesses. To manage the disturbance impacts on the animals, a
combination of regulations, permits and exclusion zones are in place.
Recreational fishing is a large and dispersed sector. Around 10 per cent of Victorians are
estimated to fish recreationally in marine and estuarine waters, particularly Port Phillip
Bay, Western Port, Corner Inlet and the Gippsland Lakes.
Current government policy aims to increase recreational fishing participation
For a species or population to support fishing, it needs to be part of a healthy and
functioning ecosystem. Habitat loss affects key life stages, such as larval recruitment,
especially for species dependent on limited habitats such as seagrass beds.’
Understandably, there is a very real concern that industrial development like the
AGL/APA proposal will have an enormous negative impact on these valuable tourism
and fishing industries. The passage of enormous carrier vessels through an otherwise
pristine environment will significantly alter the character and amenity of the area.
It is important to consider both the size and potential frequency of the LNG carriers
compared to what currently exists. AGL/APA note that shipping numbers have been
consistently around 100 import/export cargo ships for the last four to five years through
Western Port. Their proposal expects to increase that overall number by almost 50%,
with an estimation of 40 ships servicing the FSRU.
The proposal estimates the size of an LNG ship to be comparable to the size of an oil
cargo ship frequenting Long Island Point. This may be so, but as Infrastructure Victoria
reports, there are typically only 15 crude oil tanker calls per year at Long Island Point.
The numbers suggested by AGL/APA for their LNG cargo ships are nearly triple that.

An examination of the size of these ships reveals that whilst they may be comparable to
an oil tanker size, they will be nearly double the size of current fuel import and gas export
ships frequenting the bay, and nearly triple the size of steel import and export ships. And
yes, ironically, gas export ships!
Indeed, the LNG import ships are so large that the Port of Hastings harbour master has
mandated the shipping lanes will operate as single file only when an LNG tanker is
arriving. Specifically, these ships will be approximately 300 metres in length, 50 metres
in width and will sit over 13 metres high from the waterline.
To counteract the serene image of an empty Crib Point Jetty, so frequently used in
AGL/APA’s EES and promotional material, here is an example of what the reality will be
with an LNG import cargo ship sitting alongside the permanently docked FSRU ship.

Additionally, here is an example of how a permanently moored FSRU may look at night.

It is important to highlight that AGL/APA have suggested operations will continue
throughout the night in some situations, which would involve tugboats assisting the
mooring of carriers arriving at night, along with potential activities associated with the
transferring and regasification of LNG. They have also conceded that operational noise
will likely exceed recommended levels.
Not only would these levels of light and noise have an adverse impact on the local
resident human communities, as well as the visiting tourist population, they would have
an enormous impact on the area’s wildlife. Some examples would be the effect on
nocturnally–active fledglings, who are attracted to artificial light sources, rendering them
vulnerable to collision with infrastructure or predation on the ground. Anthropogenic
noise can impact cetacean communication and physiology, as well as on the survival of
commercially important species, like mussels and scallops.
Clearly, the impacts on the local fauna and flora would be many and varied. And in such
an interdependent and delicate ecosystem, the consequences of these impacts would set
off ongoing chain reactions and feedback loops that permanently change the Western Port
environment.
Such threats to the overall amenity of the area and its environment are simply
unacceptable, and have the potential to severely and adversely impact so many important
elements that make Western Port the ‘jewel in the Mornington Peninsula crown’.
CLIMATE IMPACT/GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
So-called ‘Natural’ Gas has long been hailed as a ‘clean’ fossil fuel that can provide a
‘bridge’ to an eventual renewables-based energy market. However, recent scientific
studies conclude that ‘natural’ gas contributes much more to greenhouse gas emissions
than previously thought.
This article from Reuters, published August 18, 2020 explains:
‘Natural gas produces half as much carbon dioxide (C02) when burned than coal, but
that doesn’t make it harmless. Climate scientists say that rising production of natural

gas is emerging as one of the biggest drivers of climate change, and that plans for
industry expansion could hobble efforts to stabilize the Earth’s climate.
... emissions from the natural gas industry ... are now growing so rapidly that the sector
“is quickly becoming one of the biggest, if not the biggest, challenges to address climate
change,” said Pep Canadell, a senior research scientist at CSIRO Climate Science
Centre in Canberra, Australia.
Climate scientists are concerned about another greenhouse gas that leaks into the
atmosphere during natural gas production: methane.
Methane has a warming effect up to 80 or 90 times more powerful than C02 over a 20year timescale.
Climate scientists are increasingly concerned ... that plans to massively expand the
industry mean that using natural gas as a “bridge” could end up locking the world into
a high-carbon and fast-warming future.
In a report published in June last year, Global Energy Monitor, a San Francisco-based
non-profit that analyses the fossil fuel industry, estimated that the oil and gas industry
plans to spend $1.3 trillion to build a global infrastructure to boost the trade in liquefied
natural gas ... Were they all to go ahead, the climate impact of the projects - including
the effects of methane leaks - would exceed that of all coal-fired power plants under
construction or in pre-construction planning worldwide, the report said.’
It is clear that the myth around gas being a ‘clean’ fossil fuel no longer holds up. Not
only are the processes of obtaining gas in the first place incredibly detrimental to the
natural environment, as well as the health of people near fracking projects and gas fields,
but the continual leakage of methane into the atmosphere at various stages of gas
extraction and utilization contribute to soaring greenhouse gas emissions.
Of all the greenhouse gases, methane is well known to be one of the most potent because
of its ability to efficiently absorb heat in Earth’s atmosphere. Studies have shown that,
over a 20-year period, a kilogram of methane warms the planet as much as 80 times more
than a kilogram of carbon dioxide. Methane then lasts for maybe a decade in Earth's
atmosphere before reacting with hydroxyl and turning into carbon dioxide, where it can
stays for centuries.
Another impact of methane is a phenomenon called thermal expansion. Greenhouse
gases like methane heat up the atmosphere, and as much as 90 percent of that excess
heat is absorbed by the oceans. This heat causes seawater to expand in volume, which in
turn causes sea levels to rise. In 2017, scientists ran computer simulations that
showed thermal expansion caused by methane continues for centuries even after the gas
has dissipated from the atmosphere.
Finally, emitting methane can actually lead to higher levels of ozone in the atmosphere,
which can cause a number of health problems such as shortness of breath and aggravate
lung conditions like asthma, emphysema, and chronic bronchitis.

And AGL/APA have clearly shown that their proposal will undoubtedly emit methane.
In their attempt to minimise the dangers of LNG spills in their EES, AGL/ADA confirms
that,
‘LNG spills are not a potential threat to the Ramsar values of Western Port as natural
gas (methane) rises and dissipates to the atmosphere in the event of a spill and does not
form a slick on the water. As such, an LNG spill would not adversely affect the natural
values of Western Port such as mangroves and seagrass.’
On the contrary, methane spills are fast becoming one of the greatest challenges to
curbing climate change, and will have an extremely detrimental effect on the ‘natural
values of Western Port’ and indeed the world. An international team of scientists from
the Global Methane Budget say that worldwide emissions of methane have hit the
“highest levels on record”. Their estimates for 2017 show that annual global emissions
hit almost 600m tonnes and that by the end of 2019, the concentration of methane in the
atmosphere reached around 1875 parts per billion, more than two-and-a-half times preindustrial levels. Breaking down the different sources, the budget shows that rising
emissions from “both the agriculture and waste sector and the fossil fuel sector are likely
the dominant cause of this global increase”.
Science and policy institute Climate Analytics found that between 2015 and 2020 the
emissions growth from LNG will effectively wipe out the carbon pollution avoided
through the 23% renewable energy target.
Given the global tendency of big business and industry to underestimate the true impact
of methane on greenhouse gas emissions and therefore, climate change, I believe
AGL/APA’s estimates are woefully inadequate. They have estimated their scope 1 and
scope 2 emissions as being 0.23 per cent of Victoria’s annual emissions in closed loop
mode and 0.06 per cent under in open loop mode.
As these numbers are meant to factor in direct emissions from owned or controlled
sources, as well as indirect emissions from the generation of purchased energy, the math
on these estimates appears questionable. Studies show that from a low base, LNG
production – counting both fugitive emissions from the well during gas extraction and
industrial emissions during processing – now contributes about 5% of national carbon
dioxide emissions. That is expected to reach about 7% by 2020 and could hit 17% if all
proposals under consideration are fully developed. LNG projects are expected to emit
roughly the same amount as 12 million cars on Australian roads by 2020. That’s
approximately 86% of the national fleet.
For AGL/APA to suggest that their total scope 1 and 2 emissions in an open loop mode
would only account for 0.06% of Victoria’s annual emissions seems hopeful at best, and
incredibly deceptive at worst.
It is also of vital importance to understand if AGL/APA’s scope 1 and 2 emissions
estimates take into account full product life cycle emissions. Given the all too common
occurrence of methane leaks at most stages of the gas journey, have all the emissions

associated with the production and use of this Project, from cradle to grave, including
emissions from raw materials, manufacture, transport, storage, sale, use and disposal,
been accounted for?
Additionally, there are growing calls for fossil fuel companies to release data on their
“scope 3 emissions”, which are all indirect emissions (not included in scope 2) that occur
in the value chain of the reporting company, including both upstream and downstream
emissions. As a project that will have huge implications on our community and natural
environment, we have the right to demand greater disclosure and assessment of every
aspect of emissions and their impact on the climate crisis.
GAS PRICES/SHORTFALL
Much is made in AGL/APA’s EES of the predicted shortfall in gas supply towards 2024
for Victoria. It is important to clarify that this potential shortfall relates only to peak day
usage in winter, and is based somewhat on the estimation that the current reserves at
Gippsland and Otway Bay may be dwindling, although the exact quantities remaining are
difficult to determine.
The latest AEMO Victoria Study, dated March 2020, acknowledges that it does not factor
in the decline in both domestic and international LNG markets due to the pandemic,
saying,
‘The coronavirus (COVID-19) is causing disruptions to the global LNG market8.
Depending on the extent and duration of the virus-induced downturn, this may reduce
global LNG demand and impact LNG exports from Queensland, as well as reduce
domestic demand. The Queensland producers may then choose to sell additional gas into
the domestic market while global LNG demand is reduced, which would reduce the
amount of Victorian gas supplied to New South Wales and South Australia, potentially
reducing Victorian production down to minimum contracted levels. These potential
impacts were not modelled in the 2020 GSOO or this 2020 VGPR Update.’
This statement highlights the impossibility of certainty in determining whether or not
there will definitively be a shortage of gas supply for Victoria in 2024, due to unknown
current gas field reserves and decreased global demand. Regardless, AGL insists that
‘Victorian households and businesses are the largest gas consumers in Australia. While
the Bass Strait gas fields have contributed to a plentiful supply of gas for Victoria and
other south-eastern states since the 1960s, these reserves are starting to run out.’
Whilst it may well be true that the Bass Strait gas reserves are running out, the
implication in this statement that these gas fields have been used up through supplying
gas to Victoria is quite misleading. The truth is that while Australia is the second largest
extractor of fossil gas on the planet, most of it is exported overseas, including most of
Victoria’s own supplies.

In a stunning failure of government policy, fossil fuel companies, many of them
internationally owned, have been able to extract unlimited gas for sale overseas and
consequently reap enormous profit off our non-renewable resources. The creation of an
export gas industry in Queensland has had huge ramifications for Australian households
and businesses.
While more than two-thirds of gas produced on the east coast has been exported, the
domestic market has been left with potential supply shortages and a fourfold increase in
gas prices. When Australia's east coast market was connected to international prices for
the first time in 2015, through three export terminals at Gladstone, in Queensland, local
prices went from $3 a gigajoule to $20 a gigajoule and gas flowed out of Victoria to feed
the exports.
This demonstrates just how erroneous AGL/APA’s claim is, that ‘The Project would
provide gas supply certainty and security for Victorian gas customers and assist to place
downward pressure on gas prices’.
When AGL first announced plans of their gas import terminal 3 years ago, Bruce
Robertson, an analyst at the Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis
(Ieefa), commented:
“It shows a total policy failure from the federal government ... The high local price for
gas in Australia is being driven up by huge LNG export terminals in Queensland buying
up local supply and shipping it overseas. Those export terminals have locked in longterm export contracts and appear to be operating at a loss, with Origin announcing on
Thursday a further $815m post-tax devaluation of its terminal caused by flailing
international oil prices ... Those contracts have resulted in Australian gas sometimes
being sold for less to overseas customers than to local customers despite the costs of
liquefaction and shipping ... The majority of the local gas suppliers are involved in
those export operations, giving them significant power in the domestic market,
allowing them to push up local prices to recover costs ... AGL’s investment in an
import terminal is a bet by the company that Australian domestic gas prices will stay
high enough in the future to cover the cost of liquefying foreign gas and shipping it to
Australia.”
Not only have domestic gas prices been unfairly and extraordinarily inflated by an
exploitative gas export consortium, Victorian customers are now expected to buy foreign
gas from overseas. This would lock Victorian consumers into shouldering not only the
initial cost of the product, but also the costs of turning the gas into liquid for transport,
shipping costs, the costs of turning the liquefied gas back into gas, then the costs of
distributing it to the domestic market.
It would also leave Victorian consumers exposed to, and at the mercy of, uncontrollable
variables within the international market. These could include base price fluctuations,
US currency fluctuations, international trade restrictions, foreign government policy
changes, or other unprecedented risks in a time of heightened global uncertainty around
the Covid-19 pandemic and the climate crisis.

Due to short-sighted and flaccid government policies in the past, and the insatiable greed
of fossil fuel companies, we are now scrambling to fortify a gas supply to Victoria, after
decades of plundering the gas fields in our own backyard for the benefit of big business
profit and overseas markets. And, in a move that has been ridiculed by many, AGL/APA
would have us now believe the only solution is to effectively import back the gas we
export.
Perhaps the best solution to resolve the drainage of our current gas fields is to place
immediate limitations on the quantity of domestic gas that fossil fuel companies are
allowed to export overseas.
Following the lead of Turnbull’s government of 2017, in the creation of The Australian
Domestic Gas Security Mechanism, I believe the best and right course of action would be
to force gas exporters to divert supplies to the domestic market if there was a shortage
forecast within the following two to five years, thus entirely eliminating the need for
destructive new gas projects such as AGL/APA’s Project.
ALTERNATIVES
We are at an historic moment in time. The Covid-19 global pandemic and the horrifying
consequences of scientifically proven, man-made climate change have forced an
expansive reassessment of how we live in our world and what we want our future to look
like.
Through every level of society, there is an unprecedented push to re-evaluate the status
quo, shake off the constraints and mitigate the catastrophes of the business-as-usual
model, and make bold changes to ensure a harmonious and prosperous future for
generations to come.
Calls to reform the energy market, particularly the unsustainable, climate-wrecking fossil
fuel industry, are coming from many sectors. As the government prepares plans for
economic recovery, support for a once-only opportunity to move towards zero emissions
is rapidly increasing, not just from climate activists and conservationists, but from
industry, banks, energy companies, unions and major investors.
Kristalina Georgieva, the head of the International Monetary Fund, articulated the push in
late April while addressing the heads of 30 countries at the annual Petersberg Climate
Dialogue.
“We are about to deploy a massive fiscal stimulus which can help us address both crises
at the same time (pandemic and climate change) ... If this recovery is to be sustainable –
if our world is to become more resilient – we must do everything in our power to promote
a green recovery. In other words, taking measures now to fight the climate crisis is not
just a ‘nice-to-have’. It is a ‘must-have’ if we are to leave a better world for our
children.”

Innes Willox, chief executive of the Australian Industry Group, representing more than
60,000 businesses, says economic recovery from the virus and the transition required to
meet net-zero emissions by 2050 are overlapping issues that should be taken on together.
Willox is among a band of community leaders and industry groups urging governments
to back climate solutions in the pandemic recovery rather than projects that entrench or
increase emissions.
This band of industry groups includes the Investor Agenda, a global group of institutional
investors and managers with members responsible for more than $55tn worth of assets.
In a recent statement, it said governments should avoid prioritising “risky, short-term
emissions intensive projects”, and that accelerating the shift to net-zero emissions could
create significant employment and economic growth while improving energy security and
clean air. “The path we choose in the coming months will have significant ramifications
for our global economy and generations to come,” the group, which includes Australia’s
Investor Group on Climate Change, said.
An analysis by energy and carbon consultants RepuTex examined the rise in industrial
carbon pollution in the period covered by Australia’s 2030 emissions target, starting in
2005. This analysis, including from oil and gas extraction, mining and large-scale
transport, found that industrial greenhouse gas emissions in Australia have risen 60% in
the past 15 years and LNG emissions were found to be 621% higher than 15 years
ago.
The ACTU’s Michele O’Neil said that Australian unions are concerned the National
Covid-19 Coordination Commission’s focus on gas is too narrow to achieve the energy
transformation needed for sustainable manufacturing. A recent ACTU paper calls for the
government to develop a sustainable manufacturing sector and the creation of a $1bn
fund to invest in “manufacturing-tied renewable energy projects, new industrial uses of
renewable energy” and carbon-neutral manufacturing projects.
Paul Bastian, national secretary of the Australian Manufacturing Workers’ Union and a
member of the taskforce, rejected the overwhelming focus on gas as the path out of
recession. This sentiment is echoed by Jim Stanford, the director of the Centre for Future
Work, which helped develop the policy, who said there was a “growing consensus in the
manufacturing sector that [renewable energy] is a huge new competitive advantage” for
Australia’s domestic industry.
John Grimes, chief executive of the Smart Energy Council said the country needed to
tackle the current economic crisis and the climate crisis at the same time or it would
“lurch from one major problem to another ... This is Australia’s moment to modernise
and grow the economy, create hundreds of thousands of new future-proof jobs and
position Australia as a global renewable energy superpower,” Grimes said.
The Paris-based International Energy Agency called on governments worldwide to
“Make smart policy decisions that can put emissions into structural decline this decade,”

says the agency’s chief executive, Fatih Birol, warning massive stimulus programs
considered now would shape infrastructure for decades to come.
More and more governments, worldwide, are responding. The German government has
called for recovery programs to invest in future-proof jobs that would cut emissions,
rather than return to business as usual. Britain has proposed an accelerated take-up of
green technologies, saying it could have a profound impact on “our societies’ future
sustainability, resilience and, ultimately, wellbeing”.
The idea of a green stimulus has been supported by governments in countries as diverse
as Pakistan, Portugal, Canada and the United Arab Emirates, backed by major
business energy giants including BP and Shell, and promoted by the World Bank, which
has published a series of blog posts with detailed suggestions of how to respond.
Closer to home, Labor MP Mark Butler also insisted the recovery after the pandemic
needed to set Australia on the path to low emissions, saying measures “must be focused
on bringing forward investment in new renewable energy projects and building on
Australia’s huge potential as a clean energy manufacturer”. This would “create tens of
thousands of new jobs, stimulate regional economies, deliver cheaper power prices, and
help to tackle climate change”. Butler noted that Australia’s major business
organisations, the Business Council of Australia, the Australian Industry Group and
others, had called for Australia’s economic recovery plan to be consistent with the Paris
goal of net zero emissions by mid-century – a view that was held in the banking and
finance sectors.
Federal Opposition Leader Anthony Albanese said that under his leadership, Labor would
continue to take the challenge of reducing greenhouse gas emissions seriously.
“I’ve announced net zero emissions by 2050 ... All of the policies that a Labor
government that I lead would implement would be consistent with that ... Action on
climate change will actually create jobs and lower energy prices. We need to take climate
change seriously”.
Referring to the Coalition Government’s National Covid-19 Coordination Commission,
the Labor leader said members of that commission “come into their positions with all of
their history and all of their backgrounds, so it’s not surprising that a committee chaired
by Nev Power would come up with predictable responses”.
But he said a significant expansion of the gas industry was at odds with the view of
the Australian Energy Market Operator, in its latest integrated system plan. “Under
all the scenarios what they say is by 2040, gas will be about 1% of the total electricity
market. The total. All of their scenarios suggest it will be renewables with storage that
will make the real difference. That’s where the expansion will be, that’s where the market
will be.”
Andrew Grant, head of oil, gas and mining with London-based financial thinktank Carbon Tracker, says the global view of gas has flipped from it being seen as a

cleaner fuel than coal, to it being the second-least desirable source of electricity. He
points to analysis by the International Energy Agency that found global gas-fired power
generation must begin to decline later this decade under a sustainable development
scenario. “Better than coal is not exactly a ringing endorsement,” Grant says.
The International Energy Agency said the outbreak of Covid-19 would wipe out demand
for fossil fuels by prompting a collapse in energy demand seven times greater than the
slump caused by the global financial crisis. In its report, the IEA said the most severe
plunge in energy demand since the second world war would trigger multi-decade lows for
the world’s consumption of oil, gas and coal while renewable energy continued to grow.
Fatih Birol, the IEA’s executive director, said: “The plunge in demand for nearly all
major fuels is staggering, especially for coal, oil and gas. Only renewables are holding up
during the previously unheard of slump in electricity use.” The report shows that demand
for gas is expected to fall by 5%, after a decade of uninterrupted growth. It is the steepest
drop since gas became widely used as an energy source in the second half of the previous
century.
It is clear that a fundamental pull away from fossil fuels is favoured by almost all sectors
in the global community, except perhaps the fossil fuel companies themselves and
recalcitrant individuals in government who favour the dollar of lobbyists and big business
over their duty to the Australian people.
At the end of April 2020, The Australian Energy Market Operator, the agency that runs
Australia’s electricity, gave its verdict on how to deliver what would have seemed
fanciful not that long ago – a power grid that within five years should be able to run
on 75% wind and solar energy.
As described by its chief, New Yorker Audrey Zibelman, the technical capacity was
already there, but markets and regulations would have to be adjusted. There were no
“insurmountable reasons” why the grid could not take even higher levels of renewables,
as it will need to for Australia to meet the Paris agreement goal of zero greenhouse gas
emissions.
In terms of the flexibility in the system needed to “firm up” variable solar and wind
energy, the market operator listed pumped hydro, batteries and “demand-side
participation” – schemes that offer energy users incentives to scale down consumption
when required – as likely sources.
Simon Holmes a Court, senior advisor to the Climate and Energy College at the
University of Melbourne, summaries the AEMO report, saying ‘In Aemo’s model, almost
all the dispatchable capacity that’s lost as coal power retires is replaced with storage –
grid-scale batteries, household batteries and pumped hydro. Until recently, gas would
have been the choice for new fast flexible generation but, in the new ISP, Aemo makes a
strong case that batteries are on track to out-compete gas power generation for
peaking. Just three years ago this claim would have stretched credibility, but

increasingly it’s clear that gas peakers will only be able to compete if the price of fossil
gas remains at prices below the realistic costs of extraction ... the services needed for a
secure power grid are increasingly available from sources other than gas,
including government-backed large batteries and potentially through adjustments at
wind or additions at solar farms.’
A report from Bloomberg New Energy Finance (BNEF) explains it like this:
‘Bulk renewables can displace both coal and gas ... In most markets, bulk renewables —
utility-scale wind and solar power plants — are the cheapest form of power as measured
by the “levelized cost of energy” (LCOE, which seeks to take all costs into account). This
was confirmed last year by the financial advisory firm Lazard, which publishes annual
LCOE estimates ... BNEF also does yearly LCOE analysis and has found the same thing
... The relentless decline of solar and wind costs has made these technologies the
cheapest sources of new bulk electricity in all major economies, except Japan. This
includes China and India, where not long ago coal dominated capacity additions, as well
as the U.S., where the shale gas revolution has made gas cheap and abundant ...
Renewables are already driving down prices in wholesale markets and causing existing
natural gas plants to be run at much lower utilization rates than they were designed (and
financed) for. And renewables are only getting cheaper, while cheap natural gas can’t
last forever ... solar and wind are now the cheapest source of bulk electricity
generation for at least two-thirds of the global population, Australia included.’
Given the seismic shifts occurring in the global energy market in this historic time, it is
virtually incomprehensible that a project like AGL/APA’s would be at the forefront of
consideration. There are a raft of better solutions with across the board support, and it’s
our moral imperative at this moment to prioritise and advance them instead of a
catastrophic business-as-usual approach, which will only ever benefit the fossil fuel
industry at the dire expense of people, the environment and our future.
Let us not forget that at the beginning of this year, raging bushfires were ravaging our
country. Three billion animals perished; pristine ecosystems were shattered; places that
were ‘never meant to burn’ were incinerated.
If we continue on our current path, with business-as-usual and the promotion of fossil
fuel solutions, we are doomed to failure. We will fail our children. We will fail our
iconic animals and flora. We will profoundly betray the Aboriginal custodians of this
Country who shaped the greatest estate on earth, and lived for tens of thousands of years
harmoniously cultivating this great land, with respect, honour and love.
The science of man-made climate change is irrefutable. No amount of fudging the
numbers, relentless political lobbying from fossil fuel companies, or embarrassing coal
hugging political foolery can magic away these facts.
It is ultimately irrelevant what the rest of the world does. It is our moral obligation, to
our communities, our children and our Country (in the Aboriginal meaning), to act
honourably, determinedly and decisively.

In this spirit, I ask that you do NOT approve AGL/APA’s Gas Import Terminal and
Pipeline Project.
Thank you for taking the time to read this submission.
Best regards,
Tasma Walton
Bunwurrang/Bunurong Custodian
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My name is Hamish Donaldson and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a crucial part to the existence of all the eco systems in the region and supports
large amounts of wild life and bio diversity. Living in the area I spend a lot of time on
its beautiful shores as it is a real haven from the modern world.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in
areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As
well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health
conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island
as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced
for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining
the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius
of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil
fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move
away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to
build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe
climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Hamish Donaldson
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My name is Harrison Storm and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
My entire life has been spent enjoying what westernport bay has to offer in myriad of ways. From
camping, to surfing, to hiking and spending days at the beach. A place where my family and friends
have enjoyed ourselves more than any other in Victoria
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long‐term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site
for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.

Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true
even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can
be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact
that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets.
This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039
period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously
thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem ‐ like plankton and fish
eggs ‐ would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Harrison Storm
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My name is Adair LANDER and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I have grown up visiting family and friends and have a holiday at Shoreham and over the last 50 years have
enjoyed the pristine environment and unique marine life. I want my children and grandchildren to enjoy what I
have.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to
the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will
have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them
to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot.
Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than
being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we
face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil
fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have
also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins
and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals
from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Adair LANDER
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My name is Jessica Holding and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It's a beautiful place where I have spent time, and many people recreate and come to enjoy nature.
It's also the land of the Bunnerong (Boon Wurrung) Peoples and home to a huge array of nationally
important migratory shorebirds and native species.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting

consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jessica Holding
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Below is your submission regarding AGL's application for the environmental
assessment of their proposed gas import terminal. Please copy and paste this
submission into the Victorian government form linked here:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC. You can also send it to them as a hard
copy, contact the government at +136 186 if you need to do this My name is Julie
Rofe and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Western Port is my home, the bay is a
world renowned marine eco system that is unique to protected and unique species
of marine life.Family lives will be threatened and never recover if AGL is approved 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 coul
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My name is Jodie King and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. The
unique wetlands and wildlife deserve our protection. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. 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. 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, Jodie King
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My name is Sarah Mills and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
My parents live in the Westernport Bay area and I visit frequently as a result. The
beaches of Westernport Bay are pristine and secluded, and an amazing way to
escape metropolitan Melbourne. Westernport Bay is home to me.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sarah Mills
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My name is Eddie Perfect and I visit Westernport Bay often. Our family purchased a
vacation property in crib point and we enjoy the natural setting of western port,
especially access to the wetlands and the bay where we walk, surf, and enjoy bird
watching. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth.
They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could
dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could
have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL
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Have you ever had a special place? A place you want to show to the important people in your
life. Or maybe it’s an experience you wish to share. Something from your own childhood that
you wish to see your own children enjoy some day.
This is what Somers is for me. The place I go to feel calm again, to reconnect with who I am,
where I have grown up. I was lucky enough to be raised among the waves and the wetlands.
My childhood memories are filled with the beach; running down the dunes as the hot sand
sears the bottoms of my feet, gasping as the crisp water surges around my chest.
Most fond, are my memories of the dolphins who have been my playmates. Whether
exploring the shallows or playing tiggy with the sail boats, the special relationship these
intelligent creatures have shared with their human neighbours has inspired me.
While I would be devastated to imagine the next generation having these same opportunities
stolen from them by toxic water filling the Bay, it is the wildlife of Western Port that have a
worse future should allow this to occur.
If the AGL gas import terminal project goes ahead, up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water could be dumped each day. This water would be drawn from Western Port and used to
thaw frozen gas. The water would be chlorinated to destroy all living material, and cooled by
around 7 degrees Celsius before being dumped back into the Bay.
Such action would be illegal under Victorian environmental legislation. Victorian
environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) in its clause 22 prohibits the Environmental
Protection Agency from granting to a corporation a permit to discharge wastewater in high
conservation value areas. Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site and a high conservation value
area under Victorian legislation.
Therefore, AGL seeks to weaken environmental laws so that they would be allowed to
discharge the wastewater. This has been made evident by AGL’s 2018 submission to modify
the SEPP Waters to allow companies to dump wastewater into high conservation value areas,
such as Western Port, to clear the path for their polling gas import terminal.
AGL is still seeking to proceed with their project despite existing legislation prohibiting their
proposed operation.
The extent of damage this cold, chlorinated wastewater will cause is unknown. Furthermore,
Increased ship traffic in Westernport Bay will increase the risk of accidents such as oil spills.
AGL’s EES does not even provide an impact risk assessment for oil spills. Fears over the
risks the pollution could have on Western Port marine life have been raised by
conservationists and commercial fishing operators alike.
Maybe the dolphins will no longer swim to the shallow waters of the beach to play, as they
are too busy hunting a limited supply of fish. Perhaps children will find their bloated bodies
washed upon the shore, no longer able to survive the changed toxicity of their marine
environment. Maybe no one will see the beach for some time, for fear of potential illnesses
cause by proximity to the water that has been filled with chemicals and made slick with oil
spills. The AGL gas import terminal project creates far too many hazards to the high
conservation value of Western Port.

So why risk it all? The ongoing protection of this ancient country and environment is more
important than lining our pockets with temporary wealth. So let the future children of
Western Port spend whole days covered in salt and sand, until they fall asleep wrapped in
towels warmed by the sun’s twinkling reflection on green-blue waves.
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Date: 22nd August 2020

My name is Amanda Clarke and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
As a property owner in Westerport Bay, I have spent a lot of my family time accessing the Bay.
As we are now aware of the risks associated with fossil fuels and their affect on the climate, is
our responsibility to our children and grandchildren to listen to the science and move away from
energy projects that have a negative impact on the environment. It is our responsibility as
custodians of the land, to leave it in better condition than we found it. The tide is already turning
on renewable energy, so this project should now be considered an antiquated approach to
energy generation.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate
to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The

impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and
CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the
energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the
2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what
was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the
noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
As people in the community we must trust that our government public service representatives
are making the right decisions for us. Please do not take this trust lightly. Please make decisions
that put the health and wellbeing of the environment, your community and our future first.
Sincerely,

Amanda Clarke
Registered Building Practitioner
JH Building and Design
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My name is Jodi Boadle and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It has a unique and
very clean environment. Marine parks are nearby. Is home is to special and
protected species. Is a breeding habitat. As is reasonably untouched as far as marine
traffic is concerned. It’s a place of clean fresh living. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the

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

Justin Hams

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Balnarring

AGL_submission_J

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My submission is more than 500 words. I have attached my submission

499

Date: 22nd August 2020

My name is Justin Hams and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay has been a large part of my upbringing, surfing, swimming, boating and bush
walking long its shores. Almost every time we have been to the beach we have seen the dolphin
pod. Including the baby. Their habitat cannot be threatened.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate
to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and
CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the
energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the
2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what
was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the
noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,

Justin Hams
Registered Building Practitioner
JH Building and Design
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My name is Helen Evans and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I live in Crib Point it
is a beautiful place to live in it has so many hidden places to walk around with
hidden tracks and beaches I don’t want it ruined I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve
area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments
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AGL GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE SUBMISSION

Introduction
My name is Anne Heath Mennell and I have lived on the south eastern shore of Western Port for
almost nineteen years. I am not a scientist, engineer, economist, ecologist or any kind of ‘expert’.
I will own the label, ‘environmentalist’, have two degrees and a great deal of life experience to draw
upon. I am writing this submission from the perspective of a local who is concerned about
protecting the fragile eco-system of Western Port from any potentially damaging developments.
The Project’s EES documents are lengthy, complex and necessarily technical in places, which makes
it difficult for a ‘civilian’ to spot errors, omissions and potential consequences. My comments below
express my concerns with aspects of the Executive Summary which were raised, but not answered,
in my reading of that document.
Context
Australia is currently in the midst of the COVID-19 pandemic. As a result of measures to manage the
pandemic, national and state economies are in recession and will require a great deal of support, for
the forseeable future. The Prime Minister is on record as supporting a ‘gas-led recovery’ and he has
been urged to underwrite major gas projects. The main reasons given are that Australia needs to
boost energy supplies which are vital to sustaining manufacturing industries and the jobs they
provide and that ‘energy’ needs to be cheaper to support the economic recovery.
Alternative views were published in the Age (“Narrabri gas project slammed over impact”12/8)
which argued that it would be impossible for that project to reduce the cost of gas and was instead
likely to increase costs for domestic consumers. The world is apparently experiencing a gas glut of
LNG while ‘use has declined 58% in Australian gas-fired power plants since 2014’. The NSW
Independent Planning Commission (IPC) apparently received ‘thousands of mostly negative
submissions from environmental, resident and farming groups as well as scientists.’
Two days earlier, the Age reported (“PM urged to plan ‘green’ recovery” 10/8) that a letter had been
sent to the Prime Minister from ‘finance and industry heavy-weights including the big banks and
corporations … urging the federal government to invest in … clean energy … to help the economy
recover from the … pandemic’. Forty-eight signatories called for ‘sustainable investments in … lowemissions energy generation’. Reference was made to the UN’s Sustainable Development Goals
which include affordable, clean energy. Chartered Accountants ANZ was quoted as saying ‘the
pandemic created “a golden opportunity for Australia to rise to the occasion on a sustainable
future’.
These views were backed on 11 August when the Age reported that peak medical groups,
representing about 75% of Australia’s doctors, ‘called on the government to redirect funds from
fossil fuel subsidies in stimulus efforts to renewable energy projects and infrastructure’. A public
health physician said that ‘including fossil fuels in a recovery package was like including support from
the tobacco industry in an anti-smoking campaign’.
Subsequent correspondence in the Age argued that the reason for high domestic prices and
insufficient capacity for local manufacturing is that Australia is now the largest gas exporter in the
AGLpipelineproject:submission
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world; that demand and prices for gas are falling around the world as other countries move to
renewables; that gas is a non-renewable, fossil fuel and, as a supposed ‘transition fuel’, it is little or
no better than coal; that other countries are successfully using sources such as biomass which are
cheaper and more sustainable than gas; and that, given the difficulties facing the industry, the
number of long-term jobs generated would be relatively small. The point was also made that the
federal government had repeatedly refused to subsidise renewable projects in the past but now
seemed ready to use tax-payer funds to subsidise further investment in gas projects.
I cannot vouch for the validity of these opinions, however, it seems to me that, when you have
business and industry leaders, banks, medical specialists, economists, academics and others joining
with ecologists, environmentalists and concerned citizens, then the social contract for this industry is
eroding fast. The community is being promised energy security, reliability, lower costs and more
jobs, either directly or in manufacturing. The community is also being told that the ‘gas solution’ is
the best and only one available. I find it difficult to accept that these promises can be met, that they
are sustainable and the best way to achieve the environmental targets to which we, as a country,
have committed.
The Gas Terminal Proposal
This proposal by AGL, to moor a regasification plant at Crib Point and build a 55 kilometre gas
pipeline to Pakenham, is only the latest in a seemingly endless series of plans and projects trying to
industrialise Western Port in one way or another. An early example was the plan to put a nuclear
plant on French Island. There have been many proposals since and the local community has had to
work tirelessly for decades to fight each one and protect a significant and fragile eco-system from
irreparable damage. There are good reasons why Western Port is a recognised Ramsar habitat and
is included in the UNESCO designated Biosphere – one of only a handful in Australia.
Western Port is a complex, interconnected, estuarine system, inextricably linked with its hinterland.
It is arguably Victoria’s most important blue wedge. Its encompassing coastlines have already
endured many assaults and development. When the Koo Wee Rup swamp was drained, many of the
local water courses were straightened and turned into drains which increased water inflows and
erosion. The vegetation around the shorelines has been cleared for agricultural and quarrying
purposes, which has also had impacts on water flows. The sea-grass meadows were plundered
almost to extinction and shipped to Melbourne. The mangroves, which are the southernmost in the
country and very good at carbon sequestration, are also significantly reduced and can no longer
protect low-lying shorelines from storm surges, leading to greater erosion of beaches and land.
There has been significant loss of vital habitats for local and migratory wildlife and consequent loss
of biodiversity.
We are still discovering how various processes interact and connect and how even small changes can
have significant impacts elsewhere in a system. The length and complexity of the Environmental
Effects Statement (EES) reflects that situation but, even then, it is unlikely to be completely
comprehensive and able to predict confidently the effects the project is likely to have in the short
and long term. Modelling has limits and cannot be completely accurate.
Comments on the EES
I am not sure whether other sites were considered in the early planning stages and can only assume
that cost and convenience were deciding factors in choosing Crib Point. I find it difficult to believe
that Western Port is the best place for such a facility, at least from an environmental perspective.
Notwithstanding my comments above, I know it is unlikely that the project will be cancelled or reAGLpipelineproject:submission
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located at this stage so my comments below are made in the hope that they might make a
difference in eliminating, or at least reducing, any adverse impacts arising from the project.
Consultation
Consultation has occurred with Mornington Peninsula, Cardinia and Casey Councils but no mention
is made of Bass Coast Shire Council. The eastern and southern shorelines, right round to Phillip
Island, are part of the Bass Coast shire and many residents live along the coastline in the Waterline
area and love Western Port. This oversight suggests that the project is considered to be relevant
only to the western shore of Western Port. As already stated, Western Port is a complex eco-system
with many interconnected parts. Whatever happens in one place will have effects and
consequences elsewhere in the system. The tides and currents basically flow in a clockwise
direction, which means that anything happening in Crib Point/Hastings would ultimately affect the
whole basin.
Operation
In Section ES14, the following statement occurs,
‘For all modelled FSRU operating scenarios, the predicted extent of the area above the
temperature and chlorine guideline values is limited to the shipping basin and ship berthing areas
within Port of Hastings boundaries. (my emphasis).
I find this impossible to believe and suggest that it simply exposes flaws in the modelling process.
Marine Biodiversity
In Section ES14, the following statement appears,
‘Water temperature and chlorine associated with discharged seawater from the FSRU would not
impact mangroves, saltmarsh, seagrasses and subtidal reefs, or fauna such as waterbirds that us e
these habitats. (my emphasis).
Again, I find it impossible to believe that there could be no impact from quantities of warm, or cold
chlorinated water being continually discharged from the facility into Western Port. The following
sentence implies that there is actually a possibility of ‘unexpected’ adverse impacts,
‘Once the FSRU is operating, a marine monitoring program would verify that actual environmental
impacts are not greater than predicted. If any unexpected circumstances are detected, appropriate
action would be taken to meet the environmental responsibilities of AGL and APA.’
Any monitoring program would need to be extensive, including check points at Corinella and Phillip
Island, as well as ongoing. By the time anything ‘unexpected’ was detected, damage would already
have occurred. Monitoring also begs the question of what, if any, action could be taken to resolve
any such situation. Is the operator willing to pay the costs of ‘meeting (their) environmental
responsibilities’ in such circumstances? If any adverse impacts were caused by the facility’s
operations, would it be closed, or even shut down temporarily?
The reality is that modelling alone cannot predict the real world complexities of this eco-system and
how the proposed project would or could affect it. Any disturbances to the balance of the system,
however small, are likely to be extensive and destructive to some part of the system. Current
AGLpipelineproject:submission
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monitoring processes may not pick up problematic changes, or not until they are entrenched. Even
if adverse impacts are discovered quickly there is no guarantee that effective remedies will be
available, feasible or economically viable. Humans have a poor record in our attempts to ‘fix’
problems we have created.
Terrestrial and Freshwater Biodiversity
The following statement appears in Section ES14,
‘Primary foraging and roosting areas for waterbirds are some distance from the FSRU and are not
impacted by lighting, noise or temperature variations and chlorine associated with the marine
discharge from the vessel. The level of entrainment of small marine biota into the FSRU water
intakes is negligible and is not anticipated to result in trophic changes that may impact on waterbird
habitat or food sources.
The studies found the Project’s operation would be unlikely to significantly impact terrestrial or
freshwater flora and fauna values. Mitigation measures and monitoring during operation would
reduce the potential for minor impacts and enable a response to any unforeseen impacts. (my
emphases).
I find it difficult to believe these assertions. It is well known locally that migratory birds are sensitive
to light which can affect their navigation systems. The young shearwaters departing Phillip Island
on their first migration are particularly vulnerable and many would be flying north over Crib
Point/Hastings. Any increase in lighting would be problematic.
Wading birds have a limited time to feed in between tides. Any disturbance – noise, dogs, humans
– that causes them to take flight, even briefly, takes energy they need to replace before they are
strong enough to make the long journey north. If the balance of energy intake and use is disturbed
too often, they may not survive the journey. Numbers of migratory birds are already plummeting,
largely due to loss of habitat, so keeping Western Port as undisturbed as possible is ever more vital.
Cumulative effects
In the discussion of entrainment (destruction of small marine organisms including fish eggs and
larvae) in Section ES14, it is stated that the ‘mean regasification seawater flow from September to
February would be 312,000m3 per day and, from March to August, would be 468,000m3 per day’.
The variation is an attempt to reduce potential entrainment impacts at certain times of year. This
discharged seawater would contain ‘chlorine-produced oxidants and products from the electrolysis
of seawater used to control biofouling …’. In a shallow body of water such as Western Port, the
intake and then discharge of large volumes of contaminated water can only upset the natural
balance of the whole system.
Another facility using seawater is just along the Bunurong coast from Western Port, the Desalination
Plant. It also takes in huge amounts of seawater containing marine organisms which are considered
‘impurities’, known as filter-cake. Each day it operates, the plant produces about 40 tonnes of filtercake ‘waste’, equivalent to the mass of an adult humpback whale, which is dumped in landfill. Over
one year of operation, this equates to almost 15,000 tonnes of plankton, marine algae and myriad
other life forms being removed from our marine food chain and replaced with concentrated brine.
The destruction of small marine organisms, temperature changes and additions to the sea water
discharged by the gas project are likely to have an equally devastating impact on Western Port food
chains.
AGLpipelineproject:submission
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Benefits?
The project is being presented as the best way to ensure secure, reliable, cheaper energy and to
support job generation to help the post-pandemic economic recovery. The latest findings of the
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission’s gas inquiry reveal that gas exporters are
charging local buyers more than those offshore. Major commercial gas users are arguing that the
market needs urgent intervention. Politicians are calling for gas exports to be reserved for domestic
use. The market is changing and it should not be necessary to import gas into Australia. In that
case, this project may no longer be necessary and should not proceed.
In terms of jobs, the project is expected to provide 500 jobs during construction (18-27 months) and
forty jobs in the operation stage.
AGL has agreed to establish a Community Fund of $7.5 million, if the Project proceeds. This is
described as ‘a mechanism for sharing some of the benefits of the Project with the local community,
particularly the townships of Crib Point and Hastings’. Although those townships will bear the brunt
of the construction stage, the other Western Port communities will also bear any adverse impacts to
the Western Port environment resulting from the Project. I can only speak for myself when I say
that I feel this unique, beautiful, complex, valuable and fragile environment is worth more than $7.5
million and forty jobs.
Conclusion
It has recently been reported that Mornington Peninsula Shire Council has voted unanimously to
reject the project due to concerns including greenhouse gas emissions, impact on marine life and
traffic. Its report said,
‘the company had fallen short of demonstrating the project’s impact on the environment could be
acceptably managed and raised concerns about potential fuel spills.’
In an article on transitioning to renewable energy sources, AGL CEO, Brett Redman, was recently
reported as saying,
‘I … believe we have to lean into a future which is different’.
I would ask him to do more than ‘lean in’ and to speed up the company’s transition process. Instead
of spending a reported $250 million on this project, which risks permanent, irreversible damage to
Western Port, he should ensure it is invested instead into renewable energy sources which will help
pull the Earth back from catastrophe.
Recognising that the Victorian State government withdrew the proposal for a container port at
Hastings on environmental grounds, I would implore both State and Federal governments not to
approve this project, with all the risks it involves and to explore other ways of transitioning to
renewable energy as soon as possible.
In closing, I would also beg the State Government to legislate to protect Western Port from any
future developments like this. People who live around Western Port and who love it, would be VERY
grateful if they could stop spending their lives fighting and campaigning.
Anne Heath Mennell
, Tenby Point, Vic, 3984
AGLpipelineproject:submission
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I have attached my submission

My name is Ben Katona-Staindl and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I have enjoyed Phillip Island and surrounds since I was a kid. I have fond memories of
growing up there and learning about the diverse and wonderful wildlife on the Bay. This
unique ecosystem should not be put at risk for short term profit.
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 V ictoria 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 shoul d 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 fu rther 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,
Ben Katona-Staindl
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My name is Jane Hall and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a place I have enjoyed by walking along the coast observing and
studying the bird life. Painting and sketching the scenery and watching the coastal
wildlife. It is a sanctuary I have enjoyed from both French Island and the peninsula.
Also, I have family living in Balnarring and am very concerned for them. As I am for
the communities, I have come to know on French Island through yearly trips to the
Island from the Crib Point ferry.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant f uture
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,
Jane Hall
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My name is Jane Ryrie and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The western port biosphere is one of only 8 in Australia.The gas factory will affect
the marine flora and fauna of western port which includes the large numbers of
migratory birds and the Phillip Island penguins
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jane Ryrie
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My name is Alisha Fulton and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
As an ecology student, I am aware of the many societal and environmental benefits
of biodiversity. A large part of the Bay is designated as a wetland of international
importance due to its high biodiversity. Losing this diversity will have a cascade of
negative impacts. Ecosystems and the species interactions within them are complex,
and by removing critical habitat we are altering the flow of energy within systems.
This will likely have impacts on habitats beyond the wetlands, including alterations of
energy flow out into the bay (potentially causing algae blooms), or through impacting
the flight path of 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. These issues
include; the impact of toxic waste, its impact on tourism, on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife, and on our ability to mitigate climate change.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy

(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Alisha Fulton
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Saturday, 22 August 20
My name is Eliza Buckley and I have family who live in Westernport
Bay.
I have a personal connection with the Westernport bay and a deep love
for our beautiful landscape and environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the
local community.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of
nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress
and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the longterm mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in
loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution
can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification
Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact
Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They
combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered OrangeBellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of
seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being
subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous

impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our
planet. Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per
cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per
cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release
of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate
change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise
would affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there
have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They
have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor
the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate
studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on the local community
would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community
to any harm.
Sincerely,
Eliza Buckley
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My name is Patrick Wilson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Not only does the western port bay provide significant industry for local jobs it’s also
a huge recreational haven. I feel the introduction of the gas site will reduce both
local economics and the ability for people to enjoy the aria. 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. 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 va
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Our home is less than 3km from the proposed site & it would greatly damage our
well being, both mental & financially. We moved here for the peace & natural
environment which this proposal would destroy. Already this has done significant
damage to the mental health of our family with increased anxiety & uncertainty.
AGL has acknowledged there would be considerable community discomfort &
offered to hand out ear plugs, this is unacceptable for noise 24/7 over a period of
years! The increased heavy trcuks to remove the toxic sludge would further damage
local infrastructure & wildlife. Frankston Flinders Road borders Warrangine reserve
& I have often seen wildlife along there such as echidna & kangaroos. The birdlife in
particular is very important for keeping the local mozzies under control! The
potential for fire & ecological impact are astounding especially as Victoria is a large
exporter of gas with a stated objective of transitioning to renewable energy sources.
This proposal looms as a menacing & evil foreboding over our future & the health,
well being & livelihood of the community's impacted. We object to the behemoth of
destruction that AGL has proposed for our quiet residential area and its RAMSAR
wetland and endangered native fauna.
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My name is Shari Barmos and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. Swamp and
mangrove forest are among the most productive and diverse natural systems on
earth and play and an invaluable role in maintaining health and stability in our
beautiful environment. It adds great economic and natural value to our community.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial
role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access them.
The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance
on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has
shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their
role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has
contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
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My name is Vicki Scotland and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is home to some of Australia’s beautiful wild life
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
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 risk s 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 al so 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 i ndependent 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 sed iment 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 potent ially 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 car bon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment asses sment 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 e nsure 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,
Vicki Scotland
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My name is Scott Brennand 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 tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue. Scott Brennand
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My name is Madelene Mcneill and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have loved growing up here and want the environment to be protected.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high 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.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per
year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative
because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher
than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike
would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is
inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Madelene Mcneill

