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

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Brian Thomas
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My name is Mike Cleeland and I live in the Westernport Bay area. The Bay supports
a huge diversity of plant and animal life including several threatened 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 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. While I do not think this will impact tourism and
recreation significantly it will still undermine decades-long efforts to regenerate
Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered an industrial area in the
past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More and more people now
regard the Bay as a site of high ecological and recreational importance. The gas
import terminal proposal would be a step backwards for this perception and may
derail efforts to protect the further enhance the area for the environment and for
recreational users. 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.
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I am very concerned about the effect the floating gas conversion terminal will have
on the water temperature and the water flows in Westernport bay. And
consequently the delicate ecosystem we are lucky to have currently. This is a stop
gap strategy that will become permanent. We have heaps of gas on the north shelf
so a pipeline makes more sense in the longer term to being the gas to VIC. The
government needs to have a gas policy to ensure exports never exceed local
demand. I understand that on-call gas is an important part of moving to a greater
proportion of out energy needs as I suspect total reliance on renewables is a dream
of the greens. Please think long term and respect our environment.
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My name is Natasha Wolan and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. My
parents live in western port bay and I spent every summer with my family on that
beach. The proposed plans would devastate the environment and our beach would
never be the same again. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. Regards Natasha Wolan
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My name is Thomas Hulse and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. My
parents live on Phillip Island and our family has spent time there as long as I can
remember. The reason it is so close to our hearts and many others is the connection
to the unique natural environment it offers us all. It must be protected. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this wastewater will
affect marine life.
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I grew up in Merricks Beach. I still have an ongoing connection to it. I strongly
oppose the gas terminal for the health of the bay, for the health of the world
(climate), and for the aesthetics of the bay. 1. The community says no. How many
more reasons are necessary? 2 We shouldn't be investing in fossil fuel projects at
this stage. The climate crisis is real, there are no jobs on a dead planet, and
continuing to create projects like this is dangerous if not criminal. 3. The world's
biodiversity as well as the bay is decreasing. I've noticed the koala population
decline rapidly. 4. The gas industry is profiteering for their own interests. They have
no interest in the community, the health of people or the bay. They are here for a
quick buck. The fossil fuel industry discovered the the greenhouse effect in the 80s
and have been investing in 'debating the facts ever since. Please , we don't want
this.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2958

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

Catherine Hamilton

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Catherine Hamilton. I am a resident of South Frankston. I’ve visited
many of the wetlands areas around the MP and understand their importance to our
world's and Australian First Peoples’ heritage. Let natural gas be phased out instead
of harming our environment and its dependents. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. The impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife
is of great concern. Corporate greed is also ! Natural environments play a crucial
role in both the mental and physical health of the all communities who access them.
The potential loss of nature will contribute to mental distress and grief experienced
by communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community and nation. Excessive noise and light
pollution can result in loss of sleep and irritability in humankind and impact the
animal world in ways which are still not even understood . 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 and reality of a protected wetland. 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 critically endangered. 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 (and AUSTRALIAN
GOVERNMENT forbid !), 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 chlorinated wastewater
will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive. The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for
reducing our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption
by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted economic support as more
electricity is generated through renewables. Small marine organisms (foundations
of the ecosystem) would be most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be
pulled into the ship intake. Hundreds of millions of litres of chlorinated water
dumped back into the ocean. NO! NO!! C. Hamilton
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My name is William Terry and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is an invaluable marine environment worth preserving and
nurturing. there is no human interest that warrants disturbing this delicate
ecosystem and degrading the wellbeing of local marine habitats and food chains 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.
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AP4CA Submission to
The joint Inquiry and Advisory Committee’s (IAC) Response to
the Environment Effects Statement for the Crib Point Inquiry
(gas import jetty and gas pipeline project)
Australian Parents for Climate Action
c/o Environmental Leadership Australia
Surry Hills NSW 2010

AP4CA is a registered charity supported by more than 6,400 parents and carers from around Australia
who are advocating for a safe climate for our children’s future.
We are focused on pushing Australian governments and businesses to take urgent action to cut
Australia’s carbon emissions to net zero as quickly as possible.
We encourage Australia to take a leadership role on the world stage, leading by example and calling
for other nations to take the necessary action to protect our children’s futures.
For more information,

Submission
AP4CA and its members strongly oppose this project for the following reasons
1. Incompatible with Emissions Reduction Targets and a Safe Climate
Any development of fossil fuel infrastructure, supporting an expansion and furthering the life of
fossil fuel industries is utterly incompatible with the objectives of the Paris Agreement to maintain a
safe climate. The continuation of fossil fuels will see a more dangerous future, with more intense
and/or frequent extreme weather events; including droughts greater variability of water and food
supplies affecting productivity; adverse human health outcomes; compromised biodiversity; rising
sea levels impacting infrastructure and public safety; and many other deleterious effects. 1
Australia is already experiencing mounting impacts of global heating. Even at the supposedly safe
one degree of warming above pre-industrial temperatures currently being experienced 2, we are
seeing a growing frequency and intensity of extreme weather events. Apart from the tragic loss of
human and animal life, property and biodiversity, there will be significant risks that will be extremely
costly for Government, the private sector and individuals. 3 It has been acknowledged by the RBA and
other economic groups that GDP was adversely affected by events made possible only due to global
heating. 4
Australia’s overriding obligation under the Paris Agreement is to hold “the increase in the global
average temperature to well below 2 oC… and pursuing efforts to limit the temperature increase to
1.5 oC… recognising that this would significantly reduce the risks and impacts of climate change.” 5
Even this aspirational Paris target, of limiting heating to 1.5 oC, is not “safe” and will devastate
Australia, destroying a majority of coral reefs, jeopardising the continuity of water and food supplies,
and setting in motion unstoppable multi-metre sea level rise over the coming centuries, which will in
time inundate our major cities and destroy billions of dollars of coastal infrastructure. 6
To date the Australian Government has only committed to a low-ball target of 26-28% below 2005
levels by 2030, which - it should be noted - had been 50% achieved in 2015 at the time the Paris
agreement was negotiated. 7 Over the successive five years, emissions have fallen by only about one
percent, indicating that the country is not on track to meet even that paltry target. 8
During the same period, Australia’s largest source of emissions increases has been those associated
with fossil fuel extractive projects, particularly given the explosive growth in LNG exports. Reported

1 https://www.climatechange.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0024/60729/Victorias-Climate-Change-Adaptation-Plan-2017-2020.pdf
2 https://www.climate.gov/news-features/understanding-climate/climate-change-global-temperature
3 https://www.climatechange.vic.gov.au/

data/assets/pdf file/0024/60729/Victorias-Climate-Change-Adaptation-Plan-2017-2020.pdf

4 https://www.rba.gov.au/publications/smp/2020/feb/box-b-macroeconomic-effects-of-the-drought-and-bushfires.html
5 https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/english paris agreement.pdf
6 https://climate.nasa.gov/news/2865/a-degree-of-concern-why-global-temperatures-matter/
7 According to the national greenhouse accounts, Table 8, Australia s national inventory total emissions in the 2004/05 were 617.2 Mt CO2-e. In 2014/15 the total was
538.8, a reduction of 12.7% or almost half the Government s 26-28% target. The latest annual total, for the year to December 2019 is 532.5, a further decrease of under
1.2%. This is despite over $2 billion of taxpayer funds having been spent on the Emissions Reduction Fund (now rebranded the Climate Solutions Fund), the Australian
Government s signature emissions reduction program, during the same period (2015 to 2019).
8 Ibid. 24% figure based on data from Table 1B (Seasonally adjusted) - total fugitive emissions for the four quarters to December 19 divided by the total four quarters of
fiscal 2014/15.

fugitive emissions alone have increased by 24% in the five years since the Paris agreement was signed
and now make up around 11% of total Australian emissions. 9
It is important to note that we are already at risk of exceeding 1.5 degrees of average heating within
the next half decade. 10 We must switch, with the greatest haste, to cost effective renewable energy
and storage systems. Based on the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change’s landmark 2018
report, the only hope of limiting warming to 1.5 oC requires halving annual global emissions from
2010 levels by 2030; and achieving net zero by (or preferably well before) 2050. 11 Increasing supply
of fossil fuels at this point in history is akin to sanctioning an increase to the supply of narcotics after
declaring a war on drugs.
While current laws are wholly inadequate to constrain greenhouse emissions, decisions to increase
the use of fossil fuels at this point in history will in future be treated as acts of inter-generational
genocide. 12
2. Limited ongoing role for fossil gas in the NEM
The Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) has stated that the National Energy Market (NEM)
can accommodate up to 75% renewables by 2025 without additional fossil-based generation,
assuming proposed investments in transmission to enable identified Renewable Energy Zones, and
regulatory changes such as the forthcoming implementation of 5 minute pricing. 13
In AEMO’s recently published 2020 Integrated System Plan (ISP) it outlined a limited ongoing role for
fossil gas in the National Energy Market (NEM) and only “if gas prices materially reduce”. 14 With the
cost of renewables and storage predicted to decrease even further (already the lowest cost form of
new energy production) for fossil gas to be competitive it would need to be $4 per gigajoule or
lower, based on AEMO estimates on the falling cost of batteries. 15
Imported fossil gas is not cheap gas. The process of exporting gas, storing it and regasification is
expensive, energy intensive and emissions intensive. Costs of imported gas have been estimated
around $7.50 per gigajoule. 16
3. Will Not Lower Domestic Gas Prices
Based on the higher cost of imported gas it is difficult to understand how a terminal to import gas
and a pipeline to ship it will bring down energy costs for Australian customers.
The Federal government claims “there is no credible plan to lower emissions and keep electricity
prices down that does not involve the greater use of gas as an important transition fuel” is a fiction,
which has been dispelled by several expert analyses including the government’s own Australian

9 https://www.industry.gov.au/sites/default/files/2020-05/nggi-quarterly-update-dec-2019.pdf
10 https://www.carbonbrief.org/guest-post-global-warming-edges-closer-to-paris-agreement-1-5c-limit
11 https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/sites/2/2019/02/SR15 Chapter2 Low Res.pdf
12 https://behindthenumbers.ca/2019/02/14/the-all-too-ugly-truth-climate-change-is-generational-genocide/
13 https://www.aemo.com.au/-/media/Files/Electricity/NEM/Planning and Forecasting/ISP/2019/Draft-2020-Integrated-System-Plan.pdf
14 Ibid, p10.
15 https://aemo.com.au/en/energy-systems/major-publications/integrated-system-plan-isp/2020-integrated-system-plan-isp
16 https://reneweconomy.com.au/lets-talk-about-gas-its-expensive-dirty-and-struggling-to-compete-with-batteries-44419/

Energy Market Operator. 17 As above AEMO’s ISP says that new dispatchable gas generation will only
be competitive if gas prices remain low; meanwhile prices for non-fossil based forms of dispatchable
energy are dropping rapidly. 18
Any new investment in fossil fuel is likely to result in uneconomic projects and asset stranding during
the project’s lifetime due to the already lower cost of firmed renewable energy; and accelerated
electrification and “hydrogenation” of traditionally fossil gas-fuelled heating and industrial
applications. 19 Nor will it create many jobs compared with renewable energy investments, either
directly in the gas and pipeline industries, or in downstream manufacturing applications, as the
Australia Institute’s analysis has found. 20
Any new investment in fossil fuel will also likely delay the roll out of emissions-free alternatives,
maintaining higher emissions intensity regardless of the perceived benefits of fossil gas over coal.
Greater supply of fossil gas will also slow the transition to green hydrogen for energy uses that
cannot be electrified. Again, new gas supply works directly against achievement of State and Federal
emissions reduction targets.
4. Fossil Gas is Not a Clean Energy Source
The emissions savings from using fossil gas over coal in energy production are overstated. Far from
being a low-emissions ‘transition fuel’ away from coal it has been reported that Australia’s
greenhouse gas accounting underestimates national emissions by about 10%, largely due to the
failure to properly recognise the impact of methane released during gas production. 21
There is mounting evidence that fugitive methane emissions from the whole fossil gas production
cycle have been widely under-reported, potentially by 25-40%. 22 It is likely that net emissions from
the use of fossil gas make its emissions intensity considerably closer to coal than the 50% lower
figure that is widely touted. 23
Given that methane breaks down in the atmosphere over about 12 years, its heating effect is
concentrated in this pivotal point for the safe future of humanity; a fact that is diluted when a 100
year Global Warming Potential of 28 is applied rather than a 20 year GWP of 86. 24
Further, the process of liquefying natural gas emits significantly more greenhouse gases than piping
it conventionally. It is both energy intensive and emissions intensive. 25
“The emission-intensive process of liquefying natural gas will be among the largest contributors to
carbon emission growth for the world’s oil and gas majors, Wood Mackenzie said in a study.” 26

17 https://www.smh.com.au/national/australia-s-grid-could-handle-a-huge-leap-in-renewable-power-by-2025-20200429-p54obe.html
18 https://aemo.com.au/-/media/files/major-publications/isp/2020/final-2020-integrated-system-plan.pdf?la=en&hash=6BCC72F9535B8E5715216F8ECDB4451C
19 For example, https://hydrogencouncil.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/Path-to-Hydrogen-Competitiveness Full-Study-1.pdf Exhibit 8.
20 https://www.tai.org.au/sites/default/files/P908%20Gas-fired%20backfire%20%5Bweb%5D.pdf
21 https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2020/aug/26/methane-released-in-gas-production-means-australias-emissions-may-be-10-higher-than-reported
22 For example, https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-020-1991-8
23 https://www.ucsusa.org/resources/environmental-impacts-natural-gas
24 https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/how-bad-of-a-greenhouse-gas-is-methane/
25 https://www.theage.com.au/politics/victoria/agl-delays-victorian-gas-import-hub-over-environmental-concerns-20190628-p5228a.html
26 https://www.offshore-energy.biz/woodmac-lng-production-key-to-carbon-emissions-rise/

5. Gas supply and demand
In early 2020 there was already a glut of LNG in Asia, and since then demand has fallen further due
to COVID-19, with signs of a structural reassessment of the future role of gas in the energy mix. 27
With firmed renewables cheaper than gas or coal 28
Multiple gas players have been forced into bankruptcy 29 internationally, or to announce significant
write downs 30 (to date in excess of $20 billion in Australia alone 31) as a result of high cost structures
and crashing prices, which are expected by the industry to remain soft in the medium term. This year
alone, Shell wrote down global assets by $22 billion, Woodside Energy by $6.3 billion, Origin by $1.2
billion, 32 BP by $17.5 billion 33 and Santos has announced a $1 to $1.1 billion impairment. 34
So who is going to use this gas in an electricity market where gas usage is falling, costs of firmed
renewables and other forms of grid stabilisation are plummeting, and domestic gas is likely to
remain expensive regardless of the increased supply?
If the gas is not used to displace coal in electricity generation, it will have no benefit in reducing
Australia’s emissions. Even if it does displace coal, as shown above the emissions savings of doing so
have been overstated. Indeed, if more gas supply actually displaces renewables uptake and slows
the electrification and hydrogenisation of industry, it will increase emissions.
In any case, the huge savings for companies that adopt electric alternatives for heating,
transportation, chemical feedstock and industrial uses, and the emergence of a green hydrogen
market, which the Victorian government is seeking to foster, 35 are likely to supplant non-electricity
gas uses far sooner than expected.
Rather than support significant infrastructure to expand the fossil gas industry the Victorian
governments should instead support energy efficiency improvements in homes and businesses, and
fuel switching for appliances from gas to electric. This will lower demand for fossil gas, lower energy
costs for consumers and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 36 Reducing domestic demand for gas
would free up existing gas for industrial processes while they fully transition to renewables sources,
as international moves to limit imports that are carbon intensify highlight will be necessary in the long
term. 37

27 https://reneweconomy.com.au/iea-global-gas-market-in-meltdown-as-demand-and-prices-smashed-by-covid-19-91980/
28 Multiple sources, for example: https://reneweconomy.com.au/us-energy-giant-says-renewables-and-batteries-beat-coal-gas-and-nukes-78962/
29 https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/20/business/energy-environment/coronavirus-oil-companies-debt.html
30 https://www.afr.com/companies/energy/woodside-to-take-6-3b-hit-on-lower-oil-prices-20200714-p55c0a
31 https://reneweconomy.com.au/santos-latest-to-write-down-gas-investments-as-total-australia-losses-near-20-billion-26668/
32 ibid
33 https://www.theguardian.com/business/2020/jun/15/bp-expects-covid-19-to-have-enduring-impact-on-global-economy
34 https://www.afr.com/companies/energy/glng-written-down-again-in-1-13b-hit-at-santos-20200721-p55dwv
35 https://www.energy.vic.gov.au/renewable-energy/victorian-hydrogen-investment-program
36 https://reneweconomy.com.au/victoria-must-do-something-about-gas-but-there-are-smarter-options-than-digging-for-more57312/?fbclid=IwAR1ijCKtgQOoxem2HZQhkKzH4Fcbpx8e4GlFC 3Ddd S15AxfxnyaNJfh28
37 https://www.farmonline.com.au/story/6869753/climate-policies-could-radically-alter-global-economy/

In summary, we strongly recommend the rejection of the project for the perpetuation and expansion
of an environmentally harmful industry that this project represents. It is incompatible with the
Australian Energy future we need for a safe climate.
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My name is William Lord and I visit Westernport Bay often. The ocean, outdoors
and marine life has been a beautiful and amazing part of my upbringing and
preserving all that we have left in this changing world for my kids and grandkids is a
priority to me. The worlds change towards a sustainable Future is al I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of waste
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My name is Oscar Van Stekelenburg and I live in the Westernport Bay area. The bay
is one of my favourite places where I go to do a range of activities like fishing and
swimming I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. 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
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My name is Jonathan Wilson and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I've lived on the Mornington Peninsula for nearly 50 years and learnt to
surf at Pt Leo 10 years earlier, so Westernport Bay is a big part of my life.
Working as a Surfer's Hardware distributor in the Surfing Industry, water
quality and a healthy marine environment are very important to my
business and employees.
I have been associated with, and Support, the Clean Ocean Foundation
which advocates for the maintenance and cleanliness of Ocean outfalls
around Australia's coastline. I don't believe we need another potentially
polluting outfall such as that associated with the AGL proposal.
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 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.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the
whole gas supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown
that we have previously underestimated how much methane is released to
the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas
fields in the United States have levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite
these findings the Australian gas industry and federal government report
far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas emissions based on
default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements. Gas is not
a climate solution.
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,
Jonathan Wilson
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My name is Barbara Oates and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It holds huge environmental values. The sea life, the seagrass beds, the birdlife and
all things living. These aspects will never be replaced if destroyed by this proposal.
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,
Barbara Oates
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My name is Laura Alfrey and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is rare and
beautiful and the home of humans and non-humans alike. Tread carefully and with
respect. 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). I OPPOSE!
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I am very concerned for the mangrove habitat around this part of Westernport Bay
including Wolleys beach area. This habitat is critical for fish breeding and bird
migration. If chemical waste is introduced into this waterway we destroy the
habitat. We need to STOP putting habitats at risk. If we lose the mangroves of
Westernport we don’t get it back . Go down to Wooleys beach . take a look . Is this
habitat worth losing?????? Solar is already being taken up at such an incredible
speed . Don’t sacrifice a habitat for short term gain !!!!
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My name is Janenne Willis. I am writing as a life long local resident of the
Westernport Bay area. I am in the water almost every day surfing, ocean swimming
and free diving and just as frequently walking, running and exploring the shoreline. I
am also Deputy Chair of the Flinders Coastal Advisory Group. Thanks for the
opportunity to write a submission opposing AGL's gas plans for our precious marine
sanctuary and ocean planet more broadly. I am deeply concerned. From a local
marine ecology perspective, AGL's reports do not satisfactorily consider the impact
on wetlands, waterbirds, whales or many other parts of the sensitive marine
community. I have numerous questions not adequately addressed. For example: What will be the impact of pumping 450,000 millions litres of cold chlorinated water
on a daily basis into the bay have on the marine ecology? AGL's science is weak at
best. - Why doesn't the the EES extensively consider the significant tidal variations
Westernport Bay is renown for? - Where is the science on the impact of the noise
pollution that will be produced from this project? It is widely accepted that marine
life communicate through sound and vibration and will undoubtedly be negatively
affected. - Why are major potential issues such as possible oil spills, marine pests
and toxicants presented in a down played manner? The risks are not supported by
enough in depth evidence. - Where is the evidence that plankton would float above
the FSRU intake pipes? This is just one example of how the project could destroy
biodiversity in the bay. - When will AGL be doing necessary baseline studies on
things like the current noise environment, current whale counts and current dolphin
behaviours so future impact can be assessed? From a broader climate perspective,
common sense says a new fossil fuel project is not a good idea in the era of climate
crisis. For me, this project goes beyond 'not in my backyard' to a 'not at all'. There is
scientific evidence that fossil fuels are having a large and detrimental impact on
climate change and subsequently our ability to live on planet Earth as a species. We
must invest in alternative and renewable energy sources: - How can a gas project
with a 20 year lifespan be considered a transition fuel project? - When will big
corporate giants like AGL start to take Mother Earth's cry for help seriously? Are the
recent bushfires that decimated the East Coast of Australia not enough? - In a
pandemic context, why isn't the government considering a renewable energy led
economic recovery? In addition to my points and questions raised, I support the
submissions made by the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, Save Westernport
and the Victorian National Parks Association. I look forward to receiving answers to
my questions and implore you to stop this fossil fuel project from proceeding. Best
regards, Janenne Willis

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2969

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

Stephen McMurray

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Stephen McMurray and I live in Somers. Westernport Bay represents
preservation of a natural environment close to an intensely urbanised population. Its
value for recreation, industry, fauna and flora, and conserving a range of ecosystems
so close to a dense population hub is priceless. 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. 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
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My name is Jemma Shakespeare and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a natural beauty and a key part of the Mornington Peninsula. Wild life, such as dolphins, are such
a joy to see almost every visit to the beach. The waters are pristine with little to no litter around.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The 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,
Jemma Shakespeare
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The Westernport coastline is a wetland of internationally significant value which
must be protected under the Ramsar convention. The proposed AGL gas import jetty
and pipeline would put at serious risk, not only marine life and ecosystems, but also
local tourism and fishing industries. The proposed project is an environmental
disaster as the gas liquification process emits more greenhouse gases than piping it
conventionally. It also makes no sense economically as Australia already exports
more natural gas than it consumes.
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My name is Nicole Lotscher and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It’s my place of rest and relaxation in the summer and lovely walks in the
winter. I love seeing all the wildlife- especially the pelicans, dolphins and
seals! Fishing with my nephews from the pier in Hastings is one of my favorite
things.
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, Nicole Lotscher
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My name is Shane Simms and I care about the environment in Western Port.
Western Port is home to a wide range of important wildlife. Sponges, corals, waders,
pelicans, endangered species of parrots, to name a few.
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.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per
year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative
because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher
than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike
would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is
inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Shane Simms

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

Amber Skehan

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Amber_Skehan_s

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

as attached

2974

My name is Amber Skehan and my family are frequent visitors to the Westernport Bay
area. Surfing, nippers and beach exploring are regular activities for us.
There are a variety of issues that should deem AGL's proposal completely unacceptable.
The issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria and more broadly.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty and Westernport Bay more broadly are
popular spots for residents and visitors alike. 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 and the Mornington Peninsula as popular tourist destinations.
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.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria and more broadly 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,
Amber Skehan

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2975

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Tim Burford

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Tim Burford and I think the protection of Westernport is vital. 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 building a pipeline from Crib Pt to
Pakenham. this is careless as it will destroy the homes of many endangered wildlife.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue. As a
snorkeler I want to protect Westernport's marine environment. 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, 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, Tim Burford
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My name is Jan Watson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It is
a unique area in world terms as a southern coastline which supports migratory birds,
wetlands, endangered native animals, coral reefs etc etc,. All this very close to Melb.
This HAS 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. 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.
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My name is Jo Dalton and I visit Westernport Bay often. I have spent the past 47
years as a holiday maker and am currently building a permanent home at Somers. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian
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Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project Environmental Effects
Statement Submission
We strongly oppose the proposed Crib Point Import Jetty and Pipeline Project for the following key
reasons:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The project arises from failures and distortions in the Australian energy market and there is
no evidence that the project supports energy efficiency
The project will add to greenhouse gas emissions and is therefore inconsistent with Victorian
Government and Council policy and no offsets are proposed
Biodiversity will be impacted by water temperature fluctuations and chlorination of the
waters of the Bay
The project will potentially impact on 38 listed threatened species including 8 species listed
under the EPBC Act
The economic benefits of the project are not supported by independent analysis and the
local job impacts may be minimal
The project will have adverse impacts on the amenity of local residents, the region more
broadly and recreational users
Alternative and more suitable sites exist at Geelong and Port Kembla.

This submission outlines our assessment of how the project measures up against key evaluation
objectives set by the Victorian Minister for Planning relating to energy efficiency, biodiversity and
water and catchment values and social, economic, amenity and land use.
Evaluation objective - Energy efficiency, security affordability and safety – To provide for safe and
cost-effective augmentation of Victoria’s natural gas supply in the medium to longer term.
The EES claims that the project will meet the Australian Energy Market Operator’s predicted shortfall
in natural gas from 2024 and help support Victoria’s energy security and continued liveability,
economic development and growth.
The EES also acknowledges that Australia is a major exporter of natural gas and that the project will
allow the most the most competitive gas, most likely from overseas, to be supplied to the Australian
east coast market. By implication, the project will rely on failings and distortions in the Australian
energy market to import gas which has most likely been produced and exported from Australia. This
also involves the conversion of Australian natural gas to LPG for export and then the likely reconversion back to natural gas. This can not be considered an efficient process.
We also note that the Mornington Peninsula Council (the Council) submission observes that there is
no independent or objective evaluation of the assessment against this evaluation objective, which
means that the statements in the EES are no more than assertions by the proponent which should
be carefully tested by the Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC).
With respect to greenhouse gas emissions, the ESS focuses on the direct and indirect emissions
arising from construction and operation of the plant concluding that they would contribute less than
1% of Victoria’s annual greenhouse emissions. It is noted that there are no measures identified for
offsetting the emissions. This is considered to be a serious deficiency in the proposal given
environmental imperatives to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and the economy’s reliance on fossil
fuels. The proposal is inconsistent with the Council’s commitment to zero carbon emissions by 2040
and the Victorian Government’s commitment to achieve this goal by 2050.

Evaluation objective - Biodiversity – To avoid, minimise or offset potential adverse effects on native
flora and fauna and their habitats, especially listed threatened or migratory species and listed
threatened communities.
The project will potentially impact on 36 threatened species i.e.:
•
•
•
•

8 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act listed species
19 Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act listed species
30 Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning Advisory List species
5 EPBC Act listed migratory species.

The pipeline will threaten the Southern Brown Bandicoot (listed under EPBC Act as an endangered
species) through the removal of native vegetation that serves as important habitat for the species. In
Victoria, an offset is generally required when gaining approval to remove native vegetation. No
offsets have been proposed to mitigate the impacts of the pipeline. The proposed project will
threaten significant Australian species without any attempts to minimise damage.
Evaluation objective - Water and catchment values – To minimise adverse effects on water
(including groundwater, waterway, wetland, estuarine, intertidal and marine) quality and movement
particularly as they might affect the ecological character of the Westernport Ramsar site.
Western Port Bay is a unique environment in relatively close proximity to Melbourne yet a RAMSAR
site and part of a UNESCO biosphere reserve. The relative isolation, purity of the water, cleanliness
of the beaches and the diversity of bird and marine life is in stark comparison to the more developed
Port Philip Bay and a very significant attraction for residents and visitors.
The ESS notes the potential impacts on biodiversity including that plankton and other small
organisms will be drawn into the Floating Storage Regasification Unit (FSRU) and the discharge of
chlorinated seawater seven degrees cooler than the seawater in Western Port Bay.
The EES shows very contained areas in the immediate surrounds of the FSRU impacted by
temperature variations and chlorine impacts under worse case scenarios. Even if the scientific basis
of this is valid, something that must be rigorously tested through the EES process and the IAC’s
consideration of the proposal, this does not address the impact that such changes will have on the
bay, the bird and marine life of the bay and the values of the RAMSAR listed wetland environment.
These important assets must be safeguarded and degradation by projects such as this prevented.
Evaluation objective - Social, economic, amenity and land use – To minimise potential adverse
social, economic, amenity and land use effects at local and regional scales.
The EES indicates that the project involves and investment of around $250m and is expected to
employ 500 workers at construction peak and to create more than 40 permanent jobs at Cribb Point.
The ESS states that most workers would be specialists from Victoria and interstate. It therefore not
clear what benefit the project will have on the labour market in Cribb Point, Hastings or other local
communities which are regarded as areas of relative socio-economic disadvantage. It is possible that
the impact on the local labour market will be negligible.
It is noted that while the EES contains a business impact analysis there is no independent
assessment of the claimed economic benefits such as the impact on employment.
The EES also has a focus on local impacts, however consideration should also be given to the
importance of regional impacts. As residents of the Mornington Peninsula we place very high value
on the amenity provided by the tranquillity, cleanliness and biodiversity of Westernport Bay, its

beaches, reserves and villages. We consider that the project will adversely affect the amenity of
area for local residents, particularly in the immediate vicinity of Cribb Point and along the pipeline,
however, but also on residents of the broader region and recreational users.
We note that alternative sites for the proposal exist at Geelong, where Viva Energy propose an
energy hub on the site of an oil refinery in a larger port area, and Port Kembla in New South Wales.
We understand that the Geelong site is in closer proximity to existing gas pipeline infrastructure.
Both sites are superior locations to Cribb Point as they do not pose the same environmental risks.
It is noted that the proponent proses to establish a $7.5m community fund. This seems a small
amount given the scale of the project and the range of communities that will be impacted. It is noted
that while the Council opposes the project it has provided a significant list of offset projects that
should be considered should the IAC support the proposal. We support consideration of this list of
projects should the IAC be inclined to recommend in favour of the project.
The ESS notes that if the project is approved construction contractors would be required to prepare
and implement a stakeholder engagement process to facilitate ongoing consultation with
stakeholders including local governments and other authorities, businesses, landowners, residents
and community groups. A complaints management system is proposed.
We are concerned about ‘outsourcing’ of AGL’s corporate responsibilities through this proposed
mechanism. If AGL were genuine about managing the project’s impacts on the community, they
would assume direct responsibility for this. The IAC should address this is any recommendations to
support the project.

Marion van Rooden
Peter Noonan
Jessica Noonan
Katie Noonan
Claire Noonan
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My name is Mark Christie and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Relatively unspoiled coastline is a rarity close to urban centres and as such need to
be preserved. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does
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My name is Jo Minto and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. We
must protect our natural habitats for all of our futures and the future of our planet.
The impact of climate change requires an urgent response. 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.
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My name is Jasper Fleming and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I love the bay for the peaceful space it provides us and for it\'s largely undeveloped shoreline. I use
the bay for squid fishing and enjoy watching the wildlife. I am so happy in the knowledge that the
seafood we consume from the bay is unpolluted.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels. Renewable
energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true even when
renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered
when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year
AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They
now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a
higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals.
The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own

figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year
lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with
injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators.
The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale
population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Jasper Fleming
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My name is Luke Skehan and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I have lived on the Mornington Peninsula my entire life, am a keen surfer and a member of
the Point Leo surf life saving community.
Thanks for the opportunity to make a submission. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but
a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of

warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not
consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Luke Skehan
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My name is Paulina Valdes and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport is important to me as I usually visit Phillip Island and the wildlife
sanctuaries on the way there. I do this to disconnect myself from work and busy life
in Melbourne. It would be very sad to impact these areas that connect us to nature.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This
is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these

laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage
has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad
business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and
supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in 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,
Paulina Valdes
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Thank you for allowing me to have a say as a local community member from the city of
Casey. I am deeply concerned for AGL’s proposal on a gas refinery located in Western Port
Bay. I am greatly concerned on how it will impact the environment and ecosystems that
surround beautiful Western Port Bay. My understanding is that AGL will have storage and a
regasification unit (FSRU) at crib point that will cycle 420 million litres of water per day
excreting water that not only is 7 degrees cooler but will contain chlorides. They do not
know how that will affect all local marine life and ecosystems. It is to my knowledge that it
will have devastating effects to surrounding areas.
My family has lived in the surrounding communities of Western Port Bay for three
generations. AGL does not understand the fragility of the bay. I believe they have not done
enough research on the matter of location, nor are they taking the correct and legal
precautions to ensure no environment or local community is negatively impacted by this
project.
In the event of an emergency or fault on the station that could result in chemical, gas or
other leaks, it will cause an environmental disaster for the region that will take decades to
recover from. In this particular event or situation - due to the deep vein like channels and
shallow water mangroves and mudflats that surround the bay - there will be no stoping any
leakage or fault that may occur as the vain like channels will pump any toxic substance in
and out of the mangrove habitats much like lungs breathing toxic smoke throughout the
highs and lows of the tide. The damage will be done.
My family and I have a lifetime of experience in these particular waterways fishing and
participating in other recreational activities associated with the bay. We all agree in any
situation where you will need boats, vessels and/or people out there cleaning whatever toxic
mess is made, there will be a big limitation on where they will be able to access due to tidal
conditions, as on low tide most of our mangrove habitats are unaccessible by boat.
Just imagine the devastating effects this could potentially have on local business and
tourism in a situation of a spill or serious fault. On the back of a global pandemic in a state
that is already seriously struggling, this would result in people losing there lively hood and
sense of purpose as so many of us depend and rely on the bay and its forever giving nature.
Western Port Bay is a well-known fishing region. It is an accredited Ramsar site that holds
greater international importance than any gas refinery. It holds great sentimental value to my
family and many other families all across Victoria. Together we have been protecting its
biodiversity and national importance for all wildlife and communities to ensure a brighter
and stronger living environment for future generation. It is with great support that I ask AGL
to continue funding and researching on renewable energy sources. We need to act now to
protect what is left of our natural environment and not to continue to diminish it.
Other companies have begun this step and I strongly encourage AGL to be a front runner in
a form of energy that is cleaner, more efficient, and holds a more promising future than gas.
I am a big believer in renewable energy sources myself. As a home owner I have sourced

solar panels and an energy company that supports renewable energy as a prime focus. I was
initially with AGL but the saving fund in renewable energy outweighed what you could
offer with gas.
The savings I am now receiving as a consumer through renewable energy are undeniable
and that is where the focus should be. Making renewable energy accessible through
companies like AGL would just be the starting point for a brighter future for your company
and us all. It is the people’s choice.
Please reconsider this project as it will not do anything positive for Western Port Bay and
surrounding communities.
Sincerely,
Brenden Fejes
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My name is Nicole Bond and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is the most lovely bay in the world. It is my home and my sanctuary. The bay is so unique and is
home to wonderful wildlife who deserve to continue their existence unimpacted by the gas terminal.
Our Bay has one of the most unique ecosystems.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.
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,
Nicole Bond
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My name is Lucy Keller and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay has such incredible wildlife and is such a beautiful part of my state. I traveled
there many times as a kid and have such fond memories of the 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.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of
seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most
significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants
and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year.
Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over
the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the
number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of
strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low
consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the
Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend
on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Lucy Keller
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My name is Lucinda Flynn and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is such a place of beauty and environmental diversity, it would be incredibly shortsighted
to risk any detriment to it just for short term gas supply.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the
risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES
should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in

renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what
we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact
on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Lucinda Flynn
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My name is Tasmin Lewis and I have family and friends who live in Westernport Bay.
The bay is a really important habitat for marine and coastal wildlife. Preserving this is
habitat is important for biodiversity and human life. It also has important functions for
humans - I connect with nature and my family there and it improves my mental
health.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the 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. As a mental health clinician, I know that the potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community.
Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas

like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Tasmin Lewis
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My name is Piper Iles and I have lived in the Westernport Bay Area my entire life. I
go on walks with family and friends and cherish making life long memories. I also
swim, surf and paddle board in this area. Westernport Bay is my home and I am
very worried that there has been no consideration to the negative impact it will
have on our precious and pristine waterway and wetlands. It is an environmental
disaster waiting to happen and the fact AGL will be using chlorine to cool the waters
is further worrying. It 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 personally distressed about the future of the
marine animals. There is such a risk that the entire food chain will collapse resulting
in the ripple effect that more and more animals will die. The next generation will not
get to experience these beautiful creatures and all because of AGL’s greed. I feel
extremely passionately about the loss of biodiversity and have written to The Hon
Daniel Andrews MP who encouraged me to put in a submission to outline the things
that are worrying me about this proposal. I have described just one of the many
concerns that our community have in relation to this project and urge you to please
reconsider due to the irreversible impact this will have.
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My name is Cara Richardson and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s the heart of
the community, the economy and the environment. It is life for the people plants
and wildlife of the area. And crucial to tourism 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. 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 unsuccess
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This is addressed to the Inquiry and Advisory Committee, I Do NOT support AGL's
inadequately proposed Gas Import Facility and Pipeline that they want to build in
Western Port Bay. Before I state why I Disagree, I would like to ask; Has anyone
from AGL been to Western Port Bay and seen the gorgeous Southern Right Whales
that migrate there? Has anyone from AGL been to western port bay at all and seen
its marine eco system? If they Have, Why do they want to destroy it? Not only is the
environmental assessment grossly off point in regards to the natural destruction it
will incur on the eco system with no scientific backing to the marine biodiversity
field studies but it also fails to even address what a threat a construction like this has
a possibility of having on the marine life and eco system in which It would overtake.
It fails to address potential spills, collisions, and the threat to significant marine
species such as whales. If this were to go ahead, I would not only be incredibly
disappointed but deeply heartbroken. This area like so much of Australia needs
protection not violation. It needs it because our marine species are becoming less
and less, and it is because of human impact. This area has 36 threatened species in
total that will be potentially threatened more so from this Gas Import Facility and
Pipeline. Not only that but the terrestrial impact it will have: The assessment
discounts any impact the pipeline will have on wetlands birds because they are not
in the projects direct vicinity, forgetting and failing to recognise that it is well known
that Wetland birds have sensitivities to disturbance such as visual light, noise and
predators. These known facts definitely will have an impact on the survivorship of
these creatures and their breeding as well. The Western Port Bay is visited every
year by the Southern Right Whale, an endangered species with an estimated
maximum of 300 making up the South East Australia population. A study needs to
be done thoroughly to determine whale numbers and movements. How does AGL
know that this construction won't impact these species and put them at risk of
further endangerment if they haven't even recognised that peak shipping season
coincides with peak whale season? There is so much at risk that is being dismissed
on the basis of making money, This doesn't benefit the incredibly unique area that is
Western Port Bay. And Our environment so diverse and special needs to stay that
way. Sincerely, Claire Cordwell.
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Submission to Proposed AGL Gas Import Terminal and Pipeline at Crib Point The
imposing of such a massive floating gas factory by AGL on the environment and the
community of Crib Point and Westernport Bay is unconscionable and the damage
that could ensue, un-mendable. The small picture Westernport Bay has been part of
my family’s life for over 70 years, a very short part of its existence. We cherish and
depend on the magic of Merricks Beach to sustain our lives. The thought of our
coast neighbours being literally faced with the enormous floating factory brings pain.
The thought of the damage to the environment brings more pain. The immediate
and lasting impact on people will be a sense of loss of place, one of grief, weighing
heavily and this being both strangely ignored by AGL in the EES, but at the same
time the offer to contribute $7.5 million to the community, to ‘overcome’ their
intrusion is admitting guilt. This fund will lead to problems with dispersing and
monitoring monies, creating divisions in already damaged communities. Health and
wellbeing of the community will be adversely affected with the compounding
changes to the surrounding ecosystem with the damage to the quality of the air and
water. The necessary process of dumping used and tainted sea water back into the
bay is actually illegal right now. The stress placed on the community by the existence
of this gas imports project is already damaging the cohesion of a place called home.
The large picture Climate change. The reliance on gas is no longer a feasible
proposition. By the time this project would take to be up and running , huge
advances in a sustainable renewable industry will be made. With the changing
climate come greater risks of severe storms, floods and fires. To remove the tankers
quickly in an emergency would be near impossible. Bush fire and linked explosion is
a horrendous thought, right now taking us to the situation we have seen in Lebanon.
We need to move away from fossil fuel dependence and with this acknowledge the
Climate Emergency declared by many World leaders. We need to heed the advice of
climate scientists recently quoted in ‘the Age’.........
https://www.smh.com.au/environment/climate-change/australia-s-chief-scientistis-wrong-on-gas-say-leading-experts-20200824-p55oty.html If we are to meet the
Paris Agreement to limit global warming, “there is no role for an expansion of the
gas industry.” AGL’s proposal to build a gas import terminal is entirely inconsistent
with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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My name is Ruby Campbell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is important to the world with its listing as Ramsar Wetland! It is
also vitally important for regional biodiversity and to the traditional owners of the
land. To threaten these values to reimport our exported natural gas is beyond
foolish! As Victorians, we have the capability to implement solutions that enhance
our community, protect the environment and stimulate the economy! I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. 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. 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. 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. 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, Ruby
Campbel
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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,
Jemma van Loenen
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My name is Montanna Gerber-Corn and I care about the safety and environment of Westernport Bay.
I have been lucky enough to visit the Bay and know many people living in this wonderfully diverse and
special place. It angers me deeply to think about these areas being faced with becoming a gas import
terminal. The damage caused would be irreversible.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the
local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which
may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical
Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close
to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES
should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon
for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate
change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by
AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has
contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is
not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality
we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do
not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has
rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the
ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant
with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of
colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Montanna Gerber-Corn
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My name is Emma Brace and I visit Westernport Bay often. The unique marine &
wildlife & bird life is very special to me. Phillip Island French Island, Mornington
peninsula Is where I grew up, where my family spends its time & to see it destroyed
by a gas line project is heart breaking to my family. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry &
Advisory Committee & 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 &
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 & light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can
result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety & 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 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 Vic
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I oppose AGL's plans for a gas plant in Westerport Bay. This is a pristine bay where I
regularly surf and camp with my family. It would be a disaster if this were allowed.
Please do not allow this beautiful, environmentally sensitive area to be ruined by
AGL's proposed plant.
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My name is Aaron Petty and I visit Westernport Bay often. As a child I grew up
fishing & swimming at my families holiday home on Phillip island. These are some
of my oldest & fondest memories. The ocean has always given me a sense of freedom
& I shared my love for the ocean with my late & much loved grandfather. As I have
grown up, my passions have turned to free diving & surfing, both of these take
place in western port bay. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal
which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and
visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present
preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent
expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most
tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on
earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are
a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life

in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue. Wetlands contain a
disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible
for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such
as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important
as a defense against the impacts of climate change. Large ships like LNG tankers
have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals. The EES has
grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using
their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are
conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with
ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators.
The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting
Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management
Plan for Southern Right whales. Thank you once again for the opportunity to
contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely, Aaron Petty
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As a lifelong member of the Somers community, I have significant concerns
regarding the detrimental impact of AGL's proposed floating gas import terminal at
Crib Point on the local ecosystem of Westernport Bay. I also feel that pushing
through with such a project which adversely affects many locals and businesses
during COVID-19 restrictions acts to suppress the ability of the community to fully
express their concerns and participate in the relevant processes.
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My name is Johnny Carr and I visit Westernport Bay often. It is a beautiful part of
Australia. We have spent time as a family there on many occasions enjoying all the
natural surroundings it has to offer. Also, we love that it is a RAMSAR site. Fell very
privileged to be able to visit such a unique spot. 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
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My name is Ashika Kanhai and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The environment in Westernport Bay is important to me as it encompasses some of
Victoria\'s best known and recognised landscapes and wildlife areas. Local
economies in the Westernport region and in other areas of Victoria rely on it being
preserved. 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.
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My name is Lauren Leyden and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I don’t want to
have the marine life here damaged in any way plus I want my Children and
eventually my Grandchildren to be able to enjoy Westernport Bay as it is today.I
have read through the questions below all questions below and want to select all 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. Furthermore, my
children attended Primary School at St Josephs Catholic Primary School in Crib Point
and the thought of any danger nearby to my and any other children leaves me
concerned and anxious.

