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I object to the gas import terminal at Crib Point proposed by AGL. The area is
environmentally sensitive in every way. The shoreline, the RAMSAR wetlands
nearby, the whole marine ecosystem including intertidal area and mangroves are
threatened by this development. For decades many people have stood up for the
environmental integrity of Westernport. After all this time and all the effort of so
many it would be a travesty to allow more industrial development in the bay. Many
studies have all concluded the same thing. The bay has international importance as a
breeding area for migratory birds. It is an important breeding ground for fish. There
are important remnants of the original vegetation including orchids at Crib Point
itself. The way the water circulates in the bay would mean any pollutants would be
devastating for the environment of the bay. To allow AGL to have a gas import
terminal in this area would be the height of irresponsibility. As a resident of the area
and as a Victorian I would be ashamed of any government that allowed this to
happen.
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My name is Stephen Wauchope and I live in Somers on the Westernport Bay.
I enjoy the area’s bird and wildlife on the beach and in the dune scrub lands adjacent. I find the area
a perfect location to relax and enjoy nature. The coastal scenery is beautiful and sea life is diverse
and enchanting.
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
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This commits Australia to the
maintenance of the ecological character of the wetlands and to preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate and hypocritical for the Government to allow construction and operation of a gas
import terminal with its concomitant increase in shipping, in the middle of one of the most precious
natural environments in Victoria.
I fear the increased industrialisation within the bay will potentially open the area to more industry
with greater impact on the natural ecosystems. The EES highlights the fact that there are existing
petrochemical facilities at Long Island Point and Crib Point which predisposes the area as a location
for the Gas Import Jetty. However, this new facility cannot co-exist with the wetlands and wildlife of
the bay.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in Australia. People come to see the
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. From the Somers beach, I often see dolphins within 100 meters of the beach
and a colony of cormorants accompany me on morning walks.
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 small surrounding
settlements as popular tourist destinations.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of cold, chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. In addition to the difficulty of
predicting the impact of this water on the environment, current Victorian laws prohibit it 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 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 and by
disruptions because of maintenance and 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.
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.
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,
Stephen Wauchope
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My name is Doug Varey and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have had the privilege of sailing in the waters of Western Port all my life and I have seen the
magnificent array of animals and plants that grow in this body of water. I feel that we need to do
everything possible to protect this it.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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,
Doug Varey
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My name is Gavin McKelvie and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I have been
living here 47yrs.. My grandparents were the first to move to balnarring beach. My
daughter is 4. I’d like her to have to have the chance to enjoy and love living here as
much as myself, her grandparents and her great grandparents have!
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21 August 2020
Inquiry and Advisory Committee – Crib Point
Planning Panels Victoria
cribpoint.IAC@delwp.vic.gov.au

SUBMISSION TO THE CRIB POINT INQUIRY AND ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
The Australian Industry Group (Ai Group) welcomes the chance to make a submission to the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC) on the proposed Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project (the Project). Our members are businesses of all sizes in Victoria and Australia-wide
across many sectors, including manufacturing, construction, technology, logistics, defence, energy
and more. Many use gas directly and all are impacted by the role that gas plays in setting electricity
prices and guaranteeing electricity supply. While all the environmental and social issues addressed
in the Environment Effects Statement (EES) are important, our submission addresses the gas market
and climate policy contexts to the Project.
In brief, our submission is that the Project will be a helpful and low-risk component of a wider
strategy to moderate risks to gas users; and that the Project is not inconsistent with a successful
Victorian and Australian transition to net zero emissions by 2050.

Gas market context – general analysis
Before the COVID-19 pandemic Eastern Australia’s export-dominated gas market was expected to
sustain wholesale gas prices of $8-$12 per gigajoule over the long term, rather than the historic $3$4/GJ average. This reflected both the rise in production and transport costs as cheaper
conventional supply was replaced by more remote coal seam gas without associated oil, and the
expected range of parity with exports to East Asia. The latter historically reflected a link to oil prices.
In recent years a more competitive market for Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) may have started to
weaken this link.
Oil prices have collapsed in the face of excessive supply, price wars and the steep decline in
personal transport and aviation during the pandemic. International spot gas prices have likewise
plunged, and many LNG customers appear to be rejecting cargoes. With excess local supply and
lower export parity, Eastern Australian spot gas prices have fallen to around $4-$4.5/GJ. Firm
contract prices have not fallen as far – early feedback is around $6-$7/GJ and terms of no more than
1-2 years, since suppliers hope for a price recovery and do not wish to lock in lower prices now.

Gas price AUD/GJ

35
30

25
20
15
10
5
0
10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

110

120

130

140

Oil price USD/bbl

Historic local average
Oil link @ $1 AUD : $0.75 USD

New local supply marginal cost
Oil link @ $1 AUD : $1 USD

Oil link @ $1 AUD : $0.5 USD

Figure 1 - Relationship of international oil prices and Eastern Australian gas prices at indicative exchange rates
(Ai Group)1

There is every reason to expect that gas prices will recover eventually to the previously expected
$8-$12 range. Existing supply is declining, and new supply must at least expect to recover its
production and transport costs. Eastern Australia’s geology has not improved: unconventional gas
resources largely have no oil, require numerous and frequently replaced wells to extract, and are
mostly distant from existing demand centres. LNG export capacity is large enough to potentially
absorb much more supply, making the export price critical to the price expected from domestic
customers. International oil and gas prices are likely to normalise in coming years as supply exits
and demand recovers with economies (and oil prices have already partly rebounded from the lows of
early 2020). Economic recovery investments are very unlikely to alter these fundamentals.
Eastern Australia could face even higher gas prices if supply falls short of demand. Conventional oil
and gas production in the Bass Strait is declining fast; unconventional production requires regular
investment to sustain; and the global oil and gas industry is slashing exploration and development
budgets to survive. Pre-crisis the Australian Energy Market Operator modelled a growing gap
between expected demand and committed supply over the next few years. Some of the anticipated
supply investment may now be cancelled or significantly deferred.
In short gas is very unlikely to remain cheap in Eastern Australia, and there is significant risk of a
fresh price crunch where prices surge above export parity – as we saw in 2017.
Ai Group’s recommendations to policymakers in our forthcoming paper Post Pandemic Policy:
Climate and Energy include the following elements related to gas:
•

inform economic policy and reform across multiple portfolios by adopting a clear, agreed and
national vision for successful transition to net zero emissions. Setting that vision will help the
development of robust and pro-competitive strategies for gas, electricity and a broader clean
economy.

•

Adopt a gas strategy that includes:
o

facilitation of new supply options that make long-term sense;

o

expansion of alternative fuels including biogas and hydrogen;

1

In the past decade international oil prices have ranged from over USD$100/bbl. (in 2014) to below USD$20/bbl. (in
early 2020). Oil major BP recently reduced long-term oil price expectation to around USD$55/bbl.; if realised and if
oil-linkage remains an important basis of gas pricing in East Asia and Eastern Australia, this would imply Eastern
Australian gas prices around AUD$8-12/GJ, depending on prevailing exchange rates.
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o

a heavy focus on demand reduction through gas efficiency and electrification; and

o

continued policy reform to promote a competitive and secure local market.

Figure 2 - Projected eastern and south-eastern Australia gas production (export LNG and domestic) – existing
projects, and committed and anticipated developments; Central scenario, 2020-39 (AEMO)

Gas market context – impacts of the Project
In the context described above, Ai Group considers that the Project, along with other potential LNG
import terminals, would make a very useful contribution to better outcomes for Eastern Australian
energy users across price, security and flexibility.

Price
On average we anticipate that future Eastern Australian wholesale gas prices will broadly reflect
movements in East Asian gas prices, due to the immense Queensland export terminals whose
contracted obligations and spare capacity dwarf domestic demand. However, there are two ways in
which prices might depart from this export parity level, both of which the Project may assist.
Firstly there is the risk that local supply is not sufficient to meet expected demand, which would see
either local prices bid up to a level sufficient to destroy enough demand to balance the market; or the
invocation of emergency export control powers (if they do not lapse in 2023). The latter is an
important safeguard, but invocation has significant costs and would be damaging if sustained. This
scarcity scenario can be averted with a combination of new supply and demand reduction. The
availability of up to 160 petajoules (PJ) per year through the Project would make a major contribution
to this strategy; the Eastern Australian domestic gas market comprises around 500PJ/yr of purely
domestic demand and around 1500PJ/yr of export demand.
Secondly, Eastern Australia’s gas market currently has only a one-way link to East Asian gas
markets: producers expect to make at least as much from domestic customers as the opportunity
cost of not supplying to export customers instead, but face no competition from international
suppliers. Thus export parity is currently a floor under local prices, but not a ceiling. While on
average we expect local and East Asian prices to be similar, at times of low international demand
and high supply we may see prices overseas that are lower than locally – even lower than the
marginal production and transport cost of local supply. That appears to be the case right now; the
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission has complained that local wholesale gas prices
are well above their metric for the ‘netback’ price of gas exported to East Asia. The Project, as a
substantial and flexible source of gas from outside the Eastern Australian market, can help to cap
prices at international levels.

3

It is important to note that the value of the Project lies in limiting future risks of excessive prices, and
we do not expect LNG imports, or any other development, to return local prices to their low historic
levels. While temporary supply gluts and associated low prices are possible, producers and
importers are price-responsive and will scale back activity if it does not provide adequate returns.

Security
As depicted in Figure 2 - Projected eastern and south-eastern Australia gas production

(export LNG and domestic) – existing projects, and committed and anticipated
developments; Central scenario, 2020-39 (AEMO)Figure 2 above, already-developed Eastern
Australian gas supply is projected by the Australian Energy Market Operator to decline dramatically
over the coming decade, reflecting the depletion of gas in already-tapped formations beneath the
Bass Strait and onshore in South Australia and Queensland. In pre-pandemic projections further
committed and uncommitted but anticipated developments were expected to be enough to cover the
gap with demand through to the middle of this decade, with a gradually growing gap beyond that time
representing both a risk to gas users and an opportunity for further investment in supply and demand
reduction.
Since those projections were made there has been a deep reduction in global oil prices. While prices
are recovering, it is likely that their long term average will be lower than previously expected in light
of the effects of the pandemic on transport and telework, and the transition to electric vehicles. The
global oil and gas sector has responded by slashing investment, particularly in exploration and
development of new resources. The experience of many previous oil crashes suggests that the
effects of this reduction will be felt for years, and are likely to lead to tight markets down the track.
Eastern Australia’s gas supply future may now be significantly worse than projected earlier this year.
In this context the Project’s potential 160 PJ/yr of gas supply would make an important contribution to
Eastern Australian supply adequacy, particularly as part of a wider supply and demand side strategy.
This supply option puts much less capital at risk than development of new Australian gasfields – the
regasification ship is relatively cheap to acquire and easy to send overseas if conditions change, and
relatively little additional onshore infrastructure is required. Thus this supply option is much more
likely to go ahead than the more marginal new domestic production projects included in the AEMO
projection.

Flexibility
While this submission has referenced AEMO’s supply and demand projections, in truth there is
considerable uncertainty about the future of the Eastern Australian gas market.
On the supply side, anticipated developments may fail to eventuate (whether because of investment
appetite, or as in the unsuccessful Dory project, unfavourable geology); and existing supply may
encounter problems, as seen in the more-rapid-than-expected decline of Bass Strait fields or, more
catastrophically, the Longford gas processing plant explosion of 1998.
On the demand side, gas requirements could be lower than expected with an acceleration of efforts
to improve energy efficiency, electrify where appropriate, and develop alternate supply of biogas and
hydrogen; Ai Group is urging these steps on all Australian governments but it is too early to be
confident of their adoption. Alternately, demand could be higher – for instance if gas-fired electricity
generation increases as a result of the closure of coal generators and the need for flexible resources
to complement variable renewables.2

2

The relative economics of existing coal generators, new and existing gas-fired mid-merit generators, and new
renewables mean that gas is not likely to displace the others as a source of bulk energy, though increased utilisation
of existing gas generators may be very important in the aftermath of sudden retirements. Gas-fired peaking
generators are currently the most important source of flexibility in the National Electricity Market, but will
increasingly compete with demand response, pumped hydro energy storage, batteries and other options; it is not
clear which will dominate over time.
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In addition the flexible role of gas-fired electricity generation in meeting seasonal peaks, firming
renewables and substituting for unavailable generators requires comparable flexibility in the supply of
gas.
The Project has substantial flexibility which makes it a useful response to uncertainty and variability
in future gas needs. The potential maximum import capacity is 160 PJ/yr and this properly forms the
basis of the maximum impacts considered in the EES. However, Ai Group understands that the
business case for the Project is not built around an assumption of full utilisation, but instead allows
considerable scope to raise utilisation when circumstances (such as seasonal demand peaks)
require it.
Overall, it is reasonable to expect that the Project will moderate risks to price and security that face
Eastern Australian gas users, particularly in light of the uncertainty and fundamental change that
characterise our energy systems today.

Climate policy context – general analysis
Australia’s overall greenhouse gas emissions appear to have levelled off in recent years after earlier
falls, with a cleaner electricity sector and drought-struck agriculture offset by growing emissions from
transport and the LNG industry. Future emissions projections have been repeatedly revised down as
past assumptions about economic growth rates, the energy intensity of growth and the emissions
intensity of new energy have changed. Prior to the pandemic it was still likely that projections would
reduce further with additional technological and economic change, and if new State or Federal
policies were introduced. However, Australia appeared set to rely heavily on the carryover of old
Kyoto Protocol credits to bridge the gap between projected emissions and the carbon budget
associated with our current national commitment to reduce emissions to 26-28% below 2005 levels
by 2030. And extrapolating forward from that target trajectory, Australia was far off course to the
widely supported goal of net zero emissions by 2050.
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Figure 3 - Australian emissions, projections and alternative targets (DISER, Ai Group)

The pandemic has radically reduced emissions from personal transport and aviation; beyond the
public health crisis it is plausible that videoconferencing and work-from-home will be a new normal
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for many people and that transport demand will not fully recover. Power emissions are down further,
though more from the continuing rollout of renewables than from so-far only slightly lower demand. A
pandemic recession will reduce many sources of emissions, though our declining emissions intensity
means the general fall in emissions will be much less than the fall in overall economic activity.
While the Commonwealth’s reliance on Kyoto credit carryover may not be tenable, faster than
expected economic change; the impacts of the pandemic; and growing State action are likely to be
significant. The net effect is that it is plausible that Australia will meet its current self-defined national
emissions budget to 2030.
However, there are at least three reasons for continued concern and focus on emissions.
Firstly, much of the current fall in emissions is temporary and will be reversed as the domestic and
international economies recover. Emissions may even rise above ‘business as usual’ levels if we
experience elevated ‘catch-up’ growth or Australian and East Asian recovery investments drive
demand for high-emissions activities.
Secondly Australia’s overriding climate challenges are to avoid as much climate change as possible,
by encouraging a global transition to net zero emissions by 2050; to adapt to the serious impacts of
the climate change we can’t avoid; and to ensure competitiveness, prosperity and fairness while
doing so. Many economic sectors still lack a clear transition pathway, and a temporary emissions
slump does not bring them any closer. Our climate adaptation challenge is also large and growing,
as emphasised by a horror 2019-20 summer of heatwaves, fires and coral bleaching.
Thirdly there is a risk that the pandemic and recession cause emissions policies to lose traction and
fail to drive long-term abatement, increasing costs through missed opportunities, stranded assets
and the lock-in of higher emissions. Existing reform processes, such as efforts to update the national
Safeguard Mechanism and consider crediting below-baseline emissions, are understandably likely to
be delayed. Many businesses, investors and governments will be cautious about investment given
lost income and economic uncertainty. Policy-makers may bank temporary emissions reductions and
relax, rather than using them as a platform for deeper transition; this is particularly likely if we focus
on interim 2030 goals rather than the long-term drive for net zero emissions. Consequently, Australia
would lose precious time and risk the misallocation of investment. The costs could be severe,
whether they fall on investors or all Australians.
In light of the above, Ai Group’s recommendations to policymakers in our forthcoming paper Post
Pandemic Policy: Climate and Energy include the following elements related to emissions:
•
•

the adoption of a national net zero by 2050 emissions goal and a major push on gas
demand reduction as outlined above;
build a broader clean economy by:
o developing clear and practical transition pathways across all sectors;
o ramping up platforms for supporting clean economy innovation and cost reduction;
o building a policy suite to drive mass take-up when improved technologies and
practices are ready; and
o managing risks to our existing exports through economic hedges, a more diverse
economy and fair transition and opportunity for communities, workers and supply
chains.

Climate policy context – impacts of the Project
The extent and duration of the role of natural gas in a successful transition to net zero emissions is
much debated. There are significant emissions in current worldwide production, transport and usage
of gas. On the other hand gas is also often an option with more moderate emissions than the
practical alternatives; it can play a role in supporting the growth of zero-emissions technologies,
including not just renewable electricity but biogas and clean hydrogen; and there are options to
reduce gas emissions through efficiency, leak reduction, and carbon capture and storage (CCS).
There is genuine uncertainty about how all this may play out. In 2018 the Intergovernmental Panel on
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Climate Change (IPCC), the key source of advice to the world’s governments on the state of
knowledge about climate change, released a major Special Report on Global Warming of 1.5ºC. This
included a comprehensive assessment of 85 scenarios for global development consistent with no
more than 1.5ºC published by integrated assessment modellers around the world. The median
outcome for gas in these models was a 40% decline in worldwide consumption between 2020 and
2050, but this covered a range of modelled outcomes stretching from an 88% decline to an 85%
increase.3 No modelled scenarios assessed by the IPCC found that eliminating gas consumption for
energy by 2050 would be economically efficient. But the ways in which gas was expected to be used
shifted significantly, with substantial use of CCS.
Understanding of the role of gas will continue to evolve, and we may see some improvements in this
regard in the next major Assessment Report from the IPCC, expected in stages in 2021-22.
However, in these circumstances the Project is a useful way to support the security of gas supply
now and retain the flexibility for a range of scenarios for future gas demand. The regasification vessel
is easily relocatable and does not commit large amounts of capital that risk stranding in a scenario
where even more rapid reductions in emissions and gas consumption are required. As the EES
highlights, the emissions associated with the Project itself, even at a maximum rate of utilisation, are
not large in the context of Victoria’s existing emissions. While the challenges of achieving net zero
emissions by 2050 are significant, they are not greatly affected by the presence or absence of the
Project.
It is reasonable to pursue an energy and emissions strategy that both supports favourable new
supply options like the Project, and supports steps to reduce gas demand. While climate policy
debate often focusses on the merits of high-profile fossil fuel supply projects, in a world awash with
fossil fuel resources, changes on the demand side are likely to be much more significant. The remark
often attributed to former Saudi Oil Minister Sheik Ahmed Zaki Yamani is relevant: “The Stone Age
didn’t end because they ran out of stones.”

Conclusion
Ai Group considers that the Project would make a significant and useful contribution to reducing price
and security risks to Eastern Australian gas users, while not being inconsistent with a successful and
necessary transition to net zero emissions by 2050.
Ai Group’s adviser Tennant Reed (tennant.reed@aigroup.com.au, 0418 337 930) is the best point of
contact for any questions on this submission. He is also available to speak to this submission in the
Public Hearing.
Sincerely yours,

Innes Willox
Chief Executive

3

See table 2.6 in https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/chapter/chapter-2/.
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My name is Elisabeth Perraud & I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. 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 & gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form & that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands & wildlife. The beach & reserve area around
Crib Point jetty is a popular with residents & visitors alike. Access to the reserve &
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions due to
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 & 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 due to the impact of
increased shipping & 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 & the migrating
Humpback & Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine & wetland
wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers & a
Floating Storage & Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area & be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine & protected wetland. This could
impact the Phillip Island tourist industry. 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 & 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 & the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue. Thank you again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty & gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands & wildlife
would be unacceptable. There are other viable, & 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, Elisabeth
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My name is Lucy Moray and I live in the Westernport Bay area. We regularly walk
down at Wooleys beach and swim in Westernport Bay. I love to visit the boardwalk
and wetlands and see the beautiful diversity of birdlife. I'd hate for the bay to lose
its natural diversity and clean water. I thank the 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, 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. 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. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention. 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 an
internationally significant wetland. If approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay daily which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how 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. Climate
change is a real and present threat to our planet and we should investing money in
renewable energy, not in fossil fuels. There are other options to meet our energy
demands, without harming our environment. Sincerely Lucy
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My name is Anna Nervegna and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
is a locality and environment that still seems to by sparely populated and unpolluted
compared to the port Phillip bay. The water is pristine and contains a Vast
population of fish and salt water life which includes dolphins whales. 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 l
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My name is James Hewitt & I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. 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 & gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form & that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands & wildlife. The beach & reserve area around
Crib Point jetty is a popular with residents & visitors alike. Access to the reserve &
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions due to
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 & 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 due to the impact of
increased shipping & 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 & the migrating
Humpback & Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine & wetland
wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers & a
Floating Storage & Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area & be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine & protected wetland. This could
impact the Phillip Island tourist industry. 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 & 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 & the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue. Thank you again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty & gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands & wildlife
would be unacceptable. There are other viable, & 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, James Hewitt
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My name is Dion Belfrage and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is important to me because it has a unique environment for migratory birds
and has a huge mangrove swamp wetland. The bay is also home to an indigenous pod of
dolphins. As a resident for over 30 years I feel a deep connection to the beauty of the area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people
to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable
on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in
high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-

be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be
dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Dion Belfrage
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My name is Suzannel Riordan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I love walking along the beach with my grandchildren(pre-covid) and investigating the rock pools
and enjoying swimming in the bay in summer and eating mussels from the guy at the pier at
flinders. I love seeing families watching the dolphins .
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people
to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable
on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts
of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in
the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained
most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport
Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution
to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate
change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn
into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on the local
community would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Suzannel Riordan
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My name is Emily Kemp and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I grew up on
Phillip island, and my family still lives there. It’s such a special place and is home to
so much wildlife and flora 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, Emily Kemp
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My name is Jo Harrison and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. From
childhood I have visited and explored this area and enjoyed the fresh natural
environment and raw beauty Our coastline is fragile and flora and fauna have unique
habitats A true natural community I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. 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 Victoria
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My name is Nick Gleeson and I visit Westernport Bay often. It’s my place of work. I
teach children and we regularly go out in the summer months and utilise the
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. 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 -
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My name is Angus Robb and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport Bay is an
environmental sanctuary that provides me not only with the chance of recreation on
its shores but it has a wealth of life, biodiversity and beauty that promotes a passion
and care within me to fight for our land against greed. 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. SEE
ATTACHMENT FOR THE REST.

My name is Angus Robb and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport Bay is an environmental sanctuary that provides me not only with the chance of
recreation on its shores but it has a wealth of life, biodiversity and beauty that promotes a passion and
care within me to fight for our land against greed.
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.
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,

Angus Robb
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My name is Polly Morton and I visit Westernport Bay often. I have so many
memories around the area, it is such a beautiful place! We can’t let it be
destroyed !! I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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 uns
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The Gas storage and pipeline project at Crib Point to Pakenham is already out of
date. Clever people are turning to renewable energy production.
Nature and
people are crying out for action on climate change, on declining biodiversity, on
species extinction, and on carbon emissions to ensure our children and our planet
have a future. Gas is not the solution! As a member of Landcare and other local
environment groups including over forty years caring for Trust for Nature
covenanted private land and managing Harbury, a Trust for Nature reserve north of
Pakenham, I know we need leadership in industry directed at the above issues.
In the hills north Pakenham, we work hard to ensure the creeks that start here and
finish eventually in Westernport Bay, are healthy and that the precious life of the
waterways is retained. This includes tiny lampreys whose life cycle includes phases
in the both the freshwater creeks and in the salt waters of the bay. They are part of
the Ramsar biodiversity. Can AGL guarantee this won’t be interrupted? Landcare
works include revegetation along these creeks as habitat for the endangered
Southern Brown Bandicoot. Westernport must not become an industrial site…. It
is a Ramsar Wetland and the creeks feeding it are part of that important ecosystem.
Bringing a pipeline across to Pakenham, risks destroying Landcare efforts in
revegetation. Can AGL guarantee the population of the Southern Brown Bandicoot
will not be affected? Young people and children are risking mental health problems
by hearing the dire warnings and seeing direct evidence of climate change and
species extinction whilst large corporations such as AGL take no notice. Why would
people continue to try to help our planet in small ways like the care of creeks and
river systems feeding the Westernport Bay if AGL ruins the bay health? We work
on water ways through revegetation, water testing and fencing of the streams, so
that the bay is healthy. We know that the bay is a wonderful biological resource if it
is healthy. If AGL is allowed to go ahead the bay faces biological threats through
contamination with methane and chlorine. And carbon emissions will rise with the
increased use of fossil fuels. Won’t future generations be astounded that we
discharge cooled, chlorinated water into the bay in the process of producing gas?
Especially without firm evidence that marine life will not be affected. The energy
use in freezing and unfreezing the gas is ludicrous when the outcome is outmoded
and can be replaced by renewables.
AGL please think outside the square, show
leadership and develop renewables not gas!
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My name is Felicity Warren and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Melbourne is expanding rapidly therefore western port bay will quickly become our
backyard for recreation. It is a unique, picturesque and isolated part of the
Mornington peninsula environment and must remain so for generations to come. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most 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 we do not know about how this cold chlorinated waste will
effect animals.
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My name is Michelle Pretty and I've lived in Westernport Bay region for over a
decade. The coastal walks are an opportunity to get off the concrete and enjoy
nature. Erosion is rapidly devouring the soft cliffs at Corinella. I'm extremely aware
that climate change is affecting this area daily. 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 discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like
Westernport Bay. Please don't steal our future. Quit fossil fuel.
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My name is Olivia Jones and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I was born in the heart of Westernport Bay. I have spent my entire life here. My life has been a
rollercoaster ride, the highs and the subsequent lows. The waters and beaches of Westernport Bay
have been the one consistent thing in my life.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
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.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay
Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Olivia Jones
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My name is Emma Gates and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I care about all valuable ecosystems that will allow humans and other species to continue
living on this planet
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.
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,
Emma Gates
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My name is Paul Hopkins and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I fish and
surf regularly and am appalled at this environmental damaging plan. I also do not
want 900 b double trucks coming past my door on Woolleys Rd. It is unsafe! Money
grabbing corporates should leave this pristine area once and for 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 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 tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
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My name is Robyn Hansen and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is an important wetland area with bird, marine and animal life
which needs protection. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and
the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new
fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is
the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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 no
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Meet my soon-to-be-born first grandchildren. Twins! 20 weeks! Exciting! (the sibling is hiding)

Children born in 2020 may well greet the next new-millennium – our decisions today –
our actions today will decide if they’ll have a planet on which to celebrate.

I would like to address three issues:
1. Identify the Issue
2. Why Natural Gas is not the solution
3. Identify an alternative?
The Issue
Every Australian knows that 173 people died in 2009 in the Black Saturday bushfires in Victoria,
BUT not many people know that:
• Victoria is one of the most fire-prone regions in the world.
• more than twice as many victims lost their lives in a heatwave that preceded the fires.
•
heatwaves are actually more harmful to human health than bushfires and floods (according
to Dr Tessa Kennedy from the Australian Medical Association of New South Wales. Quoted to the BBC).

The 2015 Paris Agreement goals (which the world is struggling to achieve) are to keep air temperatures
from rocketing +2˚C (+3.6˚F)
and YET ALREADY
•

•

over 2 billion people, or 30% of the world’s population, is currently exposed to potentially
deadly heat for 20 days per year or more—and like a growing forest fire, climate change is
spreading this extreme heat.
up to 75 percent of people could face deadly heatwaves by 2100 unless carbon emissions
plummet (both National Geographic - 2017)

Natural Gas is not the Solution
Most people know it is critical to phase out CO2 emissions because they keep the planet locked into
long-term warming.
BUT it is also critical to keep methane from leaking into the atmosphere.
The drilling and extraction of natural gas from wells and its transportation in pipelines results in the
leakage of methane which is a primary component of natural gas that
•
•

is 34 times stronger than CO2 at trapping heat over a 100-year period and
86 times stronger over 20 years.

Methane losses must be kept below 3.2 percent for natural gas power plants to have lower life cycle
emissions than new coal plants over 20 years or less - studies and field measurements show that these
so-called “fugitive” methane emissions range from 1% to 9% of total life cycle emissions.
One study suggested that the upper range for fugitive methane emissions was even higher – up to a
criminal 17%.
In addition to possible methane leaks at AGL’s Floating Storage and Regasification Unit at Crib Point,
the gas would then be transported to Pakenham via a 60-kilometre pipeline – the risk of methane
leaks leading to even higher temperatures, leading to huge uncontrollable fires is too great.

Evidence from the USA indicates that moving towards Natural Gas – the so-called transition source of
energy as we move from historic coal to clean renewable energy – does not provide the huge benefits
claimed by advocates of Natural Gas.
US electricity mix moving towards an electricity system dominated by Natural Gas has a minimal
impact on CO2 emissions. (source USCUSA.org)
2012

2050 forecast

CO2 million metric tons 2036

1972

Coal

37%

19%

Natural Gas

31%

56%

Nuclear

19%

1%

Renewable Energy

12%

24%

(-3.14%)

BUT MOVE TOWARDS RENEWABLE ENERGY and the benefit is huge (source USCUSA.org):
2012

2050 forecast

CO2 million metric tons 2036

176

Coal

37%

0

Natural Gas

31%

17%

Nuclear

19%

2%

Renewable Energy

12%

81%

(-91.4%)

What is the alternative?
Renewable energy is profitable so invite AGL to redirect the money they would have spent on the
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit at Crib Point and the Pakenham pipeline to green renewable
energy production.
Conclusion
The risk of methane leaks leading to even higher temperatures, leading to huge uncontrollable fires is
too great for the people of Victoria, the wildlife of Victoria and the environment.

Let’s make fossil fuels history, or we’re toast.
No!
That’s wrong:

Let’s make fossil fuels history, or our grandchildren are toast

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

385

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Sam holland

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

, Somers

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Sam holland and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. As former
resident of the Westernport area . For majority of my life . The immense nature both
fauna and flora adds great elements to the beautiful westernport area . For the
proposed agl works would simply devastate this area . I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. 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 Westernp
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My name is Claire Osman and I used to live in the Westernport Bay area. It's a vital
area for the ecosystems of Port Philip Bay and its vital to the local economies who
rely on tourism, travel and the natural beauty of the area. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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. Thank you, Claire Osman
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My name is Serena Cabello and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
A beautiful part of the country that hosts hundreds of thousands of visitors a year .
An environmentally sensitive area with beautiful clean waters is exactly the reason
so many visit here. Gas SHOULD NOT be the option for anyone\'s energy future!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees

Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Serena Cabello
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My name is Alasdair Ross and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I like the quiet
atmosphere, the bushland, and the clean beaches. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to
be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high
noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion
zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend
with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Alasdair Ross
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I write from a point of distrust and despair regarding AGL's proposed Gas Import
Jetty Works and Gas Pipeline Works for Western Port Bay. Having worked in the
area for many years, I also write from a stance of admiration and awe of the natural
world of Western Port Bay, including its wetlands and diverse flora and fauna. I can
see no evidence that the discharge of such large amounts of chlorine into the bay
will have no ill effect on vital plankton stores, sea-life, waterbirds or mangrove
habitat. The effect of the huge increase of shipping on whale populations in the area
has not been taken into account or evaluated. Similarly, the impact of such a large
floating jetty on sea life has not been evaluated. Neither the initial impact of these
works, nor the ongoing cumulative effects have been taken into account.
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My name is Jeff Fortuyn and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I grew up in Bittern
and now reside in Balnarring, over the last 35 years I have had the privilege of
enjoying this beautiful piece of nature. I want to share my love for the bay with my
kids and ensure it is still there and beautiful for their kids. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so f
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My name is Jeff Fortuyn and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I grew up in Bittern and now reside in Balnarring, over the last 35 years I have had
the privilege of enjoying this beautiful piece of nature. I want to share my love for the
bay with my kids and ensure it is still there and beautiful for their kids.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jeff Fortuyn
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My name is Mark Lording and I live in the Westernport Bay area. 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 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, Mark Lording
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Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the proposed Crib Point gas
import & pipeline project. I am a Victorian resident who has family living in Western
Port Bay. For decades the surrounding area has been a popular weekend getaway,
surfing and walking destination for me and my friends. I am very concerned about
the environmental & economic impact of the Crib point project. The bay has a lot of
biodiverse flora & fauna that is worth protecting & I do not believe AGLs EES
submission adequately demonstrates it can do that. The surrounding shores &
wetlands support a number of different wildlife including the endangered native
orange bellied parrot. The mangroves in this area stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The area has international recognition as an Important
Birdlife Area and is included in the Ramsey Convention on important wetlands.
Recently it has been welcomely visited by Humpback and Southern Right whales.
With international tourism so negatively affected by COVID, Victoria’s tourism
'hotspots' need more interstate visitors. One of those hotspots is Western Port’s
Phillip Island. A project like this could lessen the area's attractiveness and have a
negative impact on the local economy. Now is the time for the State of Victoria to
demonstrate our environmental protection laws have weight... that they mean
something. It’s time to repair our reputation of failing to protect natural habitat and
uphold regulations. It’s time to stop our endangered species from becoming extinct;
to chase more aggressive renewable energy targets & reduce the state’s gas
dependency. It is not time for an AGL gas project in Western Port Bay. Thank you
for considering my submission. Sincerely, Vicki Hester

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the proposed Crib Point gas import
& pipeline project.
I am a Victorian resident who has family living in Western Port Bay. For decades the
surrounding area has been a popular weekend getaway, surfing and walking destination for
me and my friends. I am very concerned about the environmental & economic impact of
the Crib point project. The bay has a lot of biodiverse flora & fauna that is worth protecting
& I do not believe AGLs EES submission adequately demonstrates it can do that.
The surrounding shores & wetlands support a number of different wildlife including the
endangered native orange bellied parrot. The mangroves in this area stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The area has international recognition as an Important
Birdlife Area and is included in the Ramsey Convention on important wetlands. Recently it
has been welcomely visited by Humpback and Southern Right whales.
With international tourism so negatively affected by COVID, Victoria’s tourism 'hotspots'
need more interstate visitors. One of those hotspots is Western Port’s Phillip Island. A
project like this could lessen the area's attractiveness and have a negative impact on the
local economy.
Now is the time for the State of Victoria to demonstrate our environmental protection laws
have weight... that they mean something. It’s time to repair our reputation of failing to
protect natural habitat and uphold regulations. It’s time to stop our endangered species
from becoming extinct, to chase more aggressive renewable energy targets & reduce the
state’s gas dependency.
It is not time for an AGL gas import project in Western Port Bay.
Thank you for considering my submission.
Sincerely,
Vicki Hester
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My name is Jessica Brebner and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport bay is so special to many communities. There is so much beautiful wild life that needs to
be protected. I myself live on Disney street crib point and the last thing our community wants is a
horrible AGL terminal down the road in our 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.
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 impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jessica Brebner
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My name is Noriel Williams and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is important to be me, because it provides a clean, largely unpolluted environment
for recreational activities such as kayaking, swimming and picnicking.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and
an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and
reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated

by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated
through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Noriel Williams
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My name is Michelle Lannan and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I have lived in
Westernport Bay for 25 years. I grew up here as a young child, exploring the
coastline with family and friends. Now I take my own children to the same beaches
and rockpools. It is such a magical area, full of treasures. 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 Stat
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My name is Sally Foran and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
grew up on the Mornington Peninsula. I spent my childhood at Shoreham, Somers
and Flinders beaches.I still have families and friends in the area and visit regularly.I
would be devastated for any such proposed development to go ahead. 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 co

My name is Sally Foran and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I grew
up on the Mornington Peninsula. I spent my childhood at Shoreham, Somers and
Flinders beaches.I still have families and friends in the area and visit
regularly.I would be devastated for any such proposed development to go ahead. 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 longterm mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution
in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence
of mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most
tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on
earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered 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. 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,â€¨Sally Foran
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My name is Wendy Van Cuylenburg and I visit Westernport Bay often. I love this
part of the Mornington Peninsula, and often walk or ride my bike there. I love the
natural habitat of the area, the beautiful wetlands, and I want to preserve it at all
costs! I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should
be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
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My name is Elaine Smart and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is one of 50 Biosphere reserves globally highlighting its outstanding
natural values, and a wetland of international importance. A place of beauty and
diversity, home to migratory birds, mangroves, coastal flora and marine life. I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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.
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 Bay. 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,

Elaine Smart
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My name is Alice Blanch and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is an area of connection to nature and the greater environment. It is an area that
sustains life beyond human, whilst supports human life. It is of great importance as it
can not be replaced once damaged or destroyed.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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 EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted economic
support according to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon.
With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new
gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for
Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce
emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of
our electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Alice Blanch
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My name is Chiara Finnigan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is the ever giving source of wellbeing in my family's life. We
feel an overwhelming responsibility to protect this important ecosystem for all
beings - humans, birds and sea creatures alike.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing
would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in
EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about
1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland
wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine
and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will aﬀect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally

inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the
distant future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for
several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables
and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from
gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build
a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
aﬀecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to
any harm.
Sincerely,
Chiara Finnigan
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Crib Point: AGL APA Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
To who it concerns,
My name is Oscar Aliotta and I visit Westernport Bay often. I am a tertiary student
undertaking a Bachelor of Environmental Science (Management & Sustainability) at Deakin University.

Westernport Bay is a tranquil and scenic part of Victoria\'s environment. I, like many other people that
visit the bay, appreciate the vast endemic biota. It is alarming to see AGL's proposal includes invasion of
habitats of endangered wildlife.

I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the 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. There are risks associated with this project, including the
exposure of toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in the 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. The EES should not continue until there is an independent expert to provide
final risk assessments. With this knowledge, it is not safe to proceed with the proposed project.

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

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. Westernport Bay was listed as a Wetland of
International Importance by the Ramsar convention in 1982 - long before the proposal of the gas pipeline
project. A report carried out by the Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and
Communities (2010) found that toxicants have detrimental impacts to vegetation communities such as sea
grass, salt marsh and mangroves. A mass production of the toxicant, chlorine from the Floating Storage

and Regasification Unit will severely affect these vegetation communities and thus have a negative chain
reaction amongst the ecosystem. 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 not enough evidence to suggest
how severe 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, including
Westernport Bay - Clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). 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 proper government policies, Victoria has the potential to meet
its energy needs without new gas projects. This includes new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures are better for the economy as they lower energy
costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios.

Furthermore, 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 substantial volume of chlorinated water would be expelled into Westernport Bay thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environmental assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on native wildlife and
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 requirements without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depends on this ecosystem.

Sincerely,
Oscar Aliotta
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My name is Rafael Heale and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is listed under RAMSAR providing significant protection of critical
habitat by conserving Flora, Fauna & Marine Species for our future . I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws.
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My name is Kiana Jordan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. The
bay is so important not only for the environment but for all the wildlife. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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, Kiana Jordan
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Protest submission to AGL gas import terminal 20/08/20
My name is Fiona Hammond and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I respect the unique biodiverse ecosystem that exists in Westernport Bay. I cannot comprehend how a
classified UNESCO biosphere area could accommodate a gas import terminal without irreversible
damage to the natural environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks
to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly
around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful
in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible
for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per
cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a
priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly
important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into
the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.
Sincerely,
Fiona Hammond
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My name is Sally McKittrick and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It’s an area of natural beauty and precious biodiversity. A source of restoration and
relaxation. A site worthy of conservation and protection for future generations. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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. 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.
It would be a step back to implement the proposed development without due
consideration of the adverse impacts. Sincerely Sally McKittrick
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My name is Robin Anderson and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a beautiful but fragile environment that provides my family
and I a strong connection to nature.We thrive here because many native
animals and plants still thrive here. The bay is precious and needs protection
from industry.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing
would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in
EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about
1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland
wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine
and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will aﬀect marine life in Westernport. The impact

modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the
distant future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for
several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables
and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from
gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build
a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
aﬀecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to
any harm.
Sincerely,
Robin Anderson
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My name is Sue Tospell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport has unique mangrove-salt marsh vegetation of regional, national and
international significance that plays an important role in stabilising the coastal system,
nutrient cycling and providing wildlife habitat.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not
acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we
have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island
as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining
the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius
of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil
fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move
away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to
build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe
climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sue Tospell
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My name is Mark Adams and I visit Westernport Bay often. It is very clean and has
wild areas. Much protected habitat for wildlife, both marine and terrestrial. 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 ecosystem.
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My name is Majell Backhausen and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is an
important element of a diverse eco-system.Home to many creatures and bay is a
carbon sequestration opportunity ready to be activated. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). Thank 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, Majell
Backhausen
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My name is sally vivian and I visit Westernport Bay often. It\'s a beautiful area but
also and importantly, it is environmentally significant and should not be put at risk. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so f

