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My name is Kristiahne Read and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
I grew up on Phillip island and all of my immediate family and friends still reside here. We have seen
enough destruction of land and ocean from ever expanding infrastructure and housing, we do NOT
need more ecosystem collapse and farming land ruined
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long‐term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
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,
Kristiahne Read
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My name is Don Serle and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I am also contacting
you as a member of DEA, Doctors for the Environment Australia.
I live very close to the beach , barely 75 km from Westernport bay at Breamlea. I also have family
living in Inverloch. What happens in the Westernport region will affect the whole southern coastline.
I am also deeply concerned about Australia's abysmal record on the protection of our fragile
ecosystems including diminishing and priceless Ramsar wetlands.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that 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 these 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 to be a dangerous reality we face right now, not
some threat in the distant future. 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.
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
Dr Don Serle
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26 August 2020
Confidential
The Hon. Lily D'Ambrosio
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate
Change
Level 16, 8 Nicholson Street,
East Melbourne VIC 3002

The Chairperson
Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Crib PointPakenham Gas Pipeline Inquiry and Advisory
Committee
Via attachment to online submission made at:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC

Copy to:
Pipeline Regulator Victoria
Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning

Dear Minister and Chairperson
Crib Point to Pakenham Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (Pipeline Project)
Submission to Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC)
Evolution Rail (ER) refers to the above Pipeline Project and make the following submission to the IAC in
response to the public exhibition of the project and the invitation for comments.
ER is contracted by the Victorian Government as part of the High Capacity Metro Trains PPP Project
(HCMT Project) to finance, design, build and maintain 65 new high capacity trains for the metropolitan
network for 35 years. As part of the HCMT Project, ER is the operator of the Train Maintenance Facility
(TMF) at the Pakenham East Depot, which is located on a 118 hectare site at 205 Oakview Lane,
Pakenham East. The Pakenham East Depot was recently completed in July 2020. The registered
proprietor of the Pakenham East Depot is the Head, Transport for Victoria, which is currently the
Secretary of the Department of Transport.
This submission is made jointly by ER and its subcontractors in its capacity as the licensee and occupier
of the Pakenham East Depot and the operator of the TMF. In particular, this submission is supported by:
•

Downer Victoria Maintenance PPP Pty Ltd, which is the maintenance subcontractor for the
HCMT Project (Maintenance Subcontractor), and sub-licensee of the Pakenham East Depot
site; and

•

Downer EDI Rail Pty Ltd and CRRC Changchun Railway Vehicles Co Ltd, which together are the
joint venture that delivered the Pakenham East Depot construction, and are in the process of
manufacturing and testing the high capacity metro train (HCMT) fleet which involves extensive
utilisation of the Pakenham East Depot site.

ER requests that the IAC consider this submission in relation to its assessment of the Pipeline Project
under the Environment Effects Act 1978 (Vic) and associated legislation, which will inform decisions in
relation to:
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•

the approvals sought by the proponent of the Pipeline Project (Proponent) under the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Cth) (EPBC Act);

•

the proposed planning scheme amendment required to facilitate part of the Pipeline Project
under the Planning and Environment Act 1987 (Vic);

•

a works approval sought by the Proponent under the Environment Protection Act 1970 (Vic); and

•

a licence sought by the Proponent under the Pipelines Act 2005 (Vic) (Pipelines Act).

The focus of this submission is on the safety and environmental risks arising from the Pipeline Project
that ER is concerned could impact upon the Pakenham East Depot. On this basis, while this submission
is made in the context of the IAC process, it is also made under section 34 of the Pipelines Act, and will
be provided to the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.

1.

Background

1.1

Evolution Rail and the HCMT Project
ER is a consortium contracted by the State of Victoria under a public private partnership to
deliver the $2.3 billion HCMT Project. The HCMT Project is a critical transport infrastructure
initiative, delivering next generation trains to service Melbourne's growing rail network. It
includes:
(a)

manufacture of 65 HCMTs;

(b)

delivery of two high capacity train simulators (one of which is located at the
Pakenham East Depot);

(c)

construction of a state-of-the-art maintenance depot at Pakenham East (which
includes the TMF as well as other material rail and train stabling infrastructure
critical to the Melbourne rail transport network);

(d)

construction of a further light service facility for light maintenance and stabling of
trains at the other end of the rail network at Calder Park; and

(e)

ongoing maintenance of the trains until 2053.

The ER consortium comprises Downer Group (delivery and maintenance lead, fleet
manufacture joint venture partner, depot builder and equity investor), CRRC Changchun
Railway Vehicles (design and technology lead, joint venture fleet manufacture partner, equity
investor) and Plenary Group (commercial and financial lead, asset manager, equity investor).

1.2

The Pakenham East Depot
The Pakenham East Depot, as the key Melbourne hub for high capacity train maintenance
activities, is a fundamental and essential component of the HCMT Project and the Melbourne
transport network. Just recently completed in July 2020, it comprises:
(a)

a drive-through train maintenance building able to accommodate five trains;

(b)

a site office, site control centre, staff amenity and operations facilities;
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(c)

auxiliary buildings including train wash, bio wash, graffiti wash, wheel lathe and
integrated testing facilities, guard house, presentation platform and signalling
system;

(d)

stabling yard and connecting tracks for 30 trains which will be a key stabling
location for operation of HCMTs and other trains in operation on nearby rail
corridors; and

(e)

civil infrastructure including vehicle access from Oakview Lane, plus internal
roadways, loading/ unloading areas, car parking and pedestrian walkways. The
only vehicular access point to the Pakenham East Depot is via the main gate on
Oakview Lane, meaning that ensuring uninterrupted and safe access at this point
is fundamental to the efficient and effective operation of the Pakenham East Depot
and its ability to service the Melbourne rail transport network.

The Pakenham East Depot operates on a 24/7 basis 365 days a year. Over 200 staff,
contractors and suppliers will attend the Pakenham East Depot on any given day. Those staff,
contractors and suppliers provide a range of critical services to the site, including:
(a)

approximately 70-100 ER and Maintenance Subcontractor staff on any given day
to maintain the fleet, plus 20-50 other supplier employees to support the TMF
operations;

(b)

approximately 50 staff and train drivers from Metro Trains Melbourne (the current
rail franchisee) working in a dedicated network operator facility at the TMF;

(c)

manufacturing and testing engineers while the fleet is still being delivered (the
Pakenham East Depot providing dedicated testing facilities for the new trains);

(d)

a range of technical specialists from other projects supported by the Pakenham
East Depot, including staff and contractors from the Rail Systems Alliance
delivering the High Capacity Signalling Project which provides the critical signalling
infrastructure for the HCMTs and the Melbourne Metro Tunnel (the Pakenham East
Depot providing time critical support to testing of the signalling equipment and
compatibility of the fleet with the new signalling system); and

(e)

a range of other deliveries and suppliers who need to access the TMF via the main
gate to deliver goods and services for the operation of the HCMT Project.

The Pakenham East Depot is a critical component of the Victorian public transport network,
contracted to Evolution Rail by the State to ease congestion, increase capacity and reduce
travel times for one million people living in Melbourne’s south-east corridor, in conjunction with
a range of other major projects to develop the Melbourne metropolitan rail network, including
the Melbourne Metro Tunnel and Stations PPP Project, and the High Capacity Signalling
Project.
The Pakenham East Depot is the critical facility that will maintain and provide the dedicated
home base for the HCMT revenue service fleet which will run out of the Pakenham East
Depot on the Cranbourne Pakenham lines, and once the Melbourne Metro Tunnel is
complete, will also service through the CBD and out to Sunbury. Passenger services running
out of the Pakenham East Depot are expected to commence in late-2020, with the criticality of
the Pakenham East Depot site continuing to increase as the full 65 train fleet is delivered over
the next 3 years. The passenger services provided by the Pakenham East Depot will facilitate
up to an additional 11,000 extra passengers in each morning peak on the Cranbourne-
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Pakenham line, critical support for one of the busiest rail lines in Melbourne’s network.
Operation of the HCMTs will also free up significant capacity across the whole of the rail
network by allowing the existing fleet to be redistributed to other busy rail lines for additional
services. Not only does this provide increased passenger capacity, but it supports
Melbourne’s plan for decongestion of the transport network by providing increased public
transport options.
Because of the bespoke nature of the new HCMTs (extended length, bespoke signalling and
power requirements), the Pakenham East Depot and still to be constructed light service facility
on the Sunbury side of the network are the only facilities specifically configured and designed
to cater for, and maintain the HCMT fleet. The Pakenham East Depot also includes a
dedicated driver training facility for HCMT drivers, which includes once complete simulator
and a further group of desktop simulators to train up to 20 further HCMT train drivers at any
one time.
In addition, because of the secure nature of the facility (live rail track infrastructure, security
for 24/7 train stabling from graffiti and vandalism, public transport network security concerns),
all access to the Pakenham East Depot is controlled via a patrolled secure main gate off
Oakview Lane. This main gate has been specially designed and constructed to provide an
overpass over the main rail loop within the site.
Given the criticality of the site as we have set out above, any disruption to the Pakenham East
Depot site would have an immediate, direct and significant impact on:

1.3

(a)

the Melbourne public transport network and its reliability;

(b)

the ability for the rail franchisee to provide rail services;

(c)

the ability for ER to effectively maintain the Pakenham East Depot and the HCMT
fleet as it has been contracted to do by the Victorian Government; and

(d)

the ability to securely operate the site and ensure safety and security of
employees, contractors and visitors to the site.

The Pipeline and the Pakenham East Depot
The proposed alignment for the pipeline (Pipeline) is adjacent to the southern boundary of the
Pakenham East Depot (external to the Pakenham East Depot) and the entire eastern
boundary (within the Pakenham East Depot). The Pakenham Delivery Facility (PDF) is
proposed to be located within the north-east part of the Pakenham East Depot.
Figure 1 is extracted from Mapsheet No. 24 of Attachment VII (Map book) to the EES. It
shows the proposed alignment of the Pipeline (heavy blue line) and the PDF (described as the
‘Pakenham East Delivery Facility’) in the vicinity of the Pakenham East Depot.
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Figure 1

We understand it is proposed to construct the Pipeline adjacent to Oakview Lane mostly by
way of an open trench, and via trenchless underground boring beneath the entrance to the
Pakenham East Depot.
It is against the above background that ER sets out its concerns in relation to the Pipeline
Project, its potential impact on the TMF and the matters ER requests both the IAC and
Minister to take into account in assessing the Proponent's proposal.

2.

Summary of ER's Concerns
From the material currently available in relation to the Pipeline Project, ER has identified the
following points of particular concern:
(a)

(Safety) first, significant risks to safety, particularly to personnel working at
Pakenham East Depot site and within the TMF and the TMF infrastructure itself,
resulting from the alignment of the Pipeline and placement of the PDF in such
close proximity to the critical rail infrastructure on the site and within the TMF;

(b)

(Electrolysis) secondly, risks to the Pipeline itself, and by extension to the safety
of personnel and property in proximity to it, as a result of the impacts of electrolysis
on the Pipeline and associated infrastructure;

(c)

(Operational impacts) thirdly, risks to on-going operations at the Pakenham East
Depot, particularly as a result of disruption or interference to the only vehicular
access point on Oakview Lane, whether during the construction or operational
phase of the Pipeline Project; and

(d)

(Environmental and cultural heritage issues) finally, risks of interference with
sites and areas of environmental and cultural heritage sensitivity, and the
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potentially permanent loss of areas identified as cultural heritage and
environmental no-go zones.
Each of these matters are discussed in more detail in the following sections.

3.

Safety Issues

3.1

Overview of the issue
The alignment of the Pipeline and the PDF in such close proximity to the TMF and live rail
infrastructure poses a significant safety concern in relation to the following events:
(a)

Potential gas leaks and explosion risk from either the Pipeline or the PDF –
there are a large number of people working within the TMF building on any given
day, including working with heavy machinery and infrastructure, and in a live rail
environment with a material number of train movements taking place each day.
Currently, there appears to be an unacceptable risk (even if the risk is considered
very low) of impact from gas leaks or blasts which could cause significant risk to
personnel working on the Pakenham East Depot site. From the current plans, it
appears the TMF and Pakenham East Depot infrastructure would be directly within
any blast radius of the PDF in particular. This presents a safety risk not only in
relation to personnel, but also in relation to the physical rail infrastructure, the rail
signalling system, the TMF building, the train fleet stabled nearby to the Pipeline
and the PDF and train movements taking place around the site;

(b)

Risk of a maintenance failure at the PDF – given the proximity of the PDF to the
Pakenham East Depot, an extremely high level of vigilance will be required in
relation to ensuring the PDF is operated and maintained to the highest standard.
No level of residual risk on the Pakenham East Depot of a safety event at the PDF
is acceptable to ER. Any major safety event at the PDF will have significant impact
on nearby personnel working at the Pakenham East Depot and the TMF, property
(including the State’s HCMT fleet), and the ability of the broader public transport
system to operate;

(c)

Access constraints – should a significant event occur in respect of the Pipeline
either during construction or operation, given its alignment across the only vehicle
entrance to the site, there is an unacceptable safety risk posed in respect of
access to (for emergency services) and egress from (for personnel working on site)
the Pakenham East Depot. Not only could this impact the Pakenham East Depot
operations, given the criticality of the Pakenham East Depot to ensuring operation
of passenger services and the requirement for 24/7 operation to facilitate trains
running into and out of the Pakenham East Depot, could result in a safety risk for
the nearby rail corridor; and

(d)

Electrolysis – the safety risks in respect of electrolysis are set out below in section
4.

We note that even if a “worst case” scenario does not occur, the above issues still have the
ability to significantly impact safety, access and operation of the Pakenham East Depot site if
any work at all is required on the Pipeline or the PDF, including remedial work, maintenance
work (whether reactive or preventative) or implementation of exclusion zones.
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Potential solutions
In relation to the above safety issues, ER submits that the below should be considered as
potential solutions/mitigations:
(a)

should the risk of gas leaks and explosions (considering blast radius and the
location of infrastructure at the Pakenham East Depot site) be unable to be
eliminated, consideration of an alternative location for the PDF which eliminates
those risks in relation to the Pakenham East Depot site. We suggest a significant
focus needs to be placed on any risks posed by the location of the PDF in such
close proximity to the Pakenham East Depot;

(b)

re-alignment of the Pipeline off Oakview Lane further away from the Pakenham
East Depot; and

(c)

in respect of the safety risks related to access – a design and construction solution
that will at all times (24/7) maintain vehicle access (including for heavy vehicles)
through the main gate off Oakview Lane. In particular, a design which allows for
inspection and maintenance of the Pipeline without disruption of access.

4.

Electrolysis Issues

4.1

Overview of the issue
The proposed proximity of the Pipeline to the rail infrastructure at the Pakenham East Depot
and rail line from Pakenham to Nar Nar Goon (which is also electrified) gives rise to a
significant safety risk of damage to the Pipeline being caused by electrolysis.
When underground metal infrastructure such as a gas pipeline is located in the vicinity of
electrified transport (train and tram infrastructure), there is a well-established risk of damage
to that pipeline caused by electrolysis.
Movement of trains within the Pakenham East Depot and rail line from Pakenham to Nar Nar
Goon relies on overhead wires supplied with direct current (DC) at 1500 volts from traction
substations spaced along the tracks. DC current enters the train pantograph from contact
with overhead wires, and then returns to the substation via train wheels and the unearthed rail
track system.
DC stray current (Stray Current) is a significant and material safety risk in relation to the
Pipeline’s proposed alignment, because of the Pipeline’s proximity to electrified rail
infrastructure at the Pakenham East Depot and along the nearby Pakenham-Nar Nar Goon
rail corridor.
If the Pipeline is not designed and constructed to eliminate the impacts of Stray Current, the
corresponding electrolysis can cause corrosion, and could result in a significant deterioration
to the condition of the Pipeline, which increases the risk of failure in pipeline integrity. This in
turn increases the risk of harm to the Pakenham East Depot site, TMF infrastructure and the
adjoining rail line, and to personnel working at and in the vicinity of the TMF.
We note that there is an existing gas pipeline crossing the Pakenham East Depot site, and
there appears to be evidence of electrolysis in relation to that pipeline despite extensive
protective measures undertaken by agreement with the pipeline owner, which is currently the
subject of extensive technical discussion and assessment.
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Potential solutions
Given the significant safety risks created by electrolysis, ER submits that the Proponent must
undertake all necessary investigations to assess the risk of electrolysis in relation to the
proposed alignment, in order to sufficiently define and address this risk. It would be prudent
as part of this electrolysis assessment to consider whether the Pipeline alignment is
appropriate in relation to its proximity to the Pakenham East Depot and nearby rail corridor.
Once the nature of the risk of electrolysis in the proposed alignment is further defined and
understood, appropriate mitigations must be put in place to eliminate all risks of damage to
the Pipeline and associated infrastructure caused by electrolysis. These may include but are
not limited to:
(a)

consideration of whether the required action is a re-alignment of the Pipeline at an
appropriate distance away from the Pakenham East Depot and nearby electrified
rail corridor;

(b)

at a minimum, regardless of decisions made on alignment, implementing a pipeline
and associated infrastructure design solution that provides complete protection and
mitigation from DC Stray Currents; and

(c)

implementation of a comprehensive electrolysis mitigation plan, including
installation of any mitigation, protection and monitoring infrastructure required (at
the Proponent’s cost).

These are matters that should be comprehensively addressed while the impacts of the
Pipeline Project are being assessed. They should also be addressed to the satisfaction of the
relevant regulatory authorities as a condition of any approval, including Energy Safe Victoria.
It is ER's expectation that it and its subcontractors, employees and other relevant parties will
be indemnified and held harmless in relation to any damage to or resulting from the presence
of the Pipeline or PDF (including in relation to the presence or impact of Stray Current). In
addition, it would be preferable for such risks to be eliminated or reduced as far as practicable
at the design stage, and certainly prior to construction and operation.
It is on this basis that ER submits that the proposed location of the Pipeline, particularly in
such close proximity to the Pakenham East Depot and the TMF, be carefully evaluated.

5.

Operational Impacts

5.1

Overview of the issue
Given the critical strategic importance of the HCMT Project to public transport in Melbourne,
and the central function the Pakenham East Depot plays in the State’s ability to operate the
rail network, any interruption to the operation of the Pakenham East Depot caused by Pipeline
construction works or ongoing maintenance is unacceptable. We have set out the critical
functions of the Pakenham East Depot in the broader public transport system in section 1
above.
The TMF within the Pakenham East Depot is the sole HCMT maintenance depot (the second
Calder Park facility being significantly smaller and providing light service capability only once
constructed), and will play a critical role in ensuring Melbourne’s passenger rail network
operates efficiently and effectively during the expected surge in passenger demand. Befitting
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its importance to the network, the TMF will operate on a 24/7 basis to any ensure service
downtime and interruption is avoided. The critical importance of the Pakenham East Depot to
public transport operations in Victoria cannot be overstated. In addition, the site (including the
simulator and desktop training simulators) is critical for future driver training of the HCMT fleet,
which is a critical input for the public transport network and will ramp up as the new HCMTs
are introduced into passenger service on the network.
Proper and efficient operation of the TMF is dependent on ensuring vehicle and rail access is
maintained at all times. The sole bituminised vehicle entrance to the TMF internal access
road and security checkpoint is via Oakview Lane. All non-rail vehicles accessing the TMF
must use this entrance. There are vehicle movements associated with over 200 personnel
plus deliveries each and every day through this entrance, including by staff, contractors,
deliveries of plant, equipment and materials, and emergency vehicles. Vehicle movement
numbers are likely to increase as the full fleet is delivered and operations at the TMF intensify.
Vehicles require 24/7 uninterrupted access to the TMF via the Oakview Lane entrance, and
along the full width of Oakview Lane itself. It is not possible to provide an alternative vehicle
entrance point with that same level of accessibility, even on a temporary basis.
We note the project description in the EES, which suggests 30m wide construction right of
way will be required for open excavation of the Pipeline trench (as is proposed along much of
Oakview Lane). Even where horizontal directional drilling or shallow horizontal boring is
proposed (as appears to be the case beneath the entrance to the Pakenham East Depot)
significant bell holes up to 10m long x 4m wide x 4m deep must be excavated at either end of
the proposed bore-tunnel. We consider such a broad construction right of way and the need
for bell hole excavations of such size is likely to significantly impede vehicle access to the
Pakenham East Depot and will not be possible on Oakview Lane without material constraint
and impact on Pakenham East Depot access.
In addition, as part of the HCMT Project, ER has just recently rebuilt and resealed Oakview
Lane post-completion of construction. We note that given the long construction phase of the
Pakenham East Depot site for the purposes of the HCMT Project, nearby residents on
Oakview Lane have already experienced significant disturbances in respect of their access,
and only recently had that access rectified and reinstated. The interests of those nearby
landowners and the disturbance they have already experienced should be considered as part
of the evaluation of the Pipeline alignment and construction methodology.
The nearby Pakenham to Nar Nar Goon rail line is the sole point of rail access to the
Pakenham East Depot for train services running in and out of passenger service to access the
depot and the TMF for maintenance and stabling. Any disruption to this rail corridor will
equally have a critical impact on the ability of the Pakenham East Depot to service
Melbourne’s transport network, and will create significant disruption to passengers.
The Pakenham East Depot also requires uninterrupted utility services, the most critical of
which are the communication services located in and around the construction zone proposed
for the Pipeline. We note that the Proponent should also consider the critical main line signals
at the level crossing on Oakview Lane. If there is any fault of those level crossing signals, it
will result in a closure of Oakview Lane and interruption of access to the main gate of the
Pakenham East Depot. The facilities and equipment in the TMF itself may also be sensitive to
disturbance arising from construction activities, including from noise, dust and vibration.
The risks arising from a critical failure or safety incident as a result of the construction of the
Pipeline include:
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(a)

personal injury to Pakenham East Depot employees, contractors and visitors;

(b)

damage or destruction of Pakenham East Depot property, plant, equipment and
materials, and associated facilities;

(c)

damage to trains, tracks, signalling, overhead wiring and associated railway
infrastructure;

(d)

damage to Oakview Lane, Bald Hill Road and the Princes Freeway which adjoin
the Pipeline and PDF site; and

(e)

disruption to the operations of the Pakenham East Depot and the Melbourne rail
network (including in relation to the level crossing on Oakview Lane, disruption of
the regional rail link to Bairnsdale).

Downstream consequences of any disruption to the operations of the TMF include:

5.2

(f)

delays in train maintenance, cleaning, driver training and associated activities
which will impact the number of passengers able to travel on the public transport
network on any given day;

(g)

delay in delivery of the new HCMT fleet, which will be undertaking ongoing
engineering and testing activities at the Pakenham East Depot site until the full
fleet is delivered in 2023;

(h)

unavailability of trains for passenger use and resultant additional congestion on the
road system and balance of the available public transport network;

(i)

inconvenience, delay and economic impact for affected passengers and
businesses across Melbourne; and

(j)

reputational risks and additional economic costs to Government arising from
providing additional transport options in the event of HCMT unavailability.

Potential solutions
ER submits that the proposed location and alignment of the Pipeline, particularly in such close
proximity to the Pakenham East Depot and the TMF and rail line from Pakenham to Nar Nar
Goon should be altered to avoid the significant operational impacts listed above, which will not
only impact ER but the broader community and reliability of the Melbourne public transport
network. At a minimum, we propose that the alignment be relocated not to cross directly over
the main gate of the Pakenham East Depot on Oakview Lane.
To the extent it is considered appropriate to approve the Pipeline and PDF in its current
proposed location, then any conditions of approval associated with the Pipeline must ensure
that preparatory, installation and maintenance works will not impact on access to egress from
and the operation of the Pakenham East Depot, including:
(a)

no restriction of access to the Pakenham East Depot entrance on Oakview Lane to
passenger, heavy and emergency vehicles at any time, or to Oakview Lane itself
(including removal of the requested 30m construction right of way);

(b)

no disruption to the supply services to the TMF including electrical power,
telephone, data, gas and water supply, but most critically, the communications
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services located in and around the proposed alignment and construction zone for
the Pipeline;
(c)

no disturbance to or effect on Pakenham East Depot use including by way of noise,
vibration, dust, water runoff, sediment disturbance or drainage;

(d)

no impact to Pakenham East Depot security such as by Pipeline contractors
accessing the Pakenham East Depot other than in accordance with ER’s access
protocols for the site; and

(e)

a requirement for the Proponent to enter into a construction interface agreement in
respect of construction methodology, access constraints and compliance with ER’s
access protocols, and other impacts on the Pakenham East Depot (on the basis
that ER should be indemnified and held harmless for any impacts on the
Pakenham East Depot by the Proponent and the Pipeline during construction).

Given the strategic importance of the Pakenham East Depot to the public transport network,
the value of the infrastructure and facilities contained at the Pakenham East Depot, and the
numbers of employees and contractors working at the Pakenham East Depot, the
consequences of a catastrophic failure of the Pipeline would be immense. For this reason,
ER submits significant weight should be given to safety risks and issues arising from or in
relation to the Pipeline and PDF, particularly having regard to their immediate proximity to the
TMF and associated rail infrastructure at the Pakenham East Depot site.
As noted above in section 3.1, even if a “worst case” scenario does not occur, the above
issues still have the ability to significantly impact safety, access and operation of the site if any
work at all is required on the Pipeline or the PDF, including remedial work, maintenance work
or implementation of exclusion zones.
As noted at section 4.2 above, while ER expects that it and its subcontractors, employees and
other relevant parties will be indemnified in relation to any damage to, or resulting from the
presence of the Pipeline or the PDF, such risks should be eliminated or reduced as far as
practicable at the design stage, and certainly prior to construction and operation.

6.

Environmental No-Go Zones

6.1

Overview of the issue
Construction of the infrastructure at the Pakenham East Depot required approval under the
EPBC Act. Various conditions of this approval were imposed, including that a Threatened
Species Management Plan (TSMP) be established.
Various parts of the Pakenham East Depot were identified in the TSMP as being
environmental no-go zones to protect threatened species, including the growling grass frog
and southern brown bandicoot. These no-go zones are shown in red shading in Figure 2
below.
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Figure 2
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The PDF Site and parts of the Pipeline route appear to abut or overlap environmental no-go
zones.
The Pakenham East Depot operates under an EPBC Act approval, number 2014/7263 (EPBC
Act Approval). We understand the PDF could directly impact or abut at least one of the
identified no go zones to protect the growling grass frog and southern brown bandicoot
habitat/dispersal area. The EPBC Act Approval required that the no-go zones be identified,
and appropriate controls put in place prior to construction of the Pakenham East Depot.
It is critical for the integrity of these no-go zones to be protected. ER must not be responsible
for any disturbance to these no-go-zones caused by or associated with the Proponent’s
works. While ER will report impact/disturbance to these no-go zones, whether authorised or
otherwise, to the Department of Environment and Energy either directly or through the annual
reporting process, such impacts should be avoided from the outset by ensuring that the
Pipeline Project will not result in any interference in the first place.
In relation to the PDF, ER has assumed that this area will in the future be excluded from ER’s
licensed area for the Pakenham East Depot and therefore ER will not have any further
responsibilities in respect of the PDF site and the Proponent’s work or operations on the PDF
site. If that occurs, the Proponent would need to assume all risks held by ER in relation to that
site, comply with the relevant conditions of the EPBC Act Approval, site access procedures
and protocols and hold ER harmless in respect of any impacts from the Proponent’s activities.
ER is concerned that the location of the Pipeline and PDF may adversely affect the
surrounding natural habitats. ER is particularly concerned that the location of the Pipeline and
PDF may adversely affect the surrounding natural habitats, including by way of:
(a)

the removal of native vegetation

(b)

invasion by environmental weeds, pathogens or animals within retained native
vegetation;

(c)

habitat fragmentation and effects on ecosystem function;

(d)

noise and vibration impacts causing stress/displacement of native fauna; and

(e)

dust impacts on flora and fauna as an ecosystem function.

ER is also concerned about the effect of any adverse impact on the environmental no-go
zones specified in the TSMP, and consequently ER’s ability to comply with the conditions of
the EPBC Act Approval. To the extent construction activities could result in environmental
damage occurring to these no-go zones, this would be inconsistent with the requirements of
the TSMP. It is unacceptable for a subsequent project to be undertaken which places at risk
environmental conservation requirements that have been put in place to facilitate an earlier
project. This is particularly the case where those requirements are clearly known and well
understood, as is the case with the environmental no-go zones identified in the TSMP.

6.2

Potential solution
It is critical that ER not be placed in a position whereby its compliance with the conditions of
the EPBC Act Approval, including the TSMP, is compromised as a result of the Pipeline
Project.
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To ensure that this risk is properly considered and satisfactorily addressed, ER submits that
the Proponent should be required to:
(a)

assess current environmental values prior to construction commencing and
remediate construction areas back to that baseline condition;

(b)

specifically assess the impacts of the Pipeline Project against the conditions of the
EPBC Act Approval, and the requirements of the TSMP prepared in accordance
with the EPBC Act Approval; and

(c)

ensure that activities associated with the Pipeline Project, whether those activities
arise during the construction or operational phase, do not impact upon or in any
way compromise compliance with the EPBC Act Approval, or the TSMP.

ER further submits that the above requirements should be included as conditions in relevant
approvals issued in relation to the Pipeline Project, including (where relevant) in:
(d)

any approval issued under the EPBC Act; and

(e)

any licence issued under the Pipelines Act.

7.

Cultural Heritage No-Go Zone

7.1

Overview of the issue
The cultural heritage management plan (CHMP) prepared in relation to the Pakenham East
Depot identifies an area of known cultural heritage sensitivity within proposed laydown area
adjacent to the proposed PDF. While the Proponent’s CHMP states that cultural heritage on
the site is ‘considered to have been destroyed by works associated with a previous CHMP not
related to the Project’, ER confirms that considers that heritage value is still intact on the site
depicted below and as per the CHMP for the Pakenham East Depot, has been preserved by
implementation of a cultural heritage no-go zone. ER is gravely concerned about the morality
of disturbing a protected cultural heritage area without further consultation with local traditional
owners.
That cultural heritage no-go zone, is shown above in Figure 2 and further depicted in green
hatching in Figure 3 below.
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Figure 3

During construction of the Pakenham East Depot site, ER understands that this particular
cultural heritage area was preserved as a point of reference for indigenous cultural heritage
and artefacts of the nearby area.
We understand that heritage artefacts have been found in the surrounding areas and in the
cultural heritage no-go zone as part of the original investigations for the Pakenham East
Depot and that was the basis for selection and preservation of the area depicted above. On
this basis, ER is extremely concerned about any future proposal to disturb this particular area,
given its preservation to date by ER’s implementation of a cultural heritage no-go zone and
the CHMP for the Pakenham East Depot.
As per our comments in section 6.1 above, ER has assumed that the proposed PDF site will
in the future be excluded from ER’s licensed area for the Pakenham East Depot, and
therefore ER will not have any further responsibilities in respect of the PDF site and the
Proponent’s work or operations on the PDF site. If that occurs, the Proponent would need to
assume all risks held by ER in relation to that site, comply with the relevant requirements of
the Pakenham East Depot CHMP, site access procedures and protocols and hold ER
harmless in respect of any impacts from the Proponent’s activities.
ER is extremely concerned about any disturbance to the preserved cultural heritage no-go
zone. To the extent construction activities could result in damage occurring to this no-go zone,
this would be inconsistent with the requirements of the existing CHMP. As with the
environmental no-go zones, it is unacceptable for a subsequent project to be undertaken
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which places at risk cultural heritage conservation requirements that have been put in place to
facilitate an earlier project. This is particularly the case where those requirements are clearly
known and well understood, as is the case with the environmental no-go zones identified in
the CHMP.

7.2

Potential solution
As with the environmental no-go zones addressed in section 6, it is critical that ER not be
placed in a position whereby its compliance with the conditions of the existing CHMP in
relation to the Pakenham East Depot is compromised as a result of the Pipeline Project.
To ensure that this issue is managed in an effective and sensitive manner, ER submits that
the Proponent should be required to:
(a)

conduct investigations and obtain advice about the cultural heritage significance of
the entire Pipeline alignment (including the PDF Site and laydown area) and
implement appropriate cultural heritage management and protection measures,
including engagement with local traditional owners;

(b)

not disturb and continue to preserve the cultural heritage no-go zone established
on the Pakenham East Depot (as indicated in Figures 2 and 3) in a similar way to
the protections put in place by the existing CHMP for the Pakenham East Depot
site; and

(c)

ensure that activities associated with the Pipeline Project, whether those activities
arise during the construction or operational phase, do not impact upon or in any
way compromise compliance with the existing CHMP in relation to the Pakenham
East Depot.

In summary, ER has significant and material concerns in relation to construction and operation of the
Proponent’s Pipeline and the chosen location of the Pipeline alignment and PDF as set out above in this
submission but particularly in relation to unaddressed safety risks, the potential impact on the Victorian
public transport network and disturbance of environmental and cultural heritage no-go zones which have
been the subject of targeted protection measures on the Pakenham East Depot site, to date.
We request that these concerns are considered and given the appropriate weight in relation to the
Proponent’s application.
ER thanks the IAC and the Minister for their consideration of the matters raised in this submission. If the
IAC requires any further information please contact Phillip Walker, CEO Evolution Rail on
Please note that ER intends seeking to be heard at any public hearing in relation to the concerns it has
identified in relation to the Pipeline Project.
Yours sincerely

Phillip Walker
CEO, Evolution Rail
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I am writing this submission because I care about the environment in Westernport Bay, as part of
caring about Victoria and Australia moving towards a safe, sustainable future, in which the effects of
climate change have been mitigated to greatest extent possible..
It is a beautiful environment, teeming with wildlife of all kinds. As well as beautiful sandy beaches, it
has a variety of marine habitats: mudflats, mangrove swamps, tidal channels, salt marshes, sand
dunes and dune scrub areas. It is a Ramsar site , and for this reason alone, should not be subject to
any industrial project.
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. AGL would draw this water from
the Bay and use it to regassify their liquefied gas. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. AGL have completed what can
only be described as preliminary quantitative risk assessments on some of the potential
consequences of their gas import terminal. AGL does not address the chronic effects of chlorine,
CPOs and associated HOCs on benthic communities and seagrass. Additionally, due to flaws in
calculation methodology for plankton intake we do not know how much damage could be done to
the cornerstone of the food chain.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future threat 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.
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To Whom It May Concern, Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission
regarding the Crib Point gas import jetty and pipeline project. As a local not for
profit organisation serving vulnerable families and carers, we would like to register
our objection to this project proceeding. Presentation Family Centre is a not for
profit family respite and holiday centre located at Balnarring Beach. We provide
holidays and recreation programs for families and carers in need due to financial
stress, ill health, caring responsibilities, disability, or other need. Since we opened in
1989, we have welcomed over 30,000 guests. Many of our guests are facing
challenging life circumstances and the opportunity to connect with the natural
environment, observe the birdlife, walk along beautiful beaches, and breath the
fresh air are important elements that enhance wellbeing. We know that 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 anxiety. Damage to Westernport Bay
through the industrialisation of the area will impact our guests and may erode the
wellbeing benefits currently experienced. Westernport Bay is a rare and precious
ecosystem of international significance, as indicated by the Ramsar Convention. It is
home to a variety of permanent and visiting sea creatures and bird life, including
migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Westernport
Bay is also a significant site for mangroves in Victoria, which stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. Presentation Family Centre is currently exploring
partnerships with artists and not for profit organisations to develop programs that
educate and engage guests in the journey of migrating shore birds and sea creatures
in Westernport Bay. To provide these educational partnerships, we rely on
Westernport Bay’s reputation as a pristine and protected wetland. Thank you again
for the opportunity to comment. Yours sincerely, Rachel Connor, on behalf of the
Presentation Family Centre Board of Management Interim General Manager
Presentation Family Centre E:
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My name is Meredith Ramadan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The unspoilt and unique wetlands in and around the marina provide an amazing contrast to the eastern
side of the peninsula and is used regularly by locals. The beaches and surf breaks are community hang
outs for locals to gather and fishing is a popular past time.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues that 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.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of
the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels. Renewable
energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true even when
renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered
when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO
adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume
that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration
of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the
ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be

significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Meredith Ramadan
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My name is Oliver Alexander and I speak on behalf of many Victorians that want a
sustainable environmental policy. Plans like this gas plant are not future proof and
are extremely damaging. Please consider my main points in the letter attached.
Victoria can do better than this and lead the way in renewable clean energy. Don't
sell out to AGL!

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

Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Oliver Alexander
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My name is Rachel Connor and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
is home to a variety of permanent and visiting sea creatures and bird life. These are
rare and precious ecosystems, of international significance (RAMSAR), that I would
like to see robustly protected and enhanced. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental
and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of
nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the
project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated waste
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My name is Szczepan Grebosz and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
My decision to move to Westernport Bay Area was driven by its unspoilt beauty, its
nature and beautiful water ways recognised by UNESCO and RAMSAR as
internationally important biosphere. Seals, dolphins and various bird species are
seen of the shore.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most 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.
We can already see the detrimental effect the industrialisation of wetlands in Port
Darwin and it would be a great shame to let that happen at our doorstep.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

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

Westernport Bay is important to me as it is a thriving ecosystem with a great diversity of life forms. My
family have been associated with the bay for over 100 years. I visit Woolleys beach often for it's quiet
beauty and peace.

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

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

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

Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly
around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about

how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels. Renewable
energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true even when
renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered
when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO
adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume
that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher
penetration of renewables than previously forecast.

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

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

Sincerely,
Peter jack
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My name is Peter Wilkinson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Climate change means we must reduce not increase gas usage. Westernport Bay is a haven for
fishermen, local residents, and visitors who appreciate a largely unspoilt bayside area for recreation
and relaxation. It is also vital for 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.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and
an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true
even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can
be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact
that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets.
This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period.
They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due
to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.

It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Peter Wilkinson
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My name is Sara Hyde and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have lived by Westernport Bay for 33 years and are now proudly bringing my 2 young children up in the town of Crib Point. We
enjoy our peaceful, unique and precious environment that surrounds us every day. We need to protect our pristine 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.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments
in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect
marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20
and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting
wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to
the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most
impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine
levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the
current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable.
There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community
to any harm.

Sincerely,
Sara Hyde
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My name is Samantha Bouchier and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. Wide spaces with natural life are an important part of our environmental
heritage. It doesn't matter where you live in Victoria- these places matter, for us and
future generations. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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. This area 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. I urge the Government to reject this proposal for all of the above
reasons, and implore AGL to support,develop and fund cleaner energy generation
technologies. Sincerely Sam Bouchier
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My name is Anne Bolitho and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
have holidayed in the area for years, and was active through the threat to the area
in the 70s. Westernport is a wonderful but vulnerable ecosystem, with many and
diverse areas and species of significant environmental value. It needs protection.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the incredible marine and wetland wildlife in the Bay. 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. 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. The
impact of this project on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would
be unacceptable.

My name is Anne Bolitho and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I have holidayed in the area for years, and was active through the threat to the area in the 70s.
Westernport is a wonderful but vulnerable ecosystem, with many and diverse areas and species
of significant environmental value. It 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 not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

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

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
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,
Lily Van berkel
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My name is Jennifer Murdoch and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Our family live
on Phillip Island as it’s a sanctuary for both wildlife and humans. Westernport Bay is
essential for the thriving and survival of both water dependent creatures and local
businesses. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine
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I am opposed to the AGL Terminal Proposal. New investment in Gas is inappropriate
at this time and the recent letter by leading scientists to the Chief Scientist shows
that pursuing Gas goes against international climate targets. It is likely that the
proposed terminal will cause significant environmental damage and will pose threats
to the community in terms of fire risk and water pollution.
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My name is Matt Moran and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Humans need to stop destroying our 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. 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.
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As a student studying Conservation and Land Management I have grown to
understand the important conservation values the Westernport Bay holds. This
particular water body is habitat for thousands of wildlife and in particular the
critically endangered Orange-bellied Parrot. Save Westernport Bay
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To whom it may concern, The proposed gas terminal at Crib Point should not be
developed because of the threats of real damage to the local marine life and the
tourism industry. The idea of millions of dead chlorinated water being released into
the Westernport area at a colder temperature will surely have an accumulative
damaging effect for the biotic. Westernport is regarded as an international
important wetland by Ramsar and should be respected on the grounds of this
scientific clarification. The fossil fuel industry is a dangerous contributor to global
warming. Gas development needs to be slowed down and the time to invest in
greener energy needs to be done. The proposed gas terminal at Crib Point is a bad
planning move for the safe future of everybody’s well being. If the proposed Crib
Point development goes ahead and destroys the environment who would want to
visit? Tourism would suffer and millions of dollars would be lost to Victoria should
this devastating impact of the floating gas terminal be deployed in Westernport.
Please holt this maddening plan by AGL and keep our future safe. Regards Warren
Cooke
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My name is Jamia Hemphill and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have grown up in that area and I love the beautiful environment there. It is an
amazing example of the wildness and beauty of the Australian coast.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jamia Hemphill
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My name is Eideann McCann and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees

Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other
marine mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at
1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This
means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these
numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries
consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping
operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the
visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation
Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the 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,
Eideann McCann
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CRIB POINT GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE
EES SUBMISSION
James Kilby B.Sc(hons), Dip. Ed.

Introduction
I am a resident of Rye on the Mornington Peninsula, and I am very concerned about
conservation of the unique beauty and environmental qualities of Westernport for the benefit
of current and future generations.
I am strongly opposed to the AGL proposal to install and operate an LNG regasification
terminal at Crib Point because of the impacts that this will have on the amenity and
environmental health of Western Port and because of the folly of maintaining a reliance on
fossil based fuels when we know that urgent action is required to reduce carbon emissions
and curtail the potentially disastrous trends in climate change.
In my opinion the published EES fails to deal with these holistic environmental impacts and
implications of the proposed gas import project, and glosses over some significant local
impacts, especially the potentially catastrophic effects of releasing large quantities of chilled
water over extended periods into a RAMSAR wetland area with large seagrass and mangrove
areas in an a relatively shallow bay.
The purpose of my submission is to highlight the broader environmental matters that the EES
fails to address and specific matters in the EES relating to the potential impacts on marine
biodiversity.
The submission discusses these aspects under the following headings:
• The need for a major gas import facility
• Impact of the complete end-to-end gas import process
• Impacts on Western Port amenity
• Impacts on marine biodiversity

1

The need for a major gas import facility
The Crib Point gas import proposal is predicated on the views expressed in the Executive
Summary of the EES that ‘Victoria needs to find alternative sources of gas supply’ and ‘the
Project would also assist in Victoria’s transition to a low-carbon economy and provide the
foundation for ensuring that energy security is maintained and keeps pace with a growing and
changing Victoria.’
These views must be challenged. We know that we are facing a potentially disastrous change
in climate in this century unless we reduce our carbon emissions significantly, particularly in
the energy sector of the economy.
The reality of climate change is now an accepted scientific fact and the potential impacts
have been starkly demonstrated by the increasing intensity and frequency of devastating
bushfires.
The Federal Government seems intent on locking into further expansion of the domestic gas
industry as a panacea for rising energy costs, despite the rapidly reducing costs of renewable
energy generation and storage alternatives. The lack of a sustainable national energy policy
that addresses the threat of climate change is a threat to our environment and to our economy
as businesses like AGL are encouraged to invest in new assets like the proposed gas import
facility that will inevitably prove to be bad business decisions.
The EES contains chapters that purport to assess risks in the areas of Climate Change and
Sustainability, but these give no consideration to Victoria’s potential to reduce demand for
gas, or to alternative energy sources that could obviate the need for the expansion of gas
supply. On this matter I note that a report commissioned by Environment Victoria 1 estimates
that the State of Victoria could reduce gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by
2030 using existing technology and targeted economic support.
The reduction in cost of wind and solar energy generation and battery storage is radically
changing electricity markets in Australia, Europe and the USA, demonstrating that there are
viable alternatives to gas expansion and debunking any claims about the role that gas will
play in the transition from fossil based fuels to these new technologies.
The EES is fundamentally flawed without a proper assessment of the need the proposed gas
import project
• The EES should have been required to examine the viability of gas import in the context of
alternative energy policy scenarios for Victoria, instead of simply assuming that alternative
sources of gas supply are required.
• Increasing our reliance on gas is certainly not going to assist in Victoria’s transition to a
low-carbon economy!

1

Northmore Gordon ‘Victorian gas market – demand side measures to avoid’
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Impact of the complete end-to-end gas import process
According to the Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis (IEEFA) AGL’s
investment in an import terminal is a bet by the company that Australian domestic gas prices
will stay high enough in the future to cover the cost of liquefying foreign gas and shipping it
to Australia2.
This is acknowledged by an article on an AGL website 3 which states that the source of the
proposed import gas to Victoria would most likely come from overseas markets. This absurd
situation is another symptom of energy policy failure.
The end-to-end process of using imported gas to provide electricity to Victorian consumers
would involve:
• liquefying the gas at an overseas production facility
• transporting the gas significant distances by tankers to Australia
• re-gasification at Crib Point
• piping gas to the point of electricity generation; and
• burning the gas to generate electricity
Each step in this process would consume substantial amounts of energy and produce
greenhouse gas emissions.
The total energy demand and carbon footprint of this end-to-end process is not mentioned in
the EES.
In my opinion the EES is fundamentally flawed without a proper consideration of the
environmental impacts of the end-to-end gas import process.

2

'It's absurd': new gas import terminal for one of world's biggest gas exporters," Guardian,
Aug 10, 2017
3

‘Crib Point – Why import gas?’ thehub.agl.com.au
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Impacts on Western Port amenity
The EES provides assessments of impacts on land use and amenity in the immediate environs
of the Crib Point facility and the pipeline works, but it fails to address broader community
concerns related to the mooring and management of massive tankers awaiting berthing at
Crib Point.
There is no detail provided regarded the proposed management of tankers supplying the regasification facility. These vessels are expected to come from overseas. It is unrealistic to
assume that they will arrive at Western Port exactly when they are required for berthing at
Crib Point.
Vessels awaiting berth facilities generally anchor in the East Arm of the Port of Hastings
adjacent to Cowes and Silverleaves on Phillip Island. Residents in these areas have been
concerned at disturbance caused by light spill and engine noise.
The massive LNG tankers required to service the proposed import terminal will be around
300 m. long and 50 m. wide, far exceeding the size of the majority of vessels that have been
anchored in the East Arm of the Port in the past. The amenity impacts are expected to be
correspondingly greater.
Residents adjacent to these temporary anchoring sites will also have significant concerns
about the safety of these vessels.
The EES should explain how the logistics of tanker movements will be managed, clearly
defining berthing and discharge times, where tankers will be held pending berthing at Crib
Point, and what impacts this will have on amenity for Western Port residents on Phillip
Island.
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Impacts on marine biodiversity (EES Vol 2. Chapter 6)
Tanker numbers and volumes
The EES Summary Document states that the Project will have the potential to supply up to
160 Petajoules of energy per year. The marine biodiversity impact assessment states that it is
based on a conservative output of 120 Petajoules per year which it estimates will require 40
LNG tankers per year. How can this be conservative if it is based on production 25% below
capacity?
Details of the anticipated sizes and capacities of the LNG tanker fleet are not provided in the
EES to enable verification of the estimated tanker traffic volumes. This information should be
included

Entrainment
The discussion of impacts of entrainment appears to be specious. It compares the percentage
of biota predicted to be entrained from all ecological zones in the North Arm with losses due
to natural mortality and flushing (tables 6.12 and 6.13). Surely the issue is about the impact
on the ecological zone in the immediate vicinity of Crib Point, and not about comparisons
with natural processes.
Also, see below for temperature effects in the local region and ecological zone.

Temperature and chlorination effects
The EES states that discharge times for each tanker will be around 36 hours which would
require berthing for about 2 days. Why does the analysis of temperature and chlorination
effects assume only 1 day? The longer berthing time increases the extent of impacts.
The Guideline value for chlorine levels has been set at 6μg/l in the assessment rather than
2μg/l. Is this valid, given the consistent discharge process?
The EES indicates that there will be significant effects of temperature and chlorination in the
immediate vicinity of Crib Point.
The wider effects of chlorination deserve more consideration.
Both the local and wider effects of temperature deserve far greater attention than has been
given to temperature effects. Delta-temperature limits are generally set for chilling process
water or fluid, in other words where the outflow water of the cooling water is higher than the
inflow. These limits and the water behavior in this case is quite well understood. However, I
have not been able to find any limits to lower limits to output water from heating process.
The thermal properties and movement for chilled water output from a heater, as is the case
for the regasification of the LNG, are less known and apparently have no specified deltalimit! As we know from our HWS’s, and swimming in dams ad the sea, there is a very sharp
gradient within both small and large areas of water.
What are the temperature limits used for the EES?
What are the assumed flows of the output chilled water?
The chilled water from regasification will sink like a stone and basically hugs the bottom of
the sea, and will spread on the bottom like an oil sill spreads on the top of the sea – it will
5

continue as a body of cold water and slowly mix and dissipate with the wamer body of water
above.
This means the effect on seagrasses and the fish using these grasses within the internationally
proclaimed RAMSAR area of Westernport will be extreme. This will have significant and
potentially dangerous effect on the whole Ramsar area and any associated fish and spawning
activity in the Westernport bay. This will not have been considered properly as there are no
or inadequate gazetted limits to cold-water discharge.
Apart from all other effects, especially further gas usage in a Climate emergency, the effects
of massive cold-water discharge from the LNG reheaters in a RAMSAR wetland area is
sufficient to damn this whole project. It is complete madness to be considering this project
in the first place, and inexcusable to be considering it in a RAMSAR wetland area of a halfenclosed bay with slow-moving shore-sections as well.

Scour and turbidity
It is clear that scouring due to the displacement of the berthed vessels and the high velocity
discharge of water from the FSRU will be significant and will result in significant increase in
water turbidity. The extent of this impact does not appear to have been adequately addressed.

6
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protecting Victoria's wildlife and nature is so important in the fight against climate
change. protecting and encouraging the growth of this environment is essential as it
is one of the most diverse habitats in the world and can promote a healthy
ecosystem. the impacts of this project are going to be detrimental and are
completely unacceptable and not going to benefit the fight against climate change.
as a local in this area, I do not want to see this go forward.
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My name is Corinne Boston and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
BirdsTreesMarine lifeFresh airMental health being in a natural environmentDoing
everything we can to protect against climate change I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the 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. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth.
They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump
up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have
a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL
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My name is Emma Morris and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It’s natural beauty and wildlife
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to
contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
While I do not think this will impact tourism and recreation significantly it will still undermine
decades-long efforts to regenerate Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered an
industrial area in the past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More and more people
now regard the Bay as a site of high ecological and recreational importance. The gas import
terminal proposal would be a step backwards for this perception and may derail efforts to protect
the further enhance the area for the environment and for recreational users.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts
of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the
fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this
gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of
our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of
wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport
Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution
to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate
change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape
being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The
impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into
the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Emma Morris
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The question is, to grant permission to a company, colleagues perhaps friends who
would potentially make billions of dollars over the 20 year course of this project. Or
to look at the science and realise the permanent damage that will be done to this
environment and all it supports, the permanent damage to the people in the area to
the tourism and business in the area. Another option has been raised, that if this
unnecessary way forward, the use of gas, then use the exiting infrastructure and
means in Corio Bay at the Corio Gas Plant. The science is there, it speaks the TRUTH
and you have been warned. Its on your head, listen to the people who YOU work for,
the people you are meant to represent and NOT the people who's only focus is on
profit. Don't let this project go ahead your grand children will never forgive you
should this go ahead.
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My name is Dr. Tessa Mazor and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
This area provides some of the most precious and unique ecosystems of Victoria. It has wetlands and
important coastal habitats that are critical in providing carbon storage and ecosystem services and
benefits for the wider environment and people!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and
an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay
Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Dr. Tessa Mazor
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My name is Joan Pittendrigh and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay has so far not been deeply impacted by human development. Not
many such places exist and it\'s relatively pristine beauty has much to offer both for
recreation and for nature. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 we
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Like many people in our community, I spend 1-2 days a week volunteering in various
capacities to care for my local community and environment. I am greatly saddened
that the government could be so out of touch with community expectations and
with the science of climate change to even consider this proposal to build a highly
polluting and expensive gas terminal in the middle of a RAMSAR-listed wetland. I
argue that the consequences will be catastrophic on every level – for the
environment and the community and also for the economy in the financial losses it
will bring to local business, tourism, and fishing. The public is fast losing faith with
governments and politicians being increasingly unaccountable, inaccessible, and
autocratic to the point of undermining their own legislation (in the federal EPBC Act)
and international obligations. By definition, the RAMSAR wetlands are rare, unique
and important for conserving biological diversity. The federal government signed an
international agreement to protect them under the RAMSAR convention and it is
extraordinary that this proposal would have even been able to get to the stage that
it has. The community has made it clear through a strong and well-supported
campaign that they do not want this to go ahead and they should be listened to.
With evidence of the devastating effects of climate change all around us, we should,
as a society, be moving away from polluting fossil fuels and embracing renewable
energy. Renewables are the key to economic recovery and this is supported by both
the ‘maths and the science’. The gas terminal will not result in cheaper power bills
for the community because we will be buying back gas at a price governed by
international markets, which is expensive. The amount of infrastructure needed for
this project is massive, including the Crib Point jetty, 57 kilometers of pipeline, and
the FSRU. The plant will draw sea water from the bay, capturing the marine life
(even with filtration this will unavoidably include phytoplankton etc.) and will return
chlorine-polluted water to the marine environment as well as over-heated and overcooled water that will be continually changing the sea temperature and impacting
on the entire marine environment. Then there is the tonnes of waste sludge and oil
that the plant produces every week that will need to be somehow disposed of –
dumped – somewhere else in Victoria. And there is the cost of actually building and
the daily running of the plant and all the power this will consume. I am also aware
of the corrupt and dishonest behaviour of AGL and the massive penalties it has
incurred. They cannot be trusted. The community will continue to lobby for
sustainable solutions to our energy needs to ensure we have a healthy legacy to
offer future generations. We need to learn the big lesson of the current pandemic:
we can’t have a healthy economy without people being in good health, and people’s
health depends on the health of the environment.
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My name is Geraldine Gorringe and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
I have lived on the Peninsula and enjoyed Western Port bay and the surrounding
area all of my life. As a child I would explore the bay with my father in a small
wooden boat being taught the importance of the mangroves and ecosystems, then
as an adult and teacher, I taught my students at Hastings Primary School. It is such
a great hands on learning experience and to grow up with this knowledge and
understanding of the local area and importance of the ecosystems would be lost if
AGL was allowed to go ahead. The damage to habitat and remnant environment
would be irreversible. My family has grown up in the area, we walk the board walk
often and enjoy the wildlife, peaceful and serene outlook, the sense of rawness and
freedom. The bay and surrounding area is not a Port, it is vital that it is not disturbed.
I am very concerned about the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife. I was devasted when I heard about the proposal
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 Western Port. 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 Western Port Bay. 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.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be 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.
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 Western Port 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.

It is not only the wildlife and ecosystem that will suffer. 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.
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 Western Port 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.
Thank you 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 Western Port
Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to
any harm.
Sincerely,
Gorringe Family.
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My name is Alarna Twight and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It\'s an important ecological area – a Ramsar wetland of international significance, bordered
by a national park and two marine sanctuaries.
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.

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,
Alarna Twight
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My name is Sue Saliba and I am a resident of Cowes where I live a two-minute walk from
Red Rocks beach, which is part of Westernport.
I have spent ten years (ie. many hundreds of hours) as a hooded plover volunteer watching
over this threatened species on the northern shores of Phillip Island and, as such, I am
highly familiar with Westernport and have witnessed and learnt about its animal and plant
life extensively.
Westernport is a unique place. It is home to incredible marine and bird life. We are
privileged to have such a special place particularly so close to a major international city. We
have a responsibility to protect this incredible, virtually untouched, area for the marine
animals, the birds, for local residents, visitors and for our children of the future.
Thank you to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and to the Minister for
Planning in allowing me to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a number of issues which make
this proposal unacceptable under its current form and I will point to these in my submission
but the issue that is most concerning is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments are important for our mental and physical health as humans. Loss of
nature and access to green spaces along with excessive noise, light pollution, etc. is known
to contribute to mental distress. This has been clearly borne out during the current Covid 19
crisis in which people have deliberately sought spaces in nature and parks as places to help
maintain their health.
As a resident, I know very well that Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia.
Tourists come to visit the little penguins and to see migrating whales, to gaze out at the
pristine waters off The Nobbies and to watch the migrating birds during their precious time
off Rhyll. The industrialisation of Westernport by huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will destroy the beauty of this area along with the perception of
Phillip Island as a place of nature worthy of being visited by tourists.
Wetlands are incredibly important as highly biodiverse ecosystems. 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 wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery for prawns and fish. Westernport is 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 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. 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 - 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 an existential crisis we face right now and the majority of Australians want
real action on this issue immediately. They want Australia to turn away from fossil fuels and
turn towards renewables now. They know that fossil fuels are bad for the environment and
bad for our economy. As we emerge from the Covid 19 crisis, Australians are wanting to
take up the best options available to build a society and a future that is based on
sustainability in every sense. 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 and a safe Australia.
It is highly 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. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport
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 again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As I have stated, 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, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, and the local community to harm.
Yours faithfully,
Sue Saliba
, Cowes.
Vic. 3922
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To whom it may concern,
My name is Stuart Irvine-Brown and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay and the future sustainable development in this area with regards to the AGL gas
import terminal proposal.
Firstly, may I highlight that the area is an internationally recognized Ramsar Wetland
and a vital ecological habitat to a wide range of critically important plant and animal
species which provide the local economy with sustainable long-term eco-tourism and
blue carbon options.
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 based on sound
and sensible science.
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 significantly
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 mitigating 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 or threaten the ecological function of
any more wetlands as we face such a climate crisis with potentially disastrous
consequences for Victoria.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which most certainly could have a disastrous impact on
marine ecology and it's keystone plant and wildlife species. 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 to 8 percent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defence against the impacts of climate change and as a
part of the evolving carbon economy.
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 to disperse
within 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. This is both now in the present and throughout the future in
combination with the impacts of climate change and other development pressures.
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 plants and wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm, disruption and unquantifiable ecological impacts.
Sincerely,
Dr Stuart Irvine-Brown
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My name is Jackson Twight and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Australia should be conserving it’s untouched land to fight the climate crisis and not
opening up new tracts to polluting fossil fuel projects. Westernport Bay is home to
various valuable marine life. Emissions from the project can’t be offset.
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.
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.
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,
Jackson Twight
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Phillip N. Argus

ALBERTON Vic 3971

Wednesday, 26 August 2020

My name is Phillip Argus and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend
with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
While I do not think this will impact tourism and recreation significantly it will still undermine
decades-long efforts to regenerate Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered an
industrial area in the past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More and more people
now regard the Bay as a site of high ecological and recreational importance. The gas import
terminal proposal would be a step backwards for this perception and may derail efforts to
protect the further enhance the area for the environment and for recreational users.
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 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,
Phillip Argus
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My name is Monty Wright and I visit Westernport Bay often.
A hugely diverse ecosystem, wetlands and waterway which I spend a lot of time diving and
fishing on.
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.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport
Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution
to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate
change.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year.
Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over
the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the
number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of
strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low
consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the
Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend
on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Monty Wright
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My name is David Williams and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It
contains a hugely significant wetland and is home to myriard migratory species I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. 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. If we turn our attention to
promoting more efficient use of energy we could dramatically reduce the need to
import more gas. Simple incentive schemes such as the solar and battery projects
could be expanded to include subsidies on electric heat pump installations to
replace existing gas fired space and water heatin.
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My name is Trent Mead and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Great swimming,
fishing, diving. Great place to raise a family with many safe clean beaches. Massive
area of habitat that is of huge educational value. 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. Regards Trent Mead
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My name is Jacinta Le and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
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,
Jacinta Le
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My name is Samuel Marcus and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport bay is important to me because I understand that it contributes to the
natural environment in Victoria which is a special area that needs to be preserve, it
is extremely unique and I want many generations in the future to experience 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 tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters).
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My name is Jake Vos and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It’s
important to me that the waterways around Victoria are preserved and treated in a
fashion conducive to sustaining a biodiverse environment. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. 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. 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. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming
increasingly accepted in the energy markets. Thank you for considering this
submission. Jake Vos
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My name is Alice Brandli and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It is a beautiful environment that has 3 marine sanctuaries, a safe have for wild aquatic
animals. I enjoy fishing and visiting for snorkelling as it is wild and close to Melbourne.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes
that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors
will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced
for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to
the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We
cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact

assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius
of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels.
The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away
from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build
a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies
of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in
Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these
inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect
the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There
are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we
meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Alice Brandli
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We do not need new gas in Victoria or Australia for that matter. We spend the
majority of our time doing energy efficiency assessments of existing homes and
"Getting Off Gas" is a major recommendation in most cases. Gas is a dangerous
substance in a home, can cause moisture issues, and monoxide poisoning, and is an
inefficient fuel for cooking, heating, and hot water. Gas isNOT a transition fuel to
renewables. Prices are already at a point for Solar Panels that make it affordable to
most people, moreso with the Vic Solar Rebate. Battery storage continues to go
down. Upgrading to electric does have a cost burden replacing cooktops, hot water
systems and gas heating but by disconnecting gas, this shortens the payback on all
electric conversions. There are FAR more opportunities for employment if existing
housing stock was upgraded to all electric as part of energy efficiency measures compared to the small amount of ongoing jobs for a new gas project which is only
going to scar the environment during construction and on the Westernport Bay
environment. Adding more gas means increasing emissions - when we really need
to be decreasing them. The money spent on this proposed new gas project should
be spent on increasing the energy efficiency of existing homes - far better for the
environment, reducing the need for gas, and increasing employment in an energy
efficiency industry.
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My name is Anne Carroll and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I tend to look at the big picture and experts are telling us that gas is not the safe way
of 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 negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98

and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted
economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants
Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy
needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for
consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when
a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and
less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Anne Carroll
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My name is Max Taylor and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport bay is home
to a lot of beautiful coastal regions that are part of our everyday lives not to
mention the marine life that rely heavily on it to survive. 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. Kind Regards,
Miles Teller
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The AGL FSRU proposal is ludicrous,unnecessary,no benefit to the community, and
an accident waiting to happen ,& on top of this the EES is weak & full of holes , AGL
have paid the right people to get the desired outcome My biggest concerns are the
environmental impacts, & the danger of a huge explosion (due to human error /
weather events/earthquakes.)that will wipe out my house ,& if I’m somewhere else
& survive ,will I be covered by my insurance, or does AGL’S FSRU project render my
insurance void
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Submission to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
AGL Environment Effects Statement
Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project

25 August 2020

Submitted by:
David Strang
Contact details:
Address:
Hawthorn East, VIC 3123

1

Summary
For 11 years I was CFO of the Multinet Gas distribution business and I understand the issues facing
the gas industry. I am a resident of Victoria and I want to be heard at the public hearing.
We are failing future generations if we do not take measures to deal with climate change. In the
face of dwindling supply and rising gas prices we should pursue all opportunities to ensure a smooth
transition without building unnecessary infrastructure. Cheaper fuels would also creating the jobs
that are necessary if we are to recover from the COVID-19 pandemic.
The above comments are relevant because the AGL proposal would never have been put forward if
there was an effective energy policy either at the state or at the Federal level. An effective energy
policy would have identified that the days of cheap gas in south-eastern Australia are over and
would have resulted in the development of plans to manage the transition to cheaper alternative
fuel sources.
I am not aware whether the current review process is addressing the need for the project. If not, it
is a failing of the process as the environmental damage caused by such a project cannot be justified
if the project itself is unnecessary.
Our children are protesting the ongoing use of fossil fuels (COVID-19 allowed) in order to protect the
future. It is unconscionable that we should approve a project that will enable massive domestic and
offshore emissions in the gas supply chain without exploring every possible alternative.
On the basis of my research I have identified the following reasons why this project (as outlined)
should not proceed:
1. Victoria will transition away from gas over the coming years, partly for economic reasons
and partly for environmental reasons. The transition is inevitable and there are a number of
alternative approaches to managing the transition than the proposed project which would
enable significant emissions. An orderly and speedy transition is necessary at this time to
create jobs and to maintain the competitiveness of Victorian industry.
2. The state of Victoria and Victorian businesses may face tariffs from European and US
customers if it does not take adequate steps to curtail the use of fossil fuels.
3. There is an imbalance between risk and cost. If the project proceeds AGL, as owner and
operator of the facility, should be fully responsible for managing the risks and liable for the
full cost of remediation plus penalties.

The proposed Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
AGL is proposing to develop a project that would supply imported natural gas into the south-eastern
Australian states.
The gas would be transported as liquified natural gas (LNG), most likely from overseas, transferred
to another ship and converted from liquid form back into gas on that ship and then piped into the
Victorian Transmission System (VTS).
The ship, known as a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) would be continuously moored
at Berth 2 of Crib Point Jetty. Depending on demand, between 12 to 40 LNG ships per year would
moor alongside the FSRU at Crib Point to resupply the FSRU with LNG.
The proposed gas import jetty would be connected by a new gas pipeline approximately 57km long,
into the VTS, east of Pakenham.
2

Analysis supporting recommendations
An optimal transition from gas
This is a decision point for the state of Victoria. Either the state takes decisive action to manage an
orderly and speedy transition away from gas or it caves in and takes the path of least resistance
when faced by an issue that requires management. An orderly and speed transition has the benefits
of creating jobs now, reducing long-term emissions and keeping energy prices as low as possible.
The proposed project will result in significant emissions associated with the production, liquification,
transportation and regassification together with the emissions resulting from the continuing burning
of fossil fuels where these significant emissions could be avoided.
I understand that the AEMO 2020 Gas Statement Of Opportunities (GSOO) 1 and the 2020 Victorian
Gas Planning report update (2020 VGPR) 2 highlight shortages of gas in Victoria in the coming years.
The VGPR concludes that resolving forecast peak day shortfalls will require the progression of
potential projects (currently not considered likely to proceed during the outlook period), the
expansion of pipelines for importing additional gas supply, or an LNG import terminal.
The VGPR forecasts assume the residential and industrial remain relatively constant over the coming
years. However, gas usage in Victoria peaked several years ago. This fall in demand is likely to
accelerate if gas prices increase as forecast by Core Energy in their report for AEMO. 3 Figure 2.6
from this report is shown below:
Figure 2.6 Victoria | Central (Upper) | AUD/GJ real 7.2019
Note: Jeeralang B&A, Valley Power, Somerton, Newport, Laverton and Bairnsdale share same price line.

https://aemo.com.au/en/energy-systems/gas/gas-forecasting-and-planning/gas-statement-of-opportunitiesgsoo
2
https://aemo.com.au/energy-systems/gas/gas-forecasting-and-planning/victorian-gas-planning-report
3
https://aemo.com.au/energy-systems/gas/gas-forecasting-and-planning/gas-statement-of-opportunitiesgsoo
1

3

Given this price outlook it is likely that customers will migrate to cheaper energy sources.
Depending on the speed of this migration Victoria may be able to meet demand without importing
gas via a LNG terminal. In particular, the progression of potential projects and the expansion of
pipelines for importing additional gas supply would seem a better alternative than a gas import
terminal.
When faced with falling gas supplies and rising prices it seem prudent that the Victorian Government
should look at the option of assisting customers to transition away from gas to renewables. The
benefits of pursuing such a policy would be cheaper energy prices for customers and the creation of
new jobs to support the transition.
In Beyond Zero Emissions’ report titled “The Million Jobs Plan” 4 they address the opportunity of
energy retrofits for houses covering lighting, insulation, draught-proofing, window treatments,
efficient appliances, split system air-conditioning for efficient space heating as well as cooling, heat
pump hot water, replacement of gas with induction cook top, rooftop PV and batteries. In a large
number of cases these retrofits would either reduce or eliminate gas demand while creating jobs.
In addition an article in Renew magazine forecasts that owners will be between $9,000 – $16,000
better off over 10 years if they establish their new home as all-electric with a 5-kilowatt solar system
rather than gas-electric with no solar 5.
This report also recommends electrifying industry, extending the recommendations in their
“Electrifying Industry” report. 6 Much of our industry has been reliant upon low energy prices and
any current competitive advantage will be gone if we transition to imported gas. Transitioning
industry to renewable energy can help our industry maintain a competitive cost advantage.
In addition to the opportunities identified above (the progression of potential projects and demand
management) there are other opportunities that Victoria should investigate and further analysis to
be undertaken before considering a LNG import terminal. These are:
•

•

•

4

5

Importing gas to maintain supply during the transition.
o Given recent pipeline builds it is likely that there will be surplus gas available from
Queensland and NT via the east coast pipeline; or
o There is also a change that gas will be available from NSW. While NSW is also facing
potential gas shortages they have entered into a memorandum of understanding to
setting a target to inject an additional 70 petajoules of gas per year into the NSW
market, and agreeing to a gas market review if this target is not met by 2022 7. NSW
will have to develop new supplies and / or gas import terminals and can probably
cover any shortfalls in Victoria;
Introducing biomethane into the gas network;
o Biomethane could be produced from feedstock(including emissions from landfill). A
report for the International Renewable Energy Agency found the cost of energy from
biomass to be equal to that from onshore wind projects. 8
Bringing the impact of the Marinus link into the analysis. The Marinus link will reduce the
requirement for gas generation. (The 2020 ISP is very positive, showing Marinus Link is a key

https://bze.org.au/the-million-jobs-plan/

https://renew.org.au/research/all-electric-solar-homes-save-thousands-over-gas-report/

https://bze.org.au/research/manufacturing-industrial-processes/electrifying-industry/
7
https://energy.nsw.gov.au/government-and-regulation/electricity-strategy/memorandum-understanding
8
https://www.iea.org/reports/renewables-2018
6
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and necessary part of the future grid. The ISP indicates that Marinus Link will deliver low
cost, reliable and clean energy, and help balance the system as new renewable energy and
storage projects come online).
While some of these alternatives may be challenging Victoria has the opportunity to deliver growth
while transitioning away from gas. We owe it to future generations to pursue these alternatives.
International repercussions
The European Union has already talked of imposing tariffs on countries that do not take appropriate
action to address climate change. It is also likely that the US government will adopt a strong stance
if Joe Biden wins the coming election. There is every chance that Australia will face penalties if it
does not take appropriate action.

Accountability for risk
There is an imbalance between the business potentially causing risks and the community that will
suffer the implications of such risks and there appears to be no mechanism to ensure that the
operator bears the full consequence of any risk eventuating. In such a scenario it appears unlikely
that the operator has sufficient incentive to apply sufficient risk management techniques.
If the project is permitted to proceed it would be appropriate to ensure that the operator
implements appropriate risk management techniques and that an independent mechanism is put in
place to ensure appropriate remediation and to apply penalties. An appropriate mechanism might
be a $100 million penalty in the event of a severe risk event and a $20 million penalty in the event of
a major risk event.
On the basis of the project risk assessment the financial risk associated with this penalty regime
should be acceptable to AGL.
Conclusion
It is not clear that the proposed project is necessary. On that basis the environmental impacts are
unacceptable. I believe that it would be prudent to have a full evaluation of all alternative solutions
before any decision is made on this project.
According to the 2020 GSOO the potential gas shortfall could be addressed by proceeding with
possible gas exploration projects and expanding the capacity of some existing pipelines. On that
basis any decision on this project should be deferred pending a full options analysis.
Any further analysis should take into account international repercussions resulting from a further
expansion of our gas infrastructure and the appropriate allocation of project risk.

5
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My name is Tori Stones and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk
of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to
the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site.
AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide
final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be

investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead
of investing in soon-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,
Tori Stones
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My name is David Evans
I am making a submission because I care about the environment in Western Port.
Western Port is a unique area (which is why it is Ramsar listed). The gas terminal has the
potential to ruin the local environment. We don't need to import our own gas; we need to
transition away from all fossil fuels.
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 Western
Port 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 Western Port 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 Western
Port. 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 Western Port - 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 Western Port. 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,
David Evans
26/8/2020

