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I fully endorse the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council's Submission on the EES for
Crib Point Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline Project. In addition I fully endorse the
submission on this same EES by Extinction Rebellion. My fundamental question is
WHY? Why has AGL decided to go down this path, planning to establish a gas import
facility in a UNESCO Biosphere Reserve (one of only nine in Australia)? Why is AGL
persisting in investing in fossil-fuel energy projects when the threat of climate
change is so real, and when renewable energy options are available?
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My name is Les Mumford and I live in the Westernport Bay area.

Designated as one of just over 500 Biosphere Reserves around the world and only thirteen other similar reserves in
Australia with a wonderful and precious environment for a wide variety of animals, plants and a complex and diverse
oceanographic environment to be protected.

I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission, but the issue that concerns me most is the 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 as is my home in Bittern.
AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed them to be
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 international 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. As an energy provider, AGL already has a
demonstrated track record of an inability to provide a safe and secure offshore environment for their business, why
should we yet again be asked to trust them with our precious Westernport Bay?

Sincerely,
Les Mumford
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A Submission against AGL’s proposed gas import terminal.

My name is Christopher Monie and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I have been aware of the unique ecology of Westernport since knowing Delys Sergeant, a
renowned crusader for the wetlands in the 1970s. Critically important but not the main issue
in my submission.
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.
I maintain that regulations should be introduced preventing the installation of gas appliance
in new builds and mandating where possible the replacement of old gas appliances with
electric when replacement is required.
I also maintain that the concept of importing gas when we are exporting too much is the stuff
of Yes Minister and the proponents should be ashamed of themselves.
More seriously, 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.
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 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,
Christopher Monie
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My name is Robyn Aldrick and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay has been important to me for recreational and sporting activities, as well as
allowing me to escape the city and enjoy nature and the marine environment. It has had
enormous beneficial impacts on my health(both mental and physical).
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-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states
that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Robyn Aldrick
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Introduction
This submission is made on behalf of Cardinia Shire Council (Council) on the Environmental Effects Statement
for the Gas Import Jetty and High-pressure Gas Pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham.
The submission was endorsed by Council on 17 August-2020.
Council does not support the exhibited Environmental Effects Statement in is current form until the issues
discussed in this submission have been satisfactorily resolved.

Project Rationale
Gas reliance and transition to renewable energy sources.
Council submits that:


The rationale is inconsistent with the Renewable Energy (Investment and Jobs) Act 2017 and the
Climate Change Act 2017.



The rationale does not align with, or support progress towards, achieving the State emissions
reduction target by 2030 and 2050.



The forecast in relation to future gas shortage does not consider data relating to the rate of transition
to energy efficient houses and buildings, and renewable energy sources.



A comparison should be provided analysing an investment of the same amount in a renewable energy
facility in Victoria as another option to solve the forecasted energy shortage, including:
o

how each option would contribute to achieving the States emissions reduction targets by
2030 and 2050; and,

o

how each option would contribute to supporting the financial security and sustainability of
households and businesses in the community.



The project rationale promotes this gas supply facility to support short-term financial gains that is of
benefits to AGL and not the community.

Pipeline alignments that can reduce impacts on farmland
Council submits that:


APA’s preferred pipeline alignment should be realigned from within Green Wedge farmland at 45
Bloomfield Lane Cardinia, Lot 9 PS008853, to the adjacent road reserve to reduce impacts on the
ongoing farming abilities of the land.



APA’s preferred pipeline alignment should be realigned from within Green Wedge farmland at Crown
Allotment 94A PP3272 Koo Wee Rup Road, Pakenham South, to the adjacent road reserve to reduce
impacts on the ongoing farming abilities of the land.

Cardinia Shire Council
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All alternate alignment options depicted in Attachment VII Map book, July 2020, should be
implemented to reduce impacts on the farming ability of farmland.



APA should align the pipe along property boundaries (preferably) or paddock lines for every property
crossed by the pipe, while ensuring to avoid important vegetation. APA should explain why the pipe
crosses the following three properties in a diagonal direction:



o

665-735 Manks Road, Cardinia

o

2500 Ballarto Road, Cardinia

o

1025 McDonalds Drain Road, Pakenham

APA should explain why the pipe is required to cross the following properties at all:
o

95 Adams Road, Cardinia

o

765 Koo Wee Rup Road, Pakenham South

o

825 Koo Wee Rup Road, Pakenham South

Greenhouse gas emissions
Council submits that the greenhouse gas emissions associated with the proposal:


are inconsistent with the directions of The Renewables Energy (Investment and Jobs) Act 2017 and
The Climate Change Act 2017.



do not align with, or support progress towards, achieving the State emissions reductions targets by
2025, 2030 and 2050.

Sustainability & Climate Change
Council submits that:


The proposal puts at risk achievement of Sustainable Development Goals SDG 7, SDG 12 and SDG
13.



The proposal does not align with the AGL Sustainability Commitments 2019.



Explanation and details should be provided on a sustainability comparison for gas verses renewable
energy proposal of the same magnitude

Terrestrial and freshwater Biodiversity
Council submits that:


The Terrestrial and Freshwater Biodiversity Report does not discuss whether vegetation will be lost
above the trenchless bores that are proposed to go underneath waterways and vegetation patches.
The impacts on terrestrial biodiversity could be greater than reported, if the usual requirement of
clearing of all vegetation along the entirety of the gas easement is applied.

Cardinia Shire Council
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Groundwater
Council submits that:


The impacts on groundwater have not been satisfactorily addressed and may exceed acceptable
levels.

Safety, Hazard and Risk
The Pipeline ‘Measurement Length’ (ML)
Council submits that:


APA should clarify in its EES chapter on Safety, Hazard and Risk which sections of the pipeline will be
constructed to the T1 (Residential) standard.

Land Use
Future land uses within the ML (sensitive land uses buffer)
Council submits that:


The study area of the Land Use report should be at least equal to the 640 metre Measurement Length
of the proposed pipe.



The report does not discuss impacts from the Measurement Length (ML) on future proposed land
uses and developments along the length of the pipeline.



All land owners within the ML be directly consulted to notify them that they would be affected by the
ML and the associated requirements with which they will have to comply, so they can make an
informed decision on whether to make a submission to the EES exhibition .



The disconnect between the Planning Scheme and APAs requirements relating to sensitive land uses
within the ML be addressed to make clear to landowners, statutory planners and developers that the
pipe generates a ML and associated requirements.

Pakenham East Precinct Structure Plan (PEPSP)
Council submits that:


APA verbally advised that, within the Pakenham East Precinct Structure Plan (PEPSP) area, a reduced
consequence area of 50 metres from the proposed pipeline easement is the area of interest to APA in
regard to planning controls and the placement of sensitive land uses (such as schools). Therefore APA
will not object to the proposed schools within the 640 metre ML on the basis they are located outside
the 50 metre consequence area and the location of the schools are generally in accordance with the
PEPSP. This position must be articulated in writing.

Cardinia Shire Council
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To ensure coordinated and proper planning of the area, the reduced area of consequence of 50
metres from the proposed pipeline should be identified in the Pakenham East Precinct Structure Plan
(PEPSP), along with the reduced notification requirements, in line with the requirements proposed to
be applied to the existing gas pipeline in the PEPSP. Alternatively another planning mechanism
(Planning Overlay), or covenants on land titles, be implemented to make it clear that a 640 metre ML
(sensitive land uses buffer), and a 50 metre ‘area of consequence’ and ‘notification area’ is generated
by the pipe and applies to the land.



APA has verbally advised that, once the pipeline is in operation, any change in land use will not create
the need for another Safety Management Study to be carried out by permit applicants, as long as the
land use change is in accordance with the requirements of the Pakenham East Precinct Structure Plan
(PEPSP). This position must be articulated in writing.

Business
Council submits that:


The Business Impact Assessment Report only focuses on non-agricultural businesses within the
township of Hastings in Mornington Peninsula, and does not identify the businesses in Cardinia Shire
that would be affected by the ML.



The Report does not discuss impacts from the Measurement Length (ML) on businesses along the
length of the pipeline.



All businesses within the ML be directly consulted to notify them that they would be affected by the ML
and the associated requirements with which they will have to comply, so they can make an informed
decision on whether to make a submission to the EES exhibition.



The disconnect between the Planning Scheme and APAs requirements relating to sensitive land uses
within the ML be addressed to make clear to landowners, statutory planners and developers that the
pipe generates a ML and associated requirements.



Pipeline alignment and compensation negotiations with landowners only address the current land use
and does not take in to account any potential land uses in future.



The report does not explain that pipeline does not provide any direct gas benefits to the local business
community.



A requirement must be established that requires APA to remove the easement from the land as soon
as practicable after the pipeline is decommissioned to ensure that the impact on the land is for the
shortest possible time.

Agriculture
Council submits that:
Cardinia Shire Council
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The Agriculture Report only focuses on the impacts on the current agricultural use (eg grazing) and
does not discuss the ongoing impacts on the viability and the ability of farms within the ML to expand
and pivot.



All farm owners within the ML be directly consulted to notify them that they would be affected by the
ML and the associated requirements with which they will have to comply, so they can make an
informed decision on whether to make a submission to the EES exhibition.



The disconnect between the Planning Scheme and APAs requirements relating to sensitive land uses
within the ML be addressed to make clear to landowners, statutory planners and developers that the
pipe generates a ML and associated requirements.



The pipeline alignment and compensation negotiations with landowners only address the current land
use and does not take in to account any potential land uses in future.



The report does not explain that pipeline does not provide any direct gas benefits to the local business
community.



A requirement must be established that requires APA to remove the easement from the land as soon
as practicable after the pipeline is decommissioned to ensure that the impact on the land is for the
shortest possible time.

Social
Council submits that:


The ongoing social impacts resulting from the land use restrictions associated with the ML (sensitive
land use buffer) on the future operations and functions of private properties should be discussed.



Landowners within the ML should receive direct consultation to help them understand technical
reports and any ongoing social impacts of the proposal on their property.

Landscape and visual
Council submits that:


Landowners within the ML should receive direct consultation to help them understand technical
reports and the ongoing landscape and visual amenity impacts of the proposal on their enjoyment of
their property.

Aboriginal cultural heritage
Council submits that:


The Draft Cultural Heritage Management Plans should be provided to local indigenous groups for
comment.



An Indigenous Participation Plan should be explored for the project.

Cardinia Shire Council
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Transport
Council submits that:


There are numerous of inaccuracies in the Traffic Impact Assessment reports, particularly with regard
to traffic volumes and full consideration has not been made to recent and future development
particularly in Pakenham East.



A Traffic Management Strategy and accompanying Traffic Management Plan should be prepared by a
suitably qualified traffic consultant, using accurate up-to-date traffic information, in consultation with
the Cardinia Shire’s traffic engineers.

Stakeholder engagement
Council submits that:


It appears that the majority of properties affected by the 640 metre Measurement Length (sensitive
land uses buffer) have not been directly notified. They should be made aware of all impacts on land
within the Measurement Length.

Pipeline licence application
Council submits that:


APA should agree to waiver the costs of their surveillance, or any other actions required by APA, during
future construction of any type carried out by, or on behalf of, Council in the vicinity of the proposed
pipe.

End of Document
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My name is Samantha Phelps and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a beautiful and unique part of Victoria, with a diverse range of
habitats and wildlife. It is home three of Victoria\'s Marine National Parks and needs to
be protected.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse
gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased
risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest
homes to the import facility 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 therefore 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 and ultimately lead to locals losing their livelihoods.
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
defence against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be
unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels
far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres
of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder
chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the
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,
Samantha Phelps
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My name is John Owens and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
WB is such a unique and relatively pristine environment, with the most southern
mangrove forests on the East coast, important nesting grounds. All this and more so
close to a major city. So of great importance to the preservation of, 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.
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 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,
John Owens
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My name is William De-La-Warr and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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 asse
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My name is Angela Tucker and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
was the reason we moved here. To raise our children within access to clean water
ways for leisure and recreation. The peace and quiet also for wellbeing, enjoying life
alongside the flora and fauna that exists around and in the bay. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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
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My name is Nathan Jones and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Having spent time within the Westernport Bay Area, enjoying and appreciating its
natural splendour, knowing of AGL's plans to create this terminal brings frustration
knowing the consequences and negative trajectory this project will bring upon Vic.
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.
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.
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. 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,
Nathan Jones
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My name is Miranda Brash-Brenan and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
For me Westernport Bay is the more rugged, wilder water environment to its Port
Phillip Bay cousin. It's rich in biodiversity, its community is low key and in sync with
their 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. 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 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,
Miranda Brash-Brenan
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My name is Amanda Pearce and I visit Westernport Bay often.
The world is fast losing its wetlands, and we have a magnificent Ramsar wetland on Melbourne's
doorstep. I can't stand the thought of a noisy, vibrating fossil-fuel white elephant disturbing its
tranquillity and destroying its complex ecosystem. And I can't believe that we are even considering
this project when markets are rapidly making fossil fuels obsolescent, and our greenhouse gas
emissions are causing massive fires, desertification and catastrophic disruption to the planet's
ecosystems.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the idea of sacrificing a such an ecologically crucial wetland to facilitate the continuing use of gas which already has a negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Biodiverse 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 project will detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of
the Greater Melbourne community, including the growing LGAs of Casey and Cardinia. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of
sleep and irritability, increased anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution will result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in the local community.
This project is likely to impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination, leading to a loss of jobs
in tourism far greater than those created by the project. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the penguins, migrating whales and
wonderful marine and wetland wildlife, all of which depend utterly on the complex ecosystem of the
area – which we are only beginning to really understand. 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.
There is a reason why Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance,
maintaining their ecological character and preventing their degradation. The reason is that wetlands
are crucial to the continued health of the world’s ecosystems, including our capacity to feed
ourselves. 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.
The project's own biodiversity risk assessment indicates that even with ‘mitigation’, the risk of spills
or leaks of fuel, oil or other chemicals from the FSRU or LNG carriers remains at medium level (EES
Chapter 6 p. 67). This only needs to happen once to have disastrous consequences for Westernport
Bay.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. 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,
Amanda Pearce
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My name is Caroline Lipinski and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
We shouldn\'t be toying with nature\'s in-built perfect processes. I stand for
protecting what\'s left of our precious environment especially in the context of this
year shaping up to be the hottest on record with the bush fires earlier this year. 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. We must stay humble as we don't
know the full risks. This is the time.
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21 August 2020
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Planning Panels Victoria
SUBMISSION: Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
Dear Sir/Madam,
By every measure, AGL’s proposed gas project is egregious and gratuitous.
As Australia’s horrific 2019/2020 Inferno Summer demonstrated, we are already experiencing
advanced climate and biodiversity collapse as a direct result of mining and burning fossil fuels
(among other greenhouse gas intensive activities).
Warnings date back more than half a century. Based on the best available science, all fossil fuel
projects represent direct threats to the local and global community and must be phased out as
quickly as humanly possible. Not only has the fossil fuel industry known of the grave dangers of
its products since the 1970s, it has aggressively driven campaigns to mislead and deceive on
climate facts while promoting misinformation. 1 There is no time left. There can be no excuses.
AGL is Australia’s largest polluter by a long shot. AGL is also an extremely wealthy and capable
energy company with enormous capacities to work with local communities to rapidly transition
Australia’s energy system. 2
AGL is well aware of the incredible innovations and steeply declining costs of clean energy
alternatives, as well as for the cutting edge distribution and storage systems that support them. 3
Rolling out these technologies now will deliver clean and secure energy while creating millions of
safe and stable jobs in local economies that desperately need them. 4
As esteemed economics Professor Ross Garnaut (along with many other globally recognised
sustainable technology experts) argues, Australia has the capacity to become "the superpower
of the post-carbon world". 5 And as a proudly progressive state, Victoria should be leading the
way.
So, why is AGL pushing ahead with another toxic, climate wrecking project that is destined to
become a stranded asset sooner than later?

And why is the Victorian Government even allowing such an ecocidal and antisocial project to be
considered now?
Whether it’s sitting in our Parliaments or in corporate boardrooms, we all deserve better from
our leaders. There is no time left. There can be no excuses.
Yours faithfully,
CLIMARTE Board of Directors
Peter Christoff (Chair)
Guy Abrahams
Fiona Armstrong
Gabrielle de Vietri
Deborah Hart
Bronwyn Johnson (Executive Director)
David Leece (Treasurer)
Sarah McConnell
Lauren Rickards

https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/exxon-knew-about-climate-change-almost-40-years-ago/
Shannon Hall, ‘Exxon Knew about Climate Change almost forty years ago’, Scientific American, 26 October
2015
2
https://www.smh.com.au/business/the-economy/the-dirty-top-ten-these-are-australia-s-biggest-polluters20190228-p510u5.html Cole Latimer, ‘Power companies top list of nation’s biggest emitters’, Sydney Morning
Herald, 28 February 2019
3
https://bze.org.au/research/, Link to Beyond Zero Emissions Research section
4
https://bze.org.au/the-million-jobs-plan/, ‘The Million Jobs Plan’ by Beyond Zero Emissions, launched 29 June
2020
5
https://www.smh.com.au/federal-election-2019/australia-can-be-superpower-of-post-carbon-world-saysross-garnaut-20190515-p51nsb.html, Peter Hartcher, ‘Australia can be ‘superpower of post carbon world’, says
Ross Garnaut’, Sydney Morning Herald, 15 May 2019
1
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My name is Kerryn Reichelt and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is part of the
delicate and important ecosystem of this area and the fish animals and plant life
need to be protected . They dont have a voice so it is imperative that we speak up
loudly for them. Also health reasons. 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 col
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My name is Yvonne Ching and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western Port Bay is important to me because it is a waterway that must be
protected from pollution. It is a RAMSAR wetland for good reason, acknowledging
and protecting the unique wildlife of the bay and surrounding areas. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Western

My name is Yvonne Ching and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western Port Bay is important to me because it is a waterway that must be protected from
pollution. It is a RAMSAR wetland for good reason, acknowledging and protecting the unique
wildlife of the bay and surrounding areas.
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,
Yvonne Ching
ReplyForward
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My name is Pam Bell and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a sanctuary for marine life including visiting whales and birds The
increase of shipping and the project itself will cause irreparable damage to the
environment, harm our wildlife and ruin the wetlands which are extremely important.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Pam Bell
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My name is Bailey White and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.

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,
Bailey White
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My name is Lorris Jones and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is a wetland of significant importance in this era of diminishing natural resources and deserves
protection not the risk of major pollution posed by a potential risk of spillage, possible explosion
and changing water temperature on marine life.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.

A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables
and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to

create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Lorris Jones

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

Fiona Stitfold

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Submission_AGL_

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Crib Point, Western Port Bay

As attached

2822

Submission: Opposition to AGL’s and APA’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
There are many reasons for my opposition to AGL Wholesale Gas’s (AGL) and
APA Transmission Pty Ltd’s (APA) Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (the
Project), Crib Point, Western Port however will concentrate on the environment
and climate change as all things cycle back to and are connected to the way we
approach the planet.
I am extremely fortunate and grateful that most days I can walk on one of the
Port Phillip Bay beaches. As supported by a number of media reports1 I have
noticed a return in wildlife with the reduced number of vehicles, shipping,
fishers and other recreational boating and people out and about. There is an
increased sighting of dolphins, now seen regularly off suburban beaches, the visit
of a whale, stingrays, more visible varieties of seaweed and movement of fish and
species of sea birds, cockatoos and other native birdlife.
These observations are relevant to Western Port Bay, not only because all
ecosystems are connected,2 but also because the increased shipping, industry
and construction related to the AGL floating terminal and pipe construction will
adversely effect the habitat, behaviours and numbers of wildlife, both faunal and
floral. Additionally it can be extrapolated that incursions of introduced species
will occur, as exampled by the Northern Pacific Seastar introduced to Port Phillip
Bay in the ballast from container ships.3 Any introduced species has an impact,
usually adverse, on indigenous populations.4
Western Port has been designated as a wetland of significance under the Ramsar
convention for seven criteria, including ones specific to supporting
internationally and nationally significant species both floral and faunal.5 The

Michael Doyle, “From the burbs to the bush, animals are reclaiming and
exploring the world during coronavirus,” ABC News, April 30, 2020
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2020-04-30/animals-take-advantage-ofcoronavirus-to-reclaim-world/12200840.
Laura Millan Lombrana, “With Fishing Fleets Tied Up, Marine Life Has a Chance
to Recover, Bloomberg News, updated April 18, 2020
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2020-04-17/with-fishing-fleetstied-up-marine-life-has-a-chance-to-recover.
2 “Australia’s Ocean Odyssey: a journey down the East Australian Current," ABC,
2019, https://help.abc.net.au/hc/en-us/articles/360001522035-Take-aspectacular-voyage-along-the-East-Australian-Current-when-AUSTRALIA-SOCEAN-ODYSSEY-screens-this-June-on-ABC-ABC-iview3 Earthcare St Kilda, Northern Pacific Seastar Removal, 2016,
https://earthcarestkilda.org.au/project/northern-pacific-seastar-removal/
4 Chapter 2, “Faunal Extinction in Australia,” Parliament of Australia, accessed
August 25, 2020,
https://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Senate/Environ
ment_and_Communications/Faunalextinction/Interim%20report/c02
5 “Australian Wetlands Database, Western Port,” Australian Government,
Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment, last modified November
12, 2019, https://www.environment.gov.au/cgibin/wetlands/ramsardetails.pl?refcode=19
1

Ramsar convention seeks to conserve wetlands “that remain through wise use
and management.”6
Australia ranks second in the world for “ongoing biodiversity loss”7 and has “one
of the world’s worst records of extinction and lack of protection for threatened
fauna,”8 representing “50 per cent of global mammal extinctions”9 since white
settlement. Additionally a “significant loss of biodiversity in the marine
environment” has been evidenced,10 as has the decline in and extinction of
birds.11 More than 60 plant species have been lost and another 1180 are at risk
of disappearing.12
The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) report of
January 2019 found that insufficient actions were undertaken to “…address a
legacy of land clearing combined with growing pressure from population growth,
expanding development, invasive species and climate change.”13 The OECD is
only one of a significant number of eminent organisations to note the negative
trends in extinction and biodiversity loss. The extinction rates are forecast to
increase due to inadequately implemented regulation and compliance.14 The
proposed AGL project threatens to increase Australia’s already dismal track
record in environmental protection.
Western Port Bay under the Ramsar Convention is critical to addressing some of
Australia’s shortfalls in the wise protection of biodiversity. Please consider:
1. Have the long term services provided by the environment been factored
into the EES as opposed to the short-term benefits of a transition to a low
carbon economy?
2. Does Victoria actually need to find alternative sources of gas considering
the availability of renewable energies?
3. What is the environmental impact in economic terms for other business
and services such as clean water, fresh air, health and wellbeing?
4. As the terminal is only proposed to meet transitional15 requirements are
the costs justified in the longer term in light of the manifest risks?
Any action to address climate change requires a change in behaviour16. We need
to recognise “…the role of humans as a custodial species,”17 and understand that

"
Chapter 2, “Faunal Extinction in Australia,” Parliament of Australia, 19
8 Chapter 2, “Faunal Extinction in Australia,” Parliament of Australia, 19
9 Chapter 2, “Faunal Extinction in Australia,” Parliament of Australia, 19
10 Chapter 2, “Faunal Extinction in Australia,” Parliament of Australia, 20
11 Chapter 2, “Faunal Extinction in Australia,” Parliament of Australia, 20
12 “Threatened species and ecological communities in Australia,” Australian
Government, Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment, accessed
August 26, 2020,
https://www.environment.gov.au/biodiversity/threatened/publications/threat
ened-species-and-ecological-communities-australia
13 Chapter 2, “Faunal Extinction in Australia,” Parliament of Australia, 21
14 Chapter 2, “Faunal Extinction in Australia,” Parliament of Australia, p. 22
15 GIJPP EES Executive Summary, 2020
https://gasimportprojectvictoria.com.au/environment-effects-statement#viewthe-ees
6
7

we are part of “a complex dynamic system.” 18 Climate change requires
environmental cooperation:
“overcoming cultural violence against the
19
environment,” ecological security 20 and a functioning ecosystem. The self
survives through ecosystems.21 As visitors we should strive for ethical and
respectful sustainability for the planet in its complex eco-entirety of the sentient
and non-sentient.22
Evidence of human intervention in the environment, anthropogenic change,
includes: global warming; unprecedented species extinction both terrestrial and
marine; biodiversity loss; soil and fresh water degradation; ocean acidification
and warming; and pollution.23 Valuing environmental protection and the right to
a healthy environment increases life expectancy and life satisfaction24, provides
clean air and water and economic benefit such as agricultural productivity,
ecotourism opportunities and renewable resources.
For these reasons alone the AGL floating terminal should not be approved.
Fiona Stitfold

Zali Stegall, “Stand up Leadership, Climate Politics in the Age of Emergency,”
moderated by Lenore Taylor, National Climate Summit, February 14, 2020.
17 Tyson Yunkaporta, Sand Talk (Melbourne: The Text Publishing Company,
2019), 102.
18 Yunkaporta, Sand Talk, 102.
19 Úrsala Spring et al, “Expanding Peace Ecology: Peace, Security, Sustainability,
Equity and Gender”, in: Úrsula Oswald Spring, Hans Günter Brauch, Keith G.
Tidball (Eds.): Expanding Peace Ecology: Peace, Security, Sustainability, Equity
and Gender: Perspectives of IPRA’s Ecology and Peace Commission.
SpringerBriefs in Environment, Security, Development and Peace, vol. 12 - Peace
and Security Studies Subseries No. 2 (Heidelberg – Dordrecht – London – New
York: Springer-Verlag, 2014).
20 Tim Costello, “Justice & Rights in the Emergency, Emergency Powers and the
Declaration Debate” moderated by Corinne Grant, National Climate Summit,
February 15, 2020.
21 “Wake Up Call, Australia and the World is Declaring,” moderated by Cathy Oke,
National Climate Summit, February 14, 2020.
22 Anthony Burke et al, “Planet Politics. A Manifesto for the End of IR,”presented
at the Millennium Conference, Failure and Denial in World Politics (2015).
‘Encyclical Letter Laudato Si’ of the Holy Father Francis on Care for our Common
Home, (2015)
http://w2.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/encyclicals/documents/papafrancesco 20150524 enciclica-laudato-si.html.
The Earth Charter, (2012 – 2016), https://earthcharter.org/discover/the-earthcharter/
23 Hans Gunter Brauch, “Globalization and Environmental Challenges”, La
Vanguardia, Dossier 66, (June 2017).
The Earth Charter.
Bourke, “Planet Politics.”
24 David R Boyd, David R., The Environmental Rights Revolution, A Global Study of
Constitutions, Human Rights, and the Environment, (UBC Press, 2012), 51 & 282
16
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My name is Sophie Cant and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I love the bay
beaches as they are beautiful and calm. I love them for swimming and surfing and I
love seeing dolphins and other marine life in the water. I love the native species of
plants in the area too. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and
the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most 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 mar
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My submission is against both the Gas Import Jetty Works and Pipeline Works in my
backyard. If you approve this, it means disaster for our water, our coastal
environment, marine life and international shorebirds. I work in tourism and people
visit this magical place because of our wonderful beaches (65% of overnight visitor
visit for our beaches), thousands of people come to the penguins, shearwaters, seals
and other wildlife everyday . We are a wildlife haven - Without these assets - my job,
my livelihood and my mental health will be greatly compromised. No visitors equals
no income for many of us. AGL plans to dump toxic waste water, breaching
Victorian laws. AGL's Environment Effect Statement does not properly address the
risk of oil spills from increased traffic (disaster for marine life - penguins, whales,
dolphins, seals, seabirds) - which as stated above could ruin our tourism economy
forver. For what? A short term financial gain. The Vicitoran Government has just
provided the Penguin Parade with 8.8 million, if an oil spill was to happen, we would
have to shut our doors. You can't afford to keep bailing Nature Parks out. Let Phillip
Island Nature Parks and other ecotourism places make money from this landscape,
not AGL. It also introduces new and dangerous risks of fire and explosion to
residents and tourists. Western Port is a UNESCO Biosphere Reserve (United
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation) and is listed under the
Ramsar Convention as a wetland of international importance - this means the region
is fundamental to many wildlife species, including migratory birds and marine flora
and fauna. It is a RAMSAR site, and we made a committment to provide it. Leave it
be - please don't put destory their breeding grounds. Mucking around with these
sensitive systems will result in ecological disaster. It is also an increase climate
pollution from more dirty fossil fuels we don’t need. We cannot afford new fossil
fuel projects in Victoria! We should be investing in renewables. We don't need new
gas, we need smarter renewable energy (wind, solar, batteries etc - the cheapest
alternatives for new power production). Gas is as bad as coal for the planet. We
need to protect our wetlands (among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth and
they capture and store large amounts of carbon and are one of our best defenses
against climate change). In Victoria we have already destroyed most of our
wetlands, contributing to the loss of approximately 35% of the world's wetlands in
the past 40 years.
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My name is Shirley Mitchell 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.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from

fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Shirley Mitchell
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My name is Dan Tilbrook and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I love the beach and it\'s wildlife
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes
that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors
will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland
is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport
Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib
Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but
a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The

plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects
not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL
should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from
gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be
unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels
far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres
of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder
chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There
are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we
meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Dan Tilbrook
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Mornington Peninsula Climate Action Network
Submission to the Crib Point IAC
RE: Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Crib-Point to Pakenham Pipeline project
Submitted by Rachel Coffey and Jacob Lawrence on behalf of the Mornington Peninsula
Climate Action Network (mpCAN)

We are parents and grandparents concerned for our children.
We are doctors, nurses and healthcare professionals.
We are climate scientists, teachers, creatives and financial advisors.
We are public servants, experienced activists, and community volunteers.
We are only 9 months old, 140 strong, and growing.
We are united in our commitment to fight for urgent climate action locally, nationally, and globally.

mpCAN is a group of ~140 Mornington Peninsula residents who meet regularly to discuss
climate change issues in our local area, as well as advocating for stronger climate action
on a state and federal level. Prior to COVID-19 restrictions we met monthly in person (with
an average attendance of 30-40 people) and more recently have been meeting together
online via Zoom.
We formed in late 2019 after the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council held a series of
community consultation sessions prior to their drafting of a climate emergency plan. For
some, involvement in mpCAN comes after decades of environmental, conservation, and
social justice activism. For others, mpCAN is their first foray into environmental advocacy
– driven to action by dire predictions of climate change and a sense of personal
responsibility to care for the future.

1

mpCAN strongly and unanimously opposes the proposed Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and
Crib-Point to Pakenham Pipeline project. There are countless environmental and ethical
reasons to keep heavy industry out of the Bay. In this submission we will focus on the
following specific objections to the project: the threat to marine life posed by the
construction and ongoing maintenance of the facility, the risk of damage to Ramsar listed
wetlands and endangered species caused by construction of the connected pipeline, the
flaws and inadequacy of the risk assessment provided in the EES, the unacceptable
danger that our continued reliance on gas poses to our climate, the project’s flaws in
rationale and viability as the world transitions away from fossil fuels and the failure of
the consultation process to democratically engage a considerable proportion of the local
community.

Threat to marine life
The EES is manifestly inadequate in accurately or credibly predicting the impact that the
proposed project would have on the Bay’s biodiversity. It seems that the developer plans
to either break or somehow circumvent the current Victorian environmental laws (SEPP
Waters) that prevent the discharge of wastewater. The proposed FSRU plans to draw over
450 million litres of seawater every day, then discharge it back into the Bay, chilled and
chlorinated and potentially toxic to marine life. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold, chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport Bay and the
EES does nothing to adequately address this.
According to the Victorian National Parks Association1, the waste water would be polluted
with chlorine at a concentration 16 times higher than CSIRO has deemed safe levels for
marine waters - a concentration of 100 micrograms per litre, when the safe levels (to
protect 99% of species) is set at just 6 micrograms per litre. Given these figures, how can
AGL prove that there is no threat to biodiversity by sterilising, chlorinating and cooling the
water? What evidence is there that this is safe?
 ot only does the EES fail to address the impact of planned marine pollution, it also fails
N
to assess the risk of accidental contamination. The project would see a 25-40% increase
in marine traffic in the Westernport Bay, which surely also increases the cumulative risk of
collisions and accidents. There is no inclusion of an impact risk assessment of the threat
of oil spills. How does AGL plan to investigate this risk? A detailed mitigation plan should
be provided.

1

Victorian National Parks Association, https://vnpa.org.au/agl/

2

At least fifty per cent of the Westernport Bay wetlands consist of seagrass beds which are
a nursery site for prawns and fish. Our group would like much more detail in the EES on
the impact that increased shipping traffic and the discharge of cold, chlorinated
wastewater will have on seagrass. Several local conservation groups (like the Blue Carbon
Lab and the Seagrass Restoration Network) know how precarious the Bay’s biodiversity
already is and have been working for years to restore it. The EES should have consulted
with these groups closely and mpCAN requests that the IAC seeks their input. The
significance of the threat to these seagrass ecosystems will again be addressed later in
the document because of the substantial role of seagrass in carbon storage and
sequestration.
In an environment so prone to shoreline erosion, mangroves stabilise the sediment and
provide protection. There is an extensive mangrove in the area of the Crib Point jetty, the
prime site for the AGL project. The EES acknowledges the potential for damage through
construction and operation of the gas import jetty and pipeline. Given the significance and
fragility of the Westernport wetlands, the project should not proceed.
The EES also fails to address the impact this marine traffic poses to migratory whales –
particularly considering peak shipping times coincide with the peak whale migration. The
endangered Southern Right Whale is known to visit the Bay in winter. There is a
population of only 300 Southern Right Whales in Victoria, South Australia, Tasmania and
New South Wales waters combined. Any increased risk of injuring this already very fragile
population needs to be taken seriously. AGL should provide a highly detailed plan to
outline exactly how they plan to mitigate against any ancillary boat traffic colliding with and
injuring whales. The EES should also include scientific evidence that plankton (the main
food source of whales) will not be impacted by the FSRU water intake.

Damage to Ramsar listed wetlands and endangered species
The proposed pipeline would run through a world-renowned Ramsar listed wetland, which
is listed under the Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. The pipeline would
also impact the United Nations (UNESCO) declared biosphere reserve, which is one of
only nine biospheres in Australia. This region contains a range of listed threatened
species, ecological communities and migratory species – including 65% of Victoria’s bird
species. Many of the migratory birds that use the area are also listed under international
agreements, including the JAMBA, CAMBA , ROKAMBA and the Bonn Agreement.2 Given
Victoria’s obligations to these international agreements of conservation and protection,
2

Westernport Biosphere, https://www.biosphere.org.au/our-biosphere/western-port-biosphere/
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exactly how does AGL and APA plan to mitigate risks to this habitat? How can any level of
risk be deemed acceptable?
The construction of the pipeline would result in the loss of over 150,000 square meters of
native vegetation from this biosphere zone, almost half of which are endangered
vegetation types. mpCAN would like the EES to have much more detail about what
methodology was used to deem the risks to these areas ‘low’. As many as 36 threatened
species will potentially be impacted, including species protected under the following acts: 8
species listed under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC)
Act, 19 species listed under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act listed species, 30 species
under the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning Advisory List, and 5
migratory species protected under the EPBC Act. Given that so many of these species
and ecological zones are already listed under multiple environment protection acts, surely
this area warrants the strictest of protection?

Inadequacy of the risk assessment
The risk assessment process is perhaps one of the most important aspects of an EES.
The public and decision makers often look at these assessments to decide whether the
benefits of the project outweigh the impacts. However, the current EES is grossly
inadequate to inform such decisions, it is likely to have considered an incomplete list of
hazards eventuating from the project, it has applied highly ambiguous categorisations to
assess risk, and the process for completing the assessment are opaque.
Risk needs to be contextualised in terms of a measure of time. While the report discusses
risks during construction and then operation, no time horizon is provided. There is no
assessment of risks associated with the decommissioning of the plant and how this
process will be handled, there is also no discussion of whether indirect risks are assessed.
They are all important factors to be considered in assessing the project.
There are many aspects of the risk assessment that are problematic, including the lack of
detail about the methods used to elicit expert opinion. It is quite likely the risk assessment
is vastly overconfident in the assessments provided and reflects the opinion of a single
expert rather than the range of opinions from the expert community. More detail needs to
be provided about the process used to undertake the risk assessment. A member of
mpCAN is an academic in this field and has submitted a critique of these risk assessment
methodologies to the IAC for consideration.

4

Continued reliance on gas an unacceptable danger to our climate
The project is a disaster on localised environmental grounds, but even if all of these risks
were somehow ameliorated, the project would still pose unacceptable danger to our
climate. The world is at a crossroads – climate change is an existential threat to the future
of our planet and all creatures that live on it. Already we are seeing its impacts on an
almost daily basis. The increase in human induced greenhouse gas emissions in the
atmosphere contributes to global warming. How much the climate changes will depend
strongly on the extent to which greenhouse gas emissions can be avoided and reduced.
To invest in this project is to continue to invest in a future reliant on fossil fuel - an
unsustainable future.

Carbon footprint
The Crib Point terminal is estimated to import and process 160 PJ of gas per year. When
burned, this will emit 8.24 million tonnes of CO2-e. When combined with the approximate
250t CO2-e of operational emissions, this project will produce supply fuel for 8.5 millions
tonnes of CO2-e per year.
These emissions are equivalent to:
-

7.8% of Victoria’s 2017 total CO2-e emissions3
75% of Victoria’s yearly emissions from cars (light passenger vehicles)
Yearly emissions produced by approximately 1 million typical victorian homes
Burning over 65,000ha of Australian forests each year, an area equivalent to 90%
of Mornington Peninsula Shire4

In addition to these operational and LNG-supply emissions, there are also significant risks
of further emissions. Firstly, leaks are almost guaranteed in Victoria’s transmission
system. Methane - the primary chemical in LNG - is a greenhouse gas more impactful than
CO2, so these fugitive emissions are quite significant. 1.9 Mt CO2-e of LNG was leaked
from the Victorian transmission network in 2016, accounting for 1.8% of Victoria’s total
emissions5. Considering the 160 PJ supply capacity of the proposal - well over half
Victoria’s current demand - a significant portion of future fugitive emissions would enter
victoria through this Crib Point import terminal.
https://www.climatechange.vic.gov.au/information-and-resources/greenhouse-gas-emissions-in-victoria
https://www.industry.gov.au/sites/default/files/2020-04/estimating-greenhouse-gas-emissions-from-bushfires
-in-australias-temperate-forests-focus-on-2019-20.pdf
5
https://www.climatechange.vic.gov.au/ data/assets/pdf file/0033/395079/Victorian-Greenhouse-Gas-Emis
sions-Report-2018.pdf
3
4
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There is also the significant risk of releasing millions of tonnes of CO2 and other
greenhouse gases from natural carbon sinks in Westernport Bay. The seagrass
ecosystems in Westernport Bay are particularly susceptible to disturbances such as
temperature changes, oxidation, physical disturbances, smothering, or light obstruction6.
This is a substantial climate change and environmental risk which not only may release
millions of tonnes of CO2-e, but may jeopardise Westernport Bay’s carbon sequestration
potential. This would significantly reduce Victoria’s capacity to drawdown emissions
through Blue Carbon projects in Westernport, as well as reduce the natural carbon
sequestration of the region.

Project rationale and Energy Transition
Project rationale states that, according to the AEMO March 2020 Victorian Gas Planning
Update, Victoria will be in a LNG deficit by 2024. However, these projections do not
consider any reductions in demand7, especially in residential demand where cheaper,
more efficient, and more sustainable alternatives are already being adopted. This trend
away from gas is also supported by many local governments, many of whom are in the
early stages of supporting residential gas phase-out programs.
Although LNG is a “cleaner” fossil fuel than most, especially when compared to coal, it
remains a major contributor of greenhouse gas emissions; it is still causing climate
change. Cheaper, better, less destructive alternatives already exist and are already being
adopted. This undermines the proponent’s rationale and justification for the project, which
predicts a stable demand for gas in Victoria. This is not the time for half measures and
stopgaps in Victoria’s energy transition pathway. AGL and the Victorian government
should support, promote and invest in state-of-the-art, renewable energy technology rather
than soon-to-be obsolete, polluting technologies.

Failure to consider climate change impacts under the Climate
Change Act 2017
Under the Climate Change Act 2017, Victoria has set a 2050 target of net zero emissions
and the Minister is required to consider this goal and other climate change implications
when making a decision on the project in question. Given the lack of relevant information
Macreadie, P.I., Trevathan-Tackett, S.M., Skilbeck, C.G., Sanderman, J., Curlevski, N., Jacobsen, G. and
Seymour, J.R., 2015. Losses and recovery of organic carbon from a seagrass ecosystem following
disturbance. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 282(1817), p.20151537.
7
https://environmentvictoria.org.au/2020/06/03/victorian-gas-market-demand-side-measures-to-avoid-forecas
t-supply-shortfall/
6
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in the EES such as risks to regional carbon sinks, the lack of proposed alternatives such
as LNG demand reduction, and a complete lack of interrogation on the project’s underlying
rationale, it seems impossible for this obligation of the Minister’s to be met.
Furthermore, no interim emissions targets have yet been set because, as State Energy
Minister Lily D’Ambrosio said, “setting interim targets in the current environment is very
difficult.”8 While this delay is understandable, it is not understandable that this project’s
timeline, and especially the community engagement process, were not given similar
extensions and allowances. Due to this double standard, in effect, the decision to approve
this project could potentially happen in the absence of any interim targets, which should
have been set in March 2020. Due to the current lack of an energy transition plan and any
interim emissions reduction targets, and their legislated development and release, major
fossil fuel, high-emissions, high-risk projects such as this should not be preemptively
approved.

AGL and Sustainability Standards
AGL has its own Greenhouse Gas policy, however it is inconsistent with the Victorian
Government’s Climate Change Act 2017. AGL recognises the existence of Climate
Change, and ostensibly supports the Paris Agreement to keep global warming below 2
degrees C, however, AGL’s own decarbonisation targets are significantly lower than what
is required to meet the Paris Agreement. They are also not consistent with the Victorian
Government’s goals. AGL aims for complete decarbonisation in 2100, and “up to” a 70%
reduction in emissions by 2050.
In order to justify this exaggerated timeframe for decarbonisation, the EES reference’s
AGL’s 2015 Greenhouse Gas policy, which relies on a single sentence in the IPCC’s 2014
AR5 Report9. However, since this time the climate has changed much faster and more
drastically than predicted. The latest IPCC report, which was prepared in response to
UNFCCC’s Paris Agreement, recommends that
“Global net human-caused emissions of carbon dioxide (CO2) would need to fall by about
45 percent from 2010 levels by 2030, reaching ‘net zero’ around 2050.”
This is what is needed to curb climate change and meet our obligations under the Paris
Agreement. The Victorian and Commonwealth government support these goals, however,
https://reneweconomy.com.au/victoria-delays-setting-interim-emissions-targets-again-as-covid-digs-in-5322
2/
9
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/02/AR5 SYR FINAL SPM.pdf
8
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the project proponents clearly do not share them. As such, the risks and impacts
described in the EES are not consistent with achieving these goals, nor is the project’s
appropriateness considered in light of achieving these goals.

Failure of the consultation process
mpCAN has been frustrated by the inadequacy of the consultation process. The
community was given the opportunity to review and submit feedback on the hefty 11,000+
page document during the unprecedented stage 4 COVID-19 restrictions. In any other
year, this would have been met with a flurry of community activity to raise community
awareness and increase the strength of our opposition - rallies on our beaches, handing
out leaflets at market stalls, letter-drops, meetings with MPs and town hall meetings. All of
these are now in fact, illegal. The community had to cancel a family-friendly beach rally
that was scheduled for March 2020. The last such event (a ‘paddle out’ in 2019) attracted
thousands of people and was covered by several commercial news networks.10
The Mornington Peninsula’s largest age demographic has ostensibly been excluded from
the consultation process. According to 2016 Census data11, the median age of people in
the Mornington Peninsula Shire (LGA) was 46 years (significantly above the national
average of 37.) 24.6% of the population is aged over 65 y/o and 44.8% over 50 y/o.
Retirees are often highly engaged in community consultation projects, they are connected
to community issues through their association with face-to-face community organisations
and activities: religious services, public libraries and sporting clubs. However, none of
these local groups have been able to meet for months and as a result, many elderly
people will not have known this consultation period was happening. Local newspaper The
Leader has also stopped distributing hardcopy print versions of their papers during the
past 3 months, removing one of the very few ways that non-internet users could have
found out about the consultation process. Online activism, Zoom meetings, webinars and
social media are not accessible to many in this older demographic and their inclusion in
this process was not allowed for by AGL or by the State Government.
There has been an enormous community effort to mount a defence against this project,
but we have been hampered at every step of the way. Not only has the Mornington
Peninsula community had to deal with the emotional stress of the pandemic, but they have
also had to try to find time to wade through and respond to the EES while juggling the
Channel 9 News coverage of 2019 Paddle Out event,
https://twitter.com/9newsmelb/status/1081815962146430976?s=21XshAdDCke1Fa%3Fdl%3D0&fbclid=IwA
R2 bMMVZQN TwoSzRWh3AACy2VZ0KqIAzul6tPl7rQxPeXDi7PToVjxww
11
[5] 2016 Census Data, Australian Bureau of Statistics,
https://quickstats.censusdata.abs.gov.au/census services/getproduct/census/2016/quickstat/LGA25340#:~:t
ext=The%20median%20age%20of%20people,up%2024.6%25%20of%20the%20population.
10
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unique challenges of working from home and educating and caring for children at home.
From the experiential evidence of our own group, we know that the capacity of our
community to engage has been severely diminished during this time. mpCAN usually has
a solid attendance of at least 30 members who meet monthly. Since March our meetings
have transitioned to Zoom and average attendance has dropped by 50 - 75%. For every
formal submission made (even though we anticipate these to exceed 10,000), there would
be many people who were either unaware the consultation period was underway, or who
did not have the capacity to engage.

Conclusion
mpCAN strongly opposes the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Crib-Point to Pakenham
Pipeline project. It is totally inappropriate to undertake a project of this kind in the middle of
an internationally significant wetland and biosphere. Westernport Bay is home to
thousands of species, many of which are threatened and protected under multiple local
and international environmental laws. The EES is scant in evidence-based assurance that
these fragile ecosystems would be protected during the construction and operation of this
project. To proceed with this project would be an unjustifiable investment in Victoria’s fossil
fuel future and would be contradictory to Victoria’s target of net zero emissions by 2050.
Climate scientists on the International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) in 2018 warned
that in order to avoid catastrophic global warming we must not reach (or at the very
minimum, not exceed) 1.5 degrees of warming above pre-industrial levels. If we do not
massively limit greenhouse gas emissions and have the courage to oppose new fossil fuel
investments like this one, then all life on this planet will be severely and irreparably
compromised.

9
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My name is Wendy Haines and I visit Westernport Bay often.

Five generations of my family have been enriched by our holiday house in beautiful Westernport
Bay. On behalf of all Victorians, we feel deeply protective of this unique environment and
ecosystem. Once destroyed there will be no getting it back.

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,
Wendy Haines
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Others can speak with more authority on the unique natural value of Western Port
Bay, its global significance, and the threat posed by AGL’s proposal. In this time of
pandemic, life has slowed and many are reflecting on their previous use of time,
money and resources, and are instead appreciating deeper experiences, new
learnings, and closer relationships. In this context, I simply want to comment on the
social and economic aspects of the AGL proposal. Western Port Bay borders the
Shires of Mornington Peninsula, Casey, Cardinia and Bass Coast, with a total
population of 669,987 people. Thousands more own holiday homes and visit
regularly for weekends and holidays. In fact, 6.3 million people visited the
Mornington Peninsula in 2018, both day trippers and for overnight stays. They
spent $1.07 billion and contributed to 7386 direct tourism jobs. Sixteen per cent of
visits – and 25 per cent of expenditure – were to the Western Port side of the
peninsula. Visits to the Western Port side of the Mornington Peninsula have grown
by 88 per cent in six years. With the bay providing for sailing, fishing, surfing, other
sports, wildlife tourism, cruise ships, and much more, visitor numbers are expected
to grow further as Australians cut back on overseas holidays. Bass Coast Shire
enjoys 3.4 million annual visitors. Phillip Island and San Remo had 1.85 million
visitors in 2015 and this is expected to reach 3.4 million annually by 2035. The Shire
describes this region as the second most tourism-dependent area in Australia, after
Uluru. More than one third of residents are employed in tourism. On the other side
of the ledger is AGL. AGL has 120,499 shareholders, but the bulk of the company is
owned by 20 shareholders, who hold 61.3 per cent of the company’s 623,138,096
shares. This year AGL will pay a total dividend of 98 cents per share, a total payout
of $610 million. If the Crib Point project was to proceed, a fraction of future
dividends would come from Western Port Bay. The risks of this terminal would be
borne by locals, but any benefits would overwhelmingly go to others. Any impact on
the local ecology and wildlife – penguins, seals, dolphins – could have a devastating
impact on the contribution of tourism. And there are many other businesses –
agriculture, viticulture, fishing – which would also suffer severely if tourism declines.
Environmentally, financially and morally, this proposal does not stack up. Western
Port Bay and West Gippsland belong to all Victorians – not just AGL shareholders.
Western Port Bay has helped sustain many local and visitors through recent stressful
months, and we want to keep as it is – a haven for humans and nature. Western
Port Bay is priceless. Sources: • Coronavirus testing data by LGA, DHHS, August 23
2020 • Mornington Peninsula Visitor Journeys 2019 • Phillip Island and San Remo
Visitor Economy Strategy 2035 • AGL annual report 2020
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My name is Claire Greenhill and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Our oceans and wetlands are precious, we must protect beautiful Westernport Bay
from the destructive impacts of this project for people and 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. 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 h
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My name is Diane Keane and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The Bay has a unique ecology of marine animals, birds and flora. I want it be preserved as it
is for future generations and for the sustainability of its fragile ecosystems.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting

costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Diane Keane
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My name is Margie Reichelt and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Because it is an
unique area and we need to keep it as a healthy and clean from toxic materials . It’s
a rural area and should be kept that way. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on 3. community. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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 cas
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My name is Ciara Gardiner 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. 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
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My name is Diana Zulicki and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport bay is
important to me for many reasons.When the Bracks Labour Government made it a
Coastal Reserve in 2008 we thought it would be saved as a haven for migrating birds
and the mangrove ecosystem and for Melbournians to enjoy closeby. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit this discharge
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SUBMISSION TO PROPOSED AGL GAS IMPORT TERMINAL AND PIPELINE AT CRIB POINT EES

WESTERN PORT ENVIRONMENT
Western Port is a sheltered bay with strong tidal streams in channels, rocky intertidal areas,
sandy and muddy flats, seagrass beds, saltmarsh and mangroves. Together with the
surrounding catchment and drainage lines into the bay, it makes up the habitat for a richly
diverse range of wildlife.
The whole bay, covering an area of almost 60,000 hectares, from right around its coastline and
to a line from Pt Leo to near Cowes on Phillip Island and from Newhaven to the Bass coast is
listed under the international RAMSAR Convention as a wetland that is representative, rare or
unique or important for conserving biological diversity. It is of importance to international
migratory birds and provides essential feeding grounds for many birds that fly each year to the
coasts of Asia and the Arctic. Australia is a signatory to this convention and under the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 there are requirements for
approval of activities which have or are likely to have a significant impact on the ecological
character of a declared RAMSAR wetland. Australia also has obligations as a member of the East
Asian-Australasian Flyway Partnership which is a network of partners aiming to protect
migratory waterbirds. These birds are known to be sensitive to light, noise and pollution and
many of them have very specific feeding requirements and are under increasing pressures from
loss of habitat in other parts of their migratory route.
The Western Port region is designated as a Biosphere Reserve under UNESCO’s Man and the
Biosphere Program, which is based on principles of conservation and sustainable ways for
humans to live with the environment. Such recognition of the significance of Western Port
deserves careful consideration.
There are unknown risks of damage to marine life caused by the proposed regasification unit
which would suck up sea water and discharge it 7degrees cooler and containing chlorides.
These risks include habitat loss, sedimentation, noise and light pollution, disruption to marine
life, introduction of marine pests and the risk of chemical and petroleum leaks and spills. The
project would involve 40 tanker ships a year moving in and out of the bay. Modelling cited by
the State Department of Environment, Land Water and Planning, in its Western Port
Management Plan, shows that an oil spill in the vicinity would result in a rapid rate of dispersal
to shorelines and seagrass meadows and sensitive marine national parks. Seagrass beds are
very important breeding grounds for fish and crucial in the food chain. They are subject to
losses caused by shipping, anchorages and changes to incoming drainage from waterways.

The Western Port Management Plan reports pressures and stresses on the environment that
have been inadequately identified and resourced and sets out actions to address matters such
as maintaining water quality and maintaining the diversity of habitats and abundance of fish
and waterbirds. These processes should not be jeopardized by the risky AGL gas project.
The proposed pipeline is 60 km long with a 30 m corridor passing through conservation and rail
reserves, agricultural areas and rural residential properties. It would involve a loss of 150,000
sq m of natural vegetation and consequently fauna. It goes through waterways that are
important for the preservation of flora and fauna, such as Watson’s Creek which is graded by
the Victorian Government as class 1, meaning its drainage into saltmarsh and mangrove areas
must not be disturbed. There are further risks of habitat interference from soil chemistry
disturbance and compaction and the introduction of weeds and feral pests.
Western Port has long been cared for by groups such as the Western Port and Peninsula
Protection Council. Their commitment deserves respect. It is an area much valued by local
families and the wider community for its peace and natural beauty, its wildlife, its
opportunities for recreation and tourism. Such an intrusive and potentially damaging project
should not be allowed to proceed.
The environment of Western Port is too precious and too sensitive to subject it to a project
with such risks that are unknown and may be unmanageable.

ENERGY AND CLIMATE CHANGE

The proposed regasification unit to be sited at Crib Point is part of a whole process that involves
the extraction and transport of gas, refrigeration, compression to liquid form, transport of
liquid, regasification at Crib Point and transport by pipeline of gas inland. Why go through all
this process when Australia is exporting gas???
This process involves many stages that use fossil fuels and risk spills and leakage. Leakage of
methane from the Australian gas industry is yet to be quantified but methane emission is
rapidly rising due to the expansion of the natural gas industry. Methane is 80 times more
potent at warming the planet over a 20 year period than is carbon dioxide. A quarter of global
warming is believed to be caused by methane emissions. The combustion of natural gas is now
the fastest growing source of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere.
This information is cited by a group of scientific experts including a number on the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change and the ANU’s Climate Change Institute. These

scientists have written to the Chief Scientist of Australia calling into question his support for the
use of gas as an energy source as it is not consistent with a safe climate and is in opposition to
the evidence gathered by the Australian scientific community.
It is not appropriate to set up a new gas facility when the science gainsays it and the
transition from fossil fuels to renewable sources of energy is imperative.

We have an obligation to our children and children’s children and all interdependent life
forms to do all we can to promote their wellbeing.
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My name is Janus Karnowski and I live in the Westernport Bay
area.
For the past 60 years I have lived, sailed, fished, scuba dived,
walked around and studied the pristine waters of our bay including
its diverse sea life, natural bush land and the unique wetlands and
mangroves that fringe it. I am extremely anxious that all of this is
now in jeopardy of being destroyed.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to
the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues, which should
deem in 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 risk of further destroying the marine life and its
ecosystem.
Natural ecological processes underpin the important habitats and
the diverse range of animals they support in Western Port.
Understanding if and where nutrients accumulate in marine
systems is an important element of any environmental
management strategy, particularly where nutrients are considered
to be under a major threat.
In 1982, a large portion of Western Port was designated as a
wetland of international importance due to its unique rare
ecosystem. (Ramsar Convention). How is AGL going to ensure
this is protected under this convention?
If the project is approved, AGL will need to continuously dump up
to 468 million litres of cold, chlorinated water in its process to heat
and evaporate the liquid Gas from -246 degrees centigrade, into
the Bay each day and this combined with ship shadowing, will
have a major effect on the fragile ecosystem’s food chain, that has
provided life in the mud flats and its chain of habitats.
It is hard to imagine the impact of millions of litres of water, with its
sea life (plankton etc) being sucked up into the ships intake then
mixed with millions of litres of chlorine, and dumped out as a
spent, cold, toxic mixture that has destroyed all Zooplankton, a key
component of the marine food chain.

This enormous quantity of colder, chlorinated water would be
dispersed with the current and being much colder will settle down
over the seabed thereby starving marine wildlife and eventually
making it inhabitable.
This ongoing, destructive, continuous process will also eventually
destroy the northeast feeding grounds of its micro-biological life
due to this chemical cooling system lowering water temperature by
7 degrees and thus causing a detrimental change in temperature
on the sea bed. The cooling outcome is a real risk to the survival of
the fragile eco structure of one of Australia's unique pristine bays.
Another concern I have is that there hasn’t been any study
undertaken on the effects on the seabed of the large and constant
ship shadowing from a ship of such magnitude. See attached
diagram.
The water system of our bay is very fragile and is currently already
impacted by climate change, wind direction, higher tides and run
offs from the land and the recent increase of industry in the
northern part of the bay, which is the main food table.
Also the location of the proposed AGL project is in the gateway to
the natural feeding grounds of almost all marine life in this part of
the bay. Its position is in the narrow strait between French Island
and Hastings, will cause a tunneling all the contaminated cold
water toward the main marine feeding grounds in a clockwise
direction, around the island. This process and tidal flow direction
will further starve marine life over a period of time.
As someone who has witnessed over many, many years the
continual erosion of the coast line, the impact of pollutants from oil
spills, dredging, over commercial fishing and climate change, I
greatly fear that this impending threat to our fragile bay could be
disastrous.
Yours sincerely,
Janus Karnowski

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2838

Request to be heard?: Yes
Full Name:

John Neve

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Westernport bay

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

the science is crystal clear that their is no place for fossil fuels in our energy mix
Clean energy is the only way to avoid runaway global warming and provide a healthy
economic future for future generations The people of westernport are unanimous
NO AGL GAS Please listen to the people and act accordingly
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My name is Jesse Linkins and I visit Westernport Bay often. It’s the reason we are
moving to phillip island! The beautiful natural environment. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the 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 tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attemp
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AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
OBJECTION LETTER
A submission from Millers Bread Kitchen
Business: Miller’s Bread Kitchen
ABN: 48626622035
Owners: Rebecca Graley, Vanessa Graley and Tyler Miller
Number of employees: 25
Submission written by: Rebecca and Vanessa Graley on behalf of Millers Bread Kitchen
Introduction
Millers Bread Kitchen (MBK) is a family run business owned by Tyler (the baker), Rebecca
and Vanessa. Tyler and Vanessa are married with a little girl named Pearl and Rebecca and
Vanessa are twin sisters. We all grew up on our beloved Mornington Peninsula and have
returned after many years of living in Melbourne, predominantly working as professionals in
the Local Government sector. Being inspired and craving an outlet to express how we feel
about food and wanting to share this with the greater community our business Millers bread
Kitchen (MBK) was born and established at the end of 2018.
Having grown up on the Mornington Peninsula all owners are fundamentally and
wholeheartedly invested in ensuring that the Mornington Peninsula and the surrounding areas
are preserved, cherished and not jeopardised. Which includes being exposed to fossil fuel
projects that would detrimentally impact the amenity of the area and the environmentally
significant Westernport Bay. On this basis, Miller's Bread Kitchen, it's employees and
overwhelmingly, the owners, object to the proposed AGL regasification plant planned in
Westernport Bay.
Please accept this submission as evidence and support to reject AGL’s proposed
regasification plant in Westernport Bay.
We love our beautiful blue planet and in everything we do at MBK, we have our mother earth
in mind, as we try through our daily actions to reduce our impact on our environment. Some
examples of this collective consciousness include: collaborating with local farms to compost
all of our green waste, installing a solar system covering the entirety of our roof in order to
drastically reduce our greenhouse gas emissions, having a plastic free drinks fridge and
installing a filtered water station that provides still, sparkling and cold water for our customers
to refill their own water vessels, to prevent the use of single usage ones being purchased. We

are constantly exploring further ways that we can reduce our footprint, an objective that is at
the forefront of all of our decisions and projects moving forward.
Being both an eat-in and take away business we have the pleasure of interacting with a wide
range of clientele and customers from the Mornington Peninsula and surrounding areas. With
these encounters we are able to gauge what our community expects and wants, and what we
have found, is that the overwhelming majority of our community object to the AGL Gas Import
Jetty and Pipeline Project in going ahead. Gratifyingly our community cares about the
environment, they have a strong connection to their land, their homes and the clean air and
water that sustain them. All things that will be jeopardized if this project was permitted to go
ahead. We as a community say no to the AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project.
This is supported by the fact that the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council have declared an
Environmental Emergency and have adopted a comprehensive Climate Emergency Plan
called Ensuring our Future. This plan has been overwhelmingly supported by our community,
a community which supports strong and decisive action on climate change and actions to
ensure that our Peninsula has a sustainable and prosperous future.
Although there are a myriad of reasons why the AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
(AGLGIJPP) should not be permitted, MBK will focus on the reasons from a business
perspective and also from a personal perspective, from the owners, who have all grown up on
the Mornington Peninsula and who deeply care about this very special place that they call
home.
Submission structure
On behalf of Miller’s Bread Kitchen we would like 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. We expect
that this submission will be taken into consideration, its content verified and that the right
decision is then made- being, that this project be REFUSED .
Please find below our points to consider and the basis of our objection to this project.
1. We must adhere to the facts and science
Climate change is here and is now and our world is suffering its ill consequences! This is a
fact- we must adhere to the facts/science and ensure that the correct decisions are made to
ensure that our children inherit a habitable planet.
We must act immediately and with decisive action if we have any chance to ensure that we
have a future that has the capability of sustaining our needs as a society. Just recently we
suffered terribly as a business and as residents, as we watched and choked on smoke, drifting
across the bay and engulfing our Peninsula during the catastrophic bushfires of the summer
of 2019/20. Fires roared across our state, killing over 1 billion animals, leaving many people
homeless and having such dire consequences for our already suffering environment. These
fires were a result of our environment, our state, our country and our planet increasingly drying
out, loosing it’s moisture, resilience and balance due to climate change. What we are now
experiencing is the outcome of years of negligence by our Governments on every level to act
on climate change. Organisations (such as AGL), businesses and individuals must now
adhere to the facts, and take decisive action on climate change. Decisive action means
keeping global temperatures well below 2 degrees warming and not investing in any more
fossil fuel project such as the AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project. Even at the current
level of warming due to climate change we are encountering the warming and drying out of
our environment which is leading to more extreme outcomes, one being its susceptibility to
fire. Climate experts and scientists around the world are informing us that only the strongest

possible emissions reductions, together with the drawing down of greenhouse gases from the
atmosphere, gives us any real chance of remaining below 1.5 degrees of warming by the end
of the century. Even at the current level of warming we are seeing and experiencing severe
and catastrophic weather (this recent summer being one example) and the outcomes of this
being incomprehensible. Ice caps are melting, the arctic has been on fire, coral reefs are dying,
glaciers that have never melted before are melting and unique and carbon rich ecosystems
are becoming less resilient to fire eg- The Amazon Rainforest. We are past the point of
ignorance and ignoring the suffering due to climate change and we have a responsibility as
adults, as decision makers and informed individuals to do what is right. Doing what is right
means saying no to further investment into fossil fuel exploration, infrastructure or projects.
This must be a decisive and non-negotiable action. Gas consists mainly of methane, and its
role in global warming is significant. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 2019
Special report on global warming of 1.5°C outlines the significant contribution that Methane
makes to global warming, its effect on the carbon budget and the urgent need to to make deep
cuts to methane emissions if we are to adhere to the modelled pathways that limit warming to
1.5°C. Given that the proposed AGL gas pipeline burns fossil fuels at every point of the
process of extraction and transportation this project should be rejected and given that the
likelihood of it leaking into the immediate atmosphere this project should be rejected. The AGL
Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project goes against the facts that are telling us that we must
take the strongest possible emissions reduction action, this project is not conducive to
ensuring that our climate and environment does not suffer. This project is an outrageous
backwards step and must not be permitted.
2. This project will have a negative effect on local businesses on the Mornington Peninsula
The Mornington Peninsula and more specifically Westernport Bay, is a valued and pristine
area for tourists, holiday makers and residents who visit the area during the holiday period.
This area is unique because of its natural beauty and its flora and fauna which is not found
anywhere else. The Mornington Peninsula is reqularly described as “Melbourne’s
Playground”. In particular the Ramsar wetlands which we, as community members and
business owners owe a significant amount of gratitude towards, given it’s appeal and ability to
attract so many people from all over Australia. Westernport Bay is renowned for its beaches
and the Ramsar wetlands which are responsible for incredibly unique biodiversity and
ecosystems, which also have a significant role to play in drawing down carbon from the
atmosphere and aiding in inhibiting the effects of climate change. Westernport Bay is special,
it is important, and it should be protected and preserved.
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.
Our business, like all businesses on the Mornington Peninsula rely on the summer period to
attract people to the Mornington Peninsula to stay and spend their time. The Westernport
Bay region is an essential attribute to attracting these people to the Peninsula and this
pipeline will put this Bay and the lucrative summer period in jeopardy due to its operation.
We need for our coastline, the biggest draw card to the Mornington Peninsula to be
protected and preserved. The AGL pipeline is in direct opposition to what is in the best

interest of all businesses on the Mornington Peninsula, that rely on this region known for it’s
pristine beaches and its abundant flora and fauna.
The Mornington Peninsula is known as a holiday destination but less apparent is the
significant social and economic challenges faced by our residents and our customers and
Miller’s Bread Kitchen. What we know is the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Residents in six townships suffer housing stress that is higher than the Australian average
One third suffer rental stress
Weekly household income is $1276, much less than the rest of greater Melbourne ($1542)
9.3% more reports of family violence than Melbourne metro average and 16% of our
homeless residents sleep rough every night
And that this social and economic disadvantage will be amplified by the effects of COVID-19.
Independent research has identified that for the Mornington Peninsula, the relative negative
economic impacts of COVID-19 are forecast to be greater than for Australia overall
Our Gross Regional Product will fall by 21% compared with a 6.9% drop for Australia.
The Mornington Peninsula stands to lose 5,900 jobs, representing an 11% reduction in
employment
Many of our largest industries are being hit hardest by the COVID-19 crisis:






Accommodation
Food
Retail
Arts and culture
Construction

These play a key role in our tourism sector, which supports 7% of jobs, compared to 6% for
Victoria and 6.2% for Australia. These impacts are expected to exacerbate the underlying
vulnerability that exists due to the significant social and economic challenges faced by our
residents.
In light of the above, it is increasingly important to acknowledge and invest in our tourism
trade and our natural environment that supports a magnitude of jobs and income for our
community. The proposed AGL project will undoubtedly jeopardise our natural world and
exacerbate the above, the already significant challenges that the Mornington Peninsula
region has.
3. We need to protect our natural environment
As a society we have had the privilege or growing up amongst our beautiful natural
environment that provides for us the clean water that we drink and the clean air that we breath.
It gives us pleasure when we walk amongst the trees and watch the animals flourish. It has
been found that our mental and physical health can be greatly improved if we have a strong
connection with nature and spend time, absorbing and recognising the role it plays.
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.
Conclusion
We, the business owners of Millers Bread Kitchen, on behalf of our team, formally object to
the AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project. This project is a disaster for our business, our
community, and our environment and must be stopped. Westernport Bay is an incredibly
important asset that must be protected and maintained for its biodiversity value (it contains 3
National Parks) and is a Ramsar wetland) and recreational value. The Mornington Peninsula
has been labelled “Melbourne’s Playground”, a place where people come and enjoy the
pristine environment this sacred stretch of coastline has to offer. All of this will be put at risk if
the AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project is allowed to continue as 4.5 million litres of
cold chlorinated water is pumped back into the bay which will kill marine life and ecosystems.
Subsequently our business will suffer incalculable losses if this project is allowed to continue
as our business relies on tourism during the summer period in order to survive. It is simple,
people are not going to visit the Peninsula if the beaches and natural environment are
sacrificed and ruined.
Miller’s Bread Kitchen is an incredibly small business in comparison to AGL, an organisation
which should be leading with sustainability practices at the forefront of every decision being
made, showing smaller businesses like ours that a prosperous future is possible without the
reliance of fossil fuels. AGL should be leading businesses like ours into the future by adhering
and acknowledging the facts, showing us the way by making truthful and honest decisions and
exploring and implementing any alternative to fossil fuels. Where are we at as a society if the
organisation that we rely on, like AGL, that have the ability to do the right thing, choose not
to? What hope do we have?
It seems unfair that we as a society, and as business owners, have to keep fighting for what
is right, keep fighting for our livelihood not be jepordized, to keep fighting for our climate and
environment to stop being compromised by the continued investment into fossil fuels.
We, as a community, do not need this pipeline, there are no gas shortages, and in this current
environmental and ecological emergency we should not be investing in any new fossil fuel
projects.
We, as a community, understand the facts, we adhere to the science, we are informed and
skilled and therefore, we do not support this pipeline.
We, as a community, do not want this pipeline, we stand together against AGL and we stand
united and strong.
Do what is right- REJECT this proposal.
Yours Sincerely,
Miller’s Bread Kitchen Team
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My name is Danielle Gibson and I care greatly about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is a beautiful part of our Peninsula that I cherish and love to visit.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people
to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable
on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments
in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in
soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn
into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend
on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Danielle Gibson
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My name is Stephanie Presser and I visit Westernport Bay often.
The nature and biodiversity of the ecosystem and the coastline benefits the lifestyles of locals
and tourists. If it was harmed or lost, the character of the region would be devastated and shows
clear disrespect and selfishness by agl.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts
of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in
the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained
most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
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,
Stephanie Presser
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My name is Sylvie Walker and I live in the Westernport Bay area. My father died
there. Since, it has become a place of emotional and environmental need 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. 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
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I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. Its home to not only Victorians,
but some of the most beautiful native flora and fauna in the world I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. Natural environments play a crucial role in
both the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The
potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress
and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on
these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has
shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their
role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has
contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
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My name is Yvonne smith and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is where my children learnt about the sea, the creatures that reside there
and the importance of protecting the environment so that future generations will be able to
experience its uniqueness. Perhaps now with covid19 so detrimentally affecting our way of
life, Westernport Bay has become for me, even more important as a place to seek sanctuary
from the worries that we are now experiencing. It would be horrendous if Westernport Bay is
damaged.
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 recognized 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.
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.

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

unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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 20year 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,
Gemma Davenport
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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,
Noelene Carr
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My name is Staci Bakewell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Without ceasing our reliance on fossil fuels things are only going to get worse - bushfires, drought,
they're only getting worse and the burning of fossil fuels is contributing to the irreversible damage to
the planet and the climate change crisis.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment

but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Staci Bakewell
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I am a resident and avid scuba diver on the Mornington Peninsula, underwater
photographer, writer for an international scuba magazine and founder of Melbourne
Scuba Dive Reports and Melbourne and Spider Crabs Melbourne. I dive several
times a month at Flinders. I am deeply concerned about the devastating,
catastrophic impacts that the AGL proposal at Crib Point will have on Westernport's
unique marine environment. This project presents immediate critical threats and
elevated long terms risks to Westernport's marine environment which is home to
many unique species including our state's marine emblem, the weedy sea dragon.
Everything I have read about this project suggests that the proposed site is
categorically unsuitable for the purpose being proposed and that tremendous
damage to marine and terrestrial ecosystems is inevitable should this development
be given the green light. I urge decision makers to count the unconscionable and
irreversably devastating true costs of this project against the lure of financial profits
which essentially equate to 'selling the soul' of this region for monetary gain. Please
reject the proposed Gas Import Jetty Works and Pipeline works.

