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I grew up on the Mornington Peninsula and surfed the many fun waves it had to
offer me as a child. I was able to witness the beautiful waters, creatures and reefs
this area has to offer. It would be devastating to ruin this unique ecosystem. There
are too many risks to wetlands, tourism and ecology of the bay. Australia should be
moving towards renewable energy in order to combat climate change.
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My name is Ceri Pritchard and I live in Somers , and concerned like many others of the impact of the
AGL gas import terminal proposed for 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 make 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 beautiful natural unspoiled aspect of Westernport Bay - an important breeding ground for fish,
and birds. The mangroves that grow along much of the coastline completing a natural eco system to date largely unspoiled by industry
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
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 only preliminary studies and the EES
should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is a tourism-dependent region in Victoria . 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 negatively on Phillip Island
continuing as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood to be 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 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.
Sincerely,
Ceri Pritchard
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21st August 2020

To Whom It May Concern,
I visit the Westernport Bay area often, I surf in it, camp at Pt Leo and walk along all of its beaches.
And I do all of this with my parents and my children, all three generations love and appreciate it.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
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 Grant
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Submission EES AGL & APA Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline Project
Rosemary Vernon 17th August 2020
I thank the committee and Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission.
I am writing as a Somers resident having a deep connection with Westernport Bay. I started
learning to surf at Point Leo in 1973, and still love it today. I have lived near the bay all my adult
life, having previously lived at other places on the Peninsula, including Balnarring and Point Leo.
My husband and I are now retired and much of our lives revolve around the beach, surfing,
swimming, stand up paddle boarding, kayaking, walking on the beach, bird watching, and
introducing our grandchildren to the wonders of Westernport Bay.
When I first heard of AGL's plan for a gas import terminal at the neighbouring suburb of Crib Point,
I was shocked. Having read relevant parts of their EES I am no happier. I do not think it adequately
reports on the obvious impacts to the marine ecology, and the effects on marine mammals in
particular. One of my greatest joys since moving to Somers four years ago, is seeing our local
dolphins. My submission will focus firstly on what I’ve learnt about our local pod, and secondly how
I think the AGL project could adversely impact them.
There is some confusion about the classification of the dolphins. They were called Burrunan
dolphins (Tursiops Australis) a new and separate species in 2011, only found in southern Australia,
and were listed as endangered under Victoria’s Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act. However, a recent
dispute in March this year, has had them reclassified as Common Bottlenose Dolphins, as the
differences were too small to warrant a seperate species. Despite this outcome, they are still
worthy of protection, particularly in Westernport Bay, as their small number makes them
vulnerable.
Our local pod are often seen in the waters between Sandy Point and Balnarring. The Dolphin
Research Institute are aware of the dolphins in Westernport Bay but say they are yet to be studied
properly and population numbers are not well understood. They work mostly with the larger
population in Port Phillip Bay. Because of this lack of knowledge, I have decided to include what I
have learnt about the Westernport dolphins as part of this submission, so it will go on public
record. I have spoken to Jeff Weir from DRI and will be sharing my findings with him as soon as we
are able to meet.
My husband and I, along with other locals snorkelers have seen our resident dolphins on many
occasions, and are gathering valuable information about them. Whilst swimming, we are not
supposed to approach closer than 30 metres, but they are naturally curious and often swim
towards us and seem keen to interact. Thanks to their interest in people, I have been able to take
much video footage of them, as I always have my go pro with me when I’m snorkelling. In the last
few months with little else to do due to the Covid restrictions, I have had plenty of time to study,
spending numerous hours analysing video and taking stills from it, to aid with ID. As a result, I
have been able to successfully identify the main five individuals from our local pod. I know their
gender, fin markings and even have names for them (not in any official capacity, but it's a good
way to remember them). Occasionally I have seen more than the five regulars. I was actually
surprised to find evidence (fin ID) of four other dolphins that have been in the area.
Dolphins have complex social structures and often live in groups with an older matriarch and other
females raising their calves together. In this instance the males usually are in a seperate pod. They
do also live in family groups, although this isn’t as common; however this seems the most likely
scenario for this pod. The five most seen in the area seem to be a family group, but I am unclear
as to their relationship with the other four. At this stage I am referring to them as visitors. At least
five of these dolphins live here all year round. We see them regularly throughout the year and most
frequently in Summer. One older male has a very ragged fin and so is easily identifiable. Long term
residents have seen him in the area for many many years, and locals call him Freddie. I have
photographic evidence that he is definitely a male (although many have assumed that it may be a
female and likely matriarch of the pod).

2.
Freddie was very present when the older female, had her last calf, in late 2017. I call her Ginger,
(as in Fred & Ginger). Whenever we swam with them, Freddie was always nearby. This is very
unusual, as the calf rearing is usually left to females. Ginger is definitely a female, I have seen the
calf feeding from her and she still has an enlarged abdomen. She only has two small nicks in her
dorsal fin, although she is obviously quite mature with many marks on her body. Females don’t
play as rough as the males, and seem to get less damage to their dorsal fins. The calf has a white
marking on the left side of his head. Another local snorkeler (Sue) thought of the name Blaze. He is
a male, I have pictures of his under side showing this clearly. Blaze already has one small nick low
on his dorsal fin and a scrape at the base.
The next two in the pod, I am assuming are older siblings. There is a female that is still not fully
grown, with a perfectly clean dorsal fin, who I call Smooth. She is likely the previous calf. Calves
stay with their mothers for three to six years, and some even stay for life. So it is highly likely that
she is Blaze's sister.
Finally another male who I call Felix, as he has marks on his back in front of the dorsal fin, that
look like the letters FE. Strangely enough, there is also a mark that looks like an F on the right side
of his dorsal fin. His fin has two notches, the upper one is longer and shallow. If he is indeed an
older sibling, he would be nearly old enough to leave and find a mate, but as of the first half of
2020, he is still in the pod.
Here are some group images. It is a bit rare to see this many close together, as they often spread
out and you are more likely to see them in groups of two or three.

The main group of five,
taken April 2019.
Felix in the foreground, Blaze
under Ginger, Smooth left of
Ginger, and Freddie in the
background.
NB this was Blaze's usual
position when he was young
and is probably why his dorsal
fin bends to the left.

The regular group with one
extra, (far left) captured in
February 2020.

All images & uploaded video © 2020 Rosemary Vernon

3.
I will now include images of the individual Burrunan dolphins from the Westernport pod.
This is 'Freddie' likely the oldest and definitely the most easily identifiable.

Note his ragged dorsal fin.

This shot above is from 2019, below 2020...becoming more damaged.

This is a bit graphic, but yes he is
definitely a male. I tried to get a
shot that showed both the dorsal
fin and the genitalia in the same
image.

4.
'Ginger', adult female, mate of Freddie, and mother of Blaze.
Note, the 2 notches on her rather tall dorsal fin, and distended abdomen.

5.
'Blaze', male calf of Ginger & Freddie
The first 3 shots were taken in early 2018 when Blaze was still very young, first 2 with his mother.
The other photos are more current as of 2020.

Note the white
mark on left side
coming up from
the pectoral fin,
which has become
more noticeable
with age, single
notch out of fin.

This shot shows that Blaze is a male.

The top of his dorsal fin bends to the left.

6.
'Smooth', female, probable sister of Blaze.
Clean dorsal fin, she doesn’t appear fully grown.

This last shot shows she is a
female. Genital slit with
mammary slits at each side.

7.
'Felix' male, probable family member.
Has 2 notches on of his dorsal fin, the top one being longer and not as deep.

F on dorsal fin

Note the markings like letters FE on the front left
section of his back. His fin also leans to the left.

This shot shows Felix is a male.

8.
I will include some images of those seen less frequently.
I do know not their gender and have no names for them.
Visitor 1
Darker in colour and has quite a thick dorsal fin that bends to the right. It has two notches in the
dorsal fin.

The darker one on the left.

Fin notches, bigger one half way
up and smaller one below.

The fin has a noticeable lean to
the right.

9.
Visitor 2

Dorsal fin has the end missing and a rough
surface on the under side.

Visitors 3 and 4

3 has two notches out of the dorsal fin similar to Ginger, but the fin shape is different and also has
a white mark at the front.
4 has a ragged fin and a bit missing from the top, it is quite dark in colouring.

In summary, I have identified nine individual dolphins seen in the Westernport area. They seem to
cruise down the bay at least as far as Balnarring and are often seen moving further east up the bay
towards Crib Point and the proposed AGL site.

Freddie

Ginger

Blaze

Smooth

Felix

Vis 1

Vis 2

Vis 3

Vis 4

The reason I have spent so much time introducing this pod of dolphins, is to highlight that they do
definitely live in these waters, and I believe they could be severely impacted by the proximity of the
AGL project if it goes ahead. As a small vulnerable group, they definitely are worthy of protection.
Also because the older ones have been in this area for a very long time, possibly thirty years, if
locals are correct! It would be highly stressful for them if they had to move to unfamiliar waters, due
to noise levels or lack of food.
In a relatively short time, as an amateur researcher, I have been able to find out much about them
and their behaviours. I think this is quite a rare and a unique opportunity. My next aim is to try to
identify and understand some of their acoustic repertoire, and individual whistles. I have several
clips, where they are being quite vocal, I will up load a couple of examples. I feel very strongly
about protecting these dolphins, and ensuring they get to stay in these waters unaffected by
industry or anything that would impact them in a negative way.
I also wrote a song on the issue with accompanying local dolphin footage. If anyone is interested,
here is the YouTube link. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hTxV6vY35B4

This brings me to the EES.
I have several questions for AGL:
1.What modelling has been done comparing the present sound levels in Westernport Bay with the
levels when an FSRU is in operation? Including longterm effects on marine species. You state in
the ESS that fish will be driven away by the noise in the immediate area. How will this affect
dolphins and whales who are very dependant on sound to communicate, socialise, find food, find a
mate, etc What modelling has been done to determine from what distance dolphins and whales will
be able to hear the noise from the FSRU? And on the effect of noise from the increased number or
large vessels coming in and out of the bay?
I have read research articles from overseas stating that dolphins and whales are severely impacted
by noise levels. Dolphins were found to abbreviate their communications in noisy situations,
reducing their ability to function properly. Noise pollution causes mental stress, and damage to
ears. Dolphins were in-fact found to leave noisy areas in search of quieter waters only returning
once the noise stops. As I understand it, the noise of the FSRU will be fairly constant. Does that
mean our dolphins will be driven away and that whales will stop visiting?
2. What modelling has been done on the long term effect of the chlorinated water that will be
discharged into the bay, at the alarming rate of over 450 million litres per day. I calculated that this
is equivalent to 180 Olympic sized swimming pools! In your EES you state that it will mingle with
the surrounding water and dissipate. But if this is happening every day, surely there would be a
cumulative effect. Have you done modelling to determine chlorine levels after one year of
operation, after five years? The only mention of the impact of chlorinated water on species in your
EES was to barramundi, why was no testing done using endemic species? And assuming there is
an impact on some species, how will this affect the food chain and have you modelled the effect on
food supply for marine mammals into the future?
As I understand it is currently illegal under Victorian law to dump toxic waste water into the bay.
How can you even be considering this to be acceptable? Why should laws be rewritten to
accommodate you, at the expense of this fragile RAMSAR Wetland that we should be protecting!
3. What modelling has been done on the effect of the lowering in temperature of the surrounding
water? What impact will that have on the ecology? If the water being discharged apart from being
chlorinated is also 7 degrees cooler, surely that will impact plant and animal species in the adjacent
area. What modelling has been done on the long term effects, say in ten years time? Will anything
be living in the area at all?

11.
4. Another thing of particular concern, is the fact that by your own admission, marine life will
be killed as it is sucked into the intake valves. Your only partial solution is to slow the rate of flow,
so marine creatures would have a chance to swim away. While this may be true of some larger
fish; smaller fish, plankton, spawn, microorganisms, etc would hardly have the intelligence to make
a decision to swim away. The long term effect of huge quantities of these small creatures being
killed must have a drastic impact the marine ecology. What modelling have you done regarding
this? If small species are effectively removed, what larger species of fish, penguins, seals and
dolphins will be impacted?
5. AGL you admit there are risks associated with your project but that you will do your best to
minimise the risks. My question to you is, why is any risk acceptable? Why should a largely foreign
owned company such as yourself be able to come into a pristine environmentally sensitive area
and basically commit environmental crimes? Your track record on the environment is well known. If
something goes wrong, obviously you will get another fine. But what about our bay, a fine won’t fix
it or bring things back to life!
As a concerned local resident who loves this area, I strongly object to your proposal. How are you
going to personally compensate me if the dolphins move away, or worse still are harmed? I will be
devastated! I understand you are offering 7.5 million dollars in compensation to the local
community. How is that going to be fairly distributed? Please keep your money and abandon this
project. No amount of money is adequate!
To Minister Wynne,
I understand that you are the Planning Minister, and you probably have reasons for wanting this
project to go ahead. Your unwillingness to give the community extra time to respond to the EES
under stage 3 & 4 Covid 19 restrictions, (other than the initial 10 days) has caused a great deal of
stress to those wanting to respond, and is unfair considering AGL had two years to prepare the
document. I was one of the many who emailed you requesting a pause in the proceedings, but to
no avail. Anyway, we have done our best under trying circumstances.
I implore you to please seriously consider the environmental impact of this project, and the unique
and wonderful area that is Westernport Bay. There is much at stake! As well as the obvious
environmental concerns, what about the effect on tourism for example? What if Victoria's biggest
tourist draw card, the Penguin Parade, had no penguins? What if there was some sort of incident
with major effect on the bay? No risk is acceptable!
You do have many other options. The government could head in the direction of renewables, or
stop exporting so much gas, if we need it here. If you must persist with gas imports, AGL could find
a less environmentally sensitive location, or you could look at other proposals such as Viva
Energy's Geelong hub. It only needs a 6.5 km pipeline to connect to existing infrastructure, and it is
in an already industrialised area.
Please Mr Wynne, don’t let this happen. AGL have a very poor track record on the environment,
they can’t be trusted. I am not an activist, I have never voted Greens, I have voted Labour all my
life. I am just a concerned citizen who cares about this area and wants future generations to be
able to love and appreciate it as we do.
The Federal Government has promised $25,000,000 for a National Centre of Coasts and Climate
at Point Nepean. The centre will champion research on marine and coastal ecosystems. Lovely
news, but seriously what is the point of that, if around the corner in Westernport you're allowing
more than 450 million litres of super cold, chlorinated water to be dumped into the bay every day!
Minister Wynne, please consider the evidence, don’t let this project go ahead.

Thank you for your time,
Rosemary Vernon

12.
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My name is Joan Selby Smith and I visit Westernport Bay often due to the fact that
my family shares a holiday house with my brother’s family.
I have holidayed on Phillip Island since the 1950s, and I love its many and varied
beaches, the multitude of walks now available along beaches, headlands
overlooking spectacular seascapes, via boardwalks through wetlands and along
bush tracks.
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 the
amenity of the areas surrounding the terminal both for humans and the wildlife which
inhabits the sea and adjacent areas. Also, the impact of further investment in the
fossil fuel industry at this critical stage in the fight against climate change should
mean that the project should not even be considered.
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 (around 40 more visits a year) coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean anglers and sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Anglers will enjoy a smaller 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 and 2015. We cannot afford to continue to lose more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump over 400 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

(aopproximately 70 C cooler than the bay’s temperature) 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 should be another trigger sufficient to put a stop to this proposal.
It is also 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 hinder 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.
Finally, and perhaps most importantly, climate scientists and millions of Australians
now know that climate change is not 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,

Joan Selby Smith
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SUBMISSION AGAINST AGL’S GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE PROJECT at WESTERNPORT BAY
By Lois Logan.
I am against this development. I am a resident of Mornington Peninsula Shire, living in Mount Eliza
and often using the beautiful nature walks along the shoreline and through the mangrove covered
salt marsh flats, particularly between Hastings and Crib Point. The unique biodiversity of
Westernport Bay has become obvious to me and I greatly appreciate the delicate balance that is
needed to maintain the ecosystem of this whole area.
Therefore the idea of planting a huge monolith of a tanker permanently at Crib Point, daily taking in
copious volumes of salt water thus killing many organisms vital for the maintenance of this
ecologically sensitive area and regurgitating chlorinated fresh water into the bay, is alarming and
abhorrent.
Fact: the resident tanker size would be 300 meters long and 50 meters wide, with an LNG storage
capacity of 170,000 cubic meters On a daily basis it requires the huge amount of 468,000 cubic
meters of seawater, excluding ballast, fire testing and curtain water, to be pumped in from
Westernport Bay then regurgitated back out, pumping toxins post desalination, into the seawater.
Fact: Westernport Bay is a declared Ramsar site for internationally migratory birds, is recognised by
UNESCO as a biosphere reserve, and contains within it three of Victoria’s 13 marine parks.
Fact: Mangroves are, according to AGL’s EES, growing around 420 meters away. These southern
mangroves extend around the northern arm of Westernport Bay.
Fact: Seagrasses are, according to AGL’s EES, growing 450 meters away from AGL’s proposed jetty
site.
My concerns:
1. Desalination: This continual process as mentioned above must result in detrimental changes
to Westernport Bay’s unique ecosystem, threatening the Ramsar site and more. Chlorine is
used to convert the incoming seawater to fresh water. Then the chlorinated fresh water is
discharged at a warmer or cooler temperature than existing surrounding seawater. Even
though AGL’s EES report stresses the proposed gentle nature of water flow in and out, the
constant movement conflicts with natural tidal ebb and flow. Toxins enter the seawater and
there is also the possibility to dislodge sediment. The nature of seawater input into
Westernport Bay is forever changed and the follow-on effect is detrimental to this whole
biosphere.
2. Mangroves: There are relatively few southern mangrove colonies in Victoria and
Westernport Bay holds one of them. Mangroves are high salinity tolerant plants and
support micro ecosystems. Changes over time to the salinity of Westernport Bay brought
about by continual desalination and toxification of the water threaten this delicate micro
ecosystem.
Mangroves also act as natural and self-sustaining stabilisers of the coast. “They are a major
source of nutrients in the overall bay nutrient pool and havens for young fish and other sea
creatures. They provide nesting sites and food for migratory birds and numerous insects.”
(www.seagrass.com.au – Ecosystem Challenges – Westernport Seagrass Partnership)

The Westernport Bay mangroves are home to the smaller Mangrove Goby fish which general
species is listed as vulnerable. They are also reportedly home to the Pale Mangrove Goby,
which species is rare. A variety of small and juvenile fish are mangrove dwellers.
Mangroves and saltmarshes co-exist. Saltmarshes do not like freshwater input. Mangroves
and Saltmarshes can be severely impacted upon by pollutants such as oil and biocides. The
future of Mangrove colonies is endangered by AGL’s LNG project.
3. Seagrasses: Historically, much seagrass has already been lost in Westernport Bay. Further
loss of seagrass in Westernport Bay would see a decline in small fish production as they live
in and around and feed around the seagrass areas. This in turn would see a decline in the
overall fish population and diversity in Westernport Bay. “Seagrasses depend on clean clear
water to photosynthesize, grow and reproduce. Turbid and sediment laden water restricts
light and smothers plants.” (www.seagrass.com.au).
There is a danger of increased turbidity and there is an increased threat of pollution from
AGL’s LNG project due to the daily input and output of massive water quantities, putting the
already vulnerable seagrass population under further threat.
Conclusion
The AGL EES downplays any effect on the Westernport Bay ecology, including the vital roles of
mangroves, saltmarshes and seagrasses. Its model inadequately addresses any effect on
Westernport Bay’s delicate and valued ecosystem by the massive daily desalination process,
including the killing of vital microorganisms during intake and gurgitation of toxins into the water.
This is unacceptable. And I believe is against Victorian EPA regulations, to say the least.
From the aspect of maintaining and conserving Westernport’s sensitive and unique ecology, its
greatly valued international sites, and from many other aspects including social and economic, for
the good of Victoria as a whole, this project must not go ahead.
Lois Logan.
August 20, 2020.
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My name is Rachel Riordan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western Port Bay is special for its community and its wildlife. We have a very engaged and
connected community and this is partly due to the very special environment we are lucky
enough to call home.
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,
Rachel Riordan
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My name is LISA HOW and I live in the Westernport Bay area. it is an UNESCO
classified area and a huge tidal bay that is home to some unique and pristine marine
ecologies and also is listed under the RAMSAR WETLAND convention.( PHILLIP
ISLAND , WILSONS PROMONTORY, FRENCH ISLAND AND CHURCHILL ISLAND are
contained in area ) I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel
project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and
preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import
terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
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My name is Caleb Grimes and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I often use it as a place to go swimming during summer and it is lovely to look over and walk
by to immerse myself in nature.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the 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 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.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per
year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative
because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher
than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike
would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is
inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Caleb Grimes
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Hello, I have 2 children and just recently become a grandmother. It seems often that
I hear of the need to change from our reliance on fossil fuel to a more renewable
energy society on TV, newspapers, emails received, it’s a talking subject in most
conversations it seems. So it’s worrying, and hard for me to understand why this
AGL project is even being considered at all. I fear the future for all our next
Generation if we don’t start to change our habits. Wouldn’t a NO to this project, in
such a beautiful area of Western Port Bay start us all on that new positive direction
to a better and more reliable future?
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My name is ashley dawes and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. Its a
diverse wetlands biosystem that deserves our respect and protection. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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.
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I am writing to express my request that AGL not be allowed to set up a facility in
Western Port. Western Port is a delicate environment with some of the last
mangroves in the region. Mangroves are vital for fish breeding and environmental
balance. Mangroves are very delicate and easily destroyed especially by altering
environmental balances. Developing a gas facility of any sort will endanger this
environment that is vital as a prime example of water life in the southern part of
Victoria. Allowing a company like AGL to develop such a facility will endanger all of
this for not only the short term but for he long term also. Please do not let AGL
develop this project for the sake of the mangroves, the whole of Western Port and
Victorians. A big question is why is Victoria, a state rich in natural gas, importing gas
anyway. Stop this project and protect Western Port. Gas is not the smart way to go.
We have been working to develop better environmental sources for energy. To
import gas, which we have anyway, is ridiculous and bad for our environment. Our
state and our country should be working toward improving the environment for all
into the future. Stop looking at the short term gain and look at the long term impact.
Stop AGL.
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My name is Jarryd Minahan and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I live and work
within the westernport Bay Area of Phillip island. I surf, fish and take my family to
the beach to enjoy the natural environment. It’s part of who we are as people in this
area and our economy relies on our natural environment. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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,
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My name is Marco Setiawan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is a good place for a holiday and sightseeing. It will be a shame to lose it to gas
import terminal. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the 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. Submission is continued at
the attached file....

My name is Marco Setiawan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is a good place for a holiday and sightseeing. It will be a shame to lose it to gas
import terminal.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing
would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These
risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the
facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms
away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk
acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the
EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
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,
Marco Setiawan

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

325

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Rodney Novak

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

NO to the planned floating gas rig for Westernport Bay. I am very concerned with
the impact on the environment, especially to the internationally recognised RAMSAR
birdlife habitats, the proposed development will have huge negative impacts on
sensitive wetland habitats, and marine environments e.g. fish stocks, seals and
migratory whales. Also, I am very concerned with the high levels of chlorine that will
leak into the water. The 60 km pipeline to Pakenham will devestate our special land
habitats too. I do no want this development to proceed. I am asking that you say NO
to the gas floating ship in Westernport Bay and the 60 km pipeline.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

326

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

Jemma Jolly-Bordonaro

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Jemma Jolly and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I live in the western
port Bay Area and it would affect not only me but everybody here who uses the
westernport. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State E
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Dear Chair and Committee When my children were small we had access to a family
house in Grantville which fronted onto the low tide mudflats. In that way I was
introduced to the extraordinary environment of Westernport Bay and have
continued to be interested in it. Thanks to 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. However the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife, and the shameful and sorrowful fact that the landing places along the
ancient flight paths of many migratory bird species are being destroyed. To act to
deliberately sacrifice the valiant Eastern Curlew and other species - when there is no
possible “offset” - makes a mockery of our society. 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. I have accompanied visitors from East Timor and
international students from the Asia-Pacific Region on visits to Phillip Island, which
helped them understand the importance of environmental protections for their own
developing countries. So many visitors go to Phillip Island 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 not only impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination, but also be a further bad influence by Australia on the Asia Pacific
region. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and
preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import
terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an

internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue. The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the
potential for reducing our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas
consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing
technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by
energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria
could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import
terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower
energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the
case even when a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become
even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through
renewables. Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the
ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this
proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake
and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each
day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into
the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife, and our
international reputation, 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. We need to
look forward to environment restoration, not backward to industrial pollution.
Sincerely, Jane Touzeau
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It is a beautiful place to live. My family fish, walk, swim, build sand castles and just
enjoy what nature has given us. The diversity of sea life and wildlife is amazing and
something that must be protected. The mangroves provide breeding grounds. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not
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My name is Jo Lane and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Details: Jo Lane,
, Somers 3927
Mobile:
Date: 21st August 2020
Re: submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project by APA and 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 by APA and AGL. There are many unacceptable issues which should deem
this proposal spurious under its current form and that I will point to in my submission.
My points of the EES that concern me most are:
1. BAY HEALTH
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. The map in the
EES seems to indicate that chlorinated water stays within a designated certain area around a
moored ship [Figure 5] of AGL’s EES .

Submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
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This is ludicrous. Westernport is shallow and tidal and water flows inward and outward all
day, every day. The explanation of the effect of this chlorine on the ecological processes of a
Ramsar Wetland is completely inadequate, the impact modelling completed 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 tried but has so far
been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
As stated in AGL’s Fact sheet Floating Storage and Regasification Units October 2017
‘FSRUs are usually permanently moored at a jetty, in this case it would be Crib Point, storing
LNG at a temperature of -161oC in cryogenic storage tanks. The cold temperature keeps the
LNG cargo in its liquid state until it is required for the gas network. LNG is generally stored
and transported in bulk storage tanks at slightly above atmospheric pressure; usually less
than 150 kPa (mbar) above. When it is time to convert the liquid back into a gas, seawater is
used to warm the LNG causing it to return to a gaseous state. The heater is usually a ‘tube
and shell’ heat exchanger where water is pumped around the shell of the heat exchanger and
LNG passes through tubes. The difference in temperature between the inlet seawater and
outlet seawater is initially about -7ºC, this then blends back to ambient temperature. An
FSRU typically discharges gas into the network at a pressure of around 60-80 Bar and at 5oC.
Working at full capacity, a 170,000 m3 cargo could be regasified in about six days’.
[
Ref:
available
on
their
website
at
https://www.agl.com.au//media/aglmedia/documents/about-agl/how-we-source-energy/cribpoint/fsru_factsheet_a4_v2.pdf?la=en&hash=DDC9AFB2F8757001EBCAEBDE8387420D ]
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.

2. Human Health
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, let alone to the marine and land ecosystems that will be compromised by this
development.
I was so concerned about this mental health matter I wrote to Jenny Mikakos MP, Minister for
Health and Minister for Ambulance Services in July 2020, regarding matters around energy efficiency
and the environment, in reference to the AGL/APA proposal (M13252: Referral of Correspondence).
Submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
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I received a reply “As this matter falls within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, The Hon Lily D’Ambrosio” (who I had also written to) Then on the
11th of August Doctors released a Press Statement about this very issue, in a joint letter to Scott
Morrison. https://www.dea.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/2020-08-06-/#Healthy-RecoveryLetter-_-Scott-Morrison-PM-(1).pdf
Back in 2019 AMA Doctors also expressed concern over climate change and human health.
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2019/sep/03/australian-medical-associationdeclares-climate-change-a-health-emergency
This matter MUST be taken seriously too by Health Departments as well as Environment Ministries.
3. RAMSAR WETLAND
Westernport was not deemed a Ramsar Wetland for no reason. Wetlands play a critical role
in health, both of marine and terrestrial ecosystems. The ferocity of the development
required to execute the APA/AGL plan is totally unacceptable – as the wetland would be
compromised because of:
 Turbidity of ship activity including anchor placement and movement
 Chorine effluent into the water system
 Unnatural Water temperature fluctuation
 The vast areas of natural vegetation that is proposed for disruption
 Groundwater change impact on ecosystems

4. AGL’s experience and safety record.
None of their appalling safety record is outlined as a risk within the EES. As if points in my
section 3 above are not devastating enough, if there was to be a safely breach the area will
suffer more. In addition, AGL has had NO experience in this proposed gasification system so
mistakes will be inevitable. These will be disastrous.
Example of AGL’s safety record and fines imposed (next page):
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5. CARBON CAPTURE needed urgently to mitigate Climate Change
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.

6. Fossil fuel use reduction.
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. This planet
MUST reduce fossil fuel use as a matter of priority.

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, I submit that 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,

Jo Lane
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My name is Anne Kotzman and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is a shallow
estuary with a narrow deep channel, RAMSAR site, environmentally very important.
It is a habitat for migratory sea birds, has the Southernmost Mangroves in the world,
ecologically critical for the Penguin colony on Phillip Island
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I strongly oppose the AGLS proposal to build the gas import terminal at Crib Point.
Westernport Bay is a unique wetland area and will be ruined with the discharge of
huge amounts of chlorinated water. Marine life,birds,recreational fishing and family
beach enjoyment will be affected for ever. The arrival of such huge tankers into the
bay will have a devastating affect on the lives of thousands of local residents. We do
not need this in Westernport and it must be stopped.
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21 August 2020
My name is Melanie Thewlis and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westerport Bay is important to me because of my connection to the area from family holidays as a
child. As a new parent I want to preserve a clean environment and pass on that connection to my
children.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and
an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.

21 August 2020
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,
Melanie Thewlis
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My name is Linda Bester. I care about Westernport Bay' environmental
values.
I previously worked as a Stewardship Officer with Trust for Nature across the
PP&WP region.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health
of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access
to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief
experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community.
Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health
conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact

on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the
whole gas supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that
we have previously underestimated how much methane is released to the
atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields
in the United States have levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these
findings the Australian gas industry and federal government report far lower
emission intensities for unconventional gas emissions based on default
emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements. Gas is not a climate
solution.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and
other marine mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of
whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual
calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed
20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the
number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher
than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that
a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right
whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for
Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely, Linda Bester
BSc(ConsBiolEnvMan)(1CHons) DipSocSc DipVET DipCLM DipOnlMktg
CIVTAA

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

334

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Margaret Joan Bryant

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

21/8/2020 I am writing this submission to protest the planned development at
Western Port Bay of a gas terminal by the company AGL. The company will argue
their interest is in creating jobs and providing energy for Victorians. We know their
motives are for profit with no regard for the costs to others and the environment. I
don’t live in Westernport Bay, I live in Northcote, but like many others I am not only
concerned with my own backyard, my care is for Victoria, my country. I am looking
forward to being a grandmother and believe we share a responsibility to leave a
liveable, sustainable planet for my grandchild and future generations. There are a
variety of issues which should make AGL’s proposal unacceptable under its current
form but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas
emissions in Victoria. The damage more broadly to the environment of such a
development would be terrible. At a time of pandemic and climate change when
bushfires devastate our country, conservative politicians are listening to the
powerful vested interests of companies that will wrought terrible damage to the
environment. All this when there is an ethical alternative for the Victorian state
government to create jobs and provide necessary energy by developing renewable
energy industries. Margaret Bryant
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My name is Mila Milenkovich and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Right now the last thing we need is any more contrabution to green house gas
emissions 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. 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
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My name is Helen Kent and I live in the Westernport Bay area. A pristine marine
environment, designated Ramsar Comvention area, I've spent many happy hours
sailing its waters and enjoying seeing the wildlife. I cannot imagine the devestation
that even a minor accident would have on 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. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve
area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful
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, Merricks Beach VIC 39269 Garden Square, Somers VIC 3927

Submission to AGL development at Crib Point
My name is Susan Taylor and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.

I've lived on the Mornington Peninsula for almost 50 years and my children now all live on
Westernport Bay. I care deeply about the local environment and want to keep it in the
pristine condition it is in, and avoid heavy industrialisation and its risks.

I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk
of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to
the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.

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

Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities
of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against
the impacts of climate change.

It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Susan Taylor
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My name is Valerie Davis and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is Ramsar wetland for a lot of birds to breed in and has ecological importance to the whole area. It
is already over developed with industrial facilities.
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.
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,
Valerie Davis
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My name is Pam French and I visit Westernport Bay often. I appreciate the
undisturbed areas where one can wander unseen and experience the natural
environment and smell the fresh salty air.The seas must be protected at all
costs.Fish stocks are diminishing already. Gas infrastructure can never be
extinguished. The environment will be changed for ever. No mining company should
have the authority to cause irreparable damage to the environment. I fear our
children will never experience this freedom. We - you - have the responsibility to
protect the environment for your and my children! I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing
would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These
risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility
and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report
K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys
Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth.
They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animal. Thanking You, Pam French
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I have researched the proposed AGL gas import terminal at Crib Point and pipeline
to Pakenham and am shocked by the significant cost to the environment and
landscape. I was asked , "how I felt about AGL contributing Money to the
community" during a Q&A phone call. I was shocked again, no amount of money will
make up for the damage to the environment. As for the so called employment
opportunities, the number4 is so low as to be ridiculous. The trade off would be on
going destruction to the environment. I OBJECT to 1. Being locked into a 20year
contract for gas (a fossil fuel) as an energy source
-methane is a powerful
greenhouse gas 2. Destruction of the fragile RAMSAR wetlands
-devastating
effect on marine life in the bay caused by illegal discharge of toxic waste water
with an unacceptably variant temperature. 3. Risks of fires and explosions for local
residents 4. Effects on wildlife, people and the local economy
-ruining unique
natural attributes of the area 5. Industrialisation of this section of the Mornington
Peninsula, which is a nature sanctuary for
locals, Victorians and tourists.
The energy consultants Northmore Gordon report indicates that The State of
Victoria could reduce it's gas consumption by between 98 an d 113 petajoules by
2030 using existing technology and targeted economic support. We do not need
new gas fields, or gas import terminals like AGL's proposal for Western Port Bay. It
is not legal to dump toxic waste water. Ref; AGL 2018 submission to modify
the ,Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) clause 22 , (so AGL would be
allowed to dump toxic wastewater), was REJECTED by the EPA. I am pleading with
you STOP AGL's proposal for Western Port Bay. All the evidence clearly shows it
would be an ongoing disaster for the environment and the economy. IT MAKES NO
SENSE.
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We moved here to benefit from the beautiful clean beaches and bay. We appreciate
greatly the unique wetlands and the marine and birdlife. Having read the summary
of the EES I am not at all reassured that AGL pipeline will not endanger all that we
love about Westernport Bay. I do not believe that we should be undertaking another
project to introduce fossil fuel to our environment, but if that is really necessarythere are alternative locations which would be less environmentally harmful
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The bay is a wonderful natural resource and incredibly important to sea-life, plus
both local and migratory birds. The clean natural beaches are enjoyed by the
community and also help attract visitors that support tourism and our local
economy. Philip Island and the Mornington Peninsula are already in dire straights
due to the downturn in the economy. The AGL project will have yet another
negative impact once we are past the COVID-19 travel restrictions. Do not destroy
the natural beauty and attractions in and around Westernport Bay. My full
submission is included with my supporting document.

My name is Grace Roberts and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The bay is a wonderful natural resource and incredibly important to sea-life, and both local
and migratory birds. The clean natural beaches are enjoyed by the community and also
help attract visitors that support tourism and our local economy.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the 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 electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is
becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its

Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now
assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due
to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Grace Roberts
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My name is Annie Wenham-flatt and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport bay is a UNESCO biosphere and part of the east Asian australasian flyway..... DONT SCREW
THAT UP please
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby.
The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean
boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent
with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly
around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the
century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy

storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away
from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal
is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They
have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed
FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish
and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around
Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.
Sincerely,
Annie Wenham-flatt
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Submission to the Inquiry and Advisory Committee on the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project.
My name is Cheryl Ribeiro and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport Bay is important to me because it is still one of our natural resources that provides habitat for waders, (having Ramsar wetlands) and a
place for us to enjoy and be refreshed by nature which we need in our busy lives.
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.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of
global soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar
site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense
against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been
no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by
a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Cheryl Ribeiro
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My name is Jon Clarke and I'm a surfer and citizen deeply concerned by the impacts
of climate change. I submit my strong opposition to this project. From the project's
Environmental Effect statement it is clear that AGL's proposed facility will draw
hundreds of millions of litres seawater each day for industrial purposes, returning it
back into the natural environment chlorinated and at a different temperature. This
will clearly have a profound impact on local ecosystems, which include a Ramsar
listed wetland. It will also breach environmental legislation. And how does the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning justify a project that violates
existing environmental protection laws? I believe that the cost of destroying
ecosystems far outweighs the benefits of any potential and unsubstantiated
"downward pressure" on gas prices. Can the Department or AGL demonstrate the
extent of this "pressure"? Is there any evidence that this will result in cheaper gas? I
am also aware of the grave urgency for us to decarbonise. Building new fossil fuel
infrastructure rather than phasing it out will lead us further away from both the
objective to reduce emissions and Australia's potential to capitalise on the building
global desire to invest in renewable energy markets. Is the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning considering other options as an alternative
to this proposal for bolstering energy security and delivering lower energy prices to
residential and industrial stakeholders? Renewable energy generation sources are
already demonstrably more cost-effective with less environmental and emissions
impacts. I believe that in the short term this will decimate marine ecosystems and in
the long term will put Australia further behind the rest of the decarbonising world.
AGL's frankly token commitment to a community fund and minuscule projections of
local jobs created will in no way compensate for the environmental damage that this
project will create and allow AGL to enjoy healthy profits at minimal expense whilst
violating existing environmental protection laws.
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Gerard Drew
Inverloch
VIC, 3996

Re: Crib Point LNG import terminal inquiry
My name is Gerard Drew and I live in the Bass Coast and frequent the Westernport Bay area.
I like to visit often to go diving, snorkeling and surfing off Phillip Island. It’s a place you can go
and enjoy the natural wonders without feeling in the shadow of industry.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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,
Gerard Drew
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My name is Matthew Gilbert and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
As one of the last underweloped waterways around Melbouren, visiting is peaceful and
calming. There is no need to destroy it just to save a few cents in gas prices
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who
place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Matthew Gilbert
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My name is Anoush Witsel and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It
\'s sacrosanct 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. It's not economically or morally viable.
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My name is Tess Lehman and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport bay is a unique wetland system that we need to protect. As our fight
against climate change intensifies in the next few years ecosystems like this are
hugely important in locking in carbon and as a nursery for small marine life. I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
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.
Sincerely Tess Lehman
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I have been happy to hear any scientific debate based on the facts for this project. I
have though objected to the emotional debates offered and one of fear mongering.
For all the legitimate concerns, my hope is that this process is there to address
these and that the process progresses based on the facts. I don't believe the project
'should not progress' simply because some people 'don't want it to'. It should
progress if all environmental concerns have been answered and any risk mitigated to
a minimal or acceptable level. What is the level would probably be the couinter
debate. It should progress if once the independant assessments have been
asnwered in the affirmative and there is a deemed, wider good to all parts of the
community rather than simply those who are most vocal and assertive in their will. It
should also not progress due simply to political or economic gain. It should simply
come down to a truly independant assessment. I am hoping that this is possible. I do
not profess to be an expert and comprehend all the scientific argument within the
EES but if the environmental concerns expressed by others are satisfactorily
addressed in the EES, to the govenments and its technical advisors satisfaction, then
I am comfortable with the project proceeding, conditional on the preceeding
paragraph. This view is dependant though on the consideration of all factors, such as
loss of local amenity including sound eminating from the project or increased trafffic
flows. These types of factors beyond bay ecology need to be accounted for in the
panels final decision.
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20/8/20
EES Submission by Sean Willmore of Balnarring:
Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project.
I am writing this submission as an expert in the field of conservation and in
objection to the construction of the pipeline through Warringine Park on the
basis of false, incorrect and incomplete information provided for this EES
assessment on the significance of Nationally significant EPBC listed species(
Southern Brown Bandicoot) with Warringine Park, thus questioning the validity
of their entire submission.
By way of introduction my name is Sean Willmore (BSc), and I am the former
President of the Intentional Ranger Federation( 2012-2019), and Founder and
Managing Director of it’s charity arm, The Thin Green Line Foundation. I was a
Park Ranger for 11 years including 8 years as Park Manager of Warringine Park.
I have worked in some 70+ countries in conservation over the ensuing 11
years. I write this submission as a concerned local community member drawing
on the above expert experience. I have a Bachelors Degree in Science. Whilst I
also oppose the full proposal, due to the impact on environmental and social
factors for little community benefit, I will limit this submission to my area of
expertise.
The submission fails to acknowledge the presence of and mitigate impacts on
the Endangered Southern Brown Bandicoots, a National Significant species on
the EPBC Act as present within Warringine Park( Mapsheet 3 of EES) and
detected as such and published in :
FAUNA SURVEY AND MANAGEMENT PRESCRIPTIONS FOR
WARRINGINE PARK, HASTINGS, JULY 2006 to NOVEMBER, 2007.
Malcom Legg
The failure to show the recorded existence of this endangered species in one
of the most significant reserves along the pipeline construction calls into
question the validity of entire submission especially when the Fauna survey
clearly states:
….during this survey diggings associated with bandicoots were found in the
burn section, along the gas pipeline and southern boundary of the coastal
section and along the creek in the creeklands. Intense diggings were found in
the burnt section near Reid Parade which had a control burn conducted

through out it approximately four years ago. The results of the burn have led to
dense thickets of Kangaroo Wattle growing back, along with dense grass
thickets. This has obviously provided excellent shelter and a food source for this
species. During this survey hair tubes were deployed in this area and hairs from
the Southern Brown Bandicoot were sampled in two tubes (Brunner). Previously
numbers must have been so low that detection was impossible and since
intense fox control has been conducted over the last five or so years the
population of this species has been able to recover slightly to a detectable level.
However numbers still appear to be low but with continued fox and cat control
into the future we might see the population start to boom. They were also
detected at nearby Crib Point Foreshore Reserve (by the author) during the
same period.
The gas pipeline they refer to was constructed prior to the adoption of the
EPBC Act into law. Having worked with the pipeline maintenance teams whilst
manager of Warringine Park, most of the pipeline had recovered its indigenous
vegetation cover with barely a single file track left above the previously
constructed pipeline. Intensive fox and cat control had allowed the population
to re-establish to detectable numbers.
A 30m clearance of vegetation through Warringine Park, as proposed thr0ugh
sections of Warringine would be devastating for such a small population of
endangered bandicoots, especially given the nature of the clay based soils
leads to severe bogging of vehicles and massive soil disturbance promoting
weed growth
Given AGL have said this pipeline will service their proposed facility at Crib
Point for only 10 to 20 years, this disturbance will take near 50 years to recover
with high levels of weed maintenance and revegetation, thus continuing
disturbance for Southern Brown bandicoots on site. It should be noted that
even the best revegetation programs have shown to bring back on around 1520% of the original biodiversity present before clearance.
Additionally the Subtropical and Temperate Coastal Saltmarsh Vulnerable
ecological community is not only in Watsons creek. It also occurs within
Warringine Park which in ecosystems is part of of the Ramsar wetland
vegetation types. Additionally the pipeline is not 700 meters from wetland
habitat but in some cases goes directly through it and passes within 100-150
meters of Saltmarsh ) orange bellied parrot and Swamp skink habitat) and
mangrove vegetation.

Additionally the significance of the reserve is downplayed as a “local
conservation reserve managed by Mornington Peninsula Shire Council. “
It has Nationally significant endangered species, Migratory species listed under
previous JAMBA and CAMBA agreements, Saltmarsh and Ramsar wetland
components.
Given the above information I recommend, and ask, that this proposal be
refused permission due to the critical omission of important information
pertaining to an EPBC listed endangered species of National Significance and a
failure to provide complete information and mitiagation. It casts a shadow on
the integrity of the entire submission
This project proposed is of a short term nature, with no future clients even
insight after AGLS predicted 10-20 years of operations using the pipeline.
Whereas the accumulative impact on and endangered species and possible
loss of an that Endangered species, in this case the Southern Brown Bandicoot,
is forever.
It is my professional and personal view the legal and moral duty to deny this
application and to protect the shared environmental heritage for local
residents, Victorians and for of all Australians
Furthermore I am very much opposed to the project on the following grounds:
Marine impact:
• the release of millions of liters of chlorinated water into Westernport is
likely to have an adverse effect on marine organisms
• the heated water and chlorine likely to effect important sea grass.
• The intake of organisms will also likely impact on the marine
ecosystems with phytoplankton and fingerlings unable to escape
• The increased shipping has the potential to strike larger sea-creatures
such as whales, dolphins, and penguins with at least 1 in every 16
vessels likley to strike a sea creature
Recreational:
• With exclusion zones around 250m either side of increased shipping
recreational activities such as sea kayaking and fishing would be heavily
impacted with daily shipping traffic

Yours Sincerely

Sean Willmore
Balnarring
Victoria, Australia

Coastal section of Warringine Park and Below an endangered Southern Brown bandicoot
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My name is Kim Adair and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I go fishing I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue. Millions of Australians c
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Westernport Bay is an environmentally significant region with the most southerly
occurrence of Mangroves in the world. Seals, Penguins, Whales, Dolphins and our
emblem, Weedy Sea Dragons live there. It attracts International tourists and should
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. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide. 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 inappropriate. Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay.

My name is Terese Dalman and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is an environmentally significant region with the most southerly
occurrence of Mangroves in the world. Seals, Penguins, Whales, Dolphins and our
emblem, Weedy Sea Dragons live there. It attracts International tourists and should
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.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
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,
Terese Dalman
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My name is Rhonda Juniper and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is an area of significant ecological richness and Australia can do much better than
damaging such a pristine environment for dubious commercial reasons. The community
overwhelmingly objects to the proposals.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true
even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can
be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact
that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets.
This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039

period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously
thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Rhonda Juniper
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My name is Adam Reincke 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. 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
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My name is Pierre Quaglino and I visit Westernport Bay often. We travel often from
Melbourne to spend the day around Hastings,the little harbor with the cafe,
Warringine Park, Crib Point then to Merricks Beach. There is the sea and we are
closer to nature than in Port Phillip Bay. 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. Sincerely
Pierre Quaglino
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26 August 2020
Environmental Effects Statement on Crib Point Gas Project
The Australian Energy Council (‘AEC’) welcomes the opportunity to make a submission to the Inquiry
and Advisory Committee’s (‘Committee’) consultation on the Crib Point Environment Effect Statement.
The AEC is the industry body representing 22 electricity and downstream natural gas businesses
operating in the competitive wholesale and retail energy markets. These businesses collectively
generate the overwhelming majority of electricity in Australia and sell gas and electricity to over 10
million homes and businesses.
The AEC is not in a position to comment on the specific environmental matters contained within the
11,000-page Environment Effect Statement (‘EES’) into the proposed Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline
Project (‘Project’). The AEC does, however, intend to draw the Committee’s attention to the wider
economic and climate benefits of this Project, which have become more urgent due to COVID-19. The
AEC encourages the inquiry to weigh these broad benefits against any local impacts of the project,
and to avoid undue delays in its approval.
The Project is necessary to support and smoothen Australia’s long-term transition to a net-zero
economy. It will play an important role in providing Victoria with energy security and affordability, as
coal-fired power stations close and storage options continue to be developed.
Maintaining energy security in the transition to low emissions electricity
Electricity generation emits one third of Australia’s emissions and is widely accepted as Australia’s
most important immediate carbon abatement task. Fortunately, the cost of solar and wind generation
has fallen dramatically and is now widely assumed to provide the bulk of future Australian generation.1
However, these sources are variable and require flexible, firm back-up capacity to cover periodic lulls
in their output. This is the role to which gas-fired generation is well suited. Australia presently has
insufficient back-up capacity to support a renewables-dominated electricity system. Whilst gas-fired
generation does emit some carbon, its presence paradoxically reduces electricity emissions by
permitting the retirement of coal whilst maintaining energy security.
Recent studies of the energy market have highlighted the important role gas will play in providing
energy security to the National Electricity Market (‘NEM’) as it transitions to variable renewable
generation. The Australian Energy Market Operator (‘AEMO’), for example, forecasted in its 2020 Gas
Statement of Opportunities that gas-fired electricity generation will ‘continue to provide a reliability
and security role to complement variable renewable generation’ in the medium to long term. 2
Australia’s Chief Scientist, Alan Finkel, echoed this sentiment earlier in the year when he said that it is
gas ‘making it possible for nations to transition to a reliable, and relatively low emissions, electricity

1
2

Australian Energy Market Operator, ‘2020 Integrated System Plan’, July 2020, p12.
Australian Energy Market Operator, ‘Gas Statement of Opportunities’, March 2020, p5.
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supply’. 3 The graph below, taken from AEMO’s 2020 Integrated System Plan, highlights that gas
generation is expected to increase in output as coal-fired power stations close.4

Problematically though, current supply levels, especially in Victoria, do not appear sufficient to meet
future demand forecasts. AEMO’s Victoria Gas Planning Report Update recently concluded that ‘the
Victorian gas supply adequacy forecasts are becoming increasingly uncertain … if the fields cease
production earlier than forecast, then there are risks to the security of supply during 2023’.5 COVID19 has exacerbated these uncertainties, with the Australian Competition & Consumer Commission’s
(‘ACCC’) Gas Inquiry Interim Report stating that the economic shock to oil prices means ‘the risk of a
(gas) shortfall, particularly in the south, now appears even greater’ and ‘one or more import terminals’
should be developed as a policy solution.6 For these reasons, the AEC agrees with the EES’ conclusion
that this Project is critical to supply gas ‘to meet the predicted 2024-onward shortfall’ and ‘assist with
Victoria’s transition to a low-carbon economy’.7 The interconnected nature of the NEM means this
Project can benefit other states in their transition too if and when required.
Maintaining energy affordability
Both residential gas customers and industrial and commercial customers have experienced major
financial pressures in recent years due to gas prices remaining steadily high. The ACCC has stated that
‘only action by governments and the gas industry to increase domestic gas supply can bring material
price reductions into the future’. 8 The AEC sees this sentiment as consistent with the EES project
rationale, which says the additional domestic supply of gas gained through this Project will place
downward pressure on gas prices to the benefit of customers.9
3

Australia’s Chief Scientist, ‘National Press Club Address: The orderly transition to the electric planet’, Australian
Government, 12 February 2020,
https://www.chiefscientist.gov.au/news-and-media/national-press-club-address-orderly-transition-electricplanet.
4
Australian Energy Market Operator, ‘2020 Integrated System Plan’, July 2020, p56.
5
Australian Energy Market Operator, ‘Victoria Gas Planning Report Update’, March 2020, p3.
6
ACCC, ‘Gas inquiry 2017-2025 Interim report’, July 2020, p14.
7
Environment Effects Statement, ‘Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project: Summary Document’, July 2020, p2.
8
ACCC, ‘East coast gas market conditions have eased, but more gas required to lower prices’, Media Release, 2
August 2018, https://www.accc.gov.au/media-release/east-coast-gas-market-conditions-have-eased-butmore-gas-required-to-lower-prices.
9
Environment Effects Statement, ‘Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project: Project Rationale’, July 2020, p43.
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The AEC acknowledges that demand-side initiatives, namely enhancements to energy efficiency, have
been proffered as alternatives for managing energy security and affordability. These measures have
merit but should be viewed as complementary to, rather than substitutes for, supply-side initiatives.
This is because demand-side reforms, like energy efficiency upgrades, take time to implement and will
not have a significant enough downward impact on demand to balance current supply shortages.
Supporting Australia’s economic recovery
The EES was prepared prior to the outbreak of COVID-19. The impacts of COVID-19 to the economy
are far-reaching and have exacerbated the energy security and affordability concerns described above.
The independent National COVID-19 Commission Advisory Board appears to have recognised this
because it has stated investment in gas supply is critical to Australia’s economic recovery. Likewise,
the ACCC’s Gas Inquiry Interim Report makes clear that having a secure domestic gas supply has now
become more urgent. 10 It is the AEC’s view that these developments have strengthened the EES’
project rationale. This is because the Project can address the ACCC’s concerns about a secure domestic
gas supply and do so in a manner that assists Australia’s economic recovery by acting as an important
source of local employment and investment.11
The projected role of gas in the short to medium term should alleviate any concern that the Project
will become a stranded asset. Furthermore, an attraction of a floating LNG import terminal is that it
is, relative to gas production assets, a low-regret investment should conditions change from these
forecasts. Until then, the Project will support Australia’s economic recovery while providing it with the
energy security it needs to transition to a net-zero economy.
Any questions about this submission should be addressed to Rhys Thomas, by email to
Rhys.Thomas@energycouncil.com.au or by telephone on (03) 9205 3111.
Yours sincerely,

Ben Skinner
General Manager, Policy & Research
Australian Energy Council

10

ACCC, ‘Gas inquiry 2017-2025 Interim report’, July 2020, p14.
For example, the project is expected to involve a capital investment of about $250 million, employ in excess
of 500 workers and create a $7.5 million community fund for the local area, as cited in Environment Effects
Statement, ‘Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project: Summary Document’, July 2020, p10; Environment Effects
Statement, ‘Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project: Project Rationale’, July 2020, p43.
11
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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,
After more than half a century of warnings about fossil fuels’ catastrophic impacts on the world’s climate
and biodiversity and Australia’s terrifying Inferno Summer, it’s beyond comprehension that any further
money or licence to operate would be granted for another ecocidal and antisocial project like AGL’s
proposed gas hub and pipeline.
Meanwhile, independent reports detailing innovative and bankable zero emission solutions that will build a
safe future for all are readily available. In fact, one of the world’s leading climate and energy think tanks,
Beyond Zero Emissions, is located right here in Victoria.
Extensive research shows that we could electrify industries, manufacturing, homes and transport systems
using renewable energy backed up by smart storage and distribution systems. Not only will greenhouse
gas emissions fall radically but millions of safe and secure jobs will be created in sectors and regions that
need them most.
Further to this, Victoria could become a hub for zero emission manufacturing as well as renewable
hydrogen for export markets while creating countless good and secure jobs in local economies.
So, rather than allow another dangerous problem for current and future generations (as well as AGL’s own
investors as it would quickly become a stranded asset), we urge you to reject this appalling proposal
outright. Instead, invite safe and affordable alternatives that will ensure Victoria’s energy security and
deliver good local jobs for decades to come.
Yours faithfully,

David Robinson
Convenor
Locals Into Victoria’s Environment
www.live.org.au
ABN 56371994963
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My name is Elisabeth Wauchope and I live in Somers on Westernport Bay.
This is such a special and pristine area rife with marine life including dolphins, whales, array of fish
along with abundant bird life, koalas and native flora providing a natural haven for so many
creatures. It also provides a crucial nature escape for city dwellers to retreat to when in need of
respite and supports the mental health of the general community.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
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. Additionally,
excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among nearby households
can result in loss of sleep and irritability, increased anxiety and a lack of ability to focus.
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 will most likely have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is much we dont
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. If the laws are ignored in this instance a precedent will be set to threaten other
natural environments of importance.
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, which
alone is unacceptable. 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,
Elisabeth Wauchope
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My name is Joshua Logan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
As someone who regularly visits Westernport Bay in the summers, I\'d hate for the beautiful
bay and its surrounding areas affected by a gas import terminal
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the
Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
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,
Joshua Logan

