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My name is Jackie Tritt and I live in the Westernport Bay area. On a personal level,
walking along its beaches helps me calm down, breathe and face the world again. As
a biologist, I love the abundant evidence of wildlife, from the tiny red capped
plovers to the dolphins . I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and
the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on 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. 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 h
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My name is Carolyn Briggs and I visit Westernport Bay most weekends Westernport
Bay is a unique local environment and apart from some industry in Hastings the area
is unspoilt by commercial activity. The bay is very tidal and any pollution will be hard
to control I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel
project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and
preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import
terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protecti
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My name is Kelly Stevens and I live in the Westernport Bay area. We live very close
to the bay and fish quite often.. this proposal will ruin the bay not to mention the
other terrible impacts it will have on the environment! It’s a BIG NO to AGL I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 com
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My name is Ross Lloyd and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. The
unspoiled coastal and marine environments offering unparalleled recreational
opportunities and sanctuary to a large variety of wildlife. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cas
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52.12
05/08/2020
VC176

BUSHFIRE PROTECTION EXEMPTIONS
Purpose

To facilitate the removal of vegetation in specified circumstances to support the protection of
human life and property from bushfire.
To facilitate the construction and protection of community fire refuges and private bushfire shelters.
52.12-1
05/08/2020
VC176

Exemptions to create defendable space around buildings used for accommodation
Any requirement of a planning permit, including any condition, which has the effect of prohibiting
the removal, destruction or lopping of vegetation, or any requirement of this planning scheme to
obtain a planning permit, or any provision of this planning scheme that prohibits the removal,
destruction or lopping of vegetation or requires the removal, destruction or lopping of vegetation
to be carried out in a particular manner, does not apply to any of the following:
The removal, destruction or lopping of any vegetation within 10 metres of an existing building
used for accommodation if all of the following requirements are met:
–

–

The building must be located in an area that is designated as a bushfire prone area under
the Building Act 1993.
The building must have been:
constructed before 10 September 2009; or
approved by a planning permit or a building permit issued before 10 September 2009;
or
constructed to replace a dwelling or dependent persons unit that was damaged or destroyed
by a bushfire that occurred between 1 January 2009 and 31 March 2009.

The removal, destruction or lopping of any vegetation, except trees, within 30 metres of an
existing building used for accommodation if all of the following requirements are met:
–

–

The building must be located in an area that is designated as a bushfire prone area under
the Building Act 1993.
The building must have been:
constructed before 10 September 2009; or
approved by a planning permit or a building permit issued before 10 September 2009;
or
constructed to replace a dwelling or dependent persons unit that was damaged or destroyed
by a bushfire that occurred between 1 January 2009 and 31 March 2009.

The removal, destruction or lopping of any vegetation, except trees, within 50 metres of an
existing building used for accommodation if all of the following requirements are met:
–

The building must be located in the Bushfire Management Overlay.

–

The building must have been:
constructed before 10 September 2009; or
lawfully constructed without a planning permit before 18 November 2011; or
approved by a planning permit or a building permit issued before 10 September 2009
and constructed before 18 November 2011; or
constructed to replace a dwelling or dependent persons unit that was damaged or destroyed
by a bushfire that occurred between 1 January 2009 and 31 March 2009.
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52.12-2
05/08/2020
VC176

Exemption for vegetation removal along a fenceline
Any requirement of a planning permit, including any condition, which has the effect of prohibiting
the removal, destruction or lopping of vegetation, or any requirement of this planning scheme to
obtain a planning permit, or any provision of this planning scheme that prohibits the removal,
destruction or lopping of vegetation or requires the removal, destruction or lopping of vegetation
to be carried out in a particular manner, does not apply to the removal, destruction or lopping of
any vegetation along a boundary fence between properties in different ownership if all of the
following requirements are met:
The fence must be located in an area that is designated as a bushfire prone area under the Building
Act 1993.
The fence must have been constructed before 10 September 2009.
The clearing alongside both sides of the fence when combined must not exceed 4 metres in
width, except where land has already been cleared 4 metres or more along one side of the fence,
then up to 1 metre can be cleared along the other side of the fence.

52.12-3
05/08/2020
VC176

52.12-4
05/08/2020
VC176

Exemption for buildings and works associated with a community fire refuge
Any requirement in this scheme relating to the construction of a building or the construction or
carrying out of works does not apply to modifying an existing building to create a community fire
refuge in accordance with Ministerial Direction No. 4, Construction Requirements for a Community
Fire Refuge (1 October 2015) of the Project Development and Construction Management Act
1994.
Exemption for buildings and works associated with a private bushfire shelter
Any requirement in this planning scheme relating to the construction of a building or the
construction or carrying out of works does not apply to buildings and works associated with a
private bushfire shelter (a Class 10c building within the meaning of the Building Regulations
2018), provided the total area of all buildings and works does not exceed 30 square metres.
This clause does not apply to land in the Urban Floodway Zone, Erosion Management Overlay,
Floodway Overlay, Land Subject to Inundation Overlay, Special Building Overlay or Heritage
Overlay.

52.12-5
05/08/2020
VC176

Exemption to create defendable space for a dwelling under Clause 44.06 of this
planning scheme
Any requirement of a planning permit, including any condition, which has the effect of prohibiting
the removal, destruction or lopping of vegetation, or any requirement of this planning scheme to
obtain a planning permit, or any provision of this planning scheme that prohibits the removal,
destruction or lopping of vegetation or requires the removal, destruction or lopping of vegetation
to be carried out in a particular manner, does not apply to the removal, destruction or lopping of
vegetation to enable the construction of a dwelling, or the alteration or extension of an existing
dwelling, and create its defendable space if all of the following requirements are met:
Land is in the Bushfire Management Overlay.
Land is in the General Residential Zone, Residential Growth Zone, Neighbourhood Residential
Zone, Urban Growth Zone, Low Density Residential Zone, Township Zone, Rural Living Zone,
Farming Zone or Rural Activity Zone.
The removal, destruction or lopping of vegetation:
–

Does not exceed the distance specified in Table 1 to Clause 53.02-3 of this planning scheme,
based on the bushfire attack level determined by a relevant building surveyor in deciding
an application for a building permit under the Building Act 1993 for a dwelling or alteration
or extension to the dwelling; or
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–

Note:

Is required to be undertaken by a condition in a planning permit issued after 31 July 2014
under Clause 44.06 of this scheme for a dwelling or an alteration or extension to the dwelling.
The effect of clause 52.12-5 is that if an application for building and works is made and all requirements
of the clause are met, that application is not required to be accompanied by a permit application to remove
the vegetation covered by this clause.
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I have been an Australian resident for only three years. My husband and I left the US in
2017, seeking a better future for our small family of three. Even though we had never visited
Australia before, we loved what it seemed to be from afar: a just country that prioritises the wellbeing of its people and nature above all else. The AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project in
Mornington Peninsula goes against what I believed were the priorities and values of this nation.
This project will prioritise the profits of a private company above the health and well-being of
Monington’s residents and the environment. The environmental, economic and social impact of
this project on our community has been insufficiently assessed by the EES and AGL, as I
elaborate below:
Environmental Impact
- Natural gas is mostly methane, with a global warming effect of 28 to 36 times that of carbon
dioxide over the course of a century (EPA, 2020). Studies show that leakages’ rates beyond 1%,
basically offset most of the climate change benefits of natural gas. What’s the leakage rate of
other AGL projects? What would AGL consider a reasonable leakage rate? How good is AGL at
addressing this and any other environmental issue?
- The removal of approximately 15 hectares of native vegetation to make way for the new
pipeline will destroy habitats of a large number of threatened and endangered species, like the
Southern Brown Bandicoot (listed under the EPBC Act), which the national government,
environmental organisations and community members have fought hard to protect and preserve.
- Loss and degradation of Ramsar Wetlands in Westernport Bay, which have the potential of
capturing large amounts of CO2 for hundreds of years (EV, 2020), will diminish our chances of
becoming carbon neutral by 2040, which is the target set by the Mornington Shire Council in the
Climate Emergency Plan.
- If approved, the project will dump 468 million litters of chlorinated water per day, which is
against Victorian laws (EV, 2020).
- Effects of pollutants such as noise, light, fuel spills and chlorinated water on marine wildlife
were not assessed properly in the Environment Effect Statement (EES).

Economic Impact
- Damage to the tourist sector. Loss of revenue from affected tourist attractions (ferry rides,
parks and reserves, camping destinations, museum, cafes, shops, restaurants, hotels, transport).
This sector has already been hit hard with covid restrictions. This project will push the few local
businesses that survive this pandemic over the edge.
- Increase of healthcare costs due to health issues related to the project (poor air quality caused
by dust, fumes and gas leakages as well as possible increases in anxiety and depression due to
loss of beloved natural areas)
- The 20-year timeframe of this project might mean that we’ll keep getting high electric/gas bills
even if there are cheaper, green-energy alternatives.
- The Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) released last month a roadmap detailing what
an optimal national electricity market would look like in 2040. It describes a diverse system built
on large and small-scale renewable energy supported by a range of “dispatchable” power sources
that can be turned on and off when needed. This optimal National Electricity Market may at
times provide nearly 90% of renewable electricity by 2035, which means the amount of gas
demand and gas-fired power will fall as pumped hydro and batteries come online.
Social Impact
- Sense of loss of place or environmental grief that may turn into depression and anxiety.
- Long term health issues. A growing number of studies show that loss of biodiversity and
natural resources may affect human health in the long term (Chiabai et al., 2018; Clark et al.,
2014; Cassis, 1998).
- Risk of leakages, fire and explosion with potential human and ecological catastrophic
consequences. The nearest home to the import facility will be only 1.5 km away, while Woolleys
Beach, a popular destination with locals and visitors is even closer (EV, 2020). On the 21 st of
August, a vessel in the coast of Texas, USA, hit a gas pipeline, causing a massive explosion and
now four crew members are missing (CNN, 2020).
Based on the points I make above and based on the thousands of submissions you have
received against this project from so many concerned citizens, I urge you to please, vote against
this project. We don’t need or want this terminal and pipeline.

I might be a fairly new resident, but this country has given me and my family so many
opportunities, I have vowed to do everything I can to repay its kindness and generosity. This
letter is part of my efforts to give back. With this letter, I’m fighting for the voiceless, the unique
plants and animals that tens of thousands of people come to see every year. With this letter, I’m
asking you again to put the health and wellbeing of our generation, our children’s and
grandchildren’s generations above corporate greed.
Thank you.
Monica Rivera
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Submission by Vicky, Chelsea, Victoria
I am a mother of 2 young adults, 18 (undertaking year 12 at the local secondary college) and 20 years of age (in first
year at University of Melbourne). I am the second of 4 sisters. Our parents migrated to Australia 1960 at the
invitation of the Australian government.

Pictured above: my children in the foreground, 2005 holidaying at Westernport bay (the first of our annual holidays to the bay
which continue to this day)

Preface
This is a personal submission. The formal part of the submission ends on page 30, and is followed by appendices. A
large part comprises photos and figures. If nothing else, I hope after reading it, my very deep love for Westernport
bay will be palpable to you and in turn my reason for advocating, in the strongest sense possible, to protect it from
AGL.
The considerable time and effort I have put in to preparing my response, reflects only a fraction of my deep worry
and care for the bay and my desire to have it protected. I am not an expert. This is a submission based on my
personal connection with Westernport bay which has spanned over 15 years, but could very well have been a
lifetime, given my (and my family’s) depth of feeling towards this wonderful and wondrous place in our State. At
the outset I disclose I was an AGL customer for many years, but during our annual camping holiday to Westernport
bay (Balnarring) in early 2019, I became aware of its plans to develop a gas import terminal in the bay. On returning
home to Melbourne, I had no hesitation to leave AGL and I took my business to another energy provider I
ascertained to be more environmentally responsible. I wrote to AGL at the time, to advise them the reason for my
decision, and did not receive a response for 18 months (not until July 2020).
Introduction
It is obvious to me and my family, that Westernport bay is a unique ecological asset to the State of Victoria. It is
one of the few places that is ecologically teeming with life and biodiversity, and yet is conveniently accessible to
Melburnians due to its geographic proximity to our city and suburbs. It is teeming with life (wildlife), yet is not
Vicky K/Submission to AGL EES/August 2020
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overrun by crowds of people, and commercial development. This unique paradox is what draws tourists/visitors
like ourselves, all year round. Visitors who seek recreational pursuits which are peaceful (camping, sailing, fishing,
swimming, snorkelling, walking, bird watching, beach combing, kayaking). It is the ideal place for thoughtfully
considered eco-tourism (that puts the environmental considerations first and foremost) if only the State of Victoria
would value and invest in the enormous potential.
Like millions of Victorians, we work hard during the year in our jobs, in our families and our communities, to ensure
State, families and communities thrive. We love where we live. However, what we also love and relish with the
greatest anticipation, is to spend time in the great Victorian outdoors. For us, Westernport bay is the perfect place
to visit regularly on weekends and to spend family holidays, due to its great diversity of recreational opportunities
– a place to recharge the batteries, exhale, restore our sense of wellness. The character of Westernport bay must
be protected for its great social value. Its social value is inextricably linked to its ecological value.
Another place we have loved to visit annually (Croajingolong National Park) was decimated by the early 2020
bushfires. It is distressing that we can’t go there this coming summer. Now we don’t want the State and
Commonwealth governments to take Westernport bay away from us, by putting gas tankers and a gas import
terminal in the middle of it. We don’t want the places we love to spend time in - whether annually or on weekends
- to be marred and degraded. Where will we go for such precious quiet and peaceful time away from the frenetic
pace of living? These are places we rely on for our mental, emotional and spiritual health and wellbeing.
If I could summarise my submission, my profound concerns are in relation to the impact of AGL’s proposal on the
high ecological and aesthetic values of the bay, which are inextricably linked to the touristic (and in turn economic)
values. There are numerous references on the UNESCO Biosphere website to the linkages between the
environmental, the social and the economic elements of a biosphere. According to UNESCO, these three elements
of a biosphere cannot be separated. Furthermore, we do not believe the proposed AGL development is a
“Sustainable Development” as defined by the United Nations “2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development”.
We also believe the AGL EES fragmentation/compartmentalisation of the potential impacts (for example, into noise,
light, water, etc.) is not the correct/valid or ethical way to view the consequences of the AGL proposal. We strongly
believe the impacts need to be regarded holistically (whole of picture). A big picture view is required, taking into
account the cumulative impacts (across time – i.e. the 20 years of the proposed project – and within space – i.e. the
consolidated and cumulative impact of all of these individual factors should be considered together at any given
point in time).
Westernport bay’s unique character (interdependency of ecological, aesthetic, touristic, social, geographic values)
My family and I strongly oppose the proposed AGL Floating Storage and Regasification Unit, associated
infrastructure (land based & marine based) and enormous gas tankers, because they are entirely incompatible with
the unique character and high ecological value of Westernport Bay, which is internationally recognised and attracts
over 100,000 visitors to the area each year. We also urge the State of Victoria to consider changing the name of
the bay to reflect its indigenous cultural heritage. Its aboriginal name would also be more appropriate given the
bay’s international ecological standing, rather than an industrial port, and its great social, tourist, recreational, and
spiritual value to Victorians.
The proposed project impacts myself, my family and our friends directly as we are frequent weekend visitors to the
bay (due to its close proximity to Melbourne) and we are annual campers (since 2005 – at Balnarring) and we have
also camped at Shoreham. We love visiting the bay due to the resident Burrunan dolphins which swim beside our
kayaks and with us during our early morning summer swims. Some pods have been identified as having been there
for 30 years. There are also visiting whales in the bay and at its mouth. Many people we know anticipate the whale
watching season with great excitement and there are several whale watching tours running from Philip Island. We
enjoy the wonderful Westernport bay snorkelling (e.g. Victoria’s marine emblem, the Weedy Sea dragon, listed as
near threatened), myriad bird life and bird watching opportunities (including the pardalotes at Woolley’s beach).
We had travelled hundreds of kilometres to see pardalotes, yet we’ve discovered they’re on our doorstep at Crib
Point. We love bushwalking/bird watching at the beautiful Coolart wetlands and woodlands/Merricks Creek (a tidal
Vicky K/Submission to AGL EES/August 2020
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creek with its mouth at Somers beach), walks along the boardwalk through the magnificent coastal ecosystem at
Warringine Park between Crib Point and Hastings, bird and mangrove watching, walks and lunch at the magnificent
Tooradin foreshore. We are regular patrons at Somers beach General Store and Tullum General Store (Balnarring),
and beach users at Somers, Balnarring, Merricks, Point Leo and Flinders. We use the amenities at all of these special
places, both natural and commercial. We are patrons of the Waterfront restaurant at the Hastings / Westernport
Marina, where we enjoy their freshly caught Westernport fish, and we also visit Flinders just to buy mussels from
Harry on the pier, as do hundreds of others. This is something we won’t be doing (eating Westernport bay caught
fish and seafood) should the project go ahead, due to the potential for damage to the quality of fish (actual as well
as reputational) as a result of the enormous waste water discharged over the long life of the project. Further afield,
but still within Westernport’s Ramsar boundaries, we love visiting Churchill Island for the walks between the ancient
Moonah trees, and to view the mangroves. We also love to visit Cowes, the Nobbies (walking, seal rock and fairy
penguins), and the northern beaches of Philip Island.
While we also take other annual holidays to enjoy Victoria’s wonderful natural places, Westernport Bay remains
our favourite, because it is the place we visit the most and have done so for the longest time and is one of the most
spectacular havens for wildlife, and diversity of recreation opportunities, such as those I’ve described above.
Therefore, my submission is focussed on
(1)

The importance of retaining the unique character of Westernport Bay, its ecological value, aesthetic beauty
and touristic value;

(2)

risks to (1) above from the proposed AGL project.

Flinders pier with Philip Island and the Nobbies on the far side, not too far away (around 10 km). Photo taken by me.

Our narrow and tranquil bay – Not a place for the passage of enormous gas tankers
Can you imagine enormous gas tankers sailing through these calm, peaceful waters? I cannot. At the bay’s entrance
the passage is just approximately 8km wide. The bay widens to approx 10 -12 km between Flinders/Shoreham and
Phillip Island, then narrows northward to around 8 km wide at Merricks/Balnarring, and narrower still between
Stony Point and Phillip Island (around just 4km wide) and Stony Point and French Island (4 km wide) and remains
narrow at Crib Point (approx 4 km). A comprison with the size of Port Phillip bay indicates how narrow Westernport
bay’s water passages are. See below maps.
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AGL asserts that Westernport bay is already a
busy shipping channel. Over the 15 years we
have been visiting and camping, I can confirm
this is not at all the case. I personally have
never seen a tanker in these waters.
Apart from significantly degrading the bay’s
beautiful scenic and tranquil character (which
in my opinion is one of the critical draw cards
for tourists), the proposed 40-50 giant gas
tankers annually moving through the
pictureseque narrow passages, introduce a
significant risk.
While some may say the risk is low, the impact
of a gas explosion, gas leak or oil/fuel spill,
from the enormous tankers (or the FSRU)
would be utterly catastrophic for the small
seaside communities dotted close by, and
around the bay (including Phillip Island), not to
mention the internationally important
ecosystems which support the bay’s unique
terrestrial and marine wildlife. These risks
would also impact my family directly given we
spend holidays there. These threats and risks are very real, as evidenced recently in Mauritius and Beirut. I write
further about my concern on this later in my submission.
The below map, shows the difference in size between Port Phillip and Westernport bays and gives you some perspective on
how small and narrow Westernport bay is and we believe not appropriate for industrial scale gas tanker/shipping traffic.

A visual tour of Westernport bay follows: sourced from personal family albums
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The proposed plan will see
enormous gas tankers drive
their dirty and dangerous
cargo through the bay’s
mouth at Flinders, through
these
beautiful
tranquil
waters, where tourists and
locals, (and wildlife including
dolphins) enjoy peace, calm
and quiet recreation.
Clockwise: The Bay at
Merricks, at Flinders, at
Balnarring and at Somers.
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Clockwise: The Bay at
Tooradin and at Stony
Point – critical shorebird
habitat
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The bay at Stony Point
(mangroves, passenger
ferry to French Island,
fishing, walking, caravan
park)
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The bay at Crib Point south of
the jetty, (Woolley’s beach,
bushwalk, birdwatching)
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The bay at Crib Point, north of the jetty
(mangroves, coastal vegetation, bushwalking,
bird watching)
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Clockwise: The bay at
Hastings and at
Balnarring.

mangroves, walking, fishing, camping, birdwatching, swimming, dolphins, snorkelling, sailing,
kayaking, bird watching
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Balnarring and
Shoreham
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Westernport Bay and our sense of place
Our children’s formative years
For the past 15 years, our children, family and a large group of friends, with their respective children, have camped
at Westernport bay each Labour Day long weekend. We have not missed a single year since our sons were in grade
1 and our daughters were in kindergarten. Westernport bay is the place we go back to year after year without fail.
It is the first place we camped as a family, our children’s first immersive experience in nature, and we have an
enduring deep connection to the magnificent and unique natural environment that is Westernport Bay. We
consider our children have been lucky to have grown up immersed in its beauty.
What have our children gained from Westernport bay? An enduring respect that has informed their personal
choices as the young adults they now are – personal choices to revere and protect animals and nature, to spend
time in natural places with friends, (for recreation, solace, inspiration and invigoration), to study sciences, to write
creatively, to think critically and to show great capacity for self-reflection. We see they have grown in resilience
and respect for nature and other people, compassion and a sense of wonder. There is no question, they have been
shaped by their formative experiences at Westernport bay. These are qualities our society seeks to instil in all young
people for the sake of the health of the planet and our economy’s future viability, which is inextricably linked to the
health and wellbeing of our natural places. In fact we have all been shaped by the bay and so you can imagine our
deepest concern when we learned of AGL’s plans to build a floating gas factory there.
You only have to spend a day or weekend at Westernport bay, exploring its diverse environs, filled with abundant
wildlife, to understand how special it is. I wrote a creative, yet autobiographical piece (in the second person voice)
on Westernport’s uniqueness, which I welcome you to read at the following link. It is also appended to this
submission (refer Appendix 4, page 42)
https://savewesternport.org/westernport-bay-heart-story-by-vicky-karitinos/

L : Westernport bay (walking from Coolart wetlands beach-ward between Balnarring & Somers (Nobbies/Phillip Island on the
horizon) (photo by me, March 2020, during our last family/friends camp)
R: Beautiful tranquil Balnarring beach from dunes, looking southward towards Merricks.
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A philosophical question: Would you allow such a development to occur in a place you and your family cared for
deeply, spent your holidays, grew up, had an intimate relationship with? A sense of place so deep and wondrous?
Close your eyes and imagine a place you treasure. See it vividly in your mind’s eye. The water, the swimming, the
tranquillity, the salubrious air on your face, the dolphins, the fish, the magnificent beauty, the birdlife and the
coastal walks, the trees. Now imagine all that being shattered by continuous industrial noise, pollution, toxic waste
water. Would you ever eat the fish caught there again? Would you stand by and let a fossil fuel giant move in and
destroy the essence of the place. Not just your place, but the local community’s home, the home of families, of
dolphins which join you on your swim, or your morning and afternoon kayak paddle? The pardalotes which live in
the bushland right next to the endlessly grinding machinery, think of them? The shorebirds, pelicans, all the life that
calls the bay home, all year around, not just when you visit.
Protection of natural places is critical for our health and wellbeing
18/7/20: “A new study suggests that exposure to coastal environments can play a significant role in boosting
human health and well-being, due to the ‘therapeutic effects’ marine and coastal landscapes have…. The report
highlights the important role of marine conservation work, as visits to marine and coastal areas with designated or
protected status and those with higher levels of biodiversity were associated with higher levels of calmness,
relaxation and revitalisation, compared to locations without this status.”
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/marine-and-coastal-areas-linked-with-better-health-and-well-being

19/8/20: “Climate grief — or eco anxiety/despair — is a strong psychological response to the current and future
loss of habitats, species and ecosystems…. It's recognised by the Australian Psychological Society (APS) and
sufferers may feel emotions like fear, anger, guilt, shame, grief, loss and helplessness.”
https://www.abc.net.au/news/science/2020-08-19/the-danger-of-climate-grief-lies-in-the-fact-its-often-ignored/12563930

We are deeply worried for health and wellbeing of Westernport bay’s animals and ecosystems
To quote the Mayor of City of Sydney, “Corporations cannot be allowed to get away with profiting from the
degradation and destruction of our environment” Lord Mayor Clover Moore Facebook post on 28 July 2020:
https://www.facebook.com/188745927830015/posts/3356408481063728/

Westernport bay is a small, circular enclosed bay with huge tidal variances. Westernport is an internationally
important ecosystem under the Ramsar Convention, it is one of 9 UNESCO Biosphere’s in Australia and contains 3
National Parks (French Island, Yaringa Marine Park & Churchill Island). The Ramsar Convention recognises its
importance to migratory birds from the Arctic, as well as a myriad of resident wildlife that call the bay home due to
its extraordinary biodiversity. It also has a number of other regional overlays which recognise its value and
importance.
There are also endemic species:
•

“The soft sediments of Western Port support a high diversity of ghost shrimps, including Michelea
microphylla, a local endemic species known only from Crib Point (Wilson et al. 2011). The intertidal and
subtidal reefs at San Remo, which support a high diversity of one invertebrate group — opisthobranchs (seaslugs and sea-hares) and Crawfish Rock, although small, is considered especially diverse: 600 species have
been documented at this site: 130 algae, 150 sponges, 50 hydroids, 180 bryozoans and 80 ascidians (Shapiro
1975). In addition, the rare hydroid Ralpharia coccinea found at Crawfish Rock, and may be endemic to
Western Port (Edmunds et al. 2010).”

Westernport Bay : Ramsar Convention
•

(Refer Appendix 1 (page 31) for Ramsar listing of Westernport Bay, including justification of listing criteria)
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The Westernport Ramsar Site Management Plan
The Westernport Ramsar Site Management Plan provides information on the top priorities for, and threats to the
bay. Climate change, pollution and water quality are all recognised as important threats to priority areas such as
birds, saltmarshes, fish, and erosion. I encourage you to read this plan, and while you do, regard it in the context
of exacerbation of threats posed by the industrial fossil fuel development proposed by AGL.
Map of the Western Port Ramsar Site (http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/wetlands/ramsardetails.pl?refcode=19#

You can see from the above map that the Ramsar listing applies to a great part of the bay and includes Crib Point
and area that the AGL gas tankers will be passing through. Therefore any activity will directly impact the Ramsar
wetlands, despite AGL stating that their gas factory won’t impact the North Arm of the bay. You can see from this
map, the Ramsar listing applies to most of the bay, not just the north arm. Furthermore, Crib Point is documented
in the literature I have read, as the “lower north arm”.
Westernport Bay : One of just 9 UNESCO Biosphere’s in Australia
The Biosphere declaration recognises “the area’s exceptional ecological values on the fringe of an expanding city.”
https://www.biosphere.org.au/publications-resources/report-cards/wpb-report-card-2016-2017/

“A Wetland of international significance,
•

“Many people don’t realise that most of Western Port has been listed as an internationally significant wetland
under the intergovernmental Ramsar convention – a treaty aimed at the conservation and wise use of
wetlands.”

•

“The most recent assessment of Western Port against the Ramsar criteria found that at the time of listing, the
site met seven of the current nine Ramsar criteria.”

•

“Our bay is Ramsar-listed because of the high representation of marine species and birds that rely on the
wetland and the significant expanses of important wetland habitat, including intertidal sand and mud flats and
areas of saltmarsh and mangroves.”
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•

“Seagrass meadows, mudflats, mangroves and saltmarshes start the food chains that sustain the fishery and
provide for our international migratory shorebirds. These birds (like the Red-necked stint pictured above) rely
on the wetland for food prior to their epic migrations to the Arctic Circle.”

•

“Local fish like the King George whiting grow to a catchable size in the seagrass meadows of Western Port.
Whiting from our bay then migrate along the Victorian coast to spawning sites far along the coast to the west.”

•

“Other fish such as the pictured Australian grayling migrate downstream to spawn in the lower freshwater
reaches of rivers flowing into the bay. Larvae then drift to the bay before migrating upstream to fresh water
as juveniles.”

•

“The wetland is also a key breeding area for a range of species including Elephant fish, which are thought to
deposit their eggs in the soft sediment between San Remo and French Island."

(Source: https://www.biosphere.org.au/biosphere-projects/current-projects/western-port-ramsar-awareness-project/ )

Biosphere and Sustainable Development
We believe the AGL proposal is not a sustainable development, and therefore incompatible with the Biosphere’s
objectives.
From the Westernport Biosphere Report Card 2016-17 :
•

“UNESCO Man and Biosphere objectives: The role of the Biosphere is to foster conservation and sustainable
development by facilitating partnerships to create an environmentally, economically and socially sustainable
future for Western Port. The Biosphere represents a partnership of municipalities, community and government
organisations who share goals for the long-term health and well-being of the Western Port Biosphere
Reserve.”

•

For the next 3 years, Mornington Peninsula Shire (one of the Biosphere’s member councils), has several
objectives including to ”Promote nature experience and engage the community in protecting biodiversity”.

Biosphere, Tourism, Science & Research (Learning)
https://www.biosphere.org.au/our-biosphere/western-port-biosphere/
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•

“Westernport Biosphere has regional conservation significance, including for its “Highly scenic landscape
values and sites of historic importance”. This is why the local government has recently invested $32 million in
creating the Peninsula Trail walking track – which goes right through Crib Point – the heart of Westernport.

•

…”the Biosphere is a tourist destination for millions of Australians and overseas visitors every year. A major
draw-card of the Biosphere Reserve is the wonderful diversity of flora and fauna including breeding colonies
of the Little Penguin, Koala, Australian Fur Seal, Hooded Plover and Short-tailed Shearwater”.

•

…”The Biosphere has a population of approximately 670,000 residents, with an increase of more than 100,000
during peak seasons. The Biosphere has a mix of industries including agriculture and tourism and demographics
range from young families through to retirees…”

•

…”As well as being a key destination for tourists and those who love the unique environment, Western Port
Biosphere is popular with researchers and scientists. It has numerous sites of geomorphological and historical
significance and is a region of great biological diversity due to an unusually wide range of habitat types.
Western Port Biosphere hosts many significant indigenous plant species and communities, including rare,
threatened and vulnerable species…”

Biosphere and Ecosystem
•

“Western Port was chosen as a Biosphere Reserve because it has outstanding natural values, including a
Ramsar wetland of international importance, on the fringe of the expanding city of Melbourne.”

•

“It is an area of great biological diversity due to its unusually wide range of habitat types. These range from
deep channels to seagrass meadows, mangroves, saltmarsh and melaleuca thickets. It supports a large number
of marine invertebrates and about 65% of Victoria’s bird species. Western Port is listed under the Convention
on Wetlands of International Importance, especially as waterfowl habitat (Ramsar Convention). Many of the
migratory birds using the area are listed under international agreements, including JAMBA, CAMBA , ROKAMBA
and the Bonn Agreement.”

More from “Areas for improvement (Westernport Biosphere Report Card 2016-17)”:
•

“In September 2015 the United Nations Sustainable Development Summit adopted 17 Sustainable
Development Goals and 169 targets as part of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. The Goals are
intended to stimulate action in areas of critical importance for people, planet and prosperity. They are
integrated and indivisible and balance the three dimensions of sustainable development: the economic,
social and environmental. In 2017 the International Coordinating Committee for UNESCO’s Man and the
Biosphere Program adopted the Lima Action Plan 2017-2025 for Biosphere Reserves. The Lima Action Plan is
built around the Sustainable Development Goals and sets out actions for implementation, on multiple levels,
to improve the way issues that are impacting on our environment are addressed and through proper planning
provide a pathway to better management of these issues in the future.”



Refer to Appendix 2 (page 33) for more detail on the Lima Action Plan, the Man and Biosphere (MAB) Strategy
and the Sustainable Development Goals

Westernport’s currents and significant tidal variances
https://www.infrastructurevictoria.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Deakin_University__for_GHD_Aecom_Benthic_Habitat_Mapping_in_Western_Port_-_desktop_review_and_study_desig.pdf
•

“The Western Port embayment is an estuarine environment characterised by extensive mudflats
(approximately one third of West Port), saltmarsh, mangroves and seagrass beds (IMCRA 2006). It is a large
shallow bay that is divided into five interconnected basins by several islands and channel constrictions. The
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geography of Western Port means that strong and complex tidal currents create pathways for dispersal of
benthic flora and fauna as well as movement of sediments, nutrients and toxicants (Melbourne Water 2011)”
•

“Because of the extensive interconnected channels and bodies of shallow water coupled with strong tidal
flushes, benthic habitats are particularly susceptible to critical linkages within the bay. For example the extent
and penetration of marine tidal currents can be witnessed with the Crawfish Rock in the north arm, which
supports a rich diversity of marine algae, filter-feeding sponges, ascidians and other sessile biota. Shepherd et
al. (2009) displayed the vulnerability of these biological communities to disturbances from increased
sedimentation and reduced water quality.”

Question: How will Westernport bay’s unique tidal fluctuations and currents facilitate the circulation of chlorinated
waste water expelled by AGL’s FSRU? AGL has stated the water will be confined to a small area, but given the nature
of the bay’s currents and tides, and above literature references, this assertion by AGL does not seem accurate. I
expand on this question later in my submission.
Seagrass, Saltmarshes and Mangroves
The importance of the Westernport habitat in supporting a healthy biodiverse ecosystem, is well documented.
https://www.infrastructurevictoria.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Deakin_University__for_GHD_Aecom_Benthic_Habitat_Mapping_in_Western_Port_-_desktop_review_and_study_desig.pdf
•

“Below the low tide mark, seagrass is the dominant macrophyte with four main species detected in the
bay”;

https://www.biosphere.org.au/biosphere-projects/current-projects/western-port-ramsar-awareness-project/

•

“Our bay is Ramsar-listed because of the high representation of marine species and birds that rely on the
wetland and the significant expanses of important wetland habitat, including intertidal sand and mud flats
and areas of saltmarsh and mangroves.”

•

“Seagrass meadows, mudflats, mangroves and saltmarshes start the food chains that sustain the fishery and
provide for our international migratory shorebirds. These birds (like the Red-necked stint) rely on the
wetland for food prior to their epic migrations to the Arctic Circle.”

https://www.water.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0021/66270/Western-Port-Ramsar-Site-Management-Plan_revised.pdf

•

“The most recent mapping suggests that there is now over 15,000 hectares of seagrass (Holland et al. 2013).”

•

“What does this mean for setting a benchmark for ecological character and managing seagrass at the site? It
means that the administrative reporting of a potential change in character to the Convention would only
occur if seagrass were to decline below what it was at the time of listing (7,200 hectares). Management of
seagrass at the site, however, is aimed at continuing to improve the extent and condition of seagrass
beyond current levels and continuing the trajectory of recovery.”

•

“The Western Port Ramsar Site contains one of the largest expanses of saltmarsh in Victoria, covering an area
of just over 1,100 hectares (Boon et al. 2011). Saltmarsh occupies the area of the site between mangroves
and terrestrial vegetation at higher elevation. The saltmarsh of Western Port is diverse…. Coastal saltmarsh is
listed as a vulnerable ecological community under the EPBC Act and is important habitat for fish, when
inundated and feeding and roosting waterbirds, when tides are low.”

It is noted below that much of the saltmarsh lies outside the Ramsar boundary, but this does not make it any less
valuable or important in protecting, given its high ecological value.
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Waterbirds
•

“A total of 1155 waterbird species have been recorded within the Western Port Ramsar Site, and the site
regularly supports 12 species of waders from the East Asian-Australasian Flyway listed under the
international migratory bird agreements JAMBA, CAMBA and ROKAMBA. The Western Port Ramsar Site
provides significant foraging area for a variety of shorebird species as well as important roosting (resting)
sites (Figure 6 below)”

•

“Waterbirds are defined under the Ramsar Convention as species of birds that are ecologically dependent on
wetlands.”

Waste water
Victorian National Parks Association (VNPA) confirms the levels of chlorine proposed to be discharged by AGL into
our pristine biodiverse ecosystem at Westernport Bay, are well above levels that are considered safe or legally
acceptable. Therefore it is illegal for AGL to dump their waste water into our bay. VNPA states “The FSRU ship
will be releasing more than the identified safe levels identified by CSIRO for marine waters. It will be releasing 100
micrograms per litre, when the safe levels to protect 99% of species is set at just 6 micrograms per litre. This is over
16 times higher than safe levels for marine waters” https://vnpa.org.au/agl/
It is illegal to dump wastewater in high conservation areas such as Westernport bay, and VNPA recently arranged
to petition Minister Wynne on this matter. View the petition regarding the illegal dumping of wastewater here:
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https://vnpa.org.au/protect-action/save-westernport-bay/

Furthermore AGL’s EES has referenced testing of chlorinated waste water on barramundi fish, yet there are no
barramundi in Westernport bay. However there are weedy sea dragon, Victoria’s marine emblem. In 2017,
scientists feared the weedy sea dragon which is endemic to Australia, “could be dying out in some areas and may
need to be reclassified from near threatened to endangered.”https://www.abc.net.au/news/2017-05-14/seadragonresearch-tracks-threatened-species-in-australia/8523924
“A male Weedy Sea dragon carries a clutch of
precious purple eggs in the waters of
Westernport Bay, Victoria, Australia.”
Photo by Matt Testoni photography (refer to
below link)

https://www.facebook.com/SaveWesternPort/photos/a.2363047720586960/3295707350654321/?type=3&d=m

The Burrunan dolphins are endemic to Victoria and Dr Kate
Robb, Director of the Marine Mammal Foundation confirms
they are present in Westernport Bay. They are listed as
“Threatened” according to the Department of Environment,
Land, Water & Planning Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988
Threatened List November 2019. (refer to below link).

https://www.environment.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0024/115827/20191114-FFG-Threatened-List.pdf

Questions
1.

(a) If 450 million litres of nutrient rich, living water, teeming with microscopic life, is sucked in to AGL’s
FSRU each day for 20 years, and 450 million litres of chlorinated dead water at 7 degrees colder than the
bay’s ambient waters, are expelled into the bay each day for 20 years, will this result in the bay’s waters being
overwhelmed and displaced by sterilise, dead, chlorinated water? If so, how long will this take to occur?
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(b) How much natural water is currently in Westernport bay (e.g. cubic metres) and how does this compare
with the quantity of chlorinated dead waste water proposed to be discharged over the course of 1 year, 10
years, 20 years? I’d like these comparative figures presented to the community. For example, 450,000,000
litres per day x 365 days = 164,250,000,000 litres of waste water discharged per year; multiplied by 20 years.
(c)

Why isn’t AGL proposing to use 450 million litres of mains water each day, and recycle this?

2.

AGL has said its daily discharge of half a billion litres of chlorinated waste water, devoid of any life, would be
confined to a specific area (a number of hectares). Please explain this. Given Westernport Bay has significant
tidal variances, how is it possible for AGL to give assurances that the huge quantities of waste water won’t
flow extensively throughout the bay carried by currents and tides. How does AGL know it won’t wash up on
the mudflats in the bay’s northern arm, which feed migratory shorebirds, or damage the critically important
habitat that are swathes of seagrasses and mangroves (important breeding habitat for fish and other marine
creatures and for the sequestering of atmospheric carbon) - much of these habitats are in close proximity to
the FSRU (including a large area at Crib Point, Stony Point, and Hastings). What are the cumulative effects of
the waste water discharge on the ecosystem over 20 years?

3.

How will the FSRU and its discharged waste water directly impact the marine animals, such as the weedy sea
dragon, the fish, the dolphins.

4.

AGL EES states the marine biota, plankton, invertebrate (which are critical at the start of the food chain), will
be killed during the process of sucking up fresh water and discharging dead water. They won’t survive the
process proposed. How will this impact the food chain and the marine and terrestrial animals further along
the food chain?

5.

How does AGL know their chlorinated waste water won’t get into the Merrick’s creek at Somers? This is a
tidal creek, and at high tide, it is not inconceivable that the waste water, over time, will enter the creek at
Somers and infiltrate the Coolart wetlands. Again what are the cumulative impacts?

6.

Will it be safe to eat Westernport bay caught fish and seafood? The actual as well as reputational (perceived)
impact on fish quality, due to waste water pollution, and therefore whether it is safe to consume, is of concern
to us.

7.

Will it be safe to swim in the waters of the bay over the longer term? Twenty years is a very long time.

8.

Will the dolphins leave the bay? We are worried about this.
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Merricks Creek (tidal creek with mouth at Somers beach) and beautiful Coolart Wetlands (between Balnarring and Somers),
March 2020 (photos taken by me, during our annual Westernport Bay family and friends camp)
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Noise, Light and Water Turbidity impacts on marine and terrestrial wildlife, on permanent communities, visitors
and overnight campers & holiday makers?
Westernport bay is a very peaceful and quiet place. That is part of its charm and attraction for us and our friends.
I raise the same concerns about noise, light and water turbulence, as I did about waste water discharge. The level
of noise and light coming from the FSRU and water turbulence from gas tankers, the disturbance to wildlife, to
communities and visitors such as my family is of concern to me.
Recreational activities such as swimming, kayaking, sailing, bird watching, camping, will all be degraded by the FSRU
continual noise and light (e.g. quiet enjoyment of camping, beach and water activities, reduced birdlife) and from
the increased water turbulence from the tankers (on swimming, sailing, kayaking, the dolphins, marine life we see
when snorkelling).
There are scores of bird species close by which would be impacted by the noise and light. Figure 6 on a previous
page shows clearly, that very close to the proposed FSRU (both near Crib Point and on the other side of the bay
at French Island) there are both extensive primary and secondary foraging areas for shorebirds, as well as high
tide roosting sites.

Project Risks (Surely there are lessons to be learned from the incidents referenced below)
AGL does not have a good track record. This record must be seen in the context of the ecological sensitivity and
significance of Westernport bay. This in my mind, increases the risk of the project exponentially. There are several
examples of AGL’s environmental misdemeanours. Here is one. https://www.miragenews.com/fine-issued-for-excessdust-emissions-from-power-station/ Therefore, given the above context, no assurances AGL can give to the
community, in terms of mitigation of risks could be acceptable. The only acceptable level of risk to our precious
biodiverse ecosystem, is zero risk. We strongly urge the government to adopt a zero tolerance approach to risk
in Westernport bay given its biodiversity and ecological value. That is, no risk is the only acceptable risk level.
Impact of oil spill from tankers on communities and wildlife
Given the enclosed/circular geographical nature of Westernport bay, we are worried that an oil spill from one of
the many tankers (up to 50 per year), would have a catastrophic impact on the bay across the hundreds of
kilometres of its shoreline, which includes the northern coast line of Phillip Island, the Nobbies, seal colony, Churchill
Island, Cowes, Ventnor. Apart from damage to the coastal ecology, there are many communities that would be
impacted. This is exactly what happened in Mauritius recently with heartbreaking consequences for their wildlife
and unfairly, the community is cleaning up.
•

Mauritius
Mauritius facing environmental disaster after stricken bulk carrier leaks oil
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/aug/07/mauritius-facing-environmental-disaster-after-strikenbulk-carrier-leaks-oil

Risk of gas leak or gas explosion to human safety
The risk of gas leak or explosion, even if deemed low, would nevertheless be catastrophic to human life as well as
wildlife. It is unconscionable the State and Commonwealth governments would expose the many communities
dotted around Westernport bay to such risk. This includes tourists and visitors as well as residents.
You’re aware of recent incidents which had a catastrophic impact for the local communities (Beirut and Texas).
Please refer to below references.
•

Communities at Risk: Hazards of LNG (British Columbia, Canada) (YouTube)
Proposed LNG Terminals and Tanker Routes put coastal communities at risk
https://youtu.be/uBAgvXPw1aI
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•

Beirut
Beirut explosion raises fresh concern about Newcastle's much larger ammonium nitrate stockpile
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2020-08-05/beirut-blast-raises-concern-about-newcastle-ammoniumnitrate/12527546

•

Texas
A dredging vessel at a Texas port hit a natural gas pipeline Friday, sparking an explosion that sent six people
to the hospital and left four others missing, authorities said.
https://www.wjhg.com/2020/08/21/explosion-reported-in-port-district-of-corpus-christi-texas/

Climate Change: Loss of Blue Carbon habitats, increased Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Extinction
Distressingly, Australia is the mammal extinction capital of the world, exacerbated by global warming from
greenhouse gas emissions. Gas is now recognised as a major contributor to atmospheric warming, and this is a
particularly important reason not to invest in new fossil fuels infrastructure, including the AGL project in
Westernport bay. There has been much coverage on this issue in the media. References below.
Risk of loss of blue carbon at Westernport bay due to AGL
The potential degradation of the Westernport bay marine ecosystem, from the AGL project would directly
contribute to increased greenhouse gas emissions. For example, “An increase in carbon dioxide emissions
equivalent to 5 million cars a year has been caused by the loss of seagrass meadows around the Australian
coastline since the 1950s.” https://theaimn.com/new-study-sparks-fresh-call-for-seagrass-preservation/
Westernport bay also has the second most southerly occurring mangroves in the world. Mangroves are recognised
as important for the sequestering of carbon from the atmosphere. Any loss of mangroves in Westernport bay,
caused by the AGL project, would directly contribute to increased greenhouse gas emissions.
Leader in extinction
By rejecting the AGL Westernport proposal, the Victorian and Commonwealth governments have a perfect
opportunity to demonstrate to the community that the EPBC Act can be effective.
“Australia is a world leader in extinction and our governments must do everything in their power to change this..”
https://www.acf.org.au/stronger_standards_and_independent_oversight_needed_to_halt_extinction_crisis

Gas not required as a transitional fuel (between fossil fuels and renewable energy)
•

1/7/20 : “Last week was a momentous one in the U.S. utility sector’s transition from fossil fuels to renewable
power generation. Utilities in three states announced plans to close one or more of their coal plants and build
new renewables—without adding any new gas-fired generation to serve as a “bridge.” https://ieefa.org/ieefau-s-utilities-are-now-skipping-the-gas-bridge-in-transition-from-coal-to-renewables/

Gas emissions, gas leaks
•

26/6/2020: “..Methane is also 80 times more potent during its first 20 years in the atmosphere and scientists
say that identifying methane sources is crucial to making the drastic emissions cuts needed to avoid the
worst impacts of climate change.”https://www.reuters.com/article/us-climatechange-methane-satellites-insiidUSKBN23W3K4

•

15/7/2020: “..scientists are now alarmed at methane surging skyward from coal, oil and gas development.
It’s tipping the planet to upper projections of warming. …. That’s equivalent to the carbon dioxide released
by 15,000 cars a year. The evidence is mounting that the gas industry has not been reporting the extent of
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methane it dumps in the upper atmosphere.” https://www.smh.com.au/national/we-now-know-gas-is-far-fromthe-clean-fuel-it-s-claimed-to-be-20200715-p55c7g.html

•

15/7/2020: “While it typically remains in the atmosphere for much less time than CO2, methane is more
potent – about 86 times more per unit of mass over 20 years… Fossil-fuel sources had risen about 27 per cent
to 135 million tonnes annually, with coal-linked methane emissions up 51.7 per cent and those from oil and
gas up 16.7 per cent.” https://www.smh.com.au/environment/climate-change/coal-gas-leading-to-quite-dramaticincreases-in-methane-emissions-20200714-p55bzp.html

•

22/7/20 : “Advertising regulator Ads Standards has ruled that it is misleading to call gas ‘cleaner and greener’
than other energy sources, in a major rebuke of gas industry’s efforts to position its commodity as
environmentally friendly.” https://reneweconomy.com.au/regulator-rules-it-is-misleading-to-claim-gas-is-cleanerand-greener-56914/

Question: Could Victoria be a national and world leader in phasing out gas dependency?
We ask the State of Victoria to become a national and world leader in the phasing out of gas, so the state can
rapidly move to renewably sourced electricity. In recent weeks we have watched other State governments
propose initiatives which are innovative. Queensland has announced the development of a renewable energy
corridor. https://www.facebook.com/345960425540557/posts/2073990476070868/?d=m (Climate Council)
The Cities of Sydney and Adelaide transitioned to 100% renewable electricity on 1 July 2020. https://protectau.mimecast.com/s/48XACVAGXBTX9j7zIGOTo_?domain=womensagenda.com.au

We ask the Victorian government to develop a plan to rapidly phase out reliance on gas. Whether this could be
facilitated by incentivising existing residential and commercial gas consumers to move to electrical appliances, or
incentivising gas suppliers to assist their customers to transition. I’m not sure of the details, but we would like
Victoria to show strong leadership and swift action on this, as the other States have demonstrated innovation and
initiative.
Baseline data
Noise
Question: Have appropriate baseline assessments been undertaken, regarding noise in the water and impact on
marine animals such as dolphins, weedy sea dragons, other marine and terrestrial animals?
Limit of Acceptable Change (LAC) indicators
The Westernport Ramsar Site Management Plan provides information regarding the limit of acceptable change
(LAC) to the site, based on data from 2016. Some of the baseline data is almost a decade old, and would not give
an accurate picture of the current health status of the bay. For example, extent of seagrass was measured in 2011,
nearly 10 years ago and so may have declined since then. Similarly saltmarsh was measured at 1143 hectares in
2011, and may well be below the 850 hectare limit of acceptable change. The waterbird count was based on data
collected between 2011 and 2015, noting at that time, ‘large wading birds’ were numbered just 220 above the limit
of acceptable change (LAC), ‘fishers’ just 260 above the LAC indicator.
The data in relation to threatened birds and fish species is worrying: The limit of acceptable change indicator is
“Abundance of eastern curlew, curlew sandpiper and fairy tern will not decline below 1%”. Yet in 2011-2015,
eastern curlew represented 1%, fairy tern 1.5% and the sandpiper curlew did not meet the limit of acceptable
change at 0.5%. The data that indicates the “Australian grayling are present, spawning and migrating through this
system” is now 10-12 years old (2008-2010).
Therefore, I am deeply concerned that the data below may not represent the current health status of the
Westernport bay Ramsar site and that the limits of acceptable change may have been already exceeded in some of
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the indicators where there was a small margin between the indicator and the 2016 assessment, particularly in
relation to saltmarshes and threatened fish and bird species.
Question: What is the current state of health of Westernport bay/Ramsar site. This information is necessary so that
the community and government is informed of the current state of vulnerability and the fragility of the site, so as
to accurately assess the potential risk of the AGL project, and ascertain and forecast potential further decline, due
to further pressure on and threat to its ecological character (posed by the proposed AGL import gas terminal
development and activity). Without current baseline information, there is no way of knowing what damage the
AGL project would cause if it were approved.
Table 4 below: https://www.water.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0021/66270/Western-Port-Ramsar-Site-ManagementPlan_revised.pdf
Table 4: Assessment of current
condition of the ecological
character of the Ramsar site for
critical components, processes
and services (CPS) see ECD
Addendum (Appendix H). Critical
CPS

Limit of Acceptable Change

2016 Assessment

Wetland bathymetry

No loss of intertidal mudflat area
(270 km2)

Although there has been work on
coastal erosion, there is no current
information on the extent of
intertidal mudflat area.
Insufficient data to assess LAC.

Seagrass

Total seagrass extent will not
decline below 5400 hectares for a
period of greater than 10
continuous years.

Melbourne water measured
15,000 hectares in 2011 (Holland
et al. 2013).
LAC is met.

Saltmarsh

Total saltmarsh extent will not
decline below 850 hectares.

The most recent assessment of
saltmarsh extent in Western Port
(Boon et al. 2011) indicates 1143
hectares. There is no evidence of a
significant decline in saltmarsh
extent.
LAC is met.

Mangrove

Total mangrove extent will not
decline below 900 hectares.

The most recent assessment of
mangrove extent in Western Port
indicates 1700 hectares. This
represents an increase of 40%
since the time of listing.
LAC is met.

Waterbirds

Abundance of waterbirds will not
decline below the following
(calculated as a rolling five year
average of maximum annual
count):
Total waterbirds – 12 000
Migratory waders – 5300
Australasian waders - 800
Ducks - 500
Fishers - 550
Gulls - 1600

Average maximum count of each
group of waterbirds from 2011 –
2015 was as follows (data from
BirdLife Australia and Richard
Loyn):
Total waterbirds – 20,100
Migratory waders - 8500
Australian waders - 2500
Fishers - 810
Ducks - 2100
Gulls - 2300
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Large wading birds - 980
Swans – 1600
Breeding of beach nesting birds
annually within the site

Large wading birds - 1200
Swans -2600
Breeding of beach nesting birds
has been recorded annually
(Driessen and Maguire 2014)
LAC is met.

Threatened species: birds

Abundance of eastern curlew,
curlew sandpiper and fairy tern
will not decline below 1% of the
population as stated in the most
recent Wetlands International
Population estimate (based on a
five year rolling average of annual
maximum counts).
Presence of bar-tailed godwit,
lesser sand plover and red knot in
at least three out of every five
years.

Data from 2011 – 2015 indicate
that the average abundance of the
three species were as follows:
Eastern curlew – 438 (1% of
population)
Curlew sandpiper – 622 (0.5% of
population)
Fairy tern – 22 (1.5% of
population)
Data from 2011 – 2015 indicate
presence of the three species:
Bar-tailed godwit – all five years
Lesser sand plover – three years
Red knot - three years
LAC is exceeded for curlew
sandpiper, but met for all other
species.

Threatened species: fish

Australian grayling continues to be
supported in one or more of the
catchments draining into Western
Port.

Data from the Bunyip River (2008
– 2010) indicates that the
Australian grayling are present,
spawning and migrating through
this system (Koster and Dawson
2010).
LAC is met.

My drawings of Australia’s most critically endangered bird, the Orange Bellied Parrot, which migrates to Victoria in the winter,
and is being bred in captivity, for release into the wild at Moonlit Sanctuary, Westernport bay.

Moonlit Sanctuary located in the north of Westernport bay, has a breeding program for the Orange Bellied Parrot,
and participates in ‘release’ programs. The Orange Bellied Parrot is Australia’s most critically endangered bird which
migrates to Victoria in the winter. While bird numbers are critically low, Westernport bay nonetheless does contain
the orange bellied parrot’s habitat.
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The Orange Bellied Parrot is a symbol of Australia’s terrible trajectory towards extinction, due to degradation and
loss of habitat, and mismanagement of threats over the longer term. The polluting, disruptive and long term nature
of the AGL project will not assist the already stricken Orange Bellied Parrot, and it would put at risk and exacerbate
risks to other species in the bay which are currently threatened or endangered.
Victorian government position on environment and biodiversity is inconsistent with this project
To quote from the website of the Victorian Department of Environment, Land Water and Planning, “everyone can
help to protect Victoria’s wildlife”, “scientists tell us the best way to protect wildlife is to protect the places where
they (wildlife) live.”
So that is precisely what those of us who love Westernport are now doing – we will do whatever we can to protect
this place we and our families love, from AGL's dirty and dangerous industrialisation plans.
It is not too late for the Victorian and Commonwealth governments to demonstrate their commitment to protecting
Westernport Bay.
A few of my artworks which were inspired by my love of Westernport bay

L – R : ‘Curlew’ (March 2020, watercolour on egg-shell); ‘Full moon over Merrick’s Creek at the bridge on Balnarring
Beach Road’ (March 2020, watercolour on paper);
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L – R : ‘My mother relaxing with a good book, at Balnarring beach foreshore campground reserve’ (March 2020,
pen/pencil on paper); ‘Happy camper, (son)’ (March 2020, watercolour on paper);

‘Coastal dunes as we emerge from a walk through
the Coolart wetlands between Balnarring and
Somers’
(March 2020, watercolour and chalk pastel on paper);

FINAL COMMENTS
Disruption, Destruction and Degradation = “DDDminus” on AGL’s report card!
We only have one Ramsar internationally important
wetland at Westernport bay.
Since January 2020, Australia and Victoria has seen
the most devastating bushfires in living memory.
The perishing of half a billion Australian animals and
impact on local communities was heartbreaking.
The impact on our cities in terms of smog pollution
was harmful. We watched on in horror as these
events unfolded. We are distressed that places we
have known and loved over the years are now
closed due to being decimated by fire and we can’t
visit them. We are heartbroken for the animals that
have perished and are extremely worried about
what the future holds for our natural places and
wildlife. We don’t want our beloved Westernport
bay to be disrupted, degraded or destroyed by AGL
or any other fossil fuel interests.
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I close by referencing several of the United Nations’ Sustainable Development Goals (goals 13, 14 and 15) from the
“2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development”. Please note I strongly believe AGL’s proposed project in
Westernport bay is entirely incompatible with these goals.
Source:
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/21252030%20Agenda%20for%20Sustainable%20Development%2
0web.pdf

Goal 13. Take urgent action to combat climate change and its impacts
•
•
•

13.1 Strengthen resilience and adaptive capacity to climate related hazards and natural disasters in all
countries
13.2 Integrate climate change measures into national policies, strategies and planning
13.3 Improve education, awareness raising and human and institutional capacity on climate change
mitigation, adaptation, impact reduction and early warning

Goal 14. Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas and marine resources for sustainable development
•
•

14.1 By 2025, prevent and significantly reduce marine pollution of all kinds, in particular from land based
activities, including marine debris and nutrient pollution
14.2 By 2020, sustainably manage and protect marine and coastal ecosystems to avoid significant adverse
impacts, including by strengthening their resilience, and take action for their restoration in order to achieve
healthy and productive oceans

Goal 15. Protect, restore and promote sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems, sustainably manage forests,
combat desertification, and halt and reverse land degradation and halt biodiversity loss
•
•
•

15.1 By 2020, ensure the conservation, restoration and sustainable use of terrestrial and inland freshwater
ecosystems and their services, in particular forests, wetlands, mountains and drylands, in line with
obligations under international agreements
15.5 Take urgent and significant action to reduce the degradation of natural habitats, halt the loss of
biodiversity and, by 2020, protect and prevent the extinction of threatened species
15.9 By 2020, integrate ecosystem and biodiversity values into national and local planning, development
processes

Thank you. This is the end of my submission. Appendices follow.
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Appendix 1 – Ramsar listing of Westernport Bay, including justification of listing criteria
http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/wetlands/ramsardetails.pl?refcode=19
Key features of the site:
Western Port is a large bay in southern Victoria incorporating around 260 kilometres of coastline, connected to
Bass Strait by a wide channel between Flinders and Phillip Island, and a narrow channel between San Remo and
Phillip Island. Six rivers from the north and east of the catchment flow into the northern and eastern shores of
Western Port and several minor rivers and creeks on the eastern slopes of the Mornington Peninsula drain into
the western shores.
The Ramsar site has a wide variety of habitat types, ranging from deep channels, seagrass flats, intertidal mudflats,
extensive mangrove thickets and saltmarsh vegetation. The white mangrove communities within Western Port are
the most well-developed and extensive in Victoria, and are the only large communities situated so far from the
Equator. Threatened plant species that are found within the Ramsar site include dense leek-orchid, creeping rush,
and tiny arrow grass.
Western Port is one of the three most important areas for waders in Victoria and the site supports numerous
migratory species listed under international migratory bird conservation agreements. High numbers of eastern
curlew, whimbrel, bar-tailed godwit, grey-tailed tattler, greenshank and terek sandpiper have been recorded at
the site. Nationally threatened species that utilise Western Port include the orange-bellied parrot, swift parrot,
helmeted honeyeater, little tern, southern right whale, and humpback whale. The site supports the globally
threatened fairy tern which is listed as vulnerable on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species.
A number of Indigenous cultural heritage sites on the shores of Western Port have been identified. Currently,
Western Port is used for commercial fishing and recreational activities such as boating, swimming and fishing.
Justification of the listing criteria:
The Western Port Ramsar site meets seven of the nine criteria:
Criterion 1: While a full assessment of the representativeness of the area in the Southeast Coast Drainage
Division is yet to be undertaken, Western Port Bay is a particularly good example of a natural wetland marine
embayment with extensive intertidal flats, mangroves, saltmarsh, and seagrass beds within the South East
Coastal Plain. Western Port is also a very good example of a saltmarsh-mangrove-seagrass wetland system.
Criterion 2: The site supports the fairy tern which is a species of global conservation significance, in addition to
the dense leek-orchid which is listed as vulnerable under the EPBC Act. Saltmarsh vegetation within the site
provides important habitat for the orange-bellied parrot, listed as critically endangered under the EPBC Act.
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Criterion 3: Western Port is one of the most important areas for migratory waders in south-east Australia with
wader surveys indicating that the Ramsar site supports up to 39 species, and includes 10 000 to 15 000 summer
migrants (approximately 12 to 16 per cent of the Victorian population). It also supports seagrass and mangrove
communities that are characteristic of the marine embayments of Southern Victoria.
Criterion 4: The Ramsar site is one of the three most important areas in southeast Australia for migratory waders
in total numbers and density. The site also provides important overwintering habitat for the orange bellied
parrot. It also provides a number of important high tide roosts and breeding habitat.
Criterion 5: The Ramsar site regularly supports about 10 000 to 15 000 migratory waders, and periodically
supports 1000 to 3000 ducks and 5000 to 10 000 Black Swans.
Criterion 6: The Ramsar site regularly supports more than one per cent of the estimated flyway population of five
wader species. The site also regularly supports internationally significant numbers of several non-wader species.
Criterion 8: Seagrass beds within the Ramsar site are known to provide important nursery habitat for a number of
fish species, including commercially significant species.
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Appendix 2
http://www.unesco.org/new/fileadmin/MULTIMEDIA/HQ/SC/pdf/Lima_Action_Plan_en_final.pdf
The Lima Action Plan and the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and its Sustainable Development Goals
In line with its vision and mission statement, the Lima Action Plan places strong emphasis on thriving societies in
harmony with the biosphere for the achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals and implementation of the
2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, both within biosphere reserves and beyond, through the global
dissemination of the models of sustainability developed in biosphere reserves.
Strategic Action Area A. The World Network of Biosphere Reserves consisting of effectively functioning models
for sustainable development
A1. Biosphere Reserves (BRs) recognized as models contributing to the implementation of Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) and Multilateral Environmental Agreements (MEAs)
A1.2. Promote Biosphere Reserves as sites that actively contribute to implementing MEAs, including the Aichi
Biodiversity Targets A1.3.Establish alliances at local, regional, international levels for biodiversity conservation and
benefits to local people, taking into consideration the rights of indigenous people
A1.4. Use Biosphere Reserves as priority sites/observatories for climate change research, monitoring, mitigation
and adaptation, including in support of the UNFCCC COP21 Paris Agreement
A1.5. Promote green/sustainable/social economy initiatives inside Biosphere Reserves
A4.4. Identify, and disseminate good practices for sustainable development, and identify and eliminate
unsustainable practices in Biosphere Reserves
A7.1. Identify ecosystem services and facilitate their long-term provision, including those contributing to health and
wellbeing
A7.3. Implement programmes to preserve, maintain and promote species and varieties of economic and/or cultural
value and that underpin the provision of ecosystem services
Vision and Mission of the Man and the Biosphere (MAB) Programme
Our vision is a world where people are conscious of their common future and interaction with our planet, and act
collectively and responsibly to build thriving societies in harmony within the biosphere. The Man and the Biosphere
Programme and its World Network of Biosphere Reserves (WNBR) serve this vision within and outside biosphere
reserves.
Our mission for the period 2015-2025 is to:
•

develop and strengthen models for sustainable development in the WNBR;

•
communicate the experiences and lessons learned, facilitating the global diffusion and application of these
models;
•
support evaluation and high-quality management, strategies and policies for sustainable development and
planning, as well as accountable and resilient institutions;
•
help Member States and stakeholders to urgently meet the Sustainable Development Goals through
experiences from the WNBR, in particularly through exploring and testing policies, technologies and innovations for
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the sustainable management of biodiversity and natural resources and mitigation and adaptation to climate
change.
Man and the Biosphere (MAB) Strategy 2015-2025
The Man and the Biosphere Strategy foresees that, in the coming 10 years, the MAB Programme will concentrate its
support to Member States and stakeholders in conserving biodiversity, restoring and enhancing ecosystem services,
and fostering the sustainable use of natural resources; contributing to sustainable, healthy, and equitable societies,
economies and thriving human settlements in harmony with the biosphere; facilitating biodiversity and sustainability
science, education for sustainable development and capacity building; and supporting mitigation and adaptation to
climate change and other aspects of global environmental change. The MAB Programme will harness lessons learned
through sustainability science and education and use modern, open and transparent ways to communicate and share
information. A key goal will be to ensure that its World Network of Biosphere Reserves (WNBR) consists of effectively
functioning models for sustainable development, by improving governance, collaboration and networking within the
MAB and WNBR; by developing effective external partnerships to ensure long-term viability, and by implementing
an effective periodic review process so that all members of the network adhere to its standards.
http://www.unesco.org/new/fileadmin/MULTIMEDIA/HQ/SC/pdf/MAB_Strategy_2015-2025_final_text.pdf

In practice, the Man and the Biosphere Programme is implemented in biosphere reserves. They may contain
terrestrial, coastal and/or marine ecosystems, which should be representative of their biogeographic region and of
significance for biodiversity conservation. Each biosphere reserve promotes solutions reconciling the conservation
of biodiversity with its sustainable use, towards sustainable development at the regional scale. While biosphere
reserves are nominated by national governments and remain under the sovereign jurisdiction of the states where
they are located, their global status as biosphere reserves is internationally recognized.
Man and the Biosphere Strategic Objectives for 2015-2025 derive directly from the three functions of biosphere
reserves identified in the Statutory Framework for the WNBR and the key global challenge of climate change,
identified in the Madrid Action Plan for Biosphere Reserves.
These Strategic Objectives are to:
1. Conserve biodiversity, restore and enhance ecosystem services, and foster the sustainable use of natural
resources
2. Contribute to building sustainable, healthy and equitable societies, economies and thriving human settlements in
harmony with the biosphere
3. Facilitate biodiversity and sustainability science, education for sustainable development (ESD) and capacity
building
4. Support mitigation and adaptation to climate change and other aspects of global environmental change
Strategic Objective 4. Support mitigation and adaptation to climate change and other aspects of global
environmental change
Climate change continues to be of paramount concern for the future of humankind. It is now extremely likely that
human activities have been the dominant cause of the observed warming since the mid-twentieth century.
According to the fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), warming of the
climate system is unequivocal; many of the observed changes since the 1950s have been unprecedented over
decades to millennia. The specific values of and opportunities for biosphere reserves in relation to climate change
were recognized in the Madrid Action Plan for Biosphere Reserves (2008-2013) and the Dresden Declaration on
Biosphere Reserves and Climate Change (2011).
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These aim to place greater focus on the capacities of the Man and the Biosphere Programme and its biosphere
reserves for mitigating and adapting to the impacts of climate change, and for integrating their contributions
effectively into national and international climate strategies and policies. This requires simultaneously addressing
the complex interactions between climate change and other aspects of global environmental change, such as loss
of biodiversity, urbanization, desertification, degradation of land and water resources, and stratospheric ozone
depletion.
4.3 Member States and other decision-makers recognize and promote biosphere reserves as priority sites in
developing and implementing strategies on climate change mitigation and adaptation, in particular through:
(1)

energy efficiency and the development and adoption of renewable and clean energy, including energy saving
through responsible consumption; and

(2)

approaches related to carbon sequestration and REDD (Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest
Degradation).

Sustainable Development Goals
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/21252030%20Agenda%20for%20Sustainable%20Development%2
0web.pdf

Adopted at the United Nations Sustainable Development Summit in September 2015 as part of the 2030 Agenda for
Sustainable Development, the 17 Sustainable Development Goals and 169 targets are intended to stimulate action
in areas of critical importance for people, planet and prosperity. They are integrated and indivisible and balance the
three dimensions of sustainable development: the economic, social and environmental.
Planet
We are determined to protect the planet from degradation, including through sustainable consumption and
production, sustainably managing its natural resources and taking urgent action on climate change, so that it can
support the needs of the present and future generations.
Prosperity
We are determined to ensure that all human beings can enjoy prosperous and fulfilling lives and that economic, social
and technological progress occurs in harmony with nature.
Goal 6.

Ensure availability and sustainable management of water and sanitation for all

6.3: By 2030, improve water quality by reducing pollution, eliminating dumping and minimizing release of hazardous
chemicals and materials, halving the proportion of untreated wastewater and substantially increasing recycling and
safe reuse globally
6.6 : By 2020, protect and restore water related ecosystems, including mountains, forests, wetlands, rivers,
aquifers, and lakes
Goal 7.

Ensure access to affordable, reliable, sustainable and modern energy for all

7.2: By 2030, increase substantially the share of renewable energy in the global energy mix
Goal 8. Promote sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic growth, full and productive employment and decent
work for all
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8.4: Improve progressively, through 2030, global resource efficiency in consumption and production and
endeavour to decouple economic growth from environmental degradation, in accordance with the 10 Year
Framework of Programmes on Sustainable Consumption and Production, with developed countries taking the lead
Goal 11. Make cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable
11.b: By 2020, substantially increase the number of cities and human settlements adopting and implementing
integrated policies and plans towards inclusion, resource efficiency, mitigation and adaptation to climate change,
resilience to disasters, and develop and implement, in line with the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction
2015-2030, holistic disaster risk management at all levels.
Goal 12. Ensure sustainable consumption and production patterns
12.c: Rationalize inefficient fossil fuel subsidies that encourage wasteful consumption by removing market
distortions, in accordance with national circumstances, including by restructuring taxation and phasing out those
harmful subsidies, where they exist, to reflect their environmental impacts, taking fully into account the specific
needs and conditions of developing countries and minimizing the possible adverse impacts on their development in
a manner that protects the poor and the affected communities;
Goal 13. Take urgent action to combat climate change and its impacts
13.1 Strengthen resilience and adaptive capacity to climate related hazards and natural disasters in all countries
13.2 Integrate climate change measures into national policies, strategies and planning
13.3 Improve education, awareness raising and human and institutional capacity on climate change mitigation,
adaptation, impact reduction and early warning
Goal 14. Conserve and sustainably use the oceans, seas and marine resources for sustainable development
14.1 By 2025, prevent and significantly reduce marine pollution of all kinds, in particular from land based activities,
including marine debris and nutrient pollution
14.2 By 2020, sustainably manage and protect marine and coastal ecosystems to avoid significant adverse
impacts, including by strengthening their resilience, and take action for their restoration in order to achieve healthy
and productive oceans
Goal 15. Protect, restore and promote sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems, sustainably manage forests,
combat desertification, and halt and reverse land degradation and halt biodiversity loss
15.1 By 2020, ensure the conservation, restoration and sustainable use of terrestrial and inland freshwater
ecosystems and their services, in particular forests, wetlands, mountains and drylands, in line with obligations
under international agreements
15.5 Take urgent and significant action to reduce the degradation of natural habitats, halt the loss of biodiversity
and, by 2020, protect and prevent the extinction of threatened species
15.9 By 2020, integrate ecosystem and biodiversity values into national and local planning, development processes
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Appendix 3 : Other References/Bibliography/Further Literature
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/benthic.html
Benthic habitat maps help protect fragile underwater areas….Benthic habitat maps are derived from aerial
imagery, underwater photos, acoustic surveys, and data gathered from sediment samples. The resulting digital map
is viewed using geographic information system tools. Policy makers, scientists, and researchers use benthic maps to
make informed decisions that help protect the nation’s fragile shallow-water coastal areas.
Benthic Habitat Mapping in Western Port – Desktop Review and Study Design (February 2015), page 6 of 41.
https://www.infrastructurevictoria.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Deakin_University__for_GHD_Aecom_Benthic_Habitat_Mapping_in_Western_Port_-_desktop_review_and_study_desig.pdf
Two Videos of Crawfish Rock, North Arm, Westernport bay
https://www.exploreunderwatervictoria.org.au/home/the-victorian-embayments-marine-bioregion/north-armwesternport/videos-15/

https://www.infrastructurevictoria.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Deakin_University__for_GHD_Aecom_Benthic_Habitat_Mapping_in_Western_Port_-_desktop_review_and_study_desig.pdf

The Western Port embayment is an estuarine environment characterised by extensive mudflats (approximately one
third of West Port), saltmarsh, mangroves and seagrass beds (IMCRA 2006). It is a large shallow bay that is divided
into five interconnected basins by several islands and channel constrictions. The geography of Western Port means
that strong and complex tidal currents create pathways for dispersal of benthic flora and fauna as well as
movement of sediments, nutrients and toxicants (Melbourne Water 2011).
The benthic biological habitats within the bay are especially important (e.g. see Figure 2), providing many varied
ecosystem services including nursery/reproduction habitat for shorebird and fish, reduction of sedimentation and
carbon sequestration. Mangrove and saltmarsh are the dominant intertidal vegetation within Western Port, where
the coast retains a massive area of intact saltmarsh (Boon et al.et al. 2011). Within the bay there is only one
mangrove species, Avicennia marina subsp. australasica, stands of which often control sedimentation patterns
creating depositional mudflats (Bird 1986). Below the low tide mark, seagrass is the dominant macrophyte with
four main species detected in the bay; Zostera muelleri, Heterozostera tasmanica, Halophila australis and
Amphibolis antarctica (Blake & Ball 2001). Seagrasses are colonisers of mud, silt and sand and are therefore
important for maintaining water quality and providing ideal habitat for fish and benthic fauna communities (Blake
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& Ball 2001). Linkages between fish communities and benthic habitats are among some of the most ecologically
significant relationships within Western Port.
Intertidal mudflats and highly diverse invertebrate communities within soft sediments create an important
environment for many bird species; including shorebird habitat that harbours 10000 -15000 migratory waders, in
excess of 10000 ducks and Black Swans and threatened species such as the Fairy Tern (Cygnus atratus)(KBR 2010).
In 1982 a large portion of Western Port was classified as Ramsar wetland signifying its international importance
(KBR 2010). It is due largely to the soft sediment fauna and complex vegetation communities that make these
environments so ecologically important. Because of the extensive interconnected channels and bodies of shallow
water coupled with strong tidal flushes, benthic habitats are particularly susceptible to critical linkages within the
bay. For example the extent and penetration of marine tidal currents can be witnessed with the Crawfish Rock in
the north arm, which supports a rich diversity of marine algae, filter-feeding sponges, ascidians and other sessile
biota. Shepherd et al. (2009) displayed the vulnerability of these biological communities to disturbances from
increased sedimentation and reduced water quality. The decline in water quality caused by large scale seagrass loss
in the 1970s, impacted flora at Crawfish Rock resulting in a sharp decline in canopy biomass and species richness of
marine algae (↓66%) over the past 35 years (Shepherd et al.et al. 2009). (Source: Benthic Habitat Mapping in
Western Port – Desktop Review and Study Design (February 2015), page 6 of 41.
STRATEGIC MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE WESTERN PORT RAMSAR SITE (2017)
https://www.water.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0021/66270/Western-Port-Ramsar-Site-ManagementPlan_revised.pdf (2017)
The Western Port Ramsar Site Strategic Management Plan (Parks Victoria 2003) established the framework for the
maintenance of this site’s unique ecological character through conservation and wise use. (page 5).
Seagrass is of vital ecological importance because it:
•
•
•
•

provides habitat for juvenile fish which are the primary food source for many fish and birds;
assists in the recycling of nutrients;
helps maintain water clarity; and
helps control seabed erosion.

Pollution from shipping, port activities and associated industrial activities represents a risk to Ramsar values…..
Increasing port traffic and possible future port and industrial development will increase the intensity of pollution
from shipping activities in Western Port….
A major spill of oil or chemicals could have serious consequences given the relatively slow time for water to move
through Western Port and the likelihood of dispersion throughout the bay. Prevention of such pollution is legislated
through the Environmental Protection Act 1970 and the Pollution of Waters by Oil and other Noxious Substances Act
1986. (page 23)
Western Port is relatively free of marine pests, however the discharge of ships’ ballast water and mussel rope
transfers from Port Phillip Bay are two high risk activities that could lead to pest introduction.
Although the Port of Hastings receives the second smallest number of ship visits per year to Victorian commercial
ports, it receives the greatest quantity of ballast water. Approximately 70% of ships visiting the port load cargo and
consequently, discharge ballast water during loading (Walters, 1996). The majority of vessels visiting Western Port
have a last port of call in either Botany Bay or Port Kembla. A significant amount of ballast water comes from Botany
Bay and a lesser amount from Brisbane (Walters 1996). Western Port also receives more than twice the volume of
ballast water from ships with an international last port of call than any other Victorian port. The most common
international last ports of call for vessels visiting Western Port are Taiwan and South Korea (Walters 1996). In a recent
survey in the Port of Hastings, seven species of marine pest were found (page 25)
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Birds are disturbed when powerboats approach their feeding, resting and nesting areas within Western Port or
around the bay periphery. This is exacerbated when people disembark for picnics or exploration. Sites where
recreational boating activities are concentrated include the Tooradin and Warneet areas. Some boat owners
approach and land at a number of key bird habitats including, Barralliar Island, Tortoise Head, French Island,
Observation Point at Rhyll and other small islands in Western Port. The higher tidal range in Western Port and
consequent deeper high tide water makes islands and roosts accessible to most recreational craft at high tide when
birds are roosting. Phillip Island Nature Park is researching the effects of disturbance on shorebird roosting and
feeding areas at Observation Point. An increasingly popular form of boating activity is the use of personal watercraft
(e.g. jet skis). These craft generate noise and move quite rapidly (up to 80 km/h). Recently, hovercraft and hydrofoils,
which are also noisy and move rapidly, have been observed in Western Port. Although poorly documented, personal
watercraft represent a significant risk of disturbance to waterbirds as this form of boating provides access to the
shallow areas preferred by waterbirds not normally accessible by other boats (Collins et al. 2000). “No boating” zones
can be declared under the Marine Act 1988 but only on the basis of marine safety. At this time, there is no legislative
mechanism available to prohibit boating activities in environmentally sensitive areas. The lack of a basis for
controlling and enforcing access to sensitive habitats represents a significant risk to the internationally important
waterbird populations of Western Port. There may be scope for reviewing some activities in the new Marine National
Parks. (page 28)
An under-appreciated form of disturbance is by low flying sightseeing helicopters and light aircraft, particularly in
the vicinity of Harewood, Woolami and Tyabb. Low flying aircraft vary in their impact on birdlife. Birds may
habituate to regular disturbance of this nature. However, intermittent disturbance by aircraft has the potential to
disturb the high tide roosting flocks of shorebirds and other wading birds that gather around Western Port. More
critically, low flying aircraft can disturb waterbird breeding colonies (e.g. French Island, Rhyll Swamp, Rhyll Inlet)
leading to significant mortality of eggs and chicks. Disturbance can result in species no longer visiting a site, a
reduction in nestlings and a decline in numbers. There is potential for disturbance to impact on migratory species in
the short period when they must increase body weight before migrating to the Northern Hemisphere. A shortage
of stored energy may jeopardise the long flight northwards. Coastal reserves, nature reserves and National Parks in
Western Port are managed consistent with former Land Conservation Council recommendations (1994), legislation
and objectives for conservation reserves. Management plans have been developed that include measures to
moderate the impacts of recreational usage on sensitive environmental values. Specific measures to prevent
waterbird disturbance may be necessary in some cases. The reservation of land adjoining the Ramsar site for
recreational purposes can act as a protective buffer, but can also result in risks through providing easier access to
sensitive areas and providing conditions conducive to the spread of pest plants. For example, in the Blind Bight
area, horse access has resulted in the spread of weeds to coastal vegetation near the recreation area. Such areas
are usually subject to a management plan that includes adequate measures for managing a range of recreational
impacts on sensitive coastal features. (Pg 29)
Management objective 3 : Address all precautions to avoid accidental and deliberate oil and other chemical spills
into Western Port.
1.1.1 Ecological character
The Convention on Wetlands of International Importance Especially as Waterfowl Habitat (Ramsar [Iran] 2 February
1971) encourages the designation of sites containing representative, rare or unique wetlands, or wetlands that are
important for conserving biological diversity, to the List of Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar List).
These sites are commonly known as Ramsar sites. The Ramsar Convention, as it is commonly known, is an
international intergovernmental treaty with the broad aims of halting and, where possible, reversing, the
worldwide loss of wetlands and to conserve those that remain through wise use and management (DSEWPAC
2012).
Under the terms of the Convention contracting parties nominate wetlands to be designated as Wetlands of
International Importance, with nominated sites required to meet at least one of nine listing criteria. The act of
designating a wetland as a Ramsar site carries with it certain obligations, including managing the site to maintain its
‘ecological character’ and to have procedures in place to detect if any threatening processes are likely to, or have
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altered, the ‘ecological character’. The Ramsar Convention has defined “ecological character” and “change in
ecological character” as (Ramsar Convention 2005):
“Ecological character is the combination of the ecosystem components, processes and benefits/services [CPS] that
characterise the wetlands at a given point in time” and
“…change in ecological character is the human induced adverse alteration of any ecosystem component, process
and or ecosystem benefit/service.”(page 5)
Migratory waders in Australia need to build up their energy reserves for the homeward journey. This means that
they not only require abundant food sources, but they need to minimise their activity. Disturbance of waders when
roosting or feeding may result in a significant loss of energy. This may even compromise their ability to build up
enough reserves to complete the return journey to breeding grounds. Disturbance of migratory shorebirds may
occur as a result of four wheel driving on beaches or in saltmarsh and intertidal areas, unleashed dogs, recreational
fishing (in some instances); boating and jet skiing and any activity in the intertidal zone that causes significant noise
or light. Migratory waders are also susceptible to predation by foxes and cats.
Populations of many migratory wader species are in decline, primarily through loss of habitat in breeding and
staging areas outside Australia. This makes them more vulnerable while in Australia and increases the importance
of maintaining habitat and conditions at overwintering sites. Residents and visitors to Western Port need to work
together to help protect and conserve these important species. (page 6)
The Western Port Ramsar Site supports a number of ecological, socio-economic and cultural values (see section
2.4.2). Socio-economic and cultural values of the site (e.g. tourism, recreation) result from maintaining the
condition of the Ramsar site. This plan has adopted the principle that by maintaining (or improving) ecological
character, the socio-economic and cultural values associated with the Ramsar site will also be conserved, within the
concept of wise use. Therefore, the primary objective of the Western Port Ramsar Site Management Plan is:
“To maintain, and where necessary improve, the ecological character of the Western Port Ramsar Site and
promote wise and sustainable use”. Page 7
1.1.2 Objectives of the draft management plan
The primary purpose of the Western Port Ramsar Site Management Plan is to maintain ecological character and
promote wise use of the site. Wise use is defined by the Convention as (Ramsar Convention 2005):
“the maintenance of their ecological character, achieved through the implementation of ecosystem approaches,
within the context of sustainable development”.
The Western Port Ramsar Site supports a number of ecological, socio-economic and cultural values (see section
2.4.2). Socio-economic and cultural values of the site (e.g. tourism, recreation) result from maintaining the
condition of the Ramsar site. This plan has adopted the principle that by maintaining (or improving) ecological
character, the socio-economic and cultural values associated with the Ramsar site will also be conserved, within the
concept of wise use. Therefore, the primary objective of the Western Port Ramsar Site Management Plan is:
“To maintain, and where necessary improve, the ecological character of the Western Port Ramsar Site and
promote wise and sustainable use”. (page 7)
http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/wetlands/ramsardetails.pl?refcode=19 (Australian Wetlands Database:
Commonwealth Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment) Updated November 2019
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Page 19 : The criteria under which a Ramsar site can be designated have gone through a series of changes, with the
most recent major revisions occurring at the 9th Ramsar Conference in Kampala, Uganda 2005, when a ninth
criterion was added. The most recent assessment of the site against Ramsar criteria indicated that at the time of
listing in 1982, the site would have met seven of the nine criteria as follows (see ECD Addendum in Appendix H):
Criterion 1: A wetland should be considered internationally important if it contains a representative, rare, or
unique example of a natural or near-natural wetland type found within the appropriate biogeographic region.
….Western Port contains a very large expanse of intertidal sand and mudflats and the extensive areas of saltmarsh
and mangroves within the Ramsar site (wetland types H and I) are considered to be in good condition (Boon et al.
2011).
Page 20 : Criterion 2: A wetland should be considered internationally important if it supports vulnerable,
endangered, or critically endangered species or threatened ecological communities.
This criterion is only applied to wetland dependent flora and fauna, and those listed as vulnerable, endangered or
critically endangered under national legislation (EPBC Act) or internationally (IUCN Red List). The site regularly
supports one ecological community and seven fauna species listed under the EPBC Act and or IUCN Red List:
•
Coastal saltmarsh – Vulnerable ecological community
•
Australian fairy tern (Sternula nereis nereis) – Vulnerable
•
Bar-tailed godwit (Limosa lapponica baueri) - Vulnerable2
•
Curlew sandpiper (Calidris ferruginea) – Critically endangered
•
Eastern curlew (Numenius madagascariensis) – Critically endangered
•
Lesser sand plover (Charadrius mongolus) – Vulnerable1
•
Red knot (Calidris canutus) - Endangered1
•
Australian grayling (Prototroctes maraena) – Vulnerable.
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Appendix 4: Vicky’s Westernport Bay ‘Heart Story’
Published on Environment Victoria and Save Westernport Bay websites, on 28 June 2020
What's in a name like "Westernport Bay”? An unpretentious name, perhaps even somewhat unremarkable. A
name you would be forgiven for passing over when planning your next camping or fishing trip, day outing,
walk, photographic excursion, swim. But oh! it's a name that belies the world that is Westernport - Warn
Marring.
Hop in the car, on the train and bus, or on your bike! Let's go!
You'll find the journey itself feels like traveling through a portal to another time - a journey which takes you
across the magnificent vistas of Mornington Peninsula, which together with Westernport Bay is one of our
nation's 9 UNESCO biospheres and a RAMSAR site of international ecological importance. Yes, you know this
in your head, but as you make your way, you’ve noticed a melting away, a release of tension as your shoulders
soften, your breath slows and deepens. You may feel somewhat mesmerised by the gentle undulating land
through which you travel.
You may not know it right now, but this is a journey you'll relish with the greatest anticipation, for all of your
life. A journey which you'll want to share with those you love most. A journey you’ll be drawn to make - like
a migratory bird - throughout the seasons.
After the picturesque drive you'll arrive, catching a glimpse of her waters, sometimes cerulean, sometimes
ultramarine blue. You'll feel surprisingly relaxed after your journey, because there won't have been miles
of traffic and bottlenecks to hinder your way, and you may feel a fleeting curiosity about the absence of
congestion. Then you'll take that first step out. You'll step out under the spacious skies above Westernport
Bay, you'll walk to the shoreline anywhere between Flinders and the Nobbies at Philip Island. You will be
transformed, renewed and never the same.
What do I mean by transformed, you ask?
Well, at a glance you will appreciate the quiet beauty. But if you spend a little more time, linger and gaze out
across the Bay, it won't be long before you grow to know that you have arrived in a place of great mystery
and sacredness. At first you may find it difficult to put into words, the all pervasiveness of the deep
"something" that you sense. This “something” you will feel compelled to find words to describe, to convey
to others. Perhaps you'll say “Westernport Bay has cast a spell” over you.
Is it the light at a certain time of day - the pastel muted colours shimmering on the water - pink,
purple, mauve, soft blue? Is it the enormous fluffy clouds floating just above the horizon, reflecting their white
light on the waters below? You may ask yourself, "how is it the clouds themselves have a luminosity that
lights up the calm Bay beneath them, and makes it glow white?". You thought this mastery over the water
was reserved for the heavenly bodies of Sun and Moon, not the lowly clouds! And yet, at Westernport Bay,
you will find the clouds reflect a pathway to you standing on the shore there!
You will most certainly take a walk. Perhaps across a long sandy beach where the red capped plover nets,
fringed by thick coastal woodland, wetland and dotted with banksia. Or by the banks of a hidden tidal
creek where you'll hear frogs, reed-warblers, yellow robins, superb fairy wrens and honey eaters, and you’ll
make a mental note to bring binoculars next time. Perhaps you'll stroll along a low boardwalk beside gentle
sea meadows, salt marshes and mangroves marvelling at the resident or migratory wading birds. You’ll gaze
out over the swathes of fertile rich mudflats which nourish them. Perhaps you’ll traverse a high boardwalk
hugging the rugged windswept cape where fairy penguins roost. You may meander a sandy track beneath the
steady gaze of 500 year old Moonah trees on one of the Bay's National Parks. Or wander the sand dunes
overlooking a glistening surf beach beckoning, or tip toe across shiny black volcanic rock pools at low tide.
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What you'll notice is that every terrestrial and celestial thing is full, abounding with a gentle
benevolence. Teeming with life, the abundance both soothes and enlivens your senses. You feel held and
embraced without having to ask. You feel comforted by the stillness, the quiet. You come to understand this
deep peace and profound stillness is what nurtures a gazillion birds at the end of their long journey from the
Arctic, and allows the marine life to thrive. The benevolence of the Bay is palpable. It's in the air, on the
breeze off the water, in every aspect - so much so, you start to understand you are a part of the deep,
generous web of life you’ve found here. You will inhale the goodness deeply, and you’ll exhale deeply. You
will take it all in - and let go.
You won’t feel small or overwhelmed. You’ll feel in communion as with a dear friend, welcomed by the full
and generous place that is Westernport Bay.
You will see groups of people quietly walking, fishing, sailing, beachcombing, talking - unpretentious.
Everything feels perfectly balanced. Everyone seems to share in the deep knowing, which, like you, they have
found here.
You may feel you have woken in a dream, with a sense of place so magical, you could be walking through the
pages of a picture book you read as a child.
You come to understand Westernport Bay’s uniqueness.
Our children knew it too, because they felt safe to wander freely in the Bay’s gentle snug circular lap,
comforted by long slender land arms they could see across the water. They banded together to explore,
inspired by the sense of wonder and adventure they developed here, unperturbed. They delighted in covering
themselves from ankles to earlobes in an impervious layer of thick pasty mud from the "crater" at the creek,
and paraded in sheer joy their mud-suits. They kayaked alongside playful dolphins and dared each other to
swim to the orange buoys floating off shore, noticing the distance of the swim varied according to the tides.
They set off in the mornings to explore rock pools and they trekked together to the high dunes in the baking
heat, mid-Summer, and found respite in the cool sand beneath the dense dune scrub, rewarding themselves
with a game of hide and seek in the network of verdant tunnels.
If you want to give a gift to those you love most, this is it. The gift of the internationally recognised magnificent
ecological, natural wonder that is Westernport Bay - home to infinite precious wildlife. A gift that will stay in
your heart always to nourish you throughout the days and weeks, months and years. And if you thought
someone may take this precious gift and degrade, tarnish, destroy it, would you allow that to happen?
There are many things I wish to ask our politicians, however all of them can be summed up by just one
question asked of me, this week, by my soon-to-be-18-year-old daughter who is in year 12. I pose her question
to the politicians, because I was unable to find a plausible answer to give her. So, on behalf of my daughter,
I ask “How can the government possibly let this happen (allow AGL to do business) in a RAMSAR site of
international importance? How can such a thing ever be allowed?”. I would appreciate a response to give
her.
Thank you.
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My name is Jeremy Stahl and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Swamp and
mangrove forest are among the most productive and diverse natural systems on
earth and play and an invaluable role in maintaining health and stability in our
beautiful environment. It adds great economic and natural value to our community I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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
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My name is Susan Keil and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is important to me for a variety of reasons‐ as a recreational place where I regularly
walk or swim, and also as a unique habitat for a variety of marine life and other wildlife. It
also attracts tourists to the area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland
is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay
is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment
and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is
an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem ‐ like plankton
and fish eggs ‐ would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated
water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Susan Keil
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My name is Maddison Butler and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The EES has grossly downplayed the proposed impacts of the project on the natural
environment and its contribution to GHG emissions in Victoria and furthermore
Australia. We need investment in clean renewable sources not gas. 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. 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.
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The proposal should not proceed because it presents many unacceptable risks to the
environment. Constructing a pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham would involve
the loss of 15 hectares of native vegetation, much of it endangered vegetation
types. It has the potential to impact 36 threatened animal and plant, including the
endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot, which has long been protected by
government investment and community action. The proposed floating gas facility
and increased shipping into Westernport Bay is unacceptable because of the risk of
catastrophic events and threats – explosions, oil/fuel spills, and marine pest
invasions, such as such as the Japanese Kelp and Northern Pacific Sea Star invasions
in Port Phillip Bay. This is not addressed by the EES.
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My name is Michael Braden and I visit Westernport Bay often. I travel to
Westernport on average at least once every 2 weeks throughout the year. I am a
recreational fisher and launch from either Warneet or Stony Point. The diversity of
fish species make it a wonderful environment for me to relax and enjoy. 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
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Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Robin Baillie
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As a resident of Bittern and local to Western Port Bay, I strongly oppose the
proposed Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Crib Point-Pakenham Pipeline Project. In
my opinion, the Project's Environmental Effects Statement: - does not adequately
demonstrate the need for this Project or its economic benefits. Being extremely
concerned about Climate Change and its effects globally and in Australia, I believe
AGL should be investing in renewable energy projects that won't contribute to
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and supporting customers away from gas and other fossil
fuels towards a more sustainable future. - doesn't give enough information about
AGL's experience in safely developing and operating an FSRU. AGL has a history of
being fined significant sums for various misdemeanours and this does not give me
confidence in their business and environmental compliance. - does not adequately
address the environmental risks involved and the likelihood of them occurring, and
does not show convincingly that AGL can and will mitigate the potentially significant
environmental impacts of the Project. I am particularly concerned about the
following environmental effects:- - greenhouse gas emissions and a lack of
emissions offsets - potential degradation of the Western Port Ramsar Wetlands and
UNESCO Biosphere and the impact on marine ecology and biodiversity. It is madness
to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of Victoria's most
precious environments and an internationally significant wetland. What will be the
long-term effects of the constant discharge of cooler, chlorinated water into the Bay
on various species? What effects will the movement of tugs and LNG carriers have in
the Bay? - the impact on native flora, fauna and habitat, including the Southern
Brown Bandicoot, the Gaping Sun Orchid and migratory water and shorebirds potential contamination of groundwater - the overall aesthetic impact of the
Project. I regularly walk in the area and consider it will increase the industrial look
and feel of the Bay as opposed to coastal/rural, and is likely to deter visitors - will
the Project preclude the future duplication and electrification of the Stony Point
Railway Line? Good public transport is an important issue for me I'd also like to
know how much AGL has consulted with the Traditional Land Owners of the area
and sought their input into the effects of this Project on their land. I want the State
and Federal Governments to reject the Project in favour of working with the
Australian energy industry and regulator to pursue feasible alternatives for securing
a safe and affordable energy supply for South Eastern Australia, based on fasttracking the transition to renewables, and without harming our precious
environment or exacerbating Climate Change.
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I object to the proposed AGL Processing Plant at Crib Point, as Westernport Bay is a
significant area, listed under the RAMSAR Convention. The AGL project presents
risks to the environment, animal and bird species as well as human health and safety
risks (risks include waste water discharge, oil spills, potential fires and explosions).
The amenity of the area will be negatively impacted. Significant biodiversity
including marine plant (includes seagrass meadows, mangroves, saltmarsh,
melaleuca thickets) and animal species (eg endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot,
the approx 65% of Victoria's bird species) will be harmed. I respectfully request the
Project Inquiry and Advisory Commission consider my objections and vote NO to this
AGL proposal.
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There are many reasons why I reject AGL's proposal to build a gas terminal in
Westernport Bay. My main concern is the impact it will have on the local
environment and ecosystem with the very real and ever present possibility of
irreversible damage. Furthermore i consider it an ignorant notion that gas will be a
part of our energy plan well into the future considering the renewable options we
have at our disposal and the benefits we gain from moving away from non
renewables. 'In 1982, a large portion of Western Port was designated as a wetland
of international importance especially on Waterfowl Habitat (Ramsar Convention).'
Birds from all over the world migrate to this significant site. This knowledge alone is
enough to ask, how can we knowingly and willingly place the ecosystem of this
internationally recognised area of importance at risk? AGL says that they are
committed to taking a conscientious approach to the environment by actively
working to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and manage their environmental
footprint. Why then, have they proposed to build their terminal right in the heart of
a significant site recognised internationally for its environmental importance? AGL,
who has previously attempted to weaken Victorian environmental regulations to
pave way for this project cannot then claim they care about the projects
environmental impact. Nor can we trust any reassurances they give. AGL can never
categorically state that this project will not have a negative impact on the local
environment and marine life. How can we trust a company whose track record is
questionable? This company has been fined in the past for deceptive and misleading
conduct. We need to not only consider the effect the construction this project will
have and the effect on the environment once completed but also the possibility of
an accident. Does AGL know what effect an explosion would have? We must
consider worse case scenarios and the effect this would have on residents as well as
the environment and indeed one of Victoria's largest tourism drawcards being the
Mornington Peninsula. This diverse and sensitive ecosystem needs and warrants our
protection. This project threatens its very survival. This project is both unnecessary
and environmentally unconscionable. It is for these reasons I strongly reject this
proposal.
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My name is Sonia Hartley and I visit Westernport Bay often. Native Flora and
Fauna - a special part of the world. Australia should be looking to renewable energy investing in Gas is not the way to go. Climate Change is important and this doesn't fit
in with what should be our mission as a country. clean renewables. Not Gas please.
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My name is Catherine Loel and I live in the Westernport Bay area. This is a truly
unique coastal environment that needs protection from over development.
Information around the need for the project questions it’s viability in both gas
needed and jobs provided. Employment opportunities need to be enduring for local
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the
gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay
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My name is JAMIE KRISTOW and I live in the Westernport Bay area. To protect the
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 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 th

My name is JAMIE KRISTOW and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
To protect the 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.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL
has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and
supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets.
This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.

It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound
would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The
noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
JAMIE KRISTOW
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Cumulative Risk Assessment in Environmental Impact Assessment
Professor Carmel McNaught
23 August 2020
This submission focuses on the need to consider Cumulative Risk Assessment (CRA) as an
essential element in making an environmental impact assessment of any multidimensional
project.
The CRA work of Ken Sexton is well known (e.g., Sexton, 2012). A good definition of CRA
is in the paper by Callahan and Sexton (2007):
“Cumulative risk refers to the combined threats from exposure via all relevant routes to
multiple stressors including biological, chemical, physical, and psychosocial entities.
Cumulative risk assessment is a tool for organizing and analyzing information to examine,
characterize, and possibly quantify the combined adverse effects on human health or ecologic
resources from multiple environmental stressors.” (p. 799)
Put simply, if a number of factors impinging on a particular context or project have
associated risk, then it is imperative to consider how the adverse effects from each factor
might combine together. This is particularly the case when the factors are interrelated.
AGL claim: “The Project has been informed by comprehensive environmental impact
assessments that have incorporated community feedback and concerns received during the
development of this Environment Effects Statement.”
As part of the Environment Effects Statement (EES), 17 specialist studies were conducted.
Table 1 is a summary of the risks noted in each of these studies. More details to be found in
the document ‘GIJPP EES Executive Summary’ at
https://www.gasimportprojectvictoria.com.au/sites/default/files/202007/GIJPP%20EES%20Executive%20Summary.pdf and in the full report
(https://www.gasimportprojectvictoria.com.au/).
It is not my intention in this submission to critique the details of any of the 17 specialist
studies. Nor is it my intention to argue against the potential usefulness of the suggested
mitigation strategies for each of the studies taken in isolation. My expertise lies in evaluation
strategies and risk management, and my concern is with an overall assessment of risk for the
entire Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (the Project).
Rather, my points are that:
 The areas covered by the 17 specialist studies overlap and cannot be considered in
isolation.
 There is no study looking at the overlap areas between the specialist studies, though it
is obvious that these overlaps exist. Three examples:
(1) ‘Marine biodiversity’ and ‘Terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity’ studies overlap
in marshland and estuary areas.
(2) There is a clear interface between the ‘Social’ and heritage (‘Aboriginal cultural
heritage’ and ‘Historic heritage’) studies.
(3) ‘Groundwater’ and ‘Agriculture’ issues are exacerbated by any amount of
‘Contamination and acid sulfate soils’.
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Each of the studies admit to risks, though each of these studies make the claim that
the risks can be mitigated. That means that during construction and operation, every
aspect of the Project will have admitted risk. To believe that mitigation plans,
developed in isolation from the Project as a whole, will manage all of these complex
risks with no serious environmental, health or social damage is naïve.
There is no study looking at the cumulative effects of the risks across all aspects of
the Project.
As such, the EES does not provide an adequate appraisal of the risks involved in the
Project.
A properly conducted CRA must be done in order to put the data from the specialist
studies into an integrated context. Only then can a full assessment be made about this
proposed Project.

Table 1. Summary of the risks noted in each of the 17 specialist studies
Specialist study
Marine
biodiversity

Summary of risks from the construction
impact assessment
Spills and leaks of contaminants.

Terrestrial and
freshwater
biodiversity

Impact on the already limited patches of
native vegetation and possible habitat for
native flora and fauna.

Surface water

Issues with runoff of sediment-laden water
which could affect other waterways;
trenching and stockpiling of material
which could increase flooding in
neighbouring properties.
Lowering groundwater levels and quality
of groundwater which could affect
registered bore users, groundwaterdependent ecosystems and encourage
saline intrusion into fresher water.
Soil contamination, even though it might
be at low levels.

Groundwater

Contamination
and acid sulfate
soils
Greenhouse gas

Low but certain contribution to Victoria’s
annual greenhouse gas emissions.

Air quality

Creation of dust (PM10).
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Summary of risks from the operational
impact assessment
Risks to plankton and other small
organisms; and by discharge of
chlorinated seawater at a lower
temperature.
Disturbance from noise and light and
possible food-chain impacts from seawater
intakes and discharges from the floating
storage and regasification unit (FSRU).
Spilling of hazardous chemicals or
substances and changes in floodplain
function.
Impacts on flow paths within the Pipeline
Works and impeded groundwater flow.

Leaks or spillages from machinery/plant,
fuel and chemicals storage, maintenance
activities, receipt and addition of odorant
and nitrogen and pigging activities, and
management of waste streams.
Certain contribution to Victoria’s annual
greenhouse gas emissions through the use
of fossil fuels and manufacturing
processes (for steel or cement, for
example).
Some exceedances of the State
environment protection policy (Air
Quality Management) [SEPP (AQM)]
design criteria over water within
approximately 50 metres of the FSRU for
NO2 and approximately 200 metres of the
FSRU, at a number of areas over water to
the south and east of the FSRU and a
small area of the Crib Point foreshore for
formaldehyde.

Noise and
vibration

Higher than current levels, including
unavoidable night works.

Admitted noise disturbance to residents.

Landscape and
visual

Admitted impact to visual amenity.

Admitted impact to visual amenity.

Transport

Road safety and traffic operation would be
impacted in relation to traffic volumes,
intersection safety, road closures,
pedestrians and cycling, as well as
potential impacts to public transport.
Workforce would be exposed to hazards
such as moving equipment, excavation
hazards, heavy lifting, working over water,
etc.
Traffic and amenity impacts, including
restricting access to a limited number of
premises and the use of agricultural land.

Impacts to the level of service of key local
and declared roads due to additional
workforce, nitrogen and odorant truck
movements during operation.

Safety, hazard
and risk
Land use

Social

Pipeline through Warringine Park.

Business

Directs impacts such as changes to access
and indirect impacts such as noise and
dust.

Agriculture

Reduced access on a temporary basis;
potential loss of production; loss or
damage to agricultural facilities and
capital improvements.
13 historic sites are located within 100
metres of the Project’s construction and
operation footprint.
14 registered Aboriginal cultural heritage
places are within the construction and
operation footprint.

Historic heritage
Aboriginal
cultural heritage

Possible release of flammable gas with
subsequent ignition leading to a fire or
explosion.
Constraints on existing and future land
uses due to restrictions on construction of
any permanent structures in the pipeline
easement; acquisition of easements for
pipeline infrastructure and a small parcel
of land for the Pakenham Delivery Facility
would be required.
Influx of workers could produce both
positive and negative impacts. Impact on
areas for social activity and active and
passive recreation.
No substantial impacts claimed, though, as
noted above, influx of workers could
produce both positive and negative
impacts.
Difficult to assess because of the
possibility of soil degradation.
No impacts claimed once operations
commence as changes to sites will be
final.
No impacts claimed once operations
commence as changes to sites will be
final.
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My name is Emma Lewis and I am concerned about the impact the proposed Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project would have on the environment in Westernport
Bay.
I enjoy visiting Westernport Bay to appreciate its natural beauty and I care about
maintaining and conserving its ecological significance.
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 which I will outline further 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 the proposed gas import terminal.
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.
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). 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. It is essential that Victoria reduces demand for gas and
focuses on a renewable energy transition to ensure a safe climate. Victoria could reduce
its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing
technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by
energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals
like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs
for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when
a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less
polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be
unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels
far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres
of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder
chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There
are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we
meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Emma Lewis
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My name is Wayne Spicer and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The environment of fish habitat and the the general surrounds. Being listed as a Ramsar site
should preclude any activity in the area that could damage the site.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the
risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES
should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as
the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The 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,
Wayne Spicer
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I am submitting objection to the proposed AGL gas import terminal, the reasons are
as follows. The proposed area is part of an internationally recognised Ramsar
wetland, we need these crucial areas for birds to nest and feed, for fish and marine
animals to live, breed and to help with the critical climate emergency, wetlands
store carbon. This gas terminal will be placed right in the middle of the wetland.
This area should be treasured, protected and looked after not ruined. The gas
project will be sucking in water full of marine animals, organisms, eggs and fish,
chlorinating and cooling it and dumping around 468 million litres a day back into
Westernport bay, who knows what damage it will do the the fragile ecosystem. We
are in a climate emergency, why would anyone want to go ahead with a massive
dirty climate wrecking gas project. We don't need this big dirty AGL gas terminal, we
will be using more and more renewable energy, dirty gas is on the way out. We
have no planet B, this is it. Think of future generations, wrecking the climate for
them is criminal. Mornington Peninsula is a beautiful area people live there and visit
to enjoy the water and the ocean. Promote tourism, not gas terminals, Crib Point is
not an industrial area, and not suitable for a massive gas terminal please think about
the birds, the dolphins and the amazing marine life in the area. Thank you for
allowing me to submit my objection regards Kerryn Jory
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My name is Tan Somkiat and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I have lived there all
my life and it is a important part of who I am 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 the western port bay
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My name is Tess Huntley and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
I grew up in Westernport Bay along with 150 years of my family, the beach has been
a place of many special memories. It is a part of my identity and is of great
environmental value that needs to be preserved for future generations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
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,
Tess Huntley
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Hi Lena, Below is your submission regarding AGL's application for the
environmental assessment of their proposed gas import terminal. Please copy and
paste this submission into the Victorian government form linked here:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC. You can also send it to them as a hard
copy, contact the government at +136 186 if you need to do this. In the past few
days, we were able to simply email this automatically to the Victorian government,
but they have since asked us all to fill in the form above instead. This is so they can
safeguard your privacy and ensure no submissions are missed. It is not ideal, we
know, but please copy and paste your submission below to ensure it is counted.
Every submission we make ensures it is impossible for AGL and the Victorian
government to ignore the community opposition to this project. If you struggle,
don't hesitate to contact us and we can help. We will make sure we get every single
one of these submissions is counted. Thank you for taking action, the team at
Environment Victoria Your submission: My name is Lena Berryman and I live in the
Westernport Bay area. Lived on the peninsula my whole life. I enjoy the natural
environment and do not want it compromised by AGL. We have a lot of wild life,
clean beaches, and recreation fishing and water sports. 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.
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My name is Louise Simmons. I am very concerned about inappropriate development
at Westernport Bay. When I lived at Mt Martha, my family and I enjoyed many
outings there. Our marine environments are invaluable and must be protected for
future generations. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. Among a
variety of issues which deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form, 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. 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 without 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. It is inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island
as a popular tourist destination. As a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance, Australia is committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands. This involves maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. How is it sensible to build and operate a
gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland? If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. The effect on marine life of this
cold chlorinated wastewater is undetermined. Why risk it? I know of no credible
assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. There have been no
baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay nor the impact of noise in
Westernport Bay itself much less the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Thank you
once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
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<html><head></head><body><p style="‐webkit‐text‐size‐adjust: auto; text‐
decoration: none; caret‐color: rgb(0, 0, 0); color: rgb(0, 0, 0);"><i>My name is
Shannon Kosub Garrett and I have family And friends who live in Westernport
Bay.&nbsp;</i></p><i style="‐webkit‐text‐size‐adjust: auto; text‐decoration: none;
caret‐color: rgb(0, 0, 0); color: rgb(0, 0, 0);"><p>I grew up in Frankston South
and have visited the Westernport Bay Area many times in my life. It is a beautiful
part of the world not least for its fresh air, native wetlands and rolling green
hills. Itâ€™s a slice of country living right on the doorstep of metropolitan
Melbourne.</p><p>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.</p><p>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.</p><p>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.</p><p>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.&nbsp;</p><p>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.</p><p>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.&nbsp;</p><p>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.</p><p>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.</p><p>I want a
green, sustainable future for my children. Continued reliance on fossil fuels and
turbo. A blind eye to the associated pollution is not the answer.&nbsp;</p></i><p
style="‐webkit‐text‐size‐adjust: auto; text‐decoration: none; caret‐color: rgb(0,
0, 0); color: rgb(0, 0, 0);"><i>Sincerely,<br>Shannon Kosub
Garrett</i></p></body></html>
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My name is Susanne Jackson and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I am a local school teacher and take my class to Woolley's Beach every fortnight to explore and
learn about their local environment. This has engaged students in scientific investigation and
appreciation of their local 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.
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,
Susanne Jackson
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Long-term impact of injection of substantial volumes of cold water below 12 m in Western
Port Bay
As a SCUBA diver for the past 40+ years, with over 1,500 dives logged, I can say with
certainty that the study undertaken to model the impact of cold water on Western Port Bay
(WPB) has been inadequate and does not address the long-term impact of injection of
substantial volumes of cold water that will settle below 12.5 m into the bay.
Specifically, the proposal from AGL analysis of the impact of the sea water used for heating
the liquified natural gas (LNG), drawn from Port Phillip Bay (PPB), and the long-term impact
of injecting up to 468 million litres of chlorinated sea water at a temperature of 70C lower
than the existing ambient sea water temperature has not taken into account the impact at
depths below 12.5 m.
The AGL risk report states that:
Up to 450 ML/day of seawater will be drawn into the FSRU before being discharged
from the FSRU heat exchanger 7°C cooler than ambient seawater temperature. The
modelled behaviour of the discharge from the FSRU shows that the cold water rapidly
descended to depths greater than 12.5 m below the sea surface and demonstrated
that marine ecosystem components in water depth less than approximately 12.5 m
water depth will not be directly affected in the case of either a single-port or six-port
discharge. Consequently, it is concluded that saltmarsh, mangrove, mudflat, intertidal
seagrass, subtidal seagrass and channel slope communities and sensitive species that
occupy habitats to a water depth of 12.5 m will be unaffected by the direct effects of
the cold-water discharge
(CEE 2018a).
This statement indicates that NO consideration has been given to the impacts on the flora
and fauna in the sublittoral zone, commonly known as the pelagic zone, and the site of the
majority of fisheries that support life on the planet.
To analyse how the injection of cold, chlorinated water might have on the sublittoral zone in
the water column and the sea life, a series of simple calculations on a known area provide
insight into the impact of the volume of cold water being discharged. The GIJPP Executive
Summary indicates that the volume of cold chlorinated water that will be released is:
• 312,000 m3/day from September to February (seven months); and
• 468,000 m3/day from March to August (five months).
For this example, the total volume of the entire Port Phillip Bay is approximately 25 km3 or
25 billion litres.
Table 1: Volumes of cold chlorinated water discharged annually
Volume/day
312 million Litres/day
468 million litres/day

Months
7
5
12

Volume/year
2.184 billion litres
2.34 billion litres
4.524 billion litres

The total amount of sterile cold water to be discharged annually is approximately 18% of
the total volume of Port Phillip Bay. Over the lifetime of the project (20 years) this
represents the equivalent of replacing the entire volume of water in Port Phillip Bay 3.6
times – an enormous volume of water.
My experiences of over 40 years of SCUBA diving suggest that, when sea water is both cold
and therefore very dense, a thermocline will be created in the deeper channels. Because of
differences in salinity and temperature, thermoclines are very robust and do not facilitate
simple mixing as would normally be the case if a thermocline did not exist.
Instead, AGL and partners propose that:
Once the FSRU is operating, a marine monitoring program would verify that actual
environmental impacts are not greater than predicted. If any unexpected
circumstances are detected, appropriate action would be taken to meet the
environmental responsibilities of AGL and APA.
This statement indicates that a comprehensive analysis of the likely impact on sea life and
fisheries below 12.5 m has not been undertaken. The project runs the risk of creating the
equivalent of a zone with reduced life in all of the channels and deeper parts of the bay
where the dense cold chlorinated water has been funnelled away from the proposed
facility. Colder, more dense zones below a thermocline are generally less productive regions
of the ocean, characterised by excellent visibility due to lower densities of plankton and
phytoplankton. The lack of food thus impacts on predator/ prey relationships which include
marine life (e.g., penguins) and fisheries (amateur, commercial). The nature of the marine
environment below a thermocline also changes significantly with different species becoming
dominant (flora and fauna).
There are many other aspects of the proposed FSRU that could be challenged, and will no
doubt be done so by others. However, discharging 4.5 billion litres each year of cold
chlorinated water into the ocean and claiming there will be no significant impact indicates
that the risk analysis undertaken for this project has been very selective. Suggesting that a
marine monitoring programme be undertaken after the fact is not acceptable. The area
below 12.5 m depth has not been part of the original risk analysis, so that establishing any
baseline data would be impossible after construction has been completed and the facility is
operational.
In closing, should the project go ahead, there appears to be NO requirement for AGL to
clean up the resultant contamination (which they have admitted will occur) as there is in the
mining industry. Why does AGL get a ‘free pass’ when other industries do not?
Professor David M Kennedy
(Former Diving Instructor and Dive Master)
23 August 2020
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My name is Spiro Pittas and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I love the beach and
the natural environment and don’t like the idea of how this will effect the habitat in
which many animals live. This will definitely pollute the many things I love about the
western port bay I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 modelli
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My name is Peter Richardson and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Crib Point has
been my home, my recreational zone and my community for over 30 years. I
regularly walk the foreshore areas with my family and fish in Westernport. It's a
great place to live. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on the local community. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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 Westernpor

Long-term impact of injection of substantial volumes of cold water below 12 m in Western
Port Bay
As a SCUBA diver for the past 40+ years, with over 1,500 dives logged, I can say with
certainty that the study undertaken to model the impact of cold water on Western Port Bay
(WPB) has been inadequate and does not address the long-term impact of injection of
substantial volumes of cold water that will settle below 12.5 m into the bay.
Specifically, the proposal from AGL analysis of the impact of the sea water used for heating
the liquified natural gas (LNG), drawn from Port Phillip Bay (PPB), and the long-term impact
of injecting up to 468 million litres of chlorinated sea water at a temperature of 70C lower
than the existing ambient sea water temperature has not taken into account the impact at
depths below 12.5 m.
The AGL risk report states that:
Up to 450 ML/day of seawater will be drawn into the FSRU before being discharged
from the FSRU heat exchanger 7°C cooler than ambient seawater temperature. The
modelled behaviour of the discharge from the FSRU shows that the cold water rapidly
descended to depths greater than 12.5 m below the sea surface and demonstrated
that marine ecosystem components in water depth less than approximately 12.5 m
water depth will not be directly affected in the case of either a single-port or six-port
discharge. Consequently, it is concluded that saltmarsh, mangrove, mudflat, intertidal
seagrass, subtidal seagrass and channel slope communities and sensitive species that
occupy habitats to a water depth of 12.5 m will be unaffected by the direct effects of
the cold-water discharge
(CEE 2018a).
This statement indicates that NO consideration has been given to the impacts on the flora
and fauna in the sublittoral zone, commonly known as the pelagic zone, and the site of the
majority of fisheries that support life on the planet.
To analyse how the injection of cold, chlorinated water might have on the sublittoral zone in
the water column and the sea life, a series of simple calculations on a known area provide
insight into the impact of the volume of cold water being discharged. The GIJPP Executive
Summary indicates that the volume of cold chlorinated water that will be released is:
• 312,000 m3/day from September to February (seven months); and
• 468,000 m3/day from March to August (five months).
For this example, the total volume of the entire Port Phillip Bay is approximately 25 km3 or
25 billion litres.
Table 1: Volumes of cold chlorinated water discharged annually
Volume/day
312 million Litres/day
468 million litres/day

Months
7
5
12

Volume/year
2.184 billion litres
2.34 billion litres
4.524 billion litres

The total amount of sterile cold water to be discharged annually is approximately 18% of
the total volume of Port Phillip Bay. Over the lifetime of the project (20 years) this
represents the equivalent of replacing the entire volume of water in Port Phillip Bay 3.6
times – an enormous volume of water.
My experiences of over 40 years of SCUBA diving suggest that, when sea water is both cold
and therefore very dense, a thermocline will be created in the deeper channels. Because of
differences in salinity and temperature, thermoclines are very robust and do not facilitate
simple mixing as would normally be the case if a thermocline did not exist.
Instead, AGL and partners propose that:
Once the FSRU is operating, a marine monitoring program would verify that actual
environmental impacts are not greater than predicted. If any unexpected
circumstances are detected, appropriate action would be taken to meet the
environmental responsibilities of AGL and APA.
This statement indicates that a comprehensive analysis of the likely impact on sea life and
fisheries below 12.5 m has not been undertaken. The project runs the risk of creating the
equivalent of a zone with reduced life in all of the channels and deeper parts of the bay
where the dense cold chlorinated water has been funnelled away from the proposed
facility. Colder, more dense zones below a thermocline are generally less productive regions
of the ocean, characterised by excellent visibility due to lower densities of plankton and
phytoplankton. The lack of food thus impacts on predator/ prey relationships which include
marine life (e.g., penguins) and fisheries (amateur, commercial). The nature of the marine
environment below a thermocline also changes significantly with different species becoming
dominant (flora and fauna).
There are many other aspects of the proposed FSRU that could be challenged, and will no
doubt be done so by others. However, discharging 4.5 billion litres each year of cold
chlorinated water into the ocean and claiming there will be no significant impact indicates
that the risk analysis undertaken for this project has been very selective. Suggesting that a
marine monitoring programme be undertaken after the fact is not acceptable. The area
below 12.5 m depth has not been part of the original risk analysis, so that establishing any
baseline data would be impossible after construction has been completed and the facility is
operational.
In closing, should the project go ahead, there appears to be NO requirement for AGL to
clean up the resultant contamination (which they have admitted will occur) as there is in the
mining industry. Why does AGL get a ‘free pass’ when other industries do not?
Professor David M Kennedy
(Former Diving Instructor and Dive Master)
23 August 2020
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I am a regular visitor to westernport bay. I enjoy westernport bay for the scenery
and environment, surfing, fishing, bushwalking along the coast. 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). poor impact assessments and the fact
that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should
not continue. 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. Sincerely, Will brownlee
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My name is Hollie Hick and I live in the Westernport Bay area. We are a local family
who enjoys the Westernport Bay Area on a daily basis. We feel blessed to live in this
incredible area, and want to see if enjoyed for generations to come. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. Thank you. Please consider this submission.
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My name is Julie Busch and I visit Westernport Bay often.The bay is a beautiful
natural environment which needs to be protected from development.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 p
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My name is Isabelle Howes and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
grew up on the mornington peninsula, snorkelling and swimming with dolphinslr sea
dragons in the wild on a swim at the beach. . It is such a beautiful part of the world
and to see our already suffering planet suffer a blow of this size would kill off so
much marine life in the bay. Please invest in renewable energy not gas agl. You will
ruin our planet :( I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 We
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Firstly, thanks to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission. My name is Tim Nolan and I
have been visiting Phillip Island for almost 50 years. It is a beautiful getaway within
easy travelling distance from Melbourne. I have enjoyed the swimming in the clean
beaches and observing the wildlife with my grandparents and parents, and now my
children. A major gas import terminal located at Crib Point will not only detract
from the areas' beauty and economy, but poses a significant risk to residents,
holiday makers, tourism and wildlife around the bay. At best, if the proposal goes
ahead there will still be some level of pollution and noise due to the increased traffic
and toxic chlorination. Any major accident, which is always a risk, could be
catastrophic within the bay which would have a huge and lasting impact. This plan is
dangerous and this proposal should not continue. Regards, Tim

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

850

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

Jen cunningham

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Jen Cunningham and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
We visit there so often as a family. To see it be destroyed would be painful. The
wildlife, the peace everything about it is so important for our ecosystem and our
local economy. look into renewable resources it’s just not necessary in today’s
times. 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
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My name is Tristan Maclean and I visit Westernport Bay often. It has an abundance
of bird life and is the only place on earth with temperate mangroves. All of the
above is susceptible to increased human activity. 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. Thank you for the opportunity to submit. Regards, Tristan
Maclean
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Please refer to attached document >CRIB POINT INQUIRY_MFB_2020 08 23.pdf

CRIB POINT INQUIRY

Cheltenham 23.08.2020

Proposal
The proposal includes two components:




Gas Import Jetty Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at
Crib Point Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the
jetty, and the Crib Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty.
Pipeline Works consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately
57 kilometres long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian
Transmission System east of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the
Pakenham Delivery Facility to monitor and regulate the gas, two above-ground mainline
valves to enable isolation of the pipeline in an emergency and a facility to enable in-line
inspections of the pipeline.

Submission

My name is Mick Fischer-Brunkow . My Family and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay.
Western Port is an important destination for us to experience the biodiversity of the mangroves
and bird life found on the shores of Westernport Bay. The Bay also acts as a safe haven for
marine life and must be protected for future generations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the 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 industrialization of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland.
This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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 cost of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor

the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioral 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,
Mick Fischer-Brunkow
&
Elizabeth Lee
Violet Fischer-Brunkow
Evie Fischer-Brunkow
Cheltenham
VIC 3192
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My name is Judy Nutter and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. The
world is important to me not only Western Port bay, and we are slowly destroying 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. 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 P

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

854

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Madeleine Austin

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

We are living in a time of climate crisis. Following the catastrophic bushfires in
Victoria this summer, it is more important now than ever to act to prevent further
environmental devastation in our state and the world. If we do not act now, global
temperatures will continue to rise, droughts will be extended, trees, animals and
people’s lives with continue to be lost at the hands of climate change. We must stop
creating more fossil fuel projects which continue to pollute and exacerbate the
climate crisis and threaten our beautiful state. For these reasons, we cannot afford
new fossil fuels projects in Victoria and AGL’s gas import terminal is no exception.
Instead, companies like AGL should invest in renewable energy sources and we
should be discontinuing our use of gas. In order for Victoria to meet its net zero
greenhouse gas emissions target by 2050, we must dramatically reduce gas
consumption. This is possible by investing on renewable energies, which would not
only help reduce our greenhouse gas emissions but also benefit the economy into
the future. Building a new gas terminal would be a huge step backwards with regard
to meeting our net zero target. In fact, if the project goes ahead, inevitable methane
leakage from the gas production will make it impossible for Victoria to meet this
target. This is why we must prevent AGL’s gas import terminal at Westernport Bay.
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As a resident on the Mornington Peninsula, I know I can speak for many when I say
that to have this in our bay would be a disgrace to our community. Having the AGL
run through our waters would be devastating to not just the environment but also
for the people who take such pride in our pristine natural habitat. There is no other
way to put it, it would simply be devastating. To do such a travesty would lose the
hearts and minds of the people who work so hard to ensure our ocean is kept free
from the things that ruin it. It would cause not just anger and revulsion, but a deep
sadness that such filth is injected into our sea. To think that there are people that
could do such a thing... that thought truly breaks my heart.
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My name is Gina Tritt-Buntine and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport offers peace and recreation to our residents and visitors and more
importantly, currently provides a healthy environment to hundreds of species of sea
and coastal life which should be preserved.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas
supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have
previously underestimated how much methane is released to the atmosphere during
gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have
levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the Australian gas industry
and federal government report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas
emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements.
Gas is not a climate solution.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Gina Tritt-Buntine
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My name is Daniel Kabel and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport Bay is a unique environment, with scenery, plants, animals and landscapes found
nowhere else. It is a big part of why I moved down to the Peninsula, and I am passionate about
protecting and enhancing 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 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.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas
in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers
and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity
is generated through renewables.

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

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

858

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Jarrod Kangisser

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Jarrod Kangisser and my beautiful girlfriends grand parents live in
Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay is important to me because i care about the
wildlife and marine life and i don't want to impact their home. The impact the gas
terminal will have on the eco systems far outweighs the need for dirty gas. 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. 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. 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.
Sincerely, Jarrod Kangisser
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My name is Abbie Newman and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I have grown up
here my whole life as well as my grandparents and parents, the ocean is my
favourite place to visit and western port bay has some of the most amazing
creatures and they shouldn’t have to suffer because of us! I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this co
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My name is Marcus Thorntovina and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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

My name is Marcus Thorntovina and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush
or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traﬃc
to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasiﬁcation Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and ﬁsh. Westernport Bay is also the
most signiﬁcant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect
the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants
and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we
do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport
Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution
to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate
change.

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

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

861

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Greer Hellier knox

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Greer Hellier knox and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
Bay is a special place with a unique landscape, that is quintessentially Australian, and
as such should be treasured and respected. 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 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 not appropriate. Thank you again
for the opportunity to contribute to the assessment of the Crib Point project.

Sincerely Greer
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Dear Advisory Committee Please see our submission uploaded below. Our key
concerns are outlined in this text box as the form would not submit without
comments in this box. Environment assessment of Crib Point gas import jetty and
pipeline Thank you for the opportunity for the Australian Conservation Foundation
Macnamara Community Group to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. We are very
concerned about four issues, that should make this proposal unacceptable in its
current form: 1. Poor economics of investing in gas, including: a. Discriminatory
pricing, b. Better alternate energy options, and c. Lower job creation and
employment sustainability than an alternate energy option 2. The pumping of
millions of litres of chlorine into fragile marine ecosystems 3. The destruction of
Ramsar listed wetlands and impact on 35 threatened species at a time when
Victoria’s ecosystems are declining at a frightening rate 4. The significant impact of
increasing greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. Our detailed submission is
attached: ACF Macnamara AGL gas port submission Aug 2020 Final

Dear Advisory Committee

Environment assessment of Crib Point gas import jetty and pipeline
Thank you for the opportunity for the Australian Conservation Foundation Macnamara Community
Group to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project.
We are very concerned about four issues, that should make this proposal unacceptable in its current
form:
1. Poor economics of investing in gas, including:
a. Discriminatory pricing,
b. Better alternate energy options, and
c. Lower job creation and employment sustainability than an alternate energy option
2. The pumping of millions of litres of chlorine into fragile marine ecosystems
3. The destruction of Ramsar listed wetlands and impact on 35 threatened species at a time
when Victoria’s ecosystems are declining at a frightening rate
4. The significant impact of increasing greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.

1.

Poor economics of investing in gas
a. Discriminatory pricing
According to the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC), natural gas
is selling on Australia's east coast at almost double the price it is being exported for. The
ACCC interim report shows Australian domestic customers were forced to pay between
$8 and $11 per gigajoule in 2019 and early 2020, resulting in massive profits for AGL at
the expense of everyday Australians.
There are no mechanisms to stop continued price extortion if this proposal goes ahead.
Will AGL guarantee that the price of this gas will be below that of equivalent gigajoules
of renewable energy?
It is clear that AGL is looking to continue to make huge profits from this terminal and
import cheaper gas from overseas to enable them to make large profits – all while
destroying the local habitat and using more fossil fuels to ship LNG around the world and
increasing the potential for accidents.

b. Better alternate energy option
AGL says this project is needed because the Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO)
has predicted potential supply gaps in the eastern and south‐eastern Australian states.
However, the AEMO 2020 Renewable Integration Study: Stage 1 report shows that 75%
of the supply can come from renewables, making the existing gas availability more than
ample to meet local demands. The large mix of renewables would also mean that energy
prices for Victorians would continue to fall. We would save crucial habitat and reduce
1

emissions by not investing in this overly expensive infrastructure that is likely to be
obsolete in 5 to 10 years.

c. Lower job creation and employment sustainability than an
alternate energy option
A further argument by AGL is job creation. Yet the current wind farms in Victoria
committed to or under construction are creating 2550 jobs during construction
(compared to ALGs 500), and will employ 265 permanent staff (four times the amount of
AGLs permanent staff). Wind turbines also provide significant income to local farmers,
further boosting rural economies.

2.

Pumping of millions of litres of chlorine into fragile marine
ecosystems
Our natural habitats are critical for sustaining all life on earth and play a vital role in the
mental and physical health of all communities. The potential destruction of local
ecosystems, degrading water quality, reduced air quality and a decline in recreational spaces
will negatively impact the health of the community, migratory birds and other species that
rely so heavily on these wetlands. Humans cannot exist without the intricate ecosystems
that generate our food, clean our air and provide fresh drinking water.
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 chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport and the flow on impacts to the wider community. Small marine organisms,
which make up the foundations of the ecosystem ‐ like plankton and fish eggs ‐ would be the
most impacted by this proposal. With fish eggs destroyed and food stocks of other marine
animals ruined, there is a high probability for large fish kills and drastic reductions in juvenile
fish numbers, impacting recreational fishers.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
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). The laws are made to prevent inappropriate developments and
destruction of critical ecosystems. AGL has been attempting to avoid adhering to the laws by
weaken these laws, instead of looking at ways that it can increase the mitigation strategies it
is implementing. The poor impact assessments, imminent damage to Ramsar wetlands and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements highlights why this
proposal should not continue.
The pollution of Westernport Bay with huge gas tankers will be an eye‐sore in this once
pristine and protected wetland. Destruction of the little penguins, a world‐renowned
attraction, and impacts on the migrating whales as well as other unique marine and estuary
wildlife could significantly reduce Phillip Island’s tourism and impact negatively on land
prices in the area.
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3.

The destruction of Ramsar listed wetlands and impact on 35
threatened species at a time when Victoria’s ecosystems are
declining at a frightening rate
Australia is a signatory to a range of international conventions and agreements. Notably the
Paris Agreement and the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance.
Victoria would be contravening both of these agreements by building a gas terminal in an
internationally listed wetland. It would also make it difficult for us to achieve our Paris
commitments. This is unacceptable and shows what a poor corporate citizen AGL truly is.
The gas pipeline goes through areas that are home to 35 threatened species. Victorians
ecosystems are in rapid decline and subject to a current parliamentary inquiry. Destroying
habitat critical to Southern Brown Bandicoots and Merran’s Sun orchid contradicts the aims
of the government in halting species decline and promoting recovery of numbers. With so
few remaining habitats for these species, how can AGL attempt to offset them – particularly
given that the vast majority of offsets fail to achieve the proposed outcomes. The only way
to guarantee some level of survival of the remaining dispersed habitat is to protect it at all
costs.

4. The significant impact of increasing greenhouse gas emissions
in Victoria
The vast majority of Australians and most businesses consider climate change to be a
current threat causing droughts, bushfires and pandemics. The world is currently on track
for a 4‐7 degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels.
The risks of climate change are clear. AGL and other companies continuing to bring online
fossil fuel projects that further contribute to emissions, driving greater bushfires, droughts
and destruction of marine and terrestrial environments, shows a lack of basic risk
management and opens them and the governments who approve their applications, to
litigation for their obvious failures.
The huge drop in costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects
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 short‐term thinking that will cause extensive
damage to remaining critical habitat and is not consistent with what all Australians needs to
do to create a safe climate right now.

Conclusion
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 as would the impact
on bird and marine life and 35 threatened species. AGL is charging gas at twice the cost of
export markets and is therefore using this proposal to push up profits by importing overseas
gas.
3

There are many more suitable and sustainable renewable options Victoria can pursue to
meet our energy needs that create more short‐term and long‐term jobs.
Renewable options don’t expose the valuable wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the broader Victorian community to impending
harm and will generate more future economic prosperity than this jetty and pipeline could
hope to.
Sincerely,
ACF Macnamara Community Group
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My name is Chelsea Haynes and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Incredible
biodiversity unseen in any other area in the world. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental
and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of
nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the
project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, curr
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Our names are Tess and John Synot and we live in the Westernport Bay area. We
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the
project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewate

