Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2120

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

Marcus Wright

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Marcus_Wright_-

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My submission is an attachment below. Thanks, Marcus

My name is Marcus Wright and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Surfing and the ocean environment has been a huge part of my life and has shaped who I
am. It has provided me with amazing opportunities to be active and life a healthy life. It’s
beauty has also given me and many in the local community employment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed
the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the
EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible
array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts

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

the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need
to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the
noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
John Pye
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My name is Guy Stanaway and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It’s a place that I call home, with a stunning coastline. A quiet area with bio diversity worth
protecting.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange‐Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The 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,
Guy Stanaway
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My name is Lauren McLoughlin and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. 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. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. Sincerely, Lauren McLoughlin
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My name is Millie Nankivell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the
gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
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Western Port Bay is an essential part of our marine eco system I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and

My name is Julie Hocking and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western Port Bay is an essential part of our marine eco system
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes
that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors
will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced
for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to
the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We
cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted economic

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

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

SUBMISSION TO OPPOSE AGL GAS PROPOSAL AT CRIB POINT

25 August 2020

My name is Albina Mackiewicz and I have lived in Cowes for 43 years. I have seen many changes in
that time! The world is being destroyed through over industrialisation and destruction of the
environment. Climate change is very real. We must do all we can to reduce greenhouse emissions and
save the world for our grandchildren. Gas and fossil fuel projects must cease and make way for
renewables like solar and wind power.
Westernport Bay is full of marine life and water birds. Natural environment is important for both the
mental and physical health of communities. The proposed industrialisation of our Bay will detrimentally
impact the long-term mental health of our coastal communities.
The Phillip Island economy relies on tourism, which generates lots of revenue for the Government.
People come to see the penguins, dolphins, seals and 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 impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination, will impact our
boating, fishing, watersports and marine wildlife. The chlorinated water will kill the fish and the tankers
will disturb, frighten and strike marine life such as dolphins and whales as they pass through.
Wetlands capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. When disturbed they
release all the carbon into the atmosphere. Environmentally damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL should not be allowed. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most
of our freshwater wetlands and cannot afford to lose any more as we face the current climate
emergency.
If the project is approved AGL plans to kill 450 million litres of living seawater every day, chlorinate and
cool it and dump it into our bay! Chlorine is a toxic poison and there are supposed to be environmental
laws prohibit it being dumped (especially in such quantities!) into waterways! This will have a disastrous
impact on all marine life, from tiny plankton and fish larva that get sucked in, right up the food chain to
squid, fish, then all the other larger marine life that depends on it. There is so much we do not know
about the long term environmental impacts of this project. The impact modelling completed by AGL is
insufficient with so many unknowns and does not address all issues thoroughly. Due to it’s contribution
to greenhouse gas emissions and damage to the bay, this proposal should not be approved by the
Government, which is supposed to be representing us, the Victorian people who elected you to work in
our interests, not for the profits of large corporations like AGL.
Millions of Australians know that climate change is a catastrophic reality we face right now - the
temperature is steadily rising with increased drought, bushfires and extreme weather events. Remember
Black Saturday? Remember last year’s bushfires? Remember the droughts? California just recorded its
highest ever temperature of 54.4 degrees – that's 4.4 degrees higher than the settings on our hot water!
This is not liveable! We MUST curb our emissions from fossil fuels. We must NOT contribute to the
world’s greenhouse gas emissions by creating new gas projects! We must NOT allow any more new
fossil fuel projects, but transition to renewables as soon as possible!
Corporations like AGL should be investing in creating jobs in renewable energy, and not building new
gas projects. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is irresponsible and not consistent with what a
safe climate, what the people want and deserve.
Thank you for the opportunity to voice my very strong opposition 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 and damage to the environment is totally unacceptable. There are
more viable environmentally friendly renewable options Victoria can take to create new jobs as we move
out of Covid and ensure we meet our energy needs without destroying the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, and creating such harm for our
local coastal communities. I truly hope you may rethink this proposal and listen to the voices of the
people who elected you to oppose it.
Sincerely,
Albina Mackiewicz
Cowes
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My name is Yvette Brindle and I live near the Westernport Bay area. It’s one of only
a few pristine untouched wilderness areas of significant wildlife I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. 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 wetlands. 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. 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. 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
completely unacceptable to pursue this project for many reasons but even just for
the wetlands carbon capturing abilities should be enough given the current climate
crisis. Sincerely, Yvette Brindle
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My name is Tess Dowling and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It
is home to many spiecies of creatures and plants that should be conserved. I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the Sta
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My name is william sherriff and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is a magical
place - for walking , swimming , surfing , bird-watching - a great big pristine
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.
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My name is Liam Murphy and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport Bay is
home to an abundance of incredible environment, home to rare species and native
species of flora and fauna. It’s one of the most beautiful places in the world, that we
love spending time in and around as often as we can. 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...
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My name is Kerry Ungerer and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. The issue
that concerns me most about the Crib Point proposal is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Furthermore, access to the reserve
and surrounding areas is likely to be adversely affected. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve nearby. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue. 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 is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe
climate. Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to this critically important
debate. 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, Kerry Ungerer
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My name is Steph Everett and I visit Westernport Bay often.
The Australian landscape has contributed to my identity. All the natural habitats and
animals that we have in Australia should be treasured and respected. Most importantly
they should be recognised as intrinsic to our life for both the impact they have on our
physical and mental well-being.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who
place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State

Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but
a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not
consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Steph Everett
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7. The EES fails to address the implications and management of high-impact large-scale accidents
that could have devastating consequences to the area.
8. The EES does not adequately address the entire carbon emissions associated with the project.
9. The EES uses the climate forcing activity of methane over 100-year time frame rather than the
more appropriate 20-year time frame, given the already measurable health impacts of rapid global
warming.
10. The stated objectives of the project are flawed, as neither projected shortfalls of gas or lower
prices may eventuate, and both can be resolved by other means.
11. The project is a 20-year fossil fuel development, which is incompatible with the Victorian RET of
40% renewables by 2025, 50% by 2030 and net zero by 2050.
12. The project is contrary to AGL’s own policy of a shift away from fossil fuel energy and a focus on
ecologically sustainable development.

Climate change is a public health emergency
A warming climate is already exposing Australians to more frequent and extreme bushfires,
heatwaves, droughts, flooding, and severe storms. Last summer’s bushfires and record-breaking
heatwaves show that our changing climate is already taking a devastating toll on Australian lives and
environments. Bushfires of unprecedented duration and severity tragically took lives, destroyed
eleven million hectares of land and infrastructure, and killed three billion animals. Bushfire smoke
blanketed major urban areas for months, affecting about 80% of the population on whom the health
toll is not yet fully known. An early study shows an estimated 445 deaths and over 3000
hospitalisations over the summer due to bushfire smoke.1 Unabated climate change threatens
Australia’s water supplies and food-growing capacity and could ultimately challenge our ability to
survive in many regions of this continent. On current trends, the accumulated loss of wealth due to
reduced agricultural and labour productivity alone is projected to be $4 trillion by 2100.2
Major health organisations in Australia and around the world have declared that climate change is a
health emergency and represents an existential threat to public health. 3
It is worth noting that the health impacts of climate change are likely to dwarf those arising from the
current devastating COVID-19 outbreak. Action on COVID-19 has been decisive, founded on the best
available scientific evidence and focussed on health and not economics. In contrast, the response to
climate change has involved indecision, science being side-lined, and health concerns being
sacrificed for economic ones.
It is not only health organisations that are calling for immediate and effective action on climate
change. Australia’s Reserve Bank has endorsed a warning that without more ambitious Australian
and international climate change policies, more frequent weather-related disasters and ‘transition risk’
will lead to a financial crisis and fall in global GDP. 4 The Australian Energy Council (AEC), of which
AGL is a member, has recently called for the Morrison government to set a target of net zero GHG
emissions by 2050. The AEC recognises the need to decarbonise the economy and supports stable

1
Johnston F et al. Unprecedented smoke-related health burden associated with the 2019–20
bushfires in eastern Australia Medical Journal of Australia 12th March 2020.
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.5694/mja2.50545
2
Steffen W, Mallon K, Kompas T, Dean A, Rice M. Compound costs: how climate change is
damaging Australia’s economy. 2019. Available at: https://www.climatecouncil.org.au/wpcontent/uploads/2019/05/Costs-of-climate-change-report.pdf
3
https://climateemergency-notimeforgames.nationbuilder.com/
4
https://www.smh.com.au/politics/federal/global-gdp-to-fall-25-per-cent-without-more-climate-actionbanks-warn-20200625-p5563t.html
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national policies to do so. This is at odds with AGL’s plan to expand gas infrastructure and bring more
gas into the Victorian market for the next two decades. 5
Health should be at the centre of COVID-19 recovery plans
Amid rising concern within the health profession of the health risks posed by climate change,
Australia’s peak medical groups have issued a joint statement calling on Prime Minister Scott
Morrison to place health at the centre of Australia’s Covid-19 pandemic economic response. The
groups represent around 90,000 individual doctors, or 75% of the nation’s medical workforce. The
statement calls for a health-centred economic approach to support a transition away from fossil fuels both coal and gas - to renewables, and investment in projects and technologies that preserve our
natural environment. 6, 7
A similar appeal was made by financial and industrial bodies including the big four banks and major
corporations, to make ‘sustainable investments’ in areas such as health, clean energy and urban
infrastructure. 8,9 United Nations chief economist, Elliott Harris, has urged Australia and other
countries across the world to place more ambitious climate action and investment in clean energy at
the centre of their COVID-19 recovery plans. while business leaders in Australia have also been
putting pressure on the federal government to prioritise renewable energy projects. 10
In contrast, the National COVID-19 Co-ordination Commission is advocating for a ‘gas-led’ economic
recovery in Australia and is discussing the provision of public infrastructure for gas delivery. 11
Continued investment in the expansion of gas infrastructure implies a committed future of GHG
emissions, completely at odds with all expert scientific and health advice.
Gas is not a transition fuel
The EES says “The Project would assist in Victoria’s transition to a low-carbon economy” (Chapter 21) and “Gas is an important enabler of the energy transition” (Chapter 2-3).
Gas is not a transition fuel. 12 Low-carbon sources of energy and storage are now available at
competitive prices, and there should be no new gas projects to delay their uptake. Gas is being
proclaimed as cleaner than coal because its combustion produces fewer emissions. However, fugitive
emissions are leakages of methane, which occur at every stage of the gas industry; mining, de- and
re-gasification, transport, storage and use. Fugitive emissions of 2% or higher negate any climate
benefit of gas over coal. The EES estimates fugitive emissions from the project as 3% which is
Victoria’s estimated average. Life-cycle emissions from LNG, including recent estimates of methane
leakage from gas fields and other points in the gas supply chains, are from 29% lower to 16% higher

5

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2020/jun/25/major-energy-companies-call-on-coalition-toset-target-of-net-zero-emissions-by-2050
6
https://www.dea.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/2020-08-06-Healthy-Recovery-Letter- -ScottMorrison-PM.pdf
7
https://www.dea.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Gas-fired-recovery frequently-askedquestions.pdf
8
https://www.theage.com.au/politics/federal/business-chiefs-urge-pm-to-invest-sustainably-for-covid19-recovery-20200807-p55jm2.html)
9
https://www.theage.com.au/environment/climate-change/two-global-health-emergencies-doctorsgroup-backs-green-stimulus-20200810-p55kd1.html
10
https://www.sbs.com.au/news/australia-must-place-climate-action-at-centre-of-coronavirusrecovery-chief-un-economist-says
11
https://www.afr.com/politics/federal/guarantee-gas-pipeline-projects-to-spur-covid-recoverymorrison-told-20200811-p55kkl
12
https://www.dea.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Gas-fired-recovery frequently-askedquestions.pdf
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than coal-fired power. 13 Research reveals fugitive emissions are an important source of steeply rising
global methane levels and have been underestimated by 25%-40%. 14, 15
The EES does not outline any steps to better quantify fugitive emissions through monitoring of sites.
(TRF - 4.4.2.3 Fugitive emissions Also - 7.2.4 Fugitive emissions Risk ID: GG7/8)
Renewables are cheaper than gas.
Gas is already struggling to compete as a fuel source for electricity against renewable energy backed
up by batteries and pumped hydro. AGL itself says there is a clear business case for big batteries,
which are beginning to compete with gas-fired power stations on commercial terms to firm up supplies
of wind and solar. 16 The Australian Energy Market Operator forecasts that the volume of gas burned
to make electricity will be 80 per cent lower in 2030 than it was in 2012. 17 CSIRO and AEMO analysis
of the levelised cost of electricity of different power technologies shows that renewable energy with
storage is already cheaper for new build power generation than gas. 18 19
In the US, combinations of reducing demand and wind, solar and storage technologies will produce
costs 90% lower than those of proposed gas-fired power stations. 20 Similarly, a Carbon Tracker
Institute study in South Korea found that off-shore wind, small scale solar PV and onshore wind are
already cheaper than the cost of levelized power from new gas-fired power plants. 21 A Bloomberg
analysis also shows that wind and solar are now the cheapest form of energy generation. 22

There are finite health risks associated with the project
13
Plante L, Browning J, Aitken G, Inman M, Nace T. Gas Bubble: Tracking Global LNG Infrastructure.
pp4 Global Energy Monitor Report July 2020. https://globallnghub.com/articles/gas-bubble-trackingglobal-lng-infrastructure
14
World Meteorological Association Greenhouse gas concentrations in atmosphere reach yet another
high. November 25 2019. https://public.wmo.int/en/media/press-release/greenhouse-gasconcentrations-atmosphere-reach-yet-another-high
15
Hmiel B. et al. Preindustrial Carbon 14 in CH4 indicates greater anthropogenic fossil CH4
emissions. Nature: 578, 409-412 (2020) https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-020-1991-8
16

https://reneweconomy.com.au/agl-says-batteries-starting-to-compete-with-gas-generators-forpeaking-services-14973/
17
https://www.smh.com.au/business/the-economy/illogical-to-use-taxpayer-funds-for-new-gas-fields20200811-p55kpi.html
18

CSIRO (December 2019) GenCost 2019-20: preliminary results for stakeholder review,
https://www.aemo.com.au/-/media/Files/Electricity/NEM/Planning and Forecasting/InputsAssumptions-Methodologies/2019/CSIRO-GenCost2019-20 DraftforReview.pdf
19

https://www.tai.org.au/sites/default/files/P955%20Narrabri%20IPC%20submission%20%5BWEB%5
D 0.pdf
20
Teplin, C., et al. “The Growing Market for Clean Energy Portfolios.” Rocky Mountain Institute (RMI).
2019. https://rmi.org/insight/clean-energy-portfolios-pipelines-and-plants/
21
Gray, M, et al. “Whack-a-Mole: Will South Korea’s coal power transition be undermined by
overcompensated gas.” Carbon Tracker Initiative and Solutions for Our Climate. 2020.
https://carbontracker.org/reports/whack-a-mole/
22
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AGL’s Health, Safety and Environment Policy vision is for “Zero Harm to our people and the
Environment”. 23 But the EES outlines finite project risks, which do not represent zero harm to either
the local Crib Point community or the Western Port environment.
It is noted that in relation to health impacts of the project, the EES documents contain at least 457
pages of technical language, tables and references to statutory requirements and implementations
covering the assessment, monitoring and mitigation measures for noise, vibration, dust, and air
quality (Chapters 12, 13 and 25, Technical Reports G and H). Since these documents cover the
genuine concerns of the community, which have been voiced during community consultation
sessions, there is a need for such documents to be in plain English, and the implications of the project
on public health made understandable by community members without specialist knowledge.
Despite reading these documents, several important points remain unclear.
 Will there be independent quantitative monitoring of dust, and where will those monitors be?
 What levels of air quality, particularly PM10 and PM2.5 are set as limitations?
 How will air quality be measured? 24-hour averages do not give meaningful assessment of
the potential health impacts of poor air quality.
Doctors for the Environment is concerned that most of the responsibility for compliance with health
parameters lies with the contractors and with the project proponents. Chapter 25.8 states there will be
development and implementation of a compliance and reporting system, but it is not clear who the
independent reporting body is for compliance on health issues, what disincentives are in place for
breeches, and whether breeches have consequences sufficient to ensure compliance.
Air quality monitoring
Dust will be generated over two summers of construction, especially with work on the pipeline in
which more than 100,000 tonnes of potentially dusty material will be moved. (Chapter 12 page 11)
Dust is airborne particulate matter and can have serious health implications. Those with pre-existing
lung conditions such as asthma or chronic bronchitis may have exacerbations of their disease from
exposure to dust. Very small particulate matter (PM2.5) is especially bad for human health as the
particles can be absorbed into the bloodstream and contribute to the risk of developing heart and lung
diseases. Small particulate pollution has health impacts even at very low concentrations and no level
of PM2.5 is safe.
Visual monitoring of dust by contractors during construction is proposed but is completely
inappropriate as particulate matter can be invisible. There is no mention of defined parameters or
triggers for the use of dust suppression measures. (Chapter 25, page 13 MM-AQ07). Visual
monitoring is also a subjective measure, and local wind direction and speeds will have a direct
bearing on dust impacts for local residents. There is no description or consideration of the
requirement for quantitative monitoring of air quality during the construction phase. Particulate matter
monitors need to measure real-time or hourly averages and not 24-hour averages.
In July 2021, the new Victorian EPA Act 2018 will come into effect and will introduce general
environmental duty (GED) requiring companies to manage activities and improve compliance in
issues that impact human health. Penalties will apply to instances of air pollution if the proponent is
already aware of its possibility but has failed to manage or mitigate. 24

Noise, vibration and lighting
There will be disturbances from noise, vibration and lighting for the two years of construction for the
Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline works, and also for the duration of the 20-year operation of the facility.
(Chapter 13 and TRH). During construction of the Gas Import Jetty Works, approximately 40 heavy
23
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vehicle movements per day are expected to occur to and from the Crib Point laydown area to deliver
materials. (EES Chapter 4, page 47).
Victoria does not have statutory noise or vibration limits which apply to construction work. EPA
Victoria provides recommendations and guidelines only, which are not enforceable. The Victorian
EPA (2008) schedule of construction site noise for “any residential premises are not to exceed
background noise by 10 dB or more after project commencement up to 18 months, and 5 dB or more
after 18 months, and noise inaudible within any residential premises at night-time.” 25
The EES (Chapter 25 MM-NV02) outlines construction noise upper level criteria from 7am to 6pm is
75 dB for local households, 70 dB for community and commercial buildings, 65 dB for parks and
recreational areas and 60 dB for educational institutions. Only at levels above these limits will
mitigation measures be undertaken. The EES also states there will be unavoidable night work from
10pm to 7am and on weekends for up to 18 months, creating overnight construction noise. There will
only be an independent reviewer of noise impacts when night work is required.
Doctors for the Environment considers the triggers for noise mitigation measures to be insufficiently
strict, and construction noise is likely to exceed Victorian EPA guidelines. It is difficult to conduct a
normal conversation at 75 dB, which is comparable to the noise of domestic vacuum cleaner. Yet
noise levels of up to 75 dB within homes will not trigger mitigation thresholds for the duration of
project construction of approximately two years.
Although noise and vibration monitoring will be carried out, Chapter 25 MM-NV06 outlines monitoring
only at:




the nearest noise sensitive residential property or properties impacted by out-of-hours works
to confirm compliance with the construction noise criteria and to confirm modelling outputs
the nearest building or assets that are within derived set back distances for structural damage
where an asset owner’s utility standards are at risk of being exceeded.

There is no confirmation within the EES on whether monitoring will be undertaken at other households
within the Crib Point township, the township’s community and commercial buildings, parks and
recreational areas and educational institutions. This is an omission as noise is one of the valid
community concerns about this project.
The EES inadequately describes onsite noise mitigation measures as “Works notification, Individual
briefings, Specific notification, Respite offer”. (Chapter 25, MM-NV04) It is unclear what these
management measures mean and what safeguards are in place to ensure such mitigation measures
are actually effective in reducing noise. Neither is it clear on how these actions will be effective if
unavoidable works are required.
Ongoing noise will be generated by the project’s operation for approximately 300 days/year for the
project’s lifespan of 20 years. (Chapter 13.8.1, Table 13-7). Operational noises include noise from up
to four tugboats needed to guide the LNG tanker to the jetty (>100 dB each), noise from an LNG
carrier (115 dB), noise from the FSRU regasification unit boilers (>100 dB each), and injection and
uploading of liquid nitrogen at the receiving facility (>100 dB) (TRH page 114). Importantly, there is
sufficient concern from AGL about compliance with current EPA requirements to consider offsite noise
mitigation procedures such as architectural acoustic treatment of bedrooms for nearby residences.
Again, it is not clear how mitigation measures will be effective if compliances are exceeded and
unavoidable works are required.
Noise and public health

25
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Environmental noise is an important public health issue, featuring among the top environmental risks.
It has negative impacts on human health and well-being and is a growing concern among both the
general public and policy makers. 26 There is sufficient scientific evidence that noise exposure,
especially long-term exposure, can induce annoyance, sleep disturbance, decreased school
performance, high blood pressure, ischaemic heart disease, and hearing impairment. A high priority
study subject is the effects of noise on children, 27 and some groups such as shift workers and those
working and studying from home are particularly vulnerable.
It is well established that noise can disturb sleep, and if this disturbance is severe and frequent
enough it can lead to significant fragmentation and sleep deprivation which seriously affects physical
and mental health. Night-time noise >55 dB is considered dangerous for public health.
Epidemiological studies support already existing evidence that night-time noise is likely associated
with cardiovascular disease and stroke in the elderly, and other impacts. 28
Construction and worksite noise can become a constant reminder of a project within a community
which largely opposes it and can lead to further stresses that affect and individual’s health. A 10-point
checklist of physical attributes of places for healthy and sustainable communities includes good air
quality and low levels of noise exposure. 29

There is no social licence for this project
AGL’s website states – “AGL has three simple strategic priorities: growth, transformation and social
licence”. Despite AGL’s clear strategic priority, AGL is proceeding without a social licence to develop
this project.30
There is both State and Federal political opposition from Members of Parliament, reflecting
widespread community opposition within their electorates. All candidates for the seat of Hastings in
the November 2018 Victorian State election pledged their opposition to the project, as did the Member
for Flinders, federal Health Minister, Mr Greg Hunt MP. 31,32,33 The Mornington Peninsula Shire has
also unanimously voted to oppose the project, citing “The council opposes the project in the strongest
possible terms as the project poses unacceptable impacts and associated risks across a range of
areas.” 34
There has been passionate and sustained community opposition to AGL/APA’s proposal. Such
opposition can create stressors, which are not insignificant, can affect people’s health and impact
relationships with family and friends. Uncertainty exacerbates impacts, and can trigger feelings of
powerlessness, anger and despair. Social division about projects or large donations given to
communities in the guise of ‘benefit-sharing’ may result in community friction and fragmentation. Many
people form a strong attachment to the place where they live, finding it provides a sense of stability,
security, and personal identity, and threatened loss of place can trigger feelings of ecological grief to

26
World Health Organisation. Environmental Noise Guidelines. 2018
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helplessness known as ‘solastalgia’. 35 Forests, native vegetation, grasslands, and wetlands support
human health and healthy ecosystems. Spending time in nature can lower stress and lift mood, lower
blood pressure and stress hormones, and benefit the immune system. 36
Local communities are now better informed and better equipped with the tools needed to fight
unwelcome developments. There is more engagement around protecting health and local
environments. In particular, there is widespread community concern about climate change, and the
impacts it will have in our lifetimes and those of our children and grandchildren. The majority of
Australians want urgent action on climate change and better environmental protection. 37

The project is a risk to the Western Port environment and surrounds
Human health is indivisible from the natural world. Doctors for the Environment understands that
healthy ecosystems are essential for the fundamentals of good health - access to clean water, clean
air, nutritious food and a stable climate, and biodiversity is an essential requirement for healthy
ecosystems.
Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES) at Western Port
The EES states that the Gas Import Jetty Works and Pipeline Works are likely to have significant
impact on MNES relevant to Sections 16, 17B, 18, 18A, 20 and 20A of the EPBC Act. The project is
situated within an internationally significant Ramsar wetland which is one of the most important
habitats for migratory wader birds in south-east Australia and provides habitat for threatened species.
The EES describes the risks to the environment as low or very low but does not indicate how that
level of risk rating has been achieved.
The EPBC Act regulates actions that will have or are likely to have a significant impact on any matter
of national environmental significance, which includes the ecological character of a Ramsar wetland
(EPBC Act1999 s16(1)).
From the Australian Ramsar Management Principles, EPBC Regulations 2000; 38
3.04 - An action should not be approved if it would be inconsistent with:
(a)maintaining the ecological character of the wetland, or
(b)providing for the conservation and sustainable use of the wetland.
The industrialisation of an area directly within a Ramsar wetland, which involves the permanent
mooring of an operational FSRU and the unloading of up to 40 LNG tankers/year is clearly
inconsistent with maintaining the ecological character of the surrounding wetlands.
The Australian Ramsar Management Principles also clearly outlines the requirement for:
2.02

(e)…mechanisms to deal with the impacts of actions that individually or cumulatively
endanger its ecological character, including risks arising from:
(i)
physical loss, modification or encroachment on the wetland, or
(ii)
loss of biodiversity, or
(iii)
pollution and nutrient input, or
(iv)
changes to water regimes

35
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Despite the requirement under the EPBC Act, the EES fails to outline mechanisms to deal with
pollution such as oil spills. In addition, there will clearly be changes to water regimes within the
wetlands as the gasification process at the FSRU will require the discharge of up to half a million litres
of cold chlorinated seawater into the Western Port Bay. The intake of water also carries the risk of
entraining marine organisms into the FRSU mechanism.
The current EPBC Act is under review and an Interim Report was released in July 2020.
The Interim Report of the EBPC Act recognises the abject failure of the Act to fulfil its objective of
protecting Australia’s environment and the need for major reform. The report calls for a strong and
independent regulator to address a key reason the EPBC Act has been so ineffective – “namely, the
near complete failure of the Federal Government to implement it.” 39 40
The 2020 Auditor General’s report on the EPBC Act states that: “The Department of Agriculture,
Water and the Environment’s administration of referrals, assessments and approvals of controlled
actions under the EPBC Act is not effective. Governance arrangements are not sound and fail to
establish risk-based approach to its regulation, implement effective oversight arrangements, or
establish appropriate performance measures. Regulation is not supported by appropriate systems
and processes, including an appropriate quality assurance framework. The department has not
implemented arrangements to measure or improve its efficiency.” The Auditor General concludes, the
department is “unable to demonstrate that conditions of approval are appropriate. The implementation
of conditions is not assessed with rigour. The absence of effective monitoring, reporting and
evaluation arrangements limit the department’s ability to measure its contribution to the objectives of
the EPBC Act.” 41
Though the EES states that it will be operating within guidelines of the EPBC Act, these guidelines
have repeatedly and demonstrably failed.
Australians have lost confidence in the government’s role in protecting the environment. There has
been egregious mismanagement of the Murray Darling river system, the Great Barrier Reef, and
Australia’s native vegetation, which provide habitats for endangered flora and fauna. Australia has the
highest rate of mammalian extinction and the second highest rate of biodiversity loss in the world, and
many species now listed as critically endangered are without adequate plans for their protection. Even
now in the aftermath of the 2019-20 summer’s devastating bushfires, there is a rush to cut “Green
Tape” and push through fossil fuel projects. The Interim Report of the EBPC Act’s call for an
independent regulator has already been dismissed by the government. 42

Management of climate change risks such as bushfires, severe storms and
storm surges.
In Chapter 23 of the EES, eleven risks to the project related to climate change are discussed.
Throughout the EES, AGL/APA acknowledges more intense and frequent storms, heatwaves,
droughts, bushfires, and sea level rises are being driven by increases in GHG emissions. The EES
acknowledges that Victoria is particularly vulnerable to the adverse effects of climate change.
Paradoxically, AGL/APA are proposing infrastructure that will further contribute to GHG emissions.
Bushfires
In the EES Chapter 16: Safety, hazard and risk, there is no mention of the risk of bushfires. The report
recognises the risks of flammable materials, accidents and emergencies, which may occur as a result
39
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of construction or operation of the project yet treats these risks as isolated events and fails to
acknowledge their cumulative risk in bushfire season. How do AGL and APA not take increased risks
of bushfires into account when bushfire modelling programs and data are readily available? 43 It is a
significant oversight for this issue not to be formally and explicitly addressed.
The Emergency Response Plan briefly outlined in Chapter 16.7 of the EES states that plans will be
developed in the event of an emergency in accordance with the Emergency Management Victoria
framework, but these plans are not available.
In Chapter 17, there is brief mention adhering to the Bushfire Management Overlay (BMO) policy
developed in conjunction with the Victorian State Government (DELWP). However, this policy lacks
detail and therefore relies on developers exploring the risks and considerations outlined. The BMO
policy states a way to reduce the vulnerability of affected communities is “through the consideration of
bushfire risk in decision making at all stages of the planning process”. 44 How does simply referencing
this policy at each stage of development in the EES demonstrate meaningful application of these
considerations?
Chapter 23; Table 23.2-7,8 of the ESS describes the risks to the project from bushfires, and
discusses the risk of damage to assets, operational disruption and worker safety. The risk rating is
“low”, and control measures are inadequately described. For example, it states that the Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit (FSRU) would depart in case of a bushfire, but there is no definition
of the triggers for departure. Would the FSRU depart on every day of high, extreme or catastrophic
bushfire danger? Lightning is a frequent and sudden source of ignition, and in severe bushfire
conditions, fires can rapidly develop and escalate within minutes. The EES does not consider the
risks to the FRSU or tanker moored at the Crib Point Jetty when there is a bushfire. There is also no
mention of the risk management of ember attacks on the gas import infrastructure. Embers are a
feature of Australian bushfires and can be blown several kilometres ahead of a fire front.
There is no indication of what parameters the EES has used to arrive at risk ratings. Doctors for the
Environment considers a ‘low’ risk rating inappropriate for bushfires at this project site. Historically,
the project Area had an average of 2.7 severe fire danger days per year, which is predicted to
increase with our warming climate (Table 23.2). Parts of the project Area are situated within a
Bushfire Management Overlay and there have been serious bushfires in the past. In January 2016, a
bushfire impacted Crib Point with so little warning that the first many residents knew about it was a
CFA warning to stay at home and shelter. Houses at Crib Point were burnt out in the fire. 45
Heatwaves
While extreme heat is listed as a climate hazard (Ch 23, Table 23.1), and the risk description
describes “damage to assets”, there is no detail on what that damage could entail. There is no
mention of risk management and safety concerns to the FSRU and Gas Import Jetty Works on days
of extreme heat. Does extreme heat impact the safety of LNG stored in the tanker, and what safety
procedures need to be implemented, if any?
Storms and storm surges
High winds can damage infrastructure, and the EES predicts more regular and severe storm events in
the region as an impact of climate change. (Table 23.2-10). Existing controls for extreme winds and
storms include “Mooring system designed to meet greater than 1:50-year storm event”. There is no
definition of what this means in terms of wind speeds and no outline of emergency management if
mooring systems fail.
43

Spark: a wildfire simulation toolkit. CSIRO. https://research.csiro.au/spark/
DELWP Victoria. Bushfire planning https://planningschemes.delwp.vic.gov.au/schemes/vpps/13 02-1S.pdf
44

45

https://www.theage.com.au/national/victoria/fire-devastation-at-crib-point-20160118-gm8lj8.html

11

The EES (23.1) states that modelling for storm tide and storm surge is complex, so no modelling was
undertaken as part of the EES climate change risk assessment. Doctors for the Environment
considers this an inadequate approach to risk management as a shipping accident or stranding would
have a high or catastrophic impact on the local environment.
Globally, it is being increasingly recognised that FSRUs and their associated infrastructure are
susceptible to extreme weather. Gas import/export facilities in Asia and the Mediterranean are closing
floating LNG terminals because of severe coastal weather making the operation of FSRUs too
hazardous. 46, 47,48

There is a low but finite risk of high impact large scale accidents
There are a range of accidents and mishaps that could have large scale negative impacts on the
environment and communities at Western Port. These include shipping accidents (collisions, rollovers
and strandings), large scale methane emitting accidents +/- ignition, explosions, and oil spills. The
management of such accidents and emergency response plans are not included in the EES. Neither
is there modelling on the impacts of oil spills within the Ramsar wetlands. Potentially devastating in
their impact, the implications of such accidents should be fully addressed in the EES.
It is unclear who would pay for the consequences of an accident. In the case of the 2014 Hazelwood
coal mine fire, the costs of extinguishing the fire which burnt for 45 days, and the associated public
health impacts have been largely paid for by the government, not the owners of the coal mine. 49

The EES does not address the entire carbon emissions associated with the
project.
Shipping gas as LNG significantly increases its GHG footprint (Chapter 11 and TRF). Cooling gas to
the very low temperatures needed to turn it into a liquid (LNG) requires large energy inputs to run
compressors. In an LNG export terminal, typically 10–20% of the incoming gas is burned to power the
liquefaction process. 50 LNG tankers traveling long distances add more emissions from the fuel they
burn. The EES provides the case of 40 cargo ships/annum sailing from Qatar to Western Port, a
round trip of 12,824 nautical miles and producing nearly 400,000 tCO2-e/annum (TRF Table 7-16).
Overall, using gas as LNG adds around 25% more CO2 emissions, on top of those from burning the
gas for energy. 51
The EES does not include downstream emissions associated with the consumption of the natural gas
within Victoria. By discounting downstream emissions, the EES is grossly underestimating the impact
of the project. The EES states that “The project has no ability to influence the end-use consumption
of the gas” (11.4) Similar statements are made by tobacco companies making cigarettes but denying
46
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responsibility for the health of consumers who smoke them. Regardless of what counting system is in
place, the carbon costs of burning LNG imported into Victoria are specific to the project and must be
considered in assessing the impact on carbon emissions. Importantly, the GHG Methodologies for
GHG emissions in the gas industry and the “double counting” issue should not be used as a reason to
absolve gas companies from the responsibility of further contributing to climate change.
The provision of gas is creating a market that locks in future carbon emissions, rather than reducing
gas demand and increasing renewable energy capacity. It is estimated that emissions associated with
the commercial and residential end use of natural gas equivalent to the project’s highest possible
annual supply are 8 Mt CO2-e/year. (Chapter 11-4) Since Victoria’s total GHG emissions were 110 Mt
CO2-e/year (2017 figures), the imported gas from this single project could generate over 7% of
Victoria’s total emissions. At peak capacity, the LNG import terminal could import 130-160 petajoules
of gas annually. This doubles the amount of gas that Victoria consumes, which is approximately 308
petajoules gas annually (2016-17 figures). 52
Emissions produced by the construction, operation and maintenance of the project are outlined but
not compared to similar infrastructure investment for renewable energy and storage, nor to a “noproject” base case.
In assessing the climate impact of methane escaping as fugitive emissions, the EES uses the carbon
forcing potential of methane over a 100-year time frame, which is 25 times that of CO2. However,
over a 20-year time frame it has 86 times the carbon forcing potential of CO2. Doctors for the
Environment considers the 20-year time frame the more appropriate application given the already
measurable health impacts of current rapid global warming. According to the IPPC, “Given that we are
approaching real and irreversible tipping points in the climate system, analyses should use the shorter
and more potent 20-year time frame.” 53,54
Neither does the EES address the significance of methane leakage from faults, failures and accidents
with either the FSRU, the gas import terminal, the transfer equipment, or the pipeline. Nor does it
consider the excess emissions from unexpected or emergency events that require venting of gas from
either the pipeline or the FSRU.
The EES does not address the GHG emissions associated with the decommissioning of the facility
and rehabilitation of the site. (Chapter 4, page 49)
The EES does not consider the increased carbon emissions arising from the delay in the uptake of
renewables. The provision of gas to new residential, commercial and industrial customers, one of the
stated project objectives, will only delay the uptake and use of low carbon energy and will lock in gas
demand for 10-20 years. During the stakeholder engagement process, AGL and APA heard a strong
preference from the community for investment in renewable energy projects rather than gas.

The stated objectives provide questionable justification for the project
AGL’s website claims that AGL is focussed on “…long-term responsibility towards… our community
and to the environment in which we all work and live.” “We are also committed to taking a
conscientious approach to the environment by actively working to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
and manage our environmental footprint.” 55 The project is contrary to AGL’s own policies as AGL is
locking in the use of gas in Victoria’s energy mix for the next decades.
The EES outlines six project objectives related to provision of cheaper gas to address potential
shortfalls, and the provision gas to new commercial and domestic customers (Summary report, page
4). The justifications for the project are questionable and at odds with reducing GHG emissions.
52
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Increase supply or reduce demand
One of AGL’s justifications for the project is Victoria’s projected shortfall in gas supply. There is no
gas supply shortage in Australia. Victoria currently produces enough gas to meet current and
projected needs, but export contracts sees our gas sent interstate and overseas.
Importantly, any gas shortfall can be addressed by governance already established. The justification
for the project ignores The Australian Domestic Gas Security Mechanism (ADGSM) which exists to
ensure the domestic market does not experience shortfalls due to gas export commitments. This
mechanism means that, if necessary, the government can restrict liquefied gas exports if they are
deemed to leave the domestic market short of gas. The decision as to whether or not to restrict
exports sits with the Commonwealth Minister for Resources and Northern Australia. 56 It would seem
obvious that the ADGSM would be triggered if gas was sent overseas while Australian consumers
faced a shortfall. In addition, a National Gas Reservation Scheme may be established by February
2021, and though it applies only to future gas projects, may obviate the need for an LNG terminal that
would not be in operation until 2023. 57
In 2017, AEMO forecasted potential shortfalls in 2018 and 2019 which did not eventuate because
modelling forecasts failed to predict rapidly changing markets. 58 Current AEMO projections of
potential shortfalls after 2025 cited in the Department’s Assessment similarly do not take into account
overseas markets, government actions to avoid shortfalls such as the ADGSM, reductions in demand
and importantly have not included the impact of the global COVID-19 pandemic. 59
While AGL is focussed on meeting supply, no consideration is given to reducing demand for gas.
Eastern Australian gas demand has fallen 14% since its peak in 2012. One study predicts a 73%
reduction in annual domestic gas demand in Victoria with effective policies. Using electricity for heat
pumps and domestic appliances is cheaper over the long term and will produce fewer emissions. This
is true even when much of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels, and more so when energy is
generated through renewables. 60
Gas in the home
Victorians are the highest domestic gas users in Australia. There is now good evidence that indoor
gas use reduces air quality within homes and can cause or exacerbate illness. This is particularly true
in well-sealed new homes, or older homes upgraded for energy efficiency. All gas-burning appliances
produce pollutants such as carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, particulate matter, volatile organic
compounds and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons that can reduce indoor air quality and have
56

Australian Domestic Gas Security Mechanism. Department of Industry Science Energy and
Resources, Australian government. https://www.industry.gov.au/regulations-and-standards/australiandomestic-gas-security-mechanism
57
East Coast gas market. Department of Industry Science Energy and Resources, Australian
government https://www.energy.gov.au/government-priorities/energy-markets/gas-markets
58

Australian Energy Market Operator. 2017 Gas Statement of Opportunities.
https://www.aemo.com.au/energy-systems/gas/gas-forecasting-and-planning/gas-statement-ofopportunities-gsoo/2017-gas-statement-of-opportunities-2017-june-energy-supply-outlook-and-2017september-update
59

Australian Energy Market Operator. 2020 Gas Statement of Opportunities.
https://www.aemo.com.au/energy-systems/gas/gas-forecasting-and-planning/gas-statement-ofopportunities-gsoo
60

Victorian gas market – demand side measures to avoid forecast supply shortfall. Environment
Victoria. March 2020. https://environmentvictoria.org.au/2020/06/03/victorian-gas-market-demandside-measures-to-avoidforecast-supply-shortfall/
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adverse health impacts. 61 Research in the Medical Journal of Australia estimates that 12% of
childhood asthma is attributable to gas cook tops. 62, 63
Doctors for the Environment supports the mandatory installation of non-gas heating and cooking
appliances in all new homes and the phase-out of indoor gas burning appliances.

More gas does not mean cheaper gas
2019-20 average gas prices in Australia were the cheapest since 2015-16. 64 East Coast prices have
been predominantly determined by demand for exports and international gas prices, not levels of
domestic supply, and multiple economic analyses have concluded that importing more gas into
Victoria is not guaranteed to lower prices. 65
The ACCC’s interim report into Australia’s gas supply arrangements, “delivers a damning assessment
of the Australian gas market, detailing how Australian domestic consumers are paying almost double
the equivalent price of gas sold on the export market.” 66 67

Conclusion
DEA opposes the approval of this project in the strongest possible terms. There are significant health
and environmental concerns that the EES has failed to properly address, there is no social licence
and Australia is in the midst of a climate health emergency, of which last summer’s heatwaves and
bushfires are stark testimony. LNG is not the way to a low carbon future.

61

DEA factsheet https://www.dea.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Home-gas-appliances-factsheet-(1).pdf
62
Cowie C. Damp housing, gas stoves, and the burden of childhood asthma in Australia. The Medical
Journal of Australia. April 2018. 208 (7) pp 299-302
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/324544284 Damp housing gas stoves and the burden
of childhood asthma in Australia
63
https://turnoffthegas.good.do/turnoffthegas/turnoffthegas/
64
Australian Energy Regulator quarterly report. 14 August 2020. https://www.aer.gov.au/wholesalemarkets/market-performance/wholesale-markets-quarterly-q2-2020
65
Robertson B. The staggering cost of gas in Australia. Institute for Energy Economics and Financial
Analysis. July 2019. https://ieefa.org/the-staggering-cost-of-gas-in-australia/
66
https://reneweconomy.com.au/dysfunctional-gas-industry-failing-australian-consumers-with-inflatedprices-10337/
67
Gas Inquiry 2017-2025. Australian Competition and Consumer Commission. July 2020.
https://www.accc.gov.au/system/files/Gas%20inquiry%20July%202020%20interim%20report.pdf
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My name is Peta Coward and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It's my place to find calm.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long‐term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in
high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken
these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does
not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator
and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly

accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual
consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption
will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor
the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication
of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Peta Coward
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My name is Jennifer Sebire and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I value the quiet, peaceful, natural, coastal village environment. One of the reasons I
moved down here was to avoid noisy, crowded streets and roads, particularly those
that carry heavy vehicles. I wish to protect our natural environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
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, as can excessive noise pollution
and traffic congestion. This can have a detriment impact on the long-term mental and
physical health of a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as
well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island
as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There
is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect
marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining
the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets.
This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do
to create a safe climate.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on the local community would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Sebire
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My name is Suzanne Suggars and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay,
which is home to unique wetlands that are essential in maintaining the regions
biodiversity. The habitats in Westernport support a wide range of wildlife that we
must protect. There are a variety of issues which should deem the AGL proposal
unacceptable in its current form but the issue that concerns me most is the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. 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 Crib Point jetty shoreline is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals AGL could dump millions of litres of toxic water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we don't know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. This is an unacceptable. Yours sincerely Suzanne Suggars
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My name is Kelly Irvine and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas
import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote 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. 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.
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My name is Eva Eden and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a clean environment where I swim, walk, surf, sail and see 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 tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced
for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to
the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We
cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact

assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies
of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in
Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these
inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect
the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There
are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we
meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Eva Eden

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

Lauren Grusauskas

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Crib_Point_Submi

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Refer to attachment.

2142

My name is Lauren Grusauskas and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
Western Port Bay is renowned for its marine life and migratory species, and
preserving the safety of the seals, whales, migratory birds, and dolphins is vitally
important to me and my family. It’s a unique place in Victoria to see wildlife up close.
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.
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,
Lauren Grusauskas
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2040-Letter of hope to Future Progeny of mine Dearest Children We have failed you
miserably on many counts, but not this, this expanse of water, Crib Point, Western
Port Bay. See those magnificent mangroves, they are magical, they clean the water
and store carbon and are an important part of the food chain to sustain the
abundant bird life you can see there now, along with many other sea creatures; fish,
crabs, insects. And look! The sea dragon gliding gracefully, going about his business
in the sea weed and grasses. We thought we had lost him forever at one stage. This
sweep of sea, sand and vegetation is home to and supports phytoplankton and
many other organisms we can’t even see! All vital and precious components of this
marine ecosystem. Note the pod of dolphins leaping happily in the bay too! This
healthy marine environment rich in fish, bird life and sea creatures large and small is
here today-2040- because 20 years ago the Victorian Government listened to and
heard the ancient murmurings of this sea and land, they listened to and heard the
Boon Wurrung/Bunurong people of the Kulin nation, custodians of this land for
thousands and thousands of years. They listened to and heard the local communities
of the Mornington Peninsula and they listened to and heard the environmental
scientists, the conservationists and the people of Victoria and finally the Victorian
Government said: ENOUGH is ENOUGH! NO we will NOT let energy company AGL
dredge and dig and erode the sand, we will NOT let them decimate and destroy
these unique vital and precious marine ecosystems. We will NOT approve a large,
noisy floating gas storage plant. We will NOT let AGL contaminate the water and
pollute the air. We will NOT approve a pipeline kilometres long to carry imported
gas to towns. We will NOT let AGL desecrate Indigenous cultural sites. The Victorian
Government showed they CARED about you, and our future generations and they
showed they CARED about the planet. They were wise and realised they did NOT
NEED this imported gas and storage facility and that as you know, renewable
energies would keep us safe and warm and would meet all our needs. The Danial
Andrews Victorian Labour Government will be remembered for all time for having
the courage, wisdom and foresight to say NO to the AGL floating gas storage plant at
Crib Point. What a magnificent, magnanimous legacy! So dear children this is yours
to take care of and to ensure that this magical sustainable habitat is never
threatened again. From your ever loving Granny/ Forebear Susan Hillman Stolz
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My name is Catherine Goode and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is important to be because of the high ecological value of the local
marine life.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted
economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants
Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy
needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for
consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when
a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and
less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the 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,
Catherine Goode
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I oppose AGL's gas 'development' of Westernport Bay on so many levels, it's a
widely shared view in the community and I am sure many others have already
highlighted and articulated the vastness and seriousness of issues much better, and
in more scientific depth, than I can. Time for renewables was yesterday! Jade De La
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My name is Leeanne Toneman and I visit Westernport Bay often. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which I have
listed below that are impacted by this proposal. Natural environments play a crucial
role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access them.
The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance
on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and
preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import
terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
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. Corporations
like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move
away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to
build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate. Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
As outlined above, the 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, Leean
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My name is David Colmanet and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Eco therapy escape from our city lifestyle. Important for mental health and reconnecting
with nature. A peaceful escape to recharge the soul.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who
place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long‐term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand
for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113

petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted economic support
according to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the
right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas including
new gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay.
These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most
scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but
will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated
through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem ‐ like plankton
and fish eggs ‐ would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated
water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
David Colmanet
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My name is Carly Dober and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a beautiful area in Victoria full of natural attractions and beauty,
clean fresh air and this commands many tourists every year. Gas import terminals
are bad for communities, health for residents and animals and biodiversity. I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and
physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature
and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental
grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can
result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a
lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is
the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2149

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Cameron Browne

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Cameron Browne and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s a beautiful
and special place, with heaps of wildlife and native animals.Boating, fishing, the
beaches are all apart of being Australian. 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.
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My name is Jayde Morris and I visit Westernport Bay often. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
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Re: AGL proposed development of Westernport Bay’s UNESCO listed Ramsar
site and pipeline through high conservation areas
To: Planning Panels Victoria,
Protectors of Public Lands Victoria wish to make an objection to the proposed AGL
development of Westernport Bay which threatens its marine habitats.
AGL’s plan involves a permanently moored industrial-sized 300-metre-long gas
storage ship off Crib Point’s shore (south of Hastings), and an almost 60km pipeline
to Pakenham.
A giant floating gas-filled ship is not compatible with an internationally protected
Ramsar wetland and environmentally significant marine area.
There is high risk potential for irreversible damage to this highly sensitive ecosystem.
AGL’s EES reports do not adequately consider and understate the risks of:
•

shipping accidents.

AGL’s EES reports do not adequately consider the impact of and understate the
risks to:
•
•
•
•

sensitive marine communities including the beautiful and endangered
mangroves;
listed species, such as whales;
sensitive wetland habitat;
waterbirds, including impacts to East-Asian Australasian Flyway waterbird
species that migrate to Australia and New Zealand for their non-breeding
season, and breed in the northern hemisphere. This southern habitat is
particularly significant as it is where these birds spend the greatest portion of
the year. Westernport Bay’s UNESCO listed Ramsar site is critical to this
international Flyway.

PPL Vic. is extremely concerned and would like better assessment by AGL of the
proposed:
•
•

•
•

Land impacts of the construction of an almost 60-kilometre pipeline from Crib
Point to Pakenham;
The pipeline impact on at least 36 threatened species, including: 8
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act listed
species, 19 Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act listed species; 30 Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning Advisory List species and 5 EPBC
Act listed migratory species;
Impact on 15 hectares of native vegetation – half of which is endangered –
which would be removed for the pipeline works;
Intake of large quantities of sea water and discharge to the sea of higher than
safe levels of chlorine levels for a marine environment;

•

•
•
•

The impact of the construction and ongoing maintenance of this pipeline on
the survival of the nationally-endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot (listed
under the EPBC Act) that has received major investments by governments
and community over a long period time. The project will directly result in
removal of vegetation from sites of likely habitat of the Southern Brown
Bandicoot. This could result in local extinctions of this species.
The pipeline directly impacts on one of only four-five populations in Victoria of
the threatened Merran’s Sun-orchid.
The pipeline is proposed to go through Warringine Park, a covenanted
Council reserve of > 100 hectares between Hastings and Crib Point.
Marine Impacts from an LNG floating gas facility involving 300-metre long
storage ship (FSRU) at Crib Point, and up to 40 additional ships into
Westernport Bay per year.

PPL Vic is also concerned at AGL’s failure to address the potential for catastrophic
events and threats – explosions, oil/fuel spills, and marine pest invasions, particularly
when similar events have occurred previously in the region, for example:
•

•
•

A major oil spill – such as the Iron Barren spill in the Tamar Estuary in 1995.
Although the FSRU and supply vessels may not carry large quantities of fuel,
their operations interact with tankers that do, especially given tankers will
pass the FSRU to get to Long Island Point.
Gas release or gas explosion incident – such as the ethane pipeline rupture in
Port Phillip Bay in 2008.
Marine pest invasions with permanent alterations of ecosystems – such as
Japanese Kelp or Northern Pacific Sea Stars, which have devastated swathes
of habitat types in Port Phillip Bay already.

Up to 40 additional ships into Westernport Bay will increase shipping activity by up to
25-40% every year. This increases the risk of these events significantly, as well as
risk of a ship grounding on extremely sensitive habitats.
Could AGL please advise of the impacts and risks to Westernport Bay’s Biosphere in
these areas:
•
•
•
•
•

AGL appears to ignore the wetland and Flyway birds and Ramsar wetland
values;
Chlorine discharge is not adequately considered;
AGL Marine biodiversity field studies appear to have no scientific backing;
AGL underestimate spatial impacts of the project;
Lack of assessment by AGL for significant marine species – whales and
others.

This project’s risks have not been adequately assessed, and the risks to a UNESCO
Biosphere far outweigh any purported benefits.
Also, all AGL’s assessments must be assessed by independent experts in each field
by the government of Victoria for the people of Victoria.
Yours sincerely,

Marion Manifold
Committee Member for Protectors of Public Lands Victoria Inc.
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My name is Fiona Clarke and I visit Westernport Bay often. Wetlands are unique
and necessary to support a plethora of species (birds, fish, mammals, plants), with
Westernport Bay being under RAMSAR international protection. Seagrass meadows
are important for nursery habitat, food and to help sequester carbon. Wetlands are
often overlooked and degraded despite their recognised importance. 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
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Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. I believe the impact on our
wetlands and wildlife would pose an unacceptable risk. We need to protect our
precious remaining wetlands, and the unique wildlife which depend on it, as
custodians of the land and in recognition of its significance to the physical, mental
and economic health of the community. Please see full submission attached.

I am writing as someone who spends a great deal of time in the Westernport are. I have a house at Phillip Island
and plan to move down there permanently within the next few years. It is a beautiful area and I feel a
responsibility to contribute to its care and protection in acknowledgement of its intrinsic value and its importance
to the physical, mental and economic health of the 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
several issues which, in my view, deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form. 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 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. The impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination will impact on the important nursery seagrass around the Crib Point jetty and
surrounding waters.
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 natural beauty and amenity of the area, and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine environment and nature park. This will impact Phillip Island as a popular destination
for Victorians and tourists from interstate and overseas.
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. 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.
The release of chlorinated water into the Bay could have a disastrous and devastating impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
We have a responsibility to protect the remaining habitats for marine life in this important ecological area.
Wetlands also contain huge amounts of the soil carbon on our planet. I understand 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 high priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is important as a part of our
defence against the impacts of climate change.
I am also very concerned about how noise will affect marine wildlife in the area. Sounds of particular frequencies
carry very well under water, this is the way many marine species communicate and identify food sources. 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
severely impact on the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. I believe the impact on our wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. We need to protect
our precious remaining wetlands, and the unique wildlife which depend on it, as custodians of the land and in
recognition of its significance to the physical, mental and economic health of the community.
Sincerely,
Jane Tracy
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My name is Jamie Russell-Mudge and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. We should not be investing more into the fossil fuel industry for one main
reason - Climate change!We should be protecting these environments from any
potential harm. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should
be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay
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My name is Liz Shuter and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Environmentally fragile.It\'s more about big business not considering the damage
they do for $$$.. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. Natural environments
play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who
access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute
to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. While I do not think this will impact tourism and recreation
significantly it will still undermine decades-long efforts to regenerate Westernport
Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered an industrial area in the past but that
perception has been steadily shifting. More and more people now regard the Bay as
a site of high ecological and recreational importance. The gas import terminal
proposal would be a step backwards for this perception and may derail efforts to
protect the further enhance the area for the environment and for recreational users.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State E
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CRIB POINT STONY POINT FORESHORE COMMITTEE
OF MANAGEMENT INC
ABN 30 530 545 910

Chairman – Brett Holland
Secretary Cecelia Witton

CRIB POINT VIC 3919

24th August 2020

Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
Submission on EES, C272morn and Works Approval Application

1 Introduction
1.1 The Crib Point Stony Point Foreshore Committee of Management has been in existence
for more than 50 years and make this submission.to express the Committee’s strong
opposition to the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EES, C272morn and Works
Approval Application
1.2 Western Port is recognized internationally for its unique environmental values, this is
reinforced by the declaration in 2002 by UNESCO of the Mornington Peninsula and Western
Port Biosphere Reserve covering an area encompassing the whole of the Mornington
Peninsula, Cities of Frankston and Casey along with Cardinia and Bass Coast Shires and
French Island. Currently there are 701 across 121 countries including 21 transboundary
Biosphere Reserves.
1.3 Western Port is also an internationally designated Ramsar site of significance as home for
30 species migratory shore birds protected under international treaties with Japan (JAMBA),
China (CAMBA) and Republic of South Korea (ROKAMBA).
1.4 The biodiversity of the Crib Point foreshore is significant as an important bio link for the
indigenous species of flora and the fauna living in and moving through the foreshore reserve
and surrounding area.
1.5 The community has for a number of years been trying to refocus the planning and zoning
for Crib Point from being viewed “an industrial dumping ground”, where any ‘industrial
development’ can be located. The review of the Mornington Peninsula Industrial Areas
Strategy recognised the significant and unique environmental assets of the area, which if
their true value was considered would make Crib Point the last place for more heavy
industrial development such as Crib Point Gas Import Jetty Works and Crib Point Receiving
Facility.
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2 Marine Biodiversity. Chapter 6
2.1 The seawater taken in and discharged from the FSRU will be chlorinated to protect the
heat exchange system from marine fouling. This chlorinated water will then be discharged
into Western Port. It is difficult to second-guess the impacts of the chlorine, however, the
EES states that there would be a mixing zone around the FSRU where the levels of chlorine
are higher than those permitted for Western Port. The size of this zone varies, but it can be
up to five hectares (EES ch. 6, p. 122).
2.2 Under current regulations, State Environment Protection Policy (Waters), the EPA must
not approve a wastewater discharge into Western Port unless it has been treated to a level
that protects the beneficial uses of these high-conservation-value waters.
2.3 The EPA must not approve discharge of waste waters that do not, at all times, meet the
required standards
2.4 The EES downplays the effect of marine noise and light pollution. It is stated that
Western Port is already noisy, but it has not measured the baseline acoustic environment
(EES Technical Report A, Annexure I, pp. 3 & 23).
2.5 How can the impacts be understood without measuring the existing conditions?
2.6 The EES referral document (published prior to the decision to require an EES)
recommended a literature review of the effects of plankton entrainment in semi-enclosed
marine ecosystems to provide guidance on the long-term ecosystem implications. This has
not been completed. Why must we only rely on modelling to predict the ecosystem effects.
2.7 How can the full impacts of this project be understood without measuring existing
conditions?
3. Terrestrial and Freshwater Biodiversity Chapter 7 Technical Report B
3.1 It is proposed to drill under several waterways including Watson Creek and Cardinia
Creek, once again generating sediments and likely adverse impact on Dwaf Galaxis and
Graylings that inhabits these waterways among other species.
3.2 There will also be a substantial damage to the terrestrial environment with removal of
vegetation across a vast expanse of agricultural and natural vegetation.
3.3 Chapter 7 P 66 The operation of the FSRU, specifically the heat exchange system
required for the regasification of liquid natural gas, may result in impacts to marine biota,
migratory birds that feed on biota, seagrasses or flora communities that utilise tidal or
intertidal habitat, as well as the ecological character of Western Port itself.
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3.4 Processes associated with operation of the FSRU include







sea water intake for regasification and other uses resulting in entrainment of marine
biota
Cooler water discharge (open loop) regasification
Warm water discharge (closed loop) regasification
Chlorination of seawater for anti fouling purposes
Contaminants and spills
Biological disruption

3.5 It is stated that “These processes present environment risks and it is determined that the
impacts would be highly localised to the area immediately adjacent to the FSRU…”
3.6 The Western Port Ramsar Site Management Plan (DELWP 2017) identified increased use
of Crib Point as a priority threat of concern for the Western Port Ramsar site.
3.7 It is therefore critical that the EPA assesses the proposed project against SEPP (Water) to
ensure Western Port Ramsar site and its ecological character are protected.

Woolleys Beach south foraging areas low tide

4 Chapter 14 Landscape and Visual
4.1 Gas Import Jetty Works 14.6.1 The visual effects associated with the Gas Import Jetty
Works, including the FSRU, Jetty Infrastructure, and Crib Point Receiving Facility involve a
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higher degree of proposed change than for the rest of the Project and are also located in an
area of high landscape value, leading to a high sensitivity rating..
Some of the changes proposed:


The FSRU would measure approximately 300 metres long and be permanently
moored at Berth 2 of the Crib Point Jetty.



At times there may be three vessels at the jetty: the FSRU, a visiting LNG carrier of
similar proportions to the FSRU, and potentially a United Petroleum vessel at Berth 1.



Jetty Infrastructure installed on the pier head, including marine loading arms and
firefighting equipment.



Onshore, the Crib Point Receiving Facility would be visible from certain viewpoints,
particularly the nitrogen storage tank which would be up to 20 metres high



Other buildings and structures such as stainless steel vaporiser towers, firewater
tanks and nitrogen unloading facilities would be visible.

4.2 The visual impact of these facilities represents a major change from the current view and
adversely impacts on the visual amenity in addition to the changes to tranquil setting that is
the Crib Point Foreshore that the community has enjoyed for over 35 years.

Shore birds Woolleys Beach north near jetty at sunrise

4.3 The north side of the boundary where the Receiving Facility is to be construction adjoins
PCRZ land which is part of the foreshore reserve.
4.4 The proponent has not undertaken an assessment of the area to establish a record of
baseline data.

CPSPFC
AGL EES Submission
2020 08 24

Page 4

4.5 In fact throughout the EES reference to the foreshore land north of the jetty is minimal
5 Safety hazard and risk Chapter 16
5.1 QRA assessment of June 2019 and “Preliminary Assessment” July 2020
5.2 Executive Summary page 2 QRA Assessment prepared 10th June 2019 states 1.4.1 A
close up view of the LSIR contours close to the shore is presented in Figure 1-2 where 4
locations of specific interest have been highlighted:




Public Access – The closest public access point (on the beach right near the
jetty);
Picnic point 1 - Woolley's Beach Reserve (the picnic point directly south of the
jetty);
Picnic point 2 - Woolley's Beach Reserve (the picnic point about 500 m south of
the jetty);
Maritime Museum.



1.8 Recommendations Page 7
1) All actions and safeguards raised during the HAZID session must be
implemented to further mitigate or reduce the risk;
2) Conduct an overall HAZID for the APA Crib Point Receiving Facility;
3) Consider including risks from Mercaptan storage in the QRA. Consider
including full bore rupture cases in the APA Crib Point Facility QRA.


Why is there is no reference or data for the Foreshore land north of the jetty as an
area of specific interest. This area is part of the foreshore reserve and accessed by
the public.



What oversight will there be for implementation of these recommendations and who
will assess the results.

5.3 Technical Report K Safety, hazard and risk assessments July 2020
Appendix C Preliminary QRA Results – GIJ Works
Appendix C
C2. Specific areas of Interest · There are three areas of interest with respect to off-site risk
selected for further evaluation are the
 Victorian Maritime Centre;
 Picnic Point; and
 the closest point at which the public can get near to the LNG import facilities,
denoted as Public Access. ·
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5.4 The calculated risk at these locations is assessed against the HIPAP4 criteria …
5.5 The area described as ” Picnic Point “ it is assumed that this is Woolleys north picnic area
5.6 The Woolleys south picnic area is not included in this preliminary assessment but it was
included in the June 2019 QRA.








Why once again is there no data or reference to the Foreshore Reserve land north of
the jetty? This area is accessed by the public and people sometimes come to view
the submarine from the beach.
Why are the results in Appendix C preliminary
Why has no QRA been undertaken for the Crib Point Receiving Facility
When will a QRA be carried out on the Crib Point Receiving Facility

6 Land Use Chapter 17
6.1 Construction Impacts 17.21 Table 17-9: Construction impacts across Segments 1 to 5 and
the relevant land use typology


This table in assessing the “Crib Point Jetty Works” does not identify the Foreshore
Reserve as being impacted – It will be adversely impacted as has been stated in other
reports



There is no reference to the likely impact from construction of the Crib Point
Receiving Facility – Construction of the facility will adversely impact the Foreshore
Reserve

6.2 Technical Report L 5.2.1 Matters relevant to both the Gas Import Jetty Works and the
Pipeline Works
5.2.1.1 Planning Policy Framework
Clause 13.07-1S …”Land use compatibility seeks to protect community amenity , human
health and safety while facilitating appropriate industrial and commercial or other uses with
potential adverse off site effects……”
6.3 The Crib Point Community and users of the Woolleys Beach Foreshore Reserve both
north of the jetty and south of the jetty will be adversely impacted by the construction and
operation of the prosed project.
6.4 The EES reports suggest that recreational activities such as walking bbq’s and other social
activities should occur at alternative locations in the area that offer comparable amenity.
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Why does the construction and operation of the facility generate such noise and
vibration that the adjoining public land should not be used for the purpose for which
it has been reserved for the community



Why should the local community be impacted to this extent by industrial
development



What mitigation is proposed for the impact on wildlife that inhabits the reserve.



Have assessments been done on the effect of the project on the flora in the reserve.
which includes rare and threatened species.

6.5 A rare colony of Caladenia dilatata Green Comb Spider Orchid is found in an area
within 300 meters of the jetty works – how is this colony to be protected, not to mention
other species found in the foreshore reserve.

Caladenia dilatata Green Comb Spider Orchid

6.6 The adverse impact on the area to the north of the Jetty is not addressed. This area will
adjoin POH land (to be rezoned)
7 Social Chapter 18
Social Impacts
7.1 The Committee considers the EES does not demonstrate that predictions made of the
likely risks of certain events occurring are adequate.
7.2 The EES fails to demonstrate that the Project can meet the objectives ”To minimise
potential adverse social, economic, amenity and land use effects at local and regional scales
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7.3 In Technical Report M page 16 2.1 it is stated that visitors to Woolleys Beach north
picnic area should be discouraged and that facilities be relocated
7.4 The volunteer Committee has funded building of these facilities.
7.5 Woolleys Beach – The picnic areas at Woolleys Beach north and south are described in
the EES as being “Cleared Land” this description devalues the reserve, is misleading and
incorrect. These areas are natural clearings they have not been made by removing
vegetation which the term “cleared land” implies.

View from Woolleys north picnic area

7.6 A locally significant foreshore reserve used by a variety of people both local and visitors
from outside the area. The assessment states that due to noise and vibration impact will
affect the enjoyment of the reserve.
7.7 This quiet setting will be lost. Locals enjoy the tranquillity and vista and commonly visit
the reserve at both sunrise and sunset. Spectacular sunrises can be seen from the reserve
7.8 In addition, the adverse impact of the changes to the visual amenity disadvantages the
whole community and visitors to the area.
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People enjoying view form Woolleys north

7.9 Cycling clubs use Woolleys Road and the area opposite the proposed facility to stage
road races during the winter months and use the facilities on the foreshore. Their ability to
continue to use the area will be severely impacted upon by the proposed facility.
8. Attachment VI Draft planning scheme amendment
8.1 C272morn Amendment – the objective of this amended is to consolidate control of
all planning decisions relating to the project to the Planning Minister and by this means
facilitate the construction of the Crib Point Receiving Facility without the need of an EPA
Works Approval.


Why should the construction and operation of a facility that will store and use
odorant (Mercaptan) and Liquid Nitrogen that is an integral component, of the
operation of the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty works project bypass assessment as part
of the EES process.



Why should the construction and operation of this facility not be required to have an
EPA Works Approval, given its location, operating parameters and associated risks to
the Western Port Ramsar site


8.2 A project of this size and complexity should be subject to the most stringent
independent oversight – this amendment does not provide the required transparency or
rigor to the project under construction or operation.
8.3 Major concerns are
1) The exact area in ha of this strip has not be detailed.
2) Design specifications for the Crib Point Receiving Facility have not been provided
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3) Detail of the buffer between works and the adjoining PCRZ land is not provided
4) Why is the Environmental Management Plan is to be prepared following
construction
8.4 A strip of POH land with a PCRZ designation, north of the jetty is being rezoned to
PU1. to ensure sufficient land, to accommodate construction of Crib Point Receiving
Facility.
8.5 Consultants suggest that 1metre strip of vegetation be removed to make a track for
fishermen to access the groyne –
8.6 Is this track to be on POH land or is it being proposed that PCRZ land under the
management of the Foreshore Committee be set aside for this purpose.?
8.7 The construction and operation of the Crib Point Receiving Facility on the proposed
site will result in removal of further vegetation on the Foreshore Reserve to comply with
bush fire management requirements .This additional vegetation removal in the PCRZ
foreshore reserve area will impact on Gassy Woodland and Estuarine Swamp Scrub
among other species.

Estuarine Swamp Scrub on foreshore reserve land north of the jetty

8.8 C272 amendment also seeks to rezone sections of the Foreshore Reserve from PU7
to Port Use This is a section of foreshore land to the west of the south side of the Jetty
currently zoned PU7 and is to be rezoned PU for Port Use extending boundary to include
the beach and include the area in SCO9
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8.9 This will result in access to the beach being blocked this site provides all tide access,
unlike the beach to the south, and is sheltered making it a safe launching area for
kayakers.
8.10 Extension of this boundary will potentially impact on bush fire management
requirements which may be extended to include facilities at Woolleys North
8.11 The waterside restriction boundary is to be amended in line with the rezoning
9 Climate Change Chapter 23
9.1 The project does not align with or support progress towards meeting the State’s
emission reductions targets by 2030-2050
9.2 Forecasts in relation to future gas shortages does not include data relating to transition
to energy efficient houses and buildings and renewable energy resources
9.3 Project rationale supports a gas supply facility to support short term financial gains that
is not of benefit to the community.
9.4 The project risks the ability to achieve Sustainable Development Goals 12 Responsible
Consumption and Production, 13 Climate Action and 14 Life below Water

10 CONCLUSIONS

10.1 The Committee’s view that the EES does not meet the objectives ”To minimise
potential adverse social, economic, amenity and land use effects at local and regional scales”
is reinforced by inconsistencies, factual error and omissions within the EES to consider
adequately the impact that this project will have on both the marine, terrestrial and human
populations of Western Port.

C Witton
Secretary
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My name is Jacqui Campbell and I live in the Westernport Bay 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.

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

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

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables
and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.

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

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

Sincerely,
Jacqui Campbell
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My name is Allie Imlach and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
We're fortunate to have an ecosystem on our back door step like Western Port Bay.
The ecological damage that will occur as a result of the AGL is dreadful. We need to
learn from the damage that's occurred at other gas and oil locations!!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Allie Imlach
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My name is Paul Ryan and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It means everything
we overlook it from our home, we use the beaches almost daily. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the disch
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My name is Mel Wight and I lived in Westernport Bay. This is a beautiful part of the
world that I grew up in, in school they taught us about the natural wonders of the
bay, I especially remember the leafy sea dragons - DO NOT RUIN THIS BEAUTIFUL
PART OF 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. 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 P

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2161

Request to be heard?: Yes
Full Name:

Judith Rita Brooks

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Judith Brooks and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
am a born and breed Victorian who grew up on the Mornington Peninsular and it is
my ethical responsibility to be attentive to the environment and its need for
protection from unwise decisions. It is my responsibility to take up the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. Those in decision making roles talk about 'a balance
being struck' as if, in this age of climate change, there is negotiating room available.
No matter how small we are in Victoria we are part of the planet and it is our moral
duty as conscious thinking beings to ere on the side of caution in our decision
making. The issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas
emissions in Victoria. This is a new fossil fuel project. Victoria should have NO new
fossil fuel projects. The human energy and money which will be poured in to this
project shows, despite the science, we are monumentally reluctant to follow what
we know to be true. We are like children unable to give up our sugar lolly. Each such
project is a delay. Each such project is built around wishful thinking. 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. I know Phillip Island well. It 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.
(1971) 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 c
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My name is Natalie Schwabegger and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I love our
beautiful coastline. Countless species rely on this very sensitive area for breeding.I
VEHEMENTLY oppose the gas terminal at Crib Point. Im disgusted by it. As you all
should be.Would your Grandparents agree to it? If so, I bleed for your bloodline. If
not, there's your answer. I also don't wish to invite the next Beruit disaster or die in
it. Again, would you? 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. 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. This
cold chlorinated wastewater will spell disaster to all 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
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My name is Anna Cuttriss and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay host a variety of significant species including a RAMSAR wetland.
The whole ecosystem of the bay is important, not only for the aesthetic and
landscape value but for the biodiversity and species who rely on the bay and it’s
surrounds
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.
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 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,
Anna Cuttriss
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My name is Anna Cuttriss and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay host a variety of significant species including a RAMSAR wetland.
The whole ecosystem of the bay is important, not only for the aesthetic and
landscape value but for the biodiversity and species who rely on the bay and it’s
surrounds
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.
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 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,
Anna Cuttriss
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My name is Mariusz Kendra and I visit Westernport Bay often. I would like to
continue using my boat which is kept at Westernport Marina. If dirty gas plant will
go ahead it will destroy marine life in the long term. I will have to take my boat
away. Trying to push this dirty plant through - criminal 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. 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 b

My name is Mariusz Kendra and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I would like to continue using my boat which is kept at Westernport Marina. If dirty gas plant will go ahead it will
destroy marine life in the long term. I will have to take my boat away. Trying to push this dirty plant through criminal 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 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-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.
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,
Mariusz Kendra
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My name is Desley Tunstall and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport is important to me for the wildlife it suppirts, and the mangroves. It is a
haven for them as well as a great tourist 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.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves
stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around
the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius
of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels.
The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away
from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half
a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of
colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the
current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There
are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we
meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,

Desley Tunstall
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My name is Gail Noble and I visit Westernport Bay often.
The enclosed nature of the bay with it's three Marine National Parks and coves of
sandy beaches offers a great deal to visitors to enjoy outdoor environments that lack
industrialization infrastructure.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements I believe 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 for the future
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 for this.
There is so much at stake (will underwater sound elicit behavioural changes in
dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area? Will the noise deter
fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important
ecosystem around Crib Point?)
Any threat to the survival of ecosystems, the creatures they support and the role
played in moderating the well-being of the environment requires exhaustive scrutiny.
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,
Gail Noble
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My name is Sally Barrett and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Beautiful area, must be protected. Amazing wetlands and wildlife.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on
these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community.
Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can
result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability
to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental
health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact
Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not
know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL
has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true
even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can
be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The
fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to
2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was
previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the
noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of

whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing
the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sally Barrett
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I like our bay. It brings us tourism, great views and destinations locally and great
marine life. All of this is in danger with your monstrosity that is this gas refinery. Get
them out of our bay!!!! Do this off shore. Away from the public. This is already a
pathetic investment. Your gas and coal is outdated. Grow some sense for once.
Listen to the people. Not the hip pocket. You'll regret it when renewables destroy
any hope of success this project has. I like the way our lands are, don't wreck what
we can't replace

