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Submission to Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Lodged online 24 August 2020
Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
I write to lodge my submission during the public submission phase of the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee’s consideration of the Environmental Effects Statement, draft
Planning Scheme Amendments and Works Approval Application of the joint AGL and APA
Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project proposal.
I write in strong opposition to this proposal as a lifelong resident of Westernport Bay with
an Honours degree in conservation biology.
Westernport Bay is an area of high conservation concern, encompassing a Ramsar-listed
wetland, the UNESCO-recognised Western Port Biosphere Reserve, national parks and
marine sanctuaries. It is a region of undisputed high endemic biodiversity, irreplaceable if
lost, and is one of the main attractors to local residents and visitors to the Mornington
Peninsula, Phillip Island, French Island and Bass Coast.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of

one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defence against the
impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
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.
Finally, I draw to the IAC’s attention the strong opposition to this proposal by all local
councillors and state and federal parliamentarians, whose positions are reflective of the
local community’s views. Rarely are so many political voices united on a single issue of
enormous community concern.
Should this this proposal be approved, the Victorian Minister for Planning will be flying in
the face every opposing voice, which vastly outnumber those in favour, and further erode
the democratic processes put in place to safeguard Victorians from poor governance. I trust
that the Minister will make a considered judgement of this proposal, if not on ecological or
economic grounds, then on political ones.
Sincerely,
Briony Hutton
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submission: My name is Donna Mahon and I visit Westernport Bay often. We have
only one ☝ western port bay with an abundance of marine life, beautiful beaches
and wetlands that host an abundance of bird life I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. 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 mode
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AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EES Submission
One of my main concerns is the potential damage to the Warringine Ramsar Wetlands. The EES does not address
the impact on the Birds and Biology. Wetlands are very valuable biodiverse ecosystems that are disappearing
very fast around the world. Why risk damaging our local Wetlands to boost the profits of a public company? AGL
have a terrible reputation when it comes to managing the environment responsibly, so can they be trusted with
our unique and diverse Wetlands? I do not believe they can be trusted to respect and manage our unique and
diverse wetlands or that they have an appreciation of the sensitivity of the area.
Also, our present State Government has a record of negligence and mismanagement of major projects. For
example, like the hotel quarantine debacle, toxic waste disposal and now the concrete segments for the metro
tunnel cannot be delivered by rail as planned, as nobody bothered to ask if the railway had the capacity to carry
them. Therefore, this government cannot be trusted to competently oversee such a project. This project is too
environmentally sensitive to trust either AGL or the Victorian Government who will have a supervisory role.
As part of the proposed AGL project a pipeline has to be put through the Wetlands following other existing
pipelines. Locals say there are two redundant pipelines already there. When I asked an APA representative at a
local meeting why one of these pipelines cannot be used, he said they are owned by a different company!
Putting a pipeline through a Ramsar Wetland is senseless given it was considered good enough to declare it as
being of World importance.
One of the AGL representatives at one of the local meetings did let it slip that the whole idea was a joke as Esso
is exporting LNG from Long Island Point at Hastings only to be brought back from overseas at an inflated price
and re imported back at Crib Point a few kms from Hastings.
I am not a marine expert but my common sense tells me that these very large ships, twice as large as any
present ship using the bay, will cause major problems to the fragile ecosystems, not to mention all the
chlorinated water the FSRU will pump into the Bay. What about ship collisions or running aground? The Bay gets
very shallow very quickly with the changing tides as I found out in my little fishing boat.
Victoria has plenty of cheap gas available to us now in our own backyard, so why import expensive gas from
overseas or even more absurd, buy our own gas back at a vastly inflated price! Who gains from such a ridiculous
arrangement? Certainly not the consumer!
The reason we are taking this big risk with importing LNG into Westernport is because the Victorian Government
has stopped gas exploration in Victoria, so the best way to stop this project is to allow gas exploration to start
again as we have plenty of gas here.
I have read the Mornington Peninsula Shires position and their Submission and fully agree with it. I am very
impressed with the depth that the Shire has gone into the AGL EES.
I also note our Local Federal MP Greg Hunt has stated he is “unequivocally and absolutely” opposed to AGL’s
proposed Crib Point terminal.
Michael Mann
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My name is Andrew Evans and I live in Crib Point. I love nature and the beaches,
where I walk daily. Time in nature is very important as I work for government and
enjoy respite from a hard days work. I grew up here and though I have lived over the
world. This is my home. Living close by to the proposed terminal, I am kept up at
night by the hum of ships that currently dock there. Regularly, the hum emanates
throughout the whole neighbourhood all night. Similarly at times, we can also hear
the terminal in Hastings. The noise from the recent ship at Woolleys' Beach was so
loud all evening that the hum permeated my room, and despite the house's
insulation, could be heard under duvets and with pillows over my head. There are
many houses close to this terminal. I anticipate the sound would affect many.
Similarly, there is not a sufficient blast zone around this terminal, in case anything
was to go wrong. A blast in emergency, would affect thousands of homes and would
kill and maim similar amounts. This project should not go ahead without a sufficient
blast zone. Successive council and state governments have not overseen
appropriate remediation or rehabilitation of the adjoining refinery site that has laid
dormant for tens of years. That such a massive and unused industrial site has been
allowed to remain contaminated gives me no confidence in either jurisdiction
ensuring that any contamination was cleaned if it so occurred on AGL's site. The
surrounding nature proximate to the AGL site is well used by the local population,
including myself. It has particularly been valuable in this time of COVID-19, with
several hundreds of daily visitors. It is expected that the rise of popularity of the
area will continue. Not only would the proposed gas plant be a blight on locals'
enjoyment of this nature, the increased industrialisation of this part of the bay
would also great reduce the value of real estate in the area, as it would make the
area less desirable to those that enjoy nature and worry about local safety. It is easy
to see the diversity of species around Woolleys' Beach, in birdlife, in plants and in
sea life. Anything that impacts that diversity, such as chlorination or an increase in
temperature of the water needs to be fought based on well-known sustainability
and environmental principles. That there is also a possibility of another gas terminal
at the Viva Energy site in Port Phillip Bay that is not in such an environmentally
sensitive area means that there are alternatives to the AGL proposal that need to be
accounted for in approving/not-approving AGL's proposal. This proposal should not
go ahead for the reasons above. To proceed will see unacceptably massive negative
environmental and social impacts. Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to
the assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. Best
regards, Andrew Evans

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1021

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Lauren Simmonds

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Lauren Simmonds and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is a wild and
untouched part of Victoria and the Peninsula that needs protection. There are many
rare and endangered species which live in our local bay from seahorses, to dolphins
that require our projection to ensure they continue to live. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. While I do not think this will impact tourism and
recreation significantly it will still undermine decades-long efforts to regenerate
Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered an industrial area in the
past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More and more people now
regard the Bay as a site of high ecological and recreational importance. The gas
import terminal proposal would be a step backwards for this perception and may
derail efforts to protect the further enhance the area for the environment and for
recreational users. 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
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This proposal, if approved, would have a significantly detrimental effect on the life
and livelihood of myself, my family and my community. The climate crisis poses an
extreme threat to all of us - not just in the future as life on this planet becomes
more and more dangerous, but right now as we saw in the devastating bushfires last
summer. As a young person, my future literally depends on an immediate and
significant shift to renewable energy, which means absolutely no new fossil fuel
projects. We all have an important part to play in ensuring a safe future for all - this
project would do the direct opposite of this, and therefore must not go ahead.
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vWestern port Bay is a serene place of unspoilt natural beauty and must not be
disturbed in any way.The area around Crib Point is internationally recognised as a
unique and important biosystem with wetlands and mangrove swamps providing
habitats for an astounding variety of creatures.The introduction of chlorine and
petrochemicals to this sensitive environment would spell disaster. Foreign shipping
introduces alien bacteria and other organisms which can have disastrous
consequences. AGL makes light of the potential immeasurable harm their project
would cause. It is time to walk away from fossil fuels... their infrastructure and
pipeline proposal gives yet another excuse to allow distancing from necessary
renewable energy investment. The bigger picture is not about the construction of
the project but the end result of burning this fossil fuel and further harming our
already compromised atmosphere. I am resolutely opposed to this AGL
proposal.Western port Bay is a serene place of unspoilt natural beauty and must not
be disturbed in any way.The area around Crib Point is internationally recognised as a
unique and important biosystem with wetlands and mangrove swamps providing
habitats for an astounding variety of creatures.The introduction of chlorine and
petrochemicals to this sensitive environment would spell disaster. Foreign shipping
introduces alien bacteria and other organisms which can have disastrous
consequences. AGL makes light of the potential immeasurable harm their project
would cause. It is time to walk away from fossil fuels... their infrastructure and
pipeline proposal gives yet another excuse to allow distancing from necessary
renewable energy investment. The bigger picture is not about the construction of
the project but the end result of burning this fossil fuel and further harming our
already compromised atmosphere. I am resolutely opposed to this AGL proposal.
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I holidayed in Western Port Bay before moving to Phillip Island to raise a young
family. We love the local environment and quietness of the area. Cowes foreshore
offers amazing views and tranquility, it's also fundamental to the island's tourism
industry and marine life. Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are many issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable in its current
form. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is popular with residents
and visitors. Access is likely to be affected by loss of bush or disruptions due to
maintenance or high noise. There is no comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into the bay and strict exclusion zones means
boaters will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch due to increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in Australia. People come to see the little penguins and migrating whales as
well as other marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of the bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. It's 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 don't know about how this
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects a threat to
our environment and bad business. Corporations like AGL should invest 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. The conclusion that a ship
strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right population
whale is inconsistent with the Conservation Management. There are other viable
and more suitable options Victoria can pursue. Sincerely Denise Dillon
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22 August 2020
Impact Assessment Unit
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
Dear Sir/ Madam

Proposed AGL-APA Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and gas pipeline project
–Submission on Environmental Effects Statement
Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Environmental Effects Statement
(EES) prepared for the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and gas pipeline project.

Preamble as Councillor
I am a Councillor at Bass Coast Shire Council and I note that Bass Coast Council has made a
submission in response to the EES pointing out that the AGL Gas Facility will have strong
adverse impacts on the ecology of Westernport and its Ramsar listed wetlands and in
turn on the Phillip Island Visitor Economy that relies on eco-tourism. As well the Council
advised it has declared a climate emergency and sees the proposed fossil fuel facility as being
contrary to that declaration. I agree with Council’s submission and advise that the following
submission is my work and it does not seek to speak for or on behalf of Council.

Climate Change and Energy Efficiency Response
The AGL Regassification Plant and associated pipeline is not needed and there can be no
justification for huge capital investment on an inter-generational fossil fuel facility in the
context of climate change. The Victorian Government has an obligation to support future
generations of Victorians and to show leadership on carbon emissions reduction and
adaptation to climate change.
The Australian Energy Market Operator (Aemo) has released a roadmap to 2040 with a focus
on security, reliability and the lowest cost. It sees gas as being phased out over that time. It is
most likely the AGL investment will only go ahead with concession and support from
Government. Investment in intergenerational gas infrastructure will embed gas, a fossil fuel,
into Victoria’s energy grid for a generation retarding Victoria’s response to climate change.
Victoria has relied on “spinning power” from its coal fired power stations and more recently
the argument has shifted toward gas providing dispatchable power. The time for gas has
come and gone, it cannot compete into the future with renewable energy. Aemo proposes an
integrated system plan based on diverse range of large and small-scale renewable energy
supported by “dispatchable” power sources.
The ‘big battery’ in South Australia has shown that a new era of dispatchable power is not
only available but that the rapid response of this technology within the electricity grid is far
superior to the fossil fuel response. The battery has supported the grid far more effectively
than the old fossil fuel response. It is the way of the future and must be the focus of Victoria’s
response as well if we are to remain competitive into the next decade.
Investment instead on renewable energy and battery or like storage, along with a
modernisation of the electricity grid, will put Victoria in a greater competitive position.
Continued reliance on gas exposes Victoria to ongoing international price movements that
1

can be manipulated by cartels, as we have seen with OPEC for decades in relation to oil. We
should consider the advantages of a local distributed power supply network that is immune to
international price and supply disruption against the continuing domination of companies
such as AGL that have wielded excessive market power.
During the planned life of the facility the price competitiveness of renewables will improve
whilst the unreliability of the international supply of gas will cause the AGL facility at Crib
Point and the gas pipeline to become stranded assets. AGL will then seek support from
government subsidies and intervention to retain gas influence in the emerging energy market.
This is simply not acceptable; any State Government investment and support must be for the
future generations and therefore must be for renewable energy and emissions reduction.

Response to Hazard Safety and Risk
The EES acknowledges that the Regassification plant introduces additional hazard to Crib
Point and then proceeds to dismiss the risk as not material. Its analysis is at best convenient
and dismissive.
The EES relies on a So Far As Is Reasonably Possible (SFAIRP) and argues that some risk in
establishing a Major Hazard Facility (MHF) is acceptable. This approach is fine for the
company when it is the community that will bear that risk. As a former firefighter I consider
the worst case and consider whether arrangements are in place to handle it.
It is interesting to note that the SFAIRP principle had been applied in assessments of the
Coode MHF in Melbourne prior to the explosion and fire disaster that occurred on 21 August
1991. In assessing the integrity of MHF proposals it is wise to consider the advice of
survivors of previous disasters. The Piper Alpha oil and gas platform exploded in 1988 and
killed 167 people. Mr
a survivor of the incident considered what had gone wrong:
He said: “I think on a corporate level it’s essential to have safety culture and appropriate
safety regime be honoured respected and required from the very highest level of
management. My own personal opinion of the oil company involved is such that I would say
that didn’t exist I think it was absent.” One of the Assessors at the inquiry said “that with
most incidents like this you find a link missing from a chain” and “in this case the chain was
missing, It was that serious on a corporate level”.1
AGL has been fined $7,200,000 over recent years for a range of offences that also involved 3
deaths. In 2018 the Victorian Essential Services Commission questioned “whether AGL had
the technical capacity to operate in accordance with its licence to operate in Victoria.” My
concern is that AGL’s behaviour seems to demonstrate a culture of good enough, a disregard
for environmental standards, cutting corners, and pay the fine when you are caught. This is
the antithesis of a ‘safety culture’ as mentioned by Mr
.
AGL’s proposal as represented in this EES causes concern on several levels, it:
• Is dismissive of the risk
• Does not provide an in depth of understanding of how a major incident would be
handled
1
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•
•

Demonstrates a convenient approach that seeks to dismiss risk rather than deal with
risk
Does not consider the worst case as explored in the Sandia research commissioned by
the US Department of Energy2

The Save Westernport response on Hazard, Risk and Safety deals with the overall risk in
more detail and so I will not dwell on that.
What is important to my area of Phillip Island is that the EES fails to assess the at sea risk of
the LNG tankers that will cross Westernport and may lay at anchor off Phillip Island’s
northern beaches, at very real risk to:
• The health and safety of residents
• the internationally recognised environment of the Rhyll Inlet and
• the economic impacts to tourism on Phillip Island
The EES takes comfort in the safety record of LNG tankers however they do not reveal that
LNG tankers are regularly involved in collisions with other large ships with often severe
consequences to the other ships. Similarly, the EES fails to explore the potential if an
incident, engaging the on board gas facility, does occur.

Westernport Values
Westernport faces continual ill-considered proposals by government and large companies to
develop the port facilities and increase shipping through it. The proposal prior to the current
AGL proposal was for a Second Container Port. That proposal was shelved mainly because
of the projected claims of the demand for shipped freight were grossly overstated, not unlike
the spurious claims of AGL about the ongoing requirement for gas.
Westernport is highly valued among ecologists, scientists and local people for its
environmental values. This is reflected in its listing under the international Ramsar
Convention. It is also highly valued in climate change terms, as its natural environment has
created a blue carbon hotspot.
The threat to the Westernport environment from additional and massive sized shipping and
the pollution from the FSRU threatens the ecological and blue carbon assets. I am aware from
a scientific forum sponsored by Melbourne Water that many scientists are working on aspects
of the Westernport environment. The Shapiro Report, the most definitive assessment of the
Westernport environment in a single work, is now decades old.
The Second Container Port Advice Consultation Summary from Infrastructure Victoria
stated: “There is an opportunity to set up a comprehensive monitoring framework for
environmental indicators in Port Phillip Bay and Western Port. Beginning this data gathering
would mean that we are better prepared when it comes to seeking approval for a port in either
location.” This work is well overdue and not yet commenced.
UNESCO included Westernport into a Man and the Biosphere reserve, the Westernport
Biosphere has proposed a ‘values of Westernport’ study that collates and explains all the
scientific work that is being done on Westernport. This work would be enhanced if it sought

2
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to acknowledge and learn from the deep learning of the traditional owners of this country. We
are tragically impoverished by our failure to do this so far.
This work is required to spare us from the convenient and often self-serving assessments that
are undertaken on behalf of proponents of major projects in Westernport -the AGL FSRU
EES is an example of this. Westernport’s intrinsic values and the existing economic value
from eco-tourism, fishing and boating far exceed the economic output from this FSRU yet are
threatened by it.
The release of a cold chlorinated water plume while a great concern may well be the minor
issue of the potential damage to the environment from the FSRU and associated shipping
movements. The increased turbidity will impact the Ramsar sites, fish breeding and sea grass
and mangrove areas. Last year a cruise ship anchored in the East Arm of the Port of Hastings
adjacent to Cowes and Silverleaves on Phillip Island dragged an anchor for some
considerable distance.
This was observed by a local resident who contacted the Harbour Master who then addressed
the issue. The resultant turbidity was immediately adjacent to the Rhyll Inlet a renowned bird
sanctuary and blue carbon hotpot. About 18 months ago a ship fire occurred just off French
Island. Incidents do occur and they may well be more impactful if they occur on an LNG
Tanker.
It is likely that LNG Tankers will use the Eastern Arm of the Port being located adjacent to
the Rhyll Inlet. In the EES, AGL play down the incidents involving LNG tankers stating that
there have been no gas incidents. But there are strong examples of accidents between LNG
and other shipping. The event potential is compounded by the increase in shipping and the
massive size of the LNG tankers.

Phillip Island Economy
The Bass Coast economy is heavily dependent on tourism, mainly ecotourism. The world
famous Penguin Parade is located at Phillip Island. Recreational fishing and boating is a
prominent contributor to the Phillip Island economy. In the last few years Phillip Island has
started to attract cruise ships to the Island. This is becoming an important part of the Island
economy, contributing millions to the Island economy.
Phillip Island is a prominent holiday destination for international and in country visitors. 60%
of the housing in Cowes are holiday homes owned by people from Melbourne and surrounds
attracted by the Westernport and Bass Strait environments. The lifestyle visitors contribute
millions of dollars to the local economy.
LNG Tankers at rest in the East Arm would have devastating impact on the Phillip Island
economy. The reputational damage alone would impact Phillip Island’s “The environment is
the economy” brand. Anchoring a cruise ship beside a massive industrial LNG ship that runs
generators constantly will not be an attractive proposal and it is likely that business would
evaporate very rapidly.
Holiday homes along the northern beaches of Cowes are currently highly sought after for
their lifestyle value. This lifestyle would be devalued by the presence of the LNG Tankers
moored opposite. Recent experience with the oil rig the Noble Tom Prosser moored in the
east arm led to many complaints of noise and light pollution, as the lights and generators
4

were run all night. As well the additional restrictions on boating required because of the tight
security required to protect LNG Tankers in transit or at rest would severely impact
recreational fishing and boating and impact the local economy.

MICHAEL WHELAN M.Env.Sci B.Ec
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I am registering my objection to the proposal on environmental grounds. The
discharge of treated cold and chroninated water at such volume cannot be good for
the bay especially given the rare and significant marine life of the area.
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My name is Catherine Mitchell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Amazing wetlands
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a
gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay
Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into
the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This
enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with
the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more

suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Catherine Mitchell
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My name is Patricia Buoncristiani and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
I visit the area regularly and camp each Christmas for a month. The wetlands, the
beaches and the wildlife are environmental treasures that need to be preserved.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power

production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Patricia Buoncristiani

24 August 2020
My name is Gwyneth Missen 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 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.
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 means that
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 under-reported 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,
Gwyneth Missen
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My name is Ashleigh Gledhill and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western Port is a sanctuary to many amazing species. It's environment provides our school
students with such a unique opportunity to put their learning into action, provide them with a
sense of belonging and connection to their local community.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection

Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and
CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in
the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below
what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor
the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend
on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Ashleigh Gledhill
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I am writing to alert you to my concern over the proposed works in Westernport.
This place is so special to me and has been for many years. From what I can see the
work that is potentially going to happen will impact not only the beautiful beaches
and water I adore but also the vast array of endemic species and special habitats
that make up Westernport Bay. Please reconsider messing with this fragile
ecosystem that is adored by so many of us around the state and world.

McMahon
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My name is Thomas Danese 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.
With the devastating bushfires of last summer still fresh in the mind of every Australian, this
proposal is highly inappropriate and insulting to the affected people. That greenhouse gas emissions
contribute to more extreme weather and droughts, and thus to the intensity of bushfires, is a fact
proven beyond any shadow of doubt by world-leading researchers. It is, therefore, deplorable that
new fossil fuel projects could be allowed to proceed. The impact on Victoria's economy and the
health of rural Australians, their businesses, farms and their very lives will be far more disastrous
than ever before. We may not see the effects for years to come, but by that time it will be too late to
act.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true
even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can
be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact
that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets.
This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039
period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously
thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Thomas Danese
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Thanks for reading this submission. Western port is my home and home to many
birds and an ancient migratory destination. The RAMsar wetlands are unique and
deserves our protection as do the residents of Crib Point and surrounds affected by
this proposal. Saturday night there was another gas pipeline explosion on the news,
this is a great threat to our community. Phillip island and the tourists it bring are also
under threat and would be impacted negatively should this proceed. As a very
concerned resident I implore you to heed the objections of the community that
would have to live with this.
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My name is Michael Gordon and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I love
Westernport Bay.I surf and I love fishing.I believe we need to protect Westernport\'s
unique biosphere from industrial development.We need investment in renewable
energy and not dirty fossil fuels.Strong action to reduce emissions. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most 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 cons
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My name is Michael Gordon and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I love Westernport Bay.I surf and I love fishing.I believe we need to protect
Westernport\'s unique biosphere from industrial development.We need
investment in renewable energy and not dirty fossil fuels.Strong action to reduce
emissions.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns
me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely
to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or
high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby.
The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic
to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most 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 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,
Michael Gordon
Sent from my iPhone
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My name is Rachel dafner and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
we are residents and business owners on Phillip Island. This proposed development
will be destructive environmentally, and economically
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,
Rachel Dafner
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My name is Stephanie Loveday and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
is such a special place to me. From the ability to have world class dives and snorkels
to see incredibly rare weedy sea dragons, to the dolphins that play outside my
workplace. The biodiversity of the area should be protected. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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
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My name is North Morris and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

Living in South East Melbourne my whole life, Westernport bay and it\'s beautiful, shores has always
been a holiday destination ever since I was a young boy. Weekly surf trips to beaches such as Point
Leo as well as relaxing in Rhyll.

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

A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.

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

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

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has

so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

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

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted
economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants
Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy
needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for
consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when
a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and
less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,

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

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sophie Jackson
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To the Chair, and IAC
OBJECTION TO PROPOSED DEVELOPOMENT BY AGL AT CRIBB POINT
My name is Janet Oliver, O.A.M. and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
1. 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 as well as the inappropriate development of a fossil fuel facility in this time of climate change.
2. Westernport is a unique environment with Ramsar listing, valuable wetlands, important marine and terrestrial
wildlife, and with a strong conservation ethos. Conservationists have been fighting to preserve it, in its most natural
state for years.
3. AGL shows it is against the people. I am now ashamed to be a shareholder in AGL; I originally thought AGL would
care for the climate and develop alternative sustainable energy sources, not build up more fossil fuel projects. 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. Local residents will not be able to access lots of employment opportunities, nor
use the great recreational opportunities now available. 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.
4. Close by, 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.
5. Approval of this Project makes Australia look a fool. 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. As noted, environmentalists have been fighting to prevent development around
Westernport and along its shores for decades (lead by Dr Brian Cuming, now deceased).
6. 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. Original modelling of current flow in Westernport indicates
that water circulation is circulatory - so what goes into the Bay at one point goes all around. 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 including Mornington Peninsula Shire planning regulations, this proposal should not continue.
7. 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. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is
not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate. It would be better to focus on changing demand for
gas, and educating the public into recognising personal action can be useful.

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 and to set examples to all other fossil based companies.
8. 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.
Conclusion: Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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.
Fossil fuel projects and climate change are not compatible together!
Sincerely,
Janet Oliver, OAM

Submission on the Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EES, draft Planning Scheme Amendment, the Works
Approval application and Pipeline Licence application August 2020
Preamble: AGL is causing a lot of distress to local residents here who have been campaigning against such
developments for many years and seeing the things that they love destroyed for short-term financial gain
without considering the people.
I would like to ask AGL to consider as part of their EES :
1.
2.
3.
4.

Research into the mental well-being or otherwise that people are feeling now in this process and would
feel if it went ahead.
The views of the wider population on whether they think this project is right or wrong.
The opinions of children who will inherit the mess that you are causing.
The lack of a protection overlay never mind a destruction overlay.
Consider that rather than us making our place safer and more resilient, our land remains
imperilled because we have to respond to the EES instead of spending our free time on:
i. Fire mitigation, weed control, cool burns
ii. Planting indigenous plants
iii. Rubbish removal
iv. Pest eradication
v. Education of children
vi. Keeping our air clean
vii. Eliminating feral animals
5. The complete disregard of local inhabitants in even thinking that AGL should be allowed to zone any
land for their own use.
6. Who decides what gets destroyed for profits?
b. This project is a net dis-benefit to the community on our time.
c. AGL do not seem to have any concept that the Earth and the living things on it matter, and that a
handful of silver pledged to their community will mean so much less than the amenity.
7. A just transition should happen now,(or actually in 2012 when we knew we had hit peak gas) and the
cash cow needs to go into decline as any business does.
8. There is much reputational damage to AGL in this process.
9. This stance is misaligned with the progress of the company in other areas. Does it lack strategic vision?

COMMENTS ON THE RATIONALE FOR THE PROPOSAL:
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.

We have a dysfunctional gas system
a. that is totally botched through subsidies
b. uncontrolled exports that has left us in this mess.
c. self-interested mind set that will contribute to destroying the Earth.
The proposal would appear to be a grab at market share in Victoria,
Avoids almost all responsibility for the carbon impact of the project
The 11,000 page document is designed to confuse and disempower respondents and this means the
process is flawed.
The end consumer pays the price in raised electricity and gas prices as well as the cost of:
o Producing documents
o Marine Studies
o Payment of experts at APA to write the EES

6.

Questions to AGL:
a. Did the AGL marine study read the technical documents associated with the Shapiro report as
quotes only seem to have come from the smaller summary document (1970)?
b. What are the credentials of the authors and experts?
c. Many of these issues were brought up by our citizen scientists in the information sessions, but
none of their comments have been collected. Why is there nothing in the EES documents to
show that anything was actually listened to or noted.
d. Many people realised the community sessions were divisive and stopped going. It would
appear these sessions were only held to ‘tick the boxes’. Is this true?
e. CITIZEN scientists should be respected. They know the area well and many come from science
backgrounds and have much knowledge and will continue to protect this area. Does AGL
consider it would have been fairer to have discussed issues with them?

Climate Change:
Westernport is experiencing, along with most parts of the world, hotter summers and hotter oceans and losing
biodiversity – both marine and terrestrial. It is critical that greenhouse gas production be reduced now. (This is
particularly the case in an el-nino cycle.)
Globally, we focus to the exclusion of everything else on the preservation of human life without similar
reverence to other species which share the Earth with us. Many are losing their right to exist on a daily basis.
When mass extinctions start AGL’s project will be a direct contributor.
The local sea level will rise, the temperature will increase and storms and droughts will become more frequent
and harder to predict.
Our failure to transition from fossil fuel, flies in the face of common sense on greenhouse gases. No matter
how you try to offset it, it is better to phase out fossil fuel asap.
Quote:“Australian Energy Market Operator says Australia is in the midst of what is likely to be the world’s
fastest energy transition. And it has just finalised its 20-year blueprint to make sure that the shift from coal to a
grid dominated by wind, solar and storage can happen smoothly and delivers the promised savings in costs and
emissions.”
“We are at a position where the existing coal fleet is coming to an end of its technical life and is going to
retire.” Giles Parkinson Parkinson, 30/7/20:
In summary:
AGL needs to face up to the inevitable and look at spending its capital on upgrading existing ‘aged poles and
wires’ to accommodate smooth input of renewable electricity. In actual fact these poles and wires need to be
put underground wherever possible to reduce fire risk. Forget gas and promote a phasing out in an orderly and
timely fashion. Support solar, wind, wave, hydro and hydrogen power production and move into the twenty
first century as a futurist company. If you can do this, I for one, would put my money with you!
References:
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I am a teacher and academic and I care about this project because of its potential
damaging impact on local flora and fauna, the global climate, and the lack of benefit
for the people of Victoria. My main objection to AGL’s Western Port Gas terminal
proposal is its significant contribution to CO2e emissions into the future. I question
how the Victorian Government can justify supporting this project considering its
commitment to net zero carbon by 2050. Within this objection I have two main
points that relate to: 1) financial, 2) environmental. 1) Financially the project does
not stack up – this will not help the Victorian economy - As reported in The Age on
Monday 24th August, the cost of gas has plummeted in the past few years and gas
companies in Australia are selling gas to the nation at an exorbitant cost compared
to the cost for export ($8-11 a gigajoule compared to $5 a gigajoule for export). This
project does little to support the nation and Victoria in the recover from COVD-19,
rather it supports the profits of AGL. - Also reported in The Age, as the global
market shifts to alternative energy and international gas production increases,
investment in gas facilities in Australia will result in stranded assets. If the Victorian
Government approves this facility, it will result in an empty terminal when it is no
longer viable (which considering the changes in global markets could be quite soon).
2) Environmentally damaging - Discharging 450 million litres of chilled chlorinated
water back into the bay will be toxic to marine life. This includes migratory Southern
Right and Humpback Whales, which are an essential part of marine biodiversity (and
a wonderful spectacle to experience). This could destroy marine life (1350 species in
Western Port Bay) and negatively impact tourism which is linked to annual whale
sightings, dolphin and penguin sightings, etc. - The development of the facility and
pipeline through a Ramsar listed wetland will destroy floral and fauna and impact
indigenous cultural sites. These are unrecoverable once they have been destroyed.
They should be protected, not unthinkingly damaged! - The terminal would damage
the air quality for Victorians and globally contribute to CO2 emissions, which yearly
from this terminal would nearly match the emissions of Black Summer each year. I
remember the chocking haze of Black Summer and keeping my children inside due
to toxic fumes, air quality is essential for their livelihood and the livelihood of the
world. There are other viable options for the Victorian government to support for
infrastructure projects and to meet Victorian energy needs: - AGL should be
investing in renewable energies, which would provide ongoing financial
contributions to the Victorian economy rather than investing in a dying industry that
will bring little financial benefit. - The Victorian government should be supporting
ongoing profitable energy infrastructure development such as renewable energy.
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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. AGL would draw this water from the Bay and use it to
regassify their liquefied gas. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. AGL have completed what can only be described as preliminary quantitative
risk assessments on some of the potential consequences of their gas import terminal. AGL does not address
the chronic effects of chlorine, CPOs and associated HOCs on benthic communities and seagrass. Additionally
due to flaws in calculation methodology for plankton intake we do not know how much damage could be done
to the cornerstone of the food chain.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future threat but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if
we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has
rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL
should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing
in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need
to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would
be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake
and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated
water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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.
Regards
Benjamin O'Connor
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My name is Nina Phillips and I care about the environment in Western port Bay.
All ecology and natural environments are important. Our economy is worth nothing without this
earth we live in and we need to re think our priorities
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to
contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could
impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts
of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the
fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this
gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of
our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of
wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay
Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
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,
Nina Phillips

24 August 2020
I am writing this submission to oppose AGL’s proposal to build a gas import terminal for Westernport
Bay, Victoria.
My objectives to this proposal are based on grave concerns that the gas terminal will negatively impact
on the region’s vital ecosystem, the community, and the tourism industry, not just in Westernport Bay
but surrounding marine areas, including Phillip Island.
Westernport Bay is home to an abundant marine life, local and migratory birds, and aquatic vegetation
that makes it such a thriving and healthy ecosystem. Western Port and the western shoreline of Port
Phillip Bay are amongst the most important shorebird sites in Victoria, supporting tens of thousands of
migratory shorebirds, including species such as the Eastern Curlew and Red-necked Stint that fly from
northern Russia and China to feed across their rich coastal mudflats.
There are numerous wetland sanctuaries located in the Westernport Ramsar Site. Around 90 per cent of
the plants and animals living in the wetlands are found nowhere else in the world.
Westernport Bay is also popular for recreational boating, fishing, swimming, diving, nature study and
bird watching. I have been visiting the area for over 25 years and one of my favourite places in Western
Port is Jack’s Beach, Crib Point. It is a beautiful spot to take the grandchildren, observe nature and enjoy
the serenity. The thought of a floating gas import terminal at the Crib Point jetty is appalling!
My objections are based on, that if this proposal goes ahead and there is a chemical/petroleum leak or
spill this will significantly affect, damage, and destroy the marine life and its habitat.
The noise and light pollution from the terminal has the potential to disrupt marine life and migratory
birds, and there would be a risk of large ships introducing foreign and damaging marine pests.
Another major concern I have is the negative impact a gas terminal will have on the tourism industry in
Westernport and Philip Island area. Other protected wetland sanctuaries in the Westernport Ramsar
site are Churchill Island Marine National Park, and French Island Marine National Park. These national
parks are close to Crib Point and Phillip Island.
According to the Regional Tourism Summary (Year ending June 2109), Phillip Island recorded 2.5 million
domestic and international visitors, visitors spent an estimate of $549 million, and approximately 4,400
local jobs were generated 2016/2017. This makes AGL’s statement that there would be 40 permanent
jobs once in operation look pretty insignificant. The economy of the tourism industry must be
considered.
I ask for genuine consideration of my submission and appeal for your support in relation to protecting a
vital and precious marine ecosystem.
Kind regards
Pauline Braumann
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My name is Jennifer Gielb and I live in Balnarring, less than 2 kilometres from Westernport
Bay.
Koalas in the trees,
Dolphins in the seas,
What better reason,
To not commit treason,
Respect our land, respect our creatures,
Save the Westernport Bay for all our futures
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.
The dolphins in Westernport are a unique species and AGL has not studied them or proposed
to do that. This is clearly a contravention of everything the Federal EPBC Act stands for. It
really is a very peaceful, tranquil, quiet area at Woolley’s beach, and in fact in most of
Westernport. There are very few ship movements and there is very little traffic.
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-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what
we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Gielb
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My name is Markus Tschech and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Due to the large scale destruction of our coastal environments, it is critically
important that we protect the wetlands and nature reserves that we still have. 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
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My name is Ewen Gellie and I visit Westernport Bay several times a year. As more of
Melbourne is "developed" and we have to drive increasingly further to escape the
suburbs simply to experience areas where nature has not been bulldozed, I question
whether our society needs to also "develop" (dredge) this 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 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. AGL would draw this water from the Bay and use it to regassify their
liquefied gas. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. AGL have completed what can
only be described as preliminary quantitative risk assessments on some of the
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Reference Environment Effects Statement, Section 7 Assurance, K Acid Sulphate Soil
Management Protocol. The disturbance of ASS has the potential to cause significant
impacts, including fish kills, loss of biodiversity in wetlands, contamination of surface
water and groundwater, and corrosion of steel and concrete structures. There is a
very high risk of contamination of the water courses and the bay arising from the
disturbance of Acid Sulphate Soils during excavation and boring for the pipe line. In
particular the Protocol is silent on how the management and treatment of the
contaminated slurry generated by the underground boring. Of particular concern is
the most unusual decision of EPA Victoria to waive the requirement for AGL to
submit an ASS Management Plan for approval. The pile line and excavation works
traverses many waterways as well as the RAMSAR area thus the risk of ASS
contamination. The AGL Acid Sulphate Soil Management Protocol does not address
the ASS risks. The EPA's waiving of the requirement for AGL to submit an ASS
Management Plan for approval is clearly an abrogation of responsibility.

Comments on Acid Sulphate Soils Management Protocol

Section 1.2 Background and Purpose of ASS management Protocol sets out the following in
Paragraph 2:
Based on the volume of soil disturbance, the Pipe Line works is classified as a ‘High Hazard’ under the
CASS BPMG (2010) and may only proceed with an approved environmental management plan. EPA
Victoria was consulted on 19 August 2019, and it was agreed that the pipeline Works would not
require and EPA approved ASS management Plan.
Given that the Pipeline works is classified as High hazard and requires an approved environmental
management plan it is extremely unusual that EPA Victoria has agreed that an EPA Victoria
approved ASS Management Plan is not required. This is particularly unusual as the Pipeline works
area is adjacent to and crosses the Western Port Ramsar site boundary.
Section 3 CASS occurrence in the Acid Sulphate Soils Management Protocol reports that the level of
acidity in 72 of 172 samples exceeded the Action Criteria. The disturbed material must be treated to
neutralise the acidity.
Section 5 CASS management strategy contained in the Acid Sulphate Soils Management Protocol
requires that all soils should be managed to mitigate acidic or Potential Acid Sulphate Soils.
Section 5.1 and Section 5.2 describe how Topsoil and Trench spoil are to be treated to neutralise the
material and avoid acidity.
The Acid Sulphate Soils Management Protocol is silent on the treatment of the horizontal directional
drilling slurry. A methodology for the treatment of the acid sulphate slurry is required.
Attachment VII shows that the Western Port Ramsar site boundary runs parallel to and in close
proximity to the pipe line works area. On sheet 3 the pipe line passes through the Western Port
Ramsar site. This represents a high risk of contamination of the Ramsar site.
There are a series of drains and waterways that are adjacent to or cross the pipe line works area
(refer Map sheet 1 to 15) thus there is a very high risk of contamination of these waterways with
acidic runoff. Acidic runoff is known to kill plants and marine life.
The Protocol does not describe the risks to plant and marine life arising from the mismanagement of
acid sulphate soils.
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My name is Jo Laver and I live in the Westernport Bay area. All of our activities
revolve around the bay whether it’s fishing, surfing, beaching or walking 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 false. ....please see
attachment
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My name is Cam Parker and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I visit Westernport Bay multiple times a week most of the year, and have grown to cherish it\'s ecosystem,
waters and wildlife and desperately do not want to see it tarnished by outdated and harmful gas processes
that the world is trying to abandon.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to
the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks
and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and
the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. 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,
Cam Parker
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My name is jillian trinca and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Because it is a
magical environment and has been part of my whole family experience since moving
to the Peninsula over 35 years ago. It is the first place my children experienced the
beach and the associated wonderful marine bio diversity 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 this impact!
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My name is Caroline White and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport Bay is
important to me because it a vital part of the ecosystem within the bay an of the
coast surrounding the bay. It supports a diverse ecosystem that cannot be
jepordised through providing short term benefits of gas supply. 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. Please consider all the impacts.
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I am Michael Hall I am 63 years old , I am lucky enough to live in Balnarring and grew up close to the
water in Beaumaris , Port Phillip Bay and have been in and around this coastal area all my life
I have witnessed neglect and abuse of both bays and celebrated recovery and the realization by
individuals , governing bodies and private philanthropists of the need to carefully manage our
environment as we manage our private health and that they interconnected and interdependent
As is being proven by our handling of C19 virus, we must the fastidiously follow science and our
best wisdom over short term economic desires and quick fixes for previous oversights and
expediency, as it will be the next generation who will be left to solve the unsolvable
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable
to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert
to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a
gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. 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.
Yours Sincerely

Michael John Hall

