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My name is Peter Murray and I visit Westernport Bay often. I was raised there as a
child. My father passed away a couple years ago. His body and soul lives on that
island. I’ve been involved with the surf club for 10 years it’s an amazing marine eco
system. This will destroy phillip islands wild life. It will destroy the wet lands and
many natural habitats. This is only occurring because we’ve prioritised China and
Japan over our own country. Don’t destroy one of the states most beautiful areas
for money hungry companies. You won’t be able to reverse this! 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.
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My name is Ellie McGrath and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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
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My name is Siusan Findlay and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I love spending time by the bay, and I want my children to grow up being able to enjoy it too.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as
the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what
we need to do to create a safe climate.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Siusan Findlay
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My name is Campbell Robbins and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Because large
parts of the Westernport Bay are listed under the Ramsar convention which
recognises the importance of wetlands for bird and other species habitat, also the
surf over there can be alright. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
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My name is Shaharna McDonald and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discha

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

in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue. 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,â€¨Shaharna McDonald
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I have lived on the Mornington Peninsula for three quarters of my life. I’m only 20 so granted that may
not seem like the longest time, but I can’t even begin to imagine how people who have lived here for 50,
60, 70 years of their lives must feel about this project. For everyone who lives here, The Peninsula is
such an incredibly special place, and it has been clear for a long time that the community do not support
this project. Personally, I oppose this project for two key reasons amongst many. Not only do I feel
sickened at the potential impacts this project could have just 4km away from place I’ve called home for
most of my life, but as a young person living on this earth I feel so incredibly frustrated by governments
and corporations ignoring the sheer importance of reducing the impacts of climate change.

In Victoria, we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands over the past 45
years. In recognizing the International importance of these wetlands, the Australian Commonwealth has
promised to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands under Victorian legislation. So how
then is it deemed appropriate to place a gas terminal in the middle of one of these internationally
recognized wetlands? In addition, releasing water used in the terminal (which has been chlorinated to
destroy all living material) back into the Bay makes me seriously fear for the lives and habitats of the
unique species we have living in Westernport bay. I remember kayaking from Pt Leo to Hastings in year
11 Outdoor Ed. The bay was so beautiful, and we had a pod of dolphins swimming beside us most of the
way. I fear for what this project could do to these resident dolphins, and the rest of the wildlife whose
home is the Westernport Bay.

Being 20 years old, I find that I spend a lot of my time thinking about the impending doom of Climate
Change. I find myself growing frustrated that young people like myself are forced to stand aside while
those in charge take it upon themselves to continually pollute the earth, before eventually leaving it in
the hands of my generation to clean up. We are in such a unique position right now – one that we never
could’ve dreamed of even 12 months ago. We know that the old way of conducting business isn’t
working, and we know that we need to do better. So why are we still moving backwards? The plans by
the Australian Government to push cheap gas as an economy booster post-pandemic is not only corrupt
in its decision making but is such a dangerous path to go down. If we approve this project, then where
do we draw the line? How many new gas terminals need to be built to “transition” to renewable
energies and wholeheartedly commit to saving the earth. I spend so much time fearing for my future,
that just once I want to breathe a sigh of relief that we are moving in the right direction. AGL should not
see the scrapping of this proposal as a loss. The potential for these resources to be invested in
something that puts us on the path to a future of completely renewable energy is very real and is
something that should be considered and taken advantage of.

We live in a country where public opinion is supposedly considered and acted on accordingly. Having
researched this project for weeks, I’ve seen no evidence of any community support for this project to go
ahead. If this project goes ahead, is it even fair to say that public opinion was considered? Building this
gas terminal will not only be damaging for the earth, for the pursuit of a renewable future and for the
beautiful environment, but for the community that I call home; and it breaks my heart to feel that
nothing we can do or say will matter.
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My name is Zak Mills-goodwin and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. It is a
pristine ecosystem with a vast amount if biodiversity along with being a place I call
home. I eat fish from the water and I swim in the sea, the last thing I want is any
chance if the bay being compromised and poisoned for human greed. 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 Kate Malzinskas and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is a beautiful
body of water close to where I live with unique fauna and flora that needs to be
protected. I want people in the future to be able to enjoy the beauty of the area. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
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My name is Tony Mott and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport is a very
special place to me. I have created many beautiful memories sharing the surf and
beaches with friends and family. This area MUST be protected for the generations
to come. Sustainable energy is the FUTURE. Choose Clean! I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. 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, Tony
Mott
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Firstly I would like to thank the Minister for Planning and the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee for the opportunity to make this submission. My husband and I
chose to live and work on French Island largely due to its protection under the
Ramsar treaty and Biosphere sustainability directives. French Island also comprises
more than 70% National Park with a Marine National Park, so anyone would think it
is quite a safe-haven. This area provides a natural home to a vast array of marine
life, extremely valuable flora such as mangroves, many bird species and in the case
of French Island, a diverse human community of around 100 permanent residents. I
cannot understand what huge benefit is expected to justify even contemplating a
proposal likely to place our unique environment and community at such irreversible
harm. I understand millions of litres of chlorinated water would be contaminating
the Bay each day, which would have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife, yet
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay. These laws alone should prevent such proposals
being allowed. Until then, I remain extremely concerned that this important law
alone is being ignored, potentially setting an extremely detrimental precedence on
many levels. Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
Sincerely, Yuko Arafuka
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My name is Jonathan Thomson and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I
grew up in Somers and had the pleasure of seeing the beautiful marine life regularly
included dolphins, weedy sea dragons and port jackson sharks. The coastline should
not be allowed to be polluted and the wildlife disturbed. All for what? $$ no I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. In short,
don’t do it. Make money another way. Don’t make pristine waters worse. Think
before you spend. Silly duffers. Sincerely, Jonathan Thomson
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Crib Point, Bittern, the whole of Westernport Bay, Phillip Island and French

See attached.

Dear members of the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
Thank you for allowing me to make a submission about the environmental assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are many issues about this project that concern me greatly; some terrify me, others make me
very, very sad. Westernport Bay is unique: it has incredible wildlife and is largely undeveloped.
The wetlands, the marine life, the seabirds and more make Westernport Bay worthy of
international recognition: it contains RAMSAR listed wetlands. In an age of climate catastrophe,
habitat destruction and extinctions we need to accelerate the transition to renewable energies and
preserve ecosystems. This project does the opposite.
The issue that concerns me the most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
As a child, I frequently holidayed at Shoreham in the home my grandfather finished building in the
year I was born. I remember being mesmerized by sea birds circling here and there before setting
off on their flight to far lands such Russia for their summer. Now I know there were so many birds
due to the wetlands in Bittern and Crib Point. Ironically, considering this present submission, it
was built of fibrocement: asbestos. In the 60s, we did not understand the extreme dangers posed by
asbestos. In contrast, information is easily available to alert us to how incredibly destructive on
many levels this project proposal is, especially to our shoreline and wildlife.
Victoria has had many problems with coastal erosion. Mangroves protect the shoreline from
erosion. The planned Crib Point jetty is in the middle of an extensive mangrove stand. Rather than
destroying it, we need to heed the ‘Inverloch warning’ and protect all the mangroves we have.
Building the terminal may mean Crib Point suffers the same fate as Inverloch.
Mangroves are also an incredibly important carbon sink. They store many, many times as much
soil carbon as forests do. They store over 30% of the earth’s carbon yet take up a much, much
smaller area. The mangroves in Western Port Bay are the largest mangrove forest this far south of
the equator. As such, they are of extreme ecological importance and are a major mitigating factor
for climate change. Even with such beautiful and extensive mangroves, Victoria has just
experienced the worst bushfires in our history. How much worse could they get with further
destruction of the mangroves?
1. How will AGL ensure that building its import terminal will not lead to massive erosion of
the shoreline, as seen at Inverloch and other coastal areas of Australia?
2. How will AGL ensure that mitigation measures will enhance, rather than deter from, public
amenity?
3. How will AGL manage the climate change risks imposed by destroying mangroves?
4. Does AGL acknowledge that mangroves are an extremely efficient carbon sink, and that
removing them will exacerbate climate destruction and the potential for extreme wildfires?
If so, we AGL accept partial responsibility for destruction of land and property damaged by
such fires?
5. How will the minister mitigate the added risk of extreme climate change caused by
removing the mangroves?

6. Should the project go ahead, how will the minister ensure AGL includes the costs of
rehabilitation of the lost mangrove stand in the costs of their gas; and how will he ensure
that it is completely remediated?
7. How will the minister ensure Victoria is able to meet scientifically demonstrated reductions
in carbon emissions in order to transition as quickly as possible to 100% renewable energy
despite the removal of the mangroves?
8. Will the minister accept personal as well as ministerial liability for climate impacts felt by
people, partially as a result of the removal of mangroves? How will he compensate the
people of Victoria for the irreplaceable? And will he accept personal as well as ministerial
liability for wildfires that occur as a result of climate change, that will probably be more
severe in part due to the clearance of mangroves?
9. Will the minister accept personal as well as ministerial liability for coastal erosion that
occurs due to the removal of mangroves?
One would think that even the destruction of the mangroves alone is a good enough reason to
dismiss the project. Yet this is only one concern among many. Wetlands mix all three elements:
air, land and water, so these ecosystems provide incredibly diverse habitat and include a varied
array of species. The Westernport Bay wetlands are home to at least 1350 species including
migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Seagrass beds make up about
50% of the Westernport Bay wetlands. They are the nursery for prawns and fish. Damage these
nurseries, and the numbers of prawn and fish decline, along with all the animals higher up the food
chain; and living species lower on the food chain will lose their natural controls. It will damage the
balance.
In Victoria, we have already destroyed most of our freshwater wetlands, contributing to a global
loss of over one third. Wetlands around the world are disappearing faster than forests. The
Australian commonwealth has signed onto the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is a commitment to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands, the
maintenance of their ecological character and to prevent their degradation. It is egregious to build
and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of Victoria’s most precious environments
and an internationally significant wetland! At the same time as this project is being considered, the
Victorian government is holding an extinctions inquiry! Should this project go ahead, it’s almost
inevitable that it will contribute to the extinctions of no insignificant number of birds, animals and
plants. The terrestrial and marine impact assessment reports carried out by AGL dismiss the
potential for impacts on wetland birds and the bay’s world class wetlands, claiming that most of
them are not in the project’s location.
Visual light, noise and other predators can all impact on birds that are not in the vicinity. Such
disturbances alter the behaviours of the animals. Reduction of prey due to population impacts on
other animals will immediately lead to less food for the birds to eat, and so less energy. Migratory
birds require masses of energy, and this food reduction will be a great and imminent danger to
them. Breeding birds too need a plentiful food supply.
Neither has the report considered the cumulative impacts of the noise, visual disturbance and
movement barriers for feeding. Migratory birds are very sensitive to cumulative impacts of this
kind. An additional fail is that the EES omits altogether biological impacts on the RAMSAR
ecological values and key sensitivities for these habitats on significant species. There are no
predictions of degrees of change in the character of the ecology of the RAMSAR site, nor of the
benefits and ecosystem components that characterize the wetland. In fact, it’s as though the experts

involved intentionally omitted to consider the unique character of the Westerport Bay wetlands at
all. Perhaps this is because they knew they were too precious, and in studying them in depth, they
would be compelled not to help AGL with the assessment as they would have to say, ‘this is
absolutely a no go.’
1. Why did AGL omit to study the impact of the project on the biological impacts on the
individual species of significance within the wetlands?
2. Will AGL commit to providing in depth studies on the overall ecology of these specific
wetlands and on the combined impacts of noise, light and barriers to feeding on migratory
birds, with specific attention to endangered species?
3. How will AGL nullify the impacts of its project on endangered bird and marine species
within Westernport Bay? Mitigation strategies are not enough.
4. Will the AGL executives go and spend a week to experience the irreplaceable beauty and
fascination of the Wetlands in Westernport Bay, and to educate themselves with park
rangers, about these areas and the wildlife within them before further pushing for the
project to go ahead?
5. Will the minister commit to spend a week to experience first hand the magnificence of the
wetlands, and educate himself with park rangers and expert scientists, and with school
children, about the importance of the wetlands for ecological reasons, and for mental health
and community wellbeing reasons before he makes any decisions? Will he seek to endeavor
to understand a number of migratory seabird species, and the impact on all of us should
they go extinct?
6. We are in an age of exinctions and this project impacts on many endangered species. How
will the minister ensure that all of the seabirds and other creatures and plants do not
become further endangered by this project?
7. How will the minister compensate the people of Victoria for the wider impacts of climate
grief and despair and lack of hope should this project go ahead?
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, this project, should it go ahead,
will intensify environmental destruction of many kinds.
It is likely to lead to coastal erosion in Westernport Bay and exacerbate climate change and
ecosystem destruction. The impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife has not
been seriously studied and there is much evidence available that shows it will accelerate the rate of
extinctions. 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 and
the unique wildlife that live within them to any harm. We can pay more for energy. We can and
must replace our energy sources. We cannot, ever, replace ecosystems that we have destroyed and
birds, animals and plants that become extinct. Extinction is forever.
Sincerely,

Christine Morris
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Submission Against AGL’s Proposed Gas Import
Facility and Gas Pipeline Project.
25 August 2020
My name is Mark Keehn and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I am mature age student pursuing a Degree in Environmental and Conservation Science. I
worry that I may not have an environment left to conserve by the time I finish my degree.
Westernport Bay is an area of high biodiversity. Developments that risks environmental
damage makes no sense to me and I cannot understand how energy companies or other large
companies can threaten the lives or livelihoods of residents and visitors (human or
otherwise) to 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 Facility 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.
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.
I also believe that the proposal, if it is not rejected by the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee or the Victorian Minister for Planning, should be referred to the Federal
Government in regard to the EPBC Act and associated obligations to protect the Ramsar

listed wetlands of Westernport. The federal government also has control of ports and
seaways around the country. Biosecurity issues could also come into play with invasive
species hitch hiking on the hulls or in the bilge water of tankers coming to this facility.
Unknown damage could be done to the ecosystem of Westernport if an invasive species was
to be introduced in this manner. This could happen even if the “import” was from an
Australian source, for example, from northern Queensland.
If the project is approved, AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of cold 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, but the impact could be worse than that of the Desalination Plant as the marine
environment is being polluted with chemicals that would not naturally be concentrated at the
proposed location. The temperature of the nearby aquatic environment would also be
decreased by the regasification process and the impact of doing this is not clearly understood
and could include alterations to pH and even changes to ocean currents may result.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
The 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. AGL has also breached many regulations in the past, and appears not to show
concern about the impacts it’s activities have on their customers or the environment.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet
the legal requirements is another reason this proposal should not continue.
Other pollutants from the project or subsequent operations also poses risks to aquatic,
terrestrial and other life. Examples include:
•
•
•
•

•

Increased light pollution, for example, may alter the behaviour of insects and
therefore alter the feeding patterns of insectivores (whether they be bats, birds,
mammals or fish);
Aquatic discharge of bilge water or accidental spills of oil could introduce toxic
substances into the marine environment which could get into the food chain and
affect creatures varying from fish through birds and mammals to even humans;
Further, this maritime waste could create visual pollution in the form of slicks, or
even contaminate beaches;
Airborne pollutants released accidentally, or under normal operational conditions
could affect air quality across large part of the east of the state of Victoria, from the
Mornington Peninsular to Gippsland (allowing for prevailing winds) and affect the
agricultural viability of these areas (where they still exist after the disruption cause
by the associated pipeline proposal to Pakenham);
The release of green house gasses (GHG), either accidentally or through domestic
and industrial use of the gas supplied by this project, will increase Victoria’s carbon
footprint during the lifetime of the terminal. This, at a time when we are struggling
to meet our GHG emission reduction targets, is unacceptable.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point Gas Import Facility and Gas Pipeline Project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. Combine this
with the impact on the community and long term Climate impl;ications and the proposal
becomes far too risky to allow to proceed. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm.
As a final point, I wish to point out “Extinction is forever”. We should take better care of our
environment, before it takes care of us!
If necessary, I will be pleased to elaborate on any of the issued I have raised above.
Sincerely,
Mark Keehn
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My name is Patricia Olsen and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I like to visit that area and know I can catch a ferry to an unspoilt island which is a
sanctuary for many of our unique animals. I don’t want the quality of the air or water here
being compromised. We live here along way from Melbourne
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,
Patricia Olsen
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CRIB POINT EES SUBMISSION
I live and grew up along the shores of Warn mar-rin/War-ran Biik (Westernport Bay). Warn
mar-rin is a place that has been a deep well of nourishment and support throughout my life
and contributes to my daily wellbeing.
Warn mar-rin is immensely important for its ecological value: the ancient inter-tidal zone
rich in life, Sea Grass systems that host a diversity of species, dynamic Mangrove systems
where life spawns, a home for Dolphins and a refuge for Whales as they embark on their
epic migrations. Warn mar-rin is a place of immense cultural significance, the
Boonwurrung/Bunurong people have lived along the shores and engaged with Warn mar-rin
for thousands of years. Warn mar-rin continues to be the beating heart of the community,
connecting and supporting people who live by, and engage with, the Bay.
I am deeply concerned about the effect of the project on the health of Warn mar-rin. This
place is a delicate and complex ecosystem. I do not believe that reductionistic research and
projected models can accurately capture the consequences of pollution created by the
regasification project. It is unknown how chlorinated and chilled water – or other potential
risks - will affect the ecosystem. Each life form is connected in a food web, therefore
unknown effects on one species may have serious consequences for a multitude of species.
This alone should trigger the precautionary principle as we have a responsibility to care for
and protect the species we share this place with. Additionally, works that will damage an
internationally recognised RAMSAR wetland is devaluing an irreplaceable system that
supports biodiversity and provides ecosystem services such as carbon storage.
I am seriously concerned about a development like this contributing to and exacerbating the
climate change crisis. The IPCC stated in 2018 that we need to halve our emissions by 2030
and meet net zero by 2050 to limit average warming to 1.5 degrees. That means every
development from here on in needs to build the infrastructure that will contribute to this
endeavour. An endeavour that will ultimately have to adopt systems that regenerate our
ecologies and transform our economies. A regasification unit to process imported gas is not
in alignment with this direction.
The Mornington Peninsula shire has announced that we are in a climate crisis as of August
last year. This means the Mornington Peninsula can become a beacon of hope and leader in
establishing systems that assist in the regeneration of our environment, shift our economies
and boost wellbeing. I strongly believe the Mornington Peninsula region has an opportunity
to become an exemplar for the rest of the world for the power of collective will to
transform our systems in ways that are more cohesive with our ecological needs. The
regasification proposal is incongruent with and diminishes this possibility.
Giving the green light to a project like this is saying to this community, to Warn mar-in and
future generations that we do not care enough to think and act differently.
Now, more than ever, we need bold leadership and choices that put people and planet first.
Nathan Wainwright
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My name is Ethan Reeves and I visit Westernport Bay often. I spend most of my
summer all around western-port from Hastings to Philip island. I enjoy the wildlife
and sea life frequently seen in western port from penguins bobbing in the water to
dolphins following the boat. 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 Protectio
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My name is Nicole Busby and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
This part of the world is important to me because it was a place I spent a lot of my
childhood, playing on the beach, walking through the forest and learning about the
natural world. It is an amazingly ecologically diverse area and needs protection.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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,
Nicole Busby
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Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to this process i write to object
to the proposal to build a gas terminal in western port bay. This represents an
overdevelopment of what is now a globally recognised wetlands, particularly
sensitive to any diminution in water quality. The propose plant will pollute these
pristine waters, no doubt about that. In addition, the Gas Industry is on its way out
globally, and here in Australia will not survive much longer in the face of mounting
public opposition. Thus we will be left with a big white elephant, aka stranded
assets as they go bankrupt. Look at old coal mines for a likely outcome. The tired
old argument around need for transition fuel is roundly debunked in respectable
literature, merely a fi gleam for an old and corrupt industry. If any transition is
required, it is already happening to solar and wind. Today a concerned group of
senior scientists have publicly criticised the Chief Scientist's of the Gas industry,
rightly pointing out the lack of scientific support for his position. He too will need to
protect his hard won reputation and eventually will back away from this Inadvisable
project A number of organisations have proposed strategies for Covid recovery
much more aligned with positive climate outcomes as part of this process. This AGL
project plays no part in our future, and will only be a dud.
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My name is Aaron Jackson and I visit Westernport Bay often. Western port bay is
my sanctuary from all the negativity in the world like big gas companies. 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.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES
Request to be heard?: Yes
Full Name:

Rosemary West

Organisation:

The Green Wedge Coalition

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

GWC_AGL_submi

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Please see submission attached

2034

Green Wedges Coalition – a vision for Melbourne
SUBMISSION TO DELWP: AGL CRIB POINT GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE WORKS
BY GREEN WEDGES COALITION (GUARDIANS’ ALLIANCE) INC
The Green Wedges Coalition is comprised of 164 community groups from around Victoria. The Green Wedges were
originally put into place in 1971 and formally recognised in 2002 in the planning document Melbourne 2030. Since our
group formed, we have worked tirelessly to protect Green Wedges from inappropriate development. As a result, we have
extensive experience in working with planning issues, drawing upon federal, state and local planning legislation and
developing a practical understanding of how the regulations interact and operate ‘on-the-ground’. We represent the lived
experience of planning decisions that affect our daily lives, and we have tracked the ongoing effects of inappropriate
development and the impacts on communities for almost two decades.
The AGL Jetty and Pipeline Project proposal has direct consequences for the Westernport and Mornington Peninsula
Green Wedges and hundreds of our members and their families who reside in these areas. Our main concerns with the
proposed are:
1) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
The project includes a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit (FSRU) 300 metres long and 50 metres wide – impacting
upon an internationally significant, RAMSAR-listed wetland. Western Port Bay is sanctuary for birds, animals and a rich
array of marine life including rare and threatened migratory birds, fur seals, Humpback Whales and Southern Right
Whales. We believe that the infrastructure as well as processing and shipping will have disastrous consequences for the
wetland and marine environment generally as well as the local fishing and tourism industry.
As part of the processing, the plant will ‘draw up’ sea water (involving entrapment and destruction of marine life in the
uptake of the water) and discharge water and chlorine and back into the sea (polluting the marine environment). The
discharge also causes changes to sea water temperature, posing another threat. The project also threatens disruption to the
penguin colony that uses the western entrance of Western Port. In regard to shipping traffic, if the AGL project goes ahead,
up to 40 huge LNG tankers (300 metres in length) will pass through the narrow entrance to bay every year.
In addition to the FSRU, the environmental impact of the jetty infrastructure at Crib Point and the Receiving Facility on
land adjacent to Crib Point must be considered, as well as the 57-kilometre pipeline to Pakenham. The combined
environmental impacts of all these factors represent a massive risk, the assessments of which have not been adequately
addressed in AGL’s report. The risks are mentioned but declared as ‘low’ without sufficient explanation or justification.
For example, Chapter 6 on Marine Biodiversity does not address specific risks to individual species. Comments are made
such as ‘Saltmarsh provides habitat for many bird species’ (p.38) without naming the bird species. On p.54, the report
mentions ‘33 marine threatened or migratory species listed under the EPBC Act and FFG Act that may occur in the vicinity
of the project’ (not including birds), but the discussion does not make it possible to assess the level of risk due to the deficit
of data to back up the claims.
Seagrasses and phytoplankton are mentioned, but once again, no real evidence is provided to support the claims that these
will not be negatively affected. We are expected to take it on ‘face value’ that the project involves ‘negligible impact’ on
sensitive environmental values. This is a low-level science when it comes to addressing the complex issues of the natural
ecosystems. The modelling that has been done, however, shows that the FSRU will cause increase in tidal velocity and
scouring of the seabed. There is also the likelihood of the ‘clearing’ (wholesale destruction) of wetlands and further
dredging of the bay, all of which would have disastrous consequences for the diverse flora and fauna in the area. It is up to
AGL to prove that their project will not have a detrimental effect, rather than the community having to prove that it will.
The potential for spills of diesel or fuel oil is real and is acknowledged in the report. Chapter 6 (p.108) of the report states:
‘Small diesel spills typically involve the release of 3 to 30 litres of diesel . . . Diesel is more toxic than hydraulic fluid. If a
spill of diesel did occur, a localised effect at the site would . . . disperse within 10 minutes over an area of around 30m2 and
a dept of 2 metres, with a resulting concentration of 500mg/L.’ The report states that this would not have a significant
impact, but again, offers no evidence to support this claim. Potential spills could also occur during ‘bunkering’ of diesel
fuel into the FSRU.
In relation to large oil spills, the report states that there estimated to be 6 spills of one tonne or more per year in Australian
oceans. The report also acknowledges the possibility of:

1

large spills of diesel or bunker as a result of a collision (with a reef or another vessel) [which] would have
more potential for widespread effects . . . Diesel spreads rapidly over the water surface . . . Heavy fuel oil
spills also spread over the water surface but evaporate slowly and tend to form a sticky surface
emulsion of oil, entrained water and floatables . . . heavy fuel oil spills would cause more adverse
effects intertidal mudflats and seagrass and also on intertidal mangroves . . . Whatever the tidal
and wind conditions, a major spill would cause substantial adverse impacts over a shoreline
distance of several kilometres. (AGL Report, Chapter 6, p.108)
Chemical spills are also a possibility. The operation of the FSRU will also generate 25 tonnes of sludge per month as well
as waste oil requiring disposal. The report does not explain where or how this will be exposed of. This further highlights
the inherently polluting nature of this industry. This industry and its associated infrastructure and polluting outputs do not
belong in a RAMSAR-listed wetland, a precious marine biosystem, and a recreational and fishing haven that is treasured
by the local community and visitors alike. The direct impact on people living nearby (as close as 1.5 kilometres) will be
severe, including noise, light, and visual disturbance, potential exposure to toxins, and the threat of accidents including fire
and explosions.
.
2) AGL’S DISMAL TRACK RECORD
AGL’s proven track record does not inspire trust; in fact, it demonstrates the exact opposite. AGL has been subject to
$7million in fines for illegal, deceptive, and misleading behaviour and were also recently fined for repeated billing errors
in concession-holder customers.1 AGL even attempted to undermine the legislation protecting the environment from
polluters by making a submission to government in 2018 for the State Environment Protection Policies (SEPPs) be altered
(Clause 22) to allow them to discharge waste into high-conservation areas. This is undisputable evidence as to where
AGL’s priorities lie – they are clearly not environmental priorities but rather centred on self-interest and financial gain. The
ongoing community campaign shows it does not want this and we know it will not make our power bills cheaper. Gas
provided by the new terminal will be expensive as the prices are determined by international, not local, markets. Also, the
market for this industry is so badly managed and in such disarray such that we could even be charged to ‘buy back’ our
own gas produced in Bass Strait.
3) NEED FOR CLEAN ENERGY SOLUTIONS TO ADDRESS CLIMATE CHANGE
Victoria needs to start supporting sustainable energy solutions and phasing out dirty polluters like coal and gas. This is
where the future lies – in protecting the environment, creating sustainable jobs, and leaving a long-term legacy for future
generations. The AGL report ignores this reality. Victoria does not need a new gas terminal. A report by Northmore
Gordon shows that Victoria will in all likelihood reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
and this can be achieved by using existing technology (without the need for new gas or coal facilities).2 Some of the gas
imported to the Western Port plant could even come from fracking – one of the most environmentally-destructive and
poisonous forms of extraction.
A report by the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO confirms that the electricity sector (solar and wind power)
offers the cheapest alternative for energy production – not gas and fossil fuels.3 AGL Gas represents another nail in the
coffin as climate change wreaks increasing havoc upon our planet. We should be phasing out these polluting industries and
moving towards renewables. All the evidence points to the fact that the proposed AGL project is environmentally unsound
and could have disastrous consequences for the local environment, the flora and fauna it supports, and the community.
Green Wedge Coalition Committee, 25 August, 2020

1

https://www.esc.vic.gov.au/media-centre/pensioners-fall-victim-alleged-agl-billing-error
https://environmentvictoria.org.au/2020/06/03/victorian-gas-market-demand-side-measures-to-avoid-forecast-supply-shortfall/
3
CSIRO and AEMO (2018) GenCost 2018, Updated projections of electricity generation technology costs,
https://www.csiro.au/en/News/News-releases/2018/Annual-update-finds-renewables-are-cheapest-newbuild-power
2
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My name is Olivia Rose and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is delicate
ecosystem that I have grown up on my whole life. To see it fall into industrial hands
is heartbreaking!!!!! 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).

My name is Olivia Rose and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is delicate ecosystem that I have grown up on my whole life. To see it fall into industrial hands is
heartbreaking!!!!!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to
the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for
hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss
of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible for storing
between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface
of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the
release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense
against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would
be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake
and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a
billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Olivia Rose
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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 right in the
middle of one of the most precious environments that Victoria is lucky enough to have. To even consider such a
project in the midst of an internationally significant wetland that is protected by convention is incomprehensible.
But beyond the concerns about wildlife habitat, are issues of legality, as well as the underlying economic context.
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).
Thankfully, AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. The fact that the proposal
currently does not meet legal requirements should put a stop to any further consideration of AGL's plan. However,
when combined with the poor impact assessment then the argument against the proposed FSRU and its associated
infrastructure becomes even more potent.
AGL predicates its proposal on the future need for gas in Victoria. However, the currently changing global gas market
makes their arguments ring very hollow. Gas and fossil fuels are not the way of the future. Renewable energy in a
variety of forms such as solar, wind and wave are quickly becoming the cheapest alternative sources for new power
production.
The fact that renewable energy 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.
Victoria is at a cross roads as it faces its future in a post COVID 19 world. Rather than approve a project that is not
even welcomed by the Local Government Area in which it will reside, the State government has an opportunity to
invest in innovative energy production technologies. The environment and the local community should be protected
and enhanced by decisions made by the Minister and the Government, not degraded.
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 options that Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our current and future energy
needs. There is no meed to expose the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay and the unique wildlife which depend
on this ecosystem to any harm. Similarly, the local community me and my neighbours should be equally protected.
Yours Faithfully,
Bianca Felix
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I have a background in environmental Science, have worked in the industry for 30
years including several studies on coastal developments associated with sensitive
coastal ecosystems. It is with this technical background that I have formed the basis
of this submission. There appears to be insufficient analysis of the impact of the
dumping of up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water each day from these
facilities. The extraction of this water from the Bay, subsequent chlorination, and
cooling of water by around 7 degrees Celsius before being dumped back into the Bay
warrants significant additional investigation. There are two compelling reasons to
check the true impact of this water: 1. The environment is a precious and unique
ecosystem 2. The trend in adoption of renewable energy may well make the
development redundant in a short period of time. Finally, modelling of coastal
systems is complex, and projection of impacts on the local biota through such
modelling close to impossible. At the simplest levels we look at physical movements
of water alone. For example, the models in Port Phillip Bay predicted no significant
movements of sand in response to deepening of the entrance to the Port Phillip Bay.
Well the reality, Portsea Front Beach disappeared! Since then accountability for the
errors has been negligible, the same will happen here, the locals will be left with a
reduced amenity and the ecosystem potentially changed forever. The faith of no
significant impacts needs to be backed with long term baseline monitoring,
calibrated modelling against this baseline monitoring and significant studies of the
ecology. Our faith in the ability of science to project impacts is often overstated. In
many cases we simply do not know the susceptibility of the ecology being
potentially impacted. What we do know is the diversity of the ecosystem that could
be damaged. This is akin to knowing you have 5 people in a car but unsure what the
impact of a head on collision will be. Of course we would have rules to protect the
car. The reality we have rules to protect the environment, circumventing these
technical measures will lead to damage, regardless of the integrity of the Ministerial
process. It is time for integrity. Courage to say no to a convenient but short term
solution. A solution with potential impacts on Westernport Bay.
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My name is Warwick Sadler and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay.
I live by the water in Victoria and all waterways will be damaged
and affected by this floating gas barge. Gas is not the future
and it should stay that way.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL
is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to
toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk
acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present
preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we
have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all
of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could
impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth.
They combine land and water which allows them to be home to

at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site
for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most
significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could
have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
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,
Warwick Sadler
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H. Pritchard – Crib Point IAC Submission
This submission outlines my opposition to the proposed gas import terminal.
The principal reason for not supporting the proposal is the contribution that the
project would make to greenhouse gas emissions, including the operational
emissions from the project infrastructure and those resulting from the use of the
gas that the project would supply to other parties. These two emissions factors
cannot be considered in isolation as the existence of the project, if allowed,
would enable the supply and use of colossal amounts of gas, which is a fossil fuel.
In 2020 we are acutely aware of the dire consequences of global warming and
the threat that its worsening impacts pose to our health, wellbeing and the
functioning of the economy. Scientists warn of planetary collapse within a
handful of decades!1 These warnings cannot be taken lightly. The possibility of
planetary collapse cannot be ignored. In this context, it would be unthinkable to
allow the commencement of a new project that would lock in a fossil fuel into our
future energy mix. Science underlines the clear and urgent need to stop using
greenhouse gas emitting fuels and to start drawing down our existing emissions.
The proposed gas import terminal and the use of all the gas it supplies would
achieve the opposite. Therefore the proposal cannot be said to be in the
interests of our health and wellbeing on a local, national and global scale.
I am a mother and an urban planner with more than fifteen years experience
assessing development proposals of all scales, both in the UK and in Victoria. I
am fearful of what the future holds for my child and for my generation too, as the
evidence presents itself year on year that we are facing a serious existential
threat as our planet warms.
In this submission I have summarised some key reasons why the project should
not go ahead. I have also placed a detailed focus on the submitted planning
report.
I strongly oppose the project in its entirety for the following reasons:
Greenhouse Gas Emissions:
- The primary purpose of the project would be to provide gas supply for
Victorian energy. Victorian energy demand could be met with no new gas
projects2. The state’s current gas usage must not be increased and must
be immediately reduced, with zero gas use in our stationary energy
supply mix being achieved as soon as possible. This is due to the
associated greenhouse gas emissions from natural gas.
- Global warming has already reached a highly dangerous level with the
impacts manifesting in ever-greater ferocity both in Victoria and around
the world. The IPCC has unequivocally stated that this decade, the 2020’s,
https://www.themonthly.com.au/issue/2020/july/1593525600/jo-llegergis/witnessing-unthinkable#mtr
2 https://environmentvictoria.org.au/2020/06/03/victorian‐gas‐market‐demand‐
side‐measures‐to‐avoid‐forecast‐supply‐shortfall/
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is the only opportunity we have to take significant action to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions worldwide, before the effects of global
warming become irreversible, of a magnitude that will likely result in an
end to human civilization.
Victoria must play its part in reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Enabling the construction and operation of a new gas import terminal will
achieve the opposite. Gas is a fossil fuel with high greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions. Gas produces dangerous methane emissions, which is a highintensity greenhouse gas.
Does AGL have evidence, based on actual measurements, not
assumptions, that the project’s total methane emissions throughout the
supply chain would remain under 3.2%?
If not, then it cannot be guaranteed that the GHG emissions of the project
would be less than a coal equivalent. Also, the fact that gas is purported
to have lower GHG emissions than coal is immaterial; All GHG emissions
need to cease to ensure a safe climate future.
Pursuant to the Climate Change Act 2017, Victoria has committed to
achieving net zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2050. If this project goes
ahead, it will still be in operation in 30 years time. Therefore, Victoria
cannot meet its 2050 commitment of net zero emissions as no amount of
offsets will balance the project’s emissions, that is, the emissions from the
use of gas supplied by the project, as well as those created by the
operation of the project itself. Even if offsets were to be available, they
are likely to be prohibitively expensive, in a future where all states,
territories and multiple corporations big and small have committed to net
zero emissions as demand will drive price.
Finally, renewable energy is now the cheapest form of new energy
project3. The State government must not allow a new energy project from
a more expensive source, in the interests of keeping energy costs as low
as possible for Victorians.

Harm to carbon-capturing wetland:
- The project will damage an existing source of carbon sequestration. Our
Ramsar-designated wetland at Crib Point. Marine wetlands provide one
of the most highly effective forms of carbon sequestration. They are
capable of drawing down more carbon dioxide than forests. Given the
dangerously high levels of greenhouse gases in our atmosphere, now is an
inappropriate time to enable a project that would cause ecological harm
to a well-established habitat and reduce its effectiveness as a carbon
sequestration system.
Harm to wetland ecosystem health:
- The project will harm the biodiversity and ecosystem health of the
Ramsar-designated wetland. To allow this project to go ahead would
undermine Australia’s official commitment to the Ramsar Convention,
under which, we have a national obligation to protect and enhance
https://www.csiro.au/en/News/News-releases/2018/Annual-update-findsrenewables-are-cheapest-new-build-power
3

2

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

wetland ecosystems designated to have international significance, of
which Westernport Bay is one.
Australia is a contracting party to the Ramsar Convention, and is
therefore committed to the three pillars of the convention, one of which is
to work towards the wise use of wetlands. The construction and
operation of the proposed gas import terminal is not a wise use of the
wetland at Westernport Bay.
For the ecological character of the wetlands to be maintained, all the
intricacies of the ecosystem, which are all interconnected, need to remain
balanced and undisturbed. The ecological impacts of the project are not
confined to the immediate surrounds of the proposed infrastructure, as
the EES would suggest. For example, the EES dismisses any impacts on
wetland birds saying that because they are not in the direct vicinity of the
project they won’t be impacted.
The wetland is a holistic system and any impacts, disturbances or changes
within it will affect the entire system including all species within it.
The project proposes to intake significant volumes of water from the bay,
chlorinate it to kill all organisms and, once used for thawing the gas,
release the lifeless, chlorinated water, back into the bay at seven degrees
cooler than it’s starting temperature. This aspect of the process involves
significant alteration to the water’s organisms and base temperature.
Therefore, it cannot be assumed that the rest of the wetland ecosystem
will remain in balance. There is no scientific evidence to support such an
assumption.
The FSRU ship will be releasing more than the safe levels identified by
CSIRO for marine waters. It will be releasing 100 micrograms per litre,
when the safe levels to protect 99% of species is set at just 6 micrograms
per litre. This is over 16 times higher than safe levels for marine
waters. The resulting pool of chlorine is modeled to extend for 5km
around the FSRU. The EES does not address the potential for other
toxicants to be produced as a secondary product of the chlorine,
depending what other particles it mixes with in the water.
Such toxicants have the potential to spread over a great distance. It’s
important to remember that the bay is not a static body of water. It’s a
tidal bay, meaning that there’s a contamination risk to ecosystems further
afield.
Why does the EES not address the distribution of toxicants to wider areas,
based on examples from other FSRUs around the world?
AGL cannot guarantee that the operation of this proposal would remain
within the SEPP Waters legislation for the discharge of wastewater into
areas of high conservation value.
Why does the EES lack crucial supporting evidence for the predictions of
the project’s impact on biodiversity?
The EES is heavy on assumptions that are not backed up by supporting
evidence. One example is the assumption that plankton will not get
sucked into the FSRU as they will float above the intake pipe; an
assumption with no supporting evidence.
Note that plankton are an essential part of the ecosystem and a vital food
source for many of the species therein, including whales. Some of the
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most threatened whale species visit Westernport Bay and they should not
be threatened by enabling harm to this ecosystem.
Can AGL guarantee that no wetland species will be harmed or lost as a
result of this proposal? They cannot and it should not be approved.

The Planning Report for Planning Scheme Amendment C272morn, prepared
by AECOM, 9 June 2020, does not demonstrably justify the proposal pursuant to
the Planning and Environment Act 1987.
Planning Report – Commentary
- Section 2.1.1, Project Overview and Rationale, refers to the decline in
Victoria’s natural gas supply since the 1960s and states that, due to this
decline, there’s a need to find an alternative supply, which is incorrect.
Energy supply for domestic, industrial and commercial use in Victoria
must now be provided via an alternative source, namely renewable
energy. The planning report presents the issue of energy supply in too
narrow a lens. While Victoria has historically used large amounts of gas
in its energy supply mix, this does not automatically mean it should
remain that way now or in the immediate future. Victoria has the
potential to significantly ramp up its electricity supply from renewable
energy and this is the direction that needs to be taken immediately, rather
than continuing reliance on fossil fuels, in order to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions in response to the dangers that are manifesting as a result of
climate change.
- The project will not, as the report suggests, contribute to Victoria’s
transition to low carbon energy, because LNG is not a low carbon energy
source! Nor will it provide a cost effective energy source because LNG
will be more expensive than renewable energy.
- The report states that LNG imports offer a flexible option of short term
and long term energy supply. It is implausible that AGL would invest so
much in a project if the intention would be to only operate in the short
term. The project is intended to be long term and LNG is simply not an
appropriate energy source now or in the longer term due to its
greenhouse gas emissions.
-

Section 3.1, Planning and Environment Act 1987, outlines the objectives of
planning in Victoria pursuant to Section 4(1) of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987. The proposal will not provide for the fair,
economic, orderly and sustainable use and development of land.

-

Section 3.3 – Planning Policy Framework evaluation:
CL11.01-1S – Settlement: The project does not support future sustainable
growth through provision of natural gas because natural gas is a fossil
fuel, which is inherently unsustainable. The lack of sustainability of
natural gas as an energy source will inhibit growth in all senses because it
will produce significant greenhouse gas emissions that will contribute to
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continued global warming, contributing to the decline of both the natural
environment and our economy.
-

Clause 11.03-5S – Distinctive Areas and Landscapes:
The project cannot claim to protect the area’s environmental values. The
report states that the potential impacts will be managed and mitigated,
making it clear that there will be harmful impacts. However, the report
and associated EES don’t clearly quantify what those impacts will be and
their extent, lacking substantial evidence. Therefore, if the extent of the
impacts isn’t known with any certainty, it cannot be possible to know
what it would take to completely mitigate them and appropriately
manage them. How can AGL guarantee that they will mitigate and
sufficiently manage all impacts if they cannot even quantify the extent of
mitigation and management needed to do so? It is understood that all
considerations must be balanced in making a decision on this proposal.
Accordingly, if the project were to result in impacts that could be
mitigated, while also providing some sort of net benefit, the management
and mitigation of impacts could be considered justified, dependent on the
benefit. In the case of the proposed project, no such benefit presents
itself. The report admits that the project will only generate minor local
employment (refer Clause 17, pg. 9). The product supplied by the project
will be destructive to the climate and the localised environmental impacts
will cause the decline of an internationally significant wetland. All of
those impacts would be the product of supplying an energy source that is
no-longer economical, not now and certainly not into the future. How can
the benefits be considered to outweigh the harm when there are really no
benefits in economic terms?

-

Clause 14 – Natural Resource Management:
The report states that, in support of Clause 37.09 Port Zones, the project
will ensure the wise use of a natural resource to support environmental
quality and sustainable development in accordance with Clause 14,
Natural Resource Management. How will the project make wise use of a
natural resource? It is unclear which natural resource this section of the
report refers to. How will its use be wise; by what measure?

-

Clause 19 – Energy:
The report claims that the proposal meets the state policy objectives for
energy at Clause 19.01 but provides no detail as to how or why. Policy
objectives are overlooked in the report. How does the proposal meet this
Clause 19.01-1S Energy Supply objective to, “Support transition to a low‐
carbon economy with renewable energy and greenhouse emissions
reductions”?
The report does not address Clause 19.01-3S Pipeline Infrastructure.
While it is noted that the pipeline aspect of this proposal is not subject to
the same planning requirements as the FSRU, as noted in the introduction
to the planning report, the state policy for Pipeline Infrastructure Cl19.013S remains relevant to this planning assessment. The proposed FSRU,
which is the component subject to planning consideration pursuant to the

-
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Planning and Environment Act 1987, necessitates the construction of a
pipeline to connect to. If no pipeline is to be constructed, there is no point
proceeding with an FSRU. Therefore, integral to the consideration of the
impacts of the proposed FSRU, the impacts of constructing the pipeline
must also be taken into account because the two items will be delivered
as a package. Immediately adjacent to the onshore Crib Point Receiving
Facility, the pipeline will be constructed. Clause 19.01-3S states as a
strategy “To plan new pipelines… with minimal impacts on waterways,
wetlands, flora and fauna, erosion prone areas and other environmentally
sensitive areas”. The proposed pipeline location is, by virtue of the
proposed location of the FSRU at Crib Point, directly adjacent to a wetland
of international significance that is protected under the Ramsar
Convention. How can the location of the proposed project be planned to
have minimal impact on such an environmentally sensitive wetland?
-

Section 3.5 – Other Policies and Guidelines
Plan Melbourne 2017-2050:
The report contradicts itself. It makes the case that the project is
necessary to ensure a sustainable gas supply for Victoria. On the other
hand, under Section 3.5.1, the report makes the case that the project
responds to Plan Melbourne objectives to transition to lower energy use.
How does a project that seeks to continue the supply of gas result in
lower energy use? The report also states that the project will enable an
effective transition to renewables in the next decade. Given that the
proposal is for the supply of a fossil fuel and the intended lifespan of the
project is much greater than ten years, how does the project enable
Victoria to transition to renewable energy in the next decade, as claimed
in the report?

-

Section 4.4 – Greenhouse Gas Impact Assessment:
Will the greenhouse gas mitigation measures in the EMP include full
emissions offset? If not the project should not proceed. The report
frames the operational greenhouse gas emissions of the project as being
minimal, estimated at 0.23 percent of Victoria’s annual GHG emissions.
This ignores a startlingly critical factor of the project. The project itself
will deliver years worth of gas supply to the State, which when used will
result in colossal GHG emissions. While those emissions may not be
directly attributed to the operation of the project, they remain inherent to
the project as the delivery vessel of the gas supply. Exactly which party
the end-use gas is consumed by is immaterial to the GHG emissions
accounting sheet. The fact is that if this project is allowed to proceed, it
locks in colossal gas use for energy in our state, which is simply not
appropriate in 2020, when the global consensus of scientists unanimously
declare that we must reduce our greenhouse gas emissions this decade,
not later.

-

Section 6.2 – Significance of the Project to the State:
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The report premises the state significance of the project on three main
factors;
o Provision for Victoria’s long-term energy demands,
o Employment generation through construction and operation,
o Compliance with the Plan Melbourne (2017-2050) strategy.
o As discussed throughout this submission, the proposal fails on each of
those grounds as follows;
 Victoria’s long-term energy needs are for renewable
energy, not fossil fuels. The report can’t seem to make up
its mind whether the proposal is intended for the short or
long term, switching between scenarios to suit its
justification against different policies,
 The report itself states that the project will generate minor
employment only (Refer pg. 9, Clause 17 of the report).
Therefore this can hardly be considered of State
significance.
 The proposal is clearly contrary to the Plan Melbourne
objectives to transition Victoria to low energy use with a
greater share of renewable energy.

In conclusion, the project should not be allowed as it will not reduce Victoria’s
greenhouse gas emissions, which the State is legally required to do pursuant to
the Climate Change Act 2017. The proposal would also cause harm to a wetland
of international significance and would diminish the wetland’s ecosystem health.
The loss of ecosystem health would also decrease carbon sequestration.
There are no compelling factors that would outweigh the harm caused by the
proposal. The project will not provide cheap energy, it will not introduce
renewable energy supply to the State, as Plan Melbourne seeks to do, and it will
not enable a transition to a low carbon economy. The project proposes energy
supply of a fossil fuel and it must be considered as such.
I would welcome the opportunity to speak at the forthcoming project hearing.

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

dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat
to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more
in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in
soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
ﬁsh eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be signiﬁcant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn
into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Barbara Gregson
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Submission responding to AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EES
My name is Eve Stocker. I live in Melbourne. For approximately the past 20 years I have
become increasingly concerned about global, national and local environmental damage
caused by human activities and I have been learning about and working toward changing
my activities and decisions to make our environment, work and living more sustainable
and energy-efficient. I care about the climate crisis and I am trying to do something to
reverse it. I don’t want to leave a degraded and dangerous world to future generations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission expressing some of my concerns about AGL’s Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a range of reasons why this
project should not go ahead. I will discuss these in my submission. The issues that
concern me most are the impact the project will have on greenhouse gas emissions; the
impact of pollution from chemicals discharged into the air; the effects of chilled
chlorinated wastewater discharge on the bay’s ecosystem; and the risks to the area’s
tourism industry.
Australia, Climate Change and Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Australia in recent months has experienced extreme climate conditions of severe storms,
droughts, floods and bushfires earlier and more intensely than any previous time since
record-keeping began. Other countries in our region and around the world are also
suffering with more intense storms, cyclones, floods and wild fires. This is occurring with
an increase in global temperatures of approximately 1.1 degrees C. Australia, as one of
the world’s highest per-person emitters of greenhouse gasses, must change the way we do
things, especially generate our energy, and urgently work out a new path if we are to have
a liveable future, and keep global warming as low as possible. To achieve this we must
reverse what we are doing now, including embarking upon no new gas or other fossil fuel
exploration, extraction, manufacturing or exporting. This includes no new gas import
facility, gasification factory and gas pipeline in Western Port Bay. Burning the gas that
AGL proposes to import and produce will only add to Victoria’s (and Australia’s)
emissions. We simply cannot afford to do this, and must now progress to the
development of clean, sustainable and renewable sources of energy.
Sir David Attenborough recently said: “Australia’s already facing some of the most
extreme manifestations of climate change.”
AGL’s proposal to build a new gas import factory and pipeline is inconsistent with the
action it should urgently be taking to reduce the disastrous effects of atmospheric
warming and climate change. AGL needs to make plans now to enable it to quickly and
agilely change from fossil fuels to renewable energy production, storage, research and
technology, or risk being left behind by the world, and with investments in stranded
assets that nobody wants.
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AGL’s Project Would Produce Harmful Pollution: Chlorinated chilled water
discharge
If the project were approved AGL would discharge between 312,000 cubic meters and
468,000 cubic meters of chlorinated water into the Bay per day in their open loop mode
of operation. The numbers given by AGL are averages, so the actual amounts on any
given day could be larger or smaller. The impact of this polluted discharge is not known;
it would disperse in the bay and is likely to have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
No one knows how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Western
Port. AGL predicts that the levels of chlorine and temperatures in the discharge water
would be greater than the guidelines allow, but states that this water would be only in the
Crib Point Jetty area. Water discharged into the Bay does not permanently stay in the
place it is discharged. It mixes into the rest of the water, flowing with the tides and
currents and being moved by ships’ propellers. The impact modelling undertaken by
AGL is inadequate. Baseline measurements have not been done on the environment and
ecosystem. Baseline inventories and measures must be in place first so that the impacts of
any changes in the future can be detected and evaluated against the baseline measures.
In the open loop operation small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the
ecosystem’s food chain - plankton, algae, tiny fingerlings and fish eggs - would be
sucked up with the huge volumes of water from the Bay into the FSRU. The water turns
the LNG into gas by raising its temperature via a heat-exchange, and thus cooling the
water, which then gets discharged back into the Bay. Although AGL claims larger
animals would be able to swim away (is there proof of this?), the small marine organisms
would be unable to escape being pulled into the water intakes and being killed by the
chlorine levels designed to keep the ship’s heat-exchange mechanisms safe. Since these
small marine organisms make up the food of other larger marine life the impact on the
whole food web in the ecosystem could be significant. The Executive Summary
document states that the amount of small marine organisms getting sucked into the water
intake and subsequently discharged back into the bay as waste from the FSRU (complete
with added chlorine and other chemicals) would be ‘negligible’, but 312,000 to 468,000
cubic meters of water is a large volume of water. It is the equivalent of between almost
125 and 187 Olympic swimming pools’ volume of water every day. It has not been
determined accurately what proportion of the food chain of the bay’s ecosystem would be
destroyed by the process and the effects this would have on the other organisms that
depend upon that food source.
Discharge of Wastewater in High Conservation Areas is Illegal
Current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Western Port Bay. This is covered by clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters), so this illegal activity alone should be sufficient reason to
reject this project. AGL has attempted to weaken these laws, which is a self-serving and
disgraceful act of which it should be ashamed. Combining the inadequate impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
clearly means this proposal should be rejected.
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AGL’s Project Would Produce Harmful Pollution: Formaldehyde
Formaldehyde is a dangerous substance that AGL explains will be discharged into the air
over the water and the Crib Point foreshore by the project in the course of its operation. It
states that these levels exceed the State Environment Protection Policy (Air Quality
Management) allowed levels. Although AGL dismisses formaldehyde pollution levels, I
find this very concerning. Substances discharged into the air don’t stay in the place they
are discharged. They are dispersed and blown around in the air, sometimes breaking
down into other harmful substances, making it probable that people and other living
things will breathe in the pollutants. Also, formaldehyde dissolves in water, thus
polluting the water. This is highly likely to have serious impacts on the ecosystem, as the
National Pollutant Inventory states (see below). Many studies show that exposure to
formaldehyde has a high probability of causing leukaemia, especially myeloid leukaemia
in humans.
The National Pollutant Inventory states:
In the atmosphere, formaldehyde usually breaks down quickly to create
formic acid and carbon monoxide (which can also be harmful substances).
When animals are exposed to formaldehyde it can make them sick, affect
their ability to breed, and reduce their life spans. It can also change their
behaviour and appearance. Formaldehyde is highly toxic to aquatic life
(the fish, shellfish and other creatures in our rivers, lakes and oceans).

--National Pollutant Inventory, Australian Government, Department of the Environment,
Water, Heritage and the Arts. http://www.npi.gov.au/resource/formaldehyde
(my emphasis)
AGL’s Project Would Produce Harmful Pollution: Nitrogen Dioxide
AGL says their modelling shows levels of NO2 (nitrogen dioxide) will exceed levels
allowed by the State Environment Protection Policy (Air Quality Management) around
the FSRU. NO2 will be discharged into the air. NO2 and other oxides of nitrogen are
damaging pollutants to the environment and to humans. AGL says the effects of the
discharges will be negligible because they are over the port operations area, but
discharges into the air can’t be expected to stay in one spot. The National Pollutant
Inventory explains the effects of NO2 in the environment:
Excessive levels of the oxides of nitrogen, particularly nitrogen dioxide
(NO2), can cause death in plants and roots and damage the leaves of many
agricultural crops. NO2 is the damaging component of photochemical smog.
Excessive levels increase the acidity of rain (lower the pH), and thus lower
the pH of surface and ground waters and soil. The lowered pH can have
harmful effects, possibly even death, on a variety of biological systems.
Entering the environment
Oxides of nitrogen are part of the biogeochemical cycling of nitrogen, and
are found in air, soil and water.
In the atmosphere, the oxides of nitrogen are rapidly equilibrated to
nitrogen dioxide (NO2), which eventually forms acid rain. In the
stratosphere, oxides of nitrogen play a crucial role in maintaining the levels
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of ozone. Ozone is formed through the photochemical reaction between
nitrogen dioxide and oxygen.
Where it ends up
Oxides of nitrogen are rapidly broken down by reacting with other
substances found in the air. Nitrogen dioxide can form nitric acid in
sunlight, and is a major constituent of acid rain, tropospheric ozone and
smog. Nitrogen oxides react in the soil and the water to nitric acid.

--Ibid., http://www.npi.gov.au/resource/oxides-nitrogen-0
NO2 and other oxides of nitrogen are damaging to human health, as well, causing and
aggravating asthma, and irritating nose, throat and lungs, even at low levels, and
especially at higher levels. AGL appears not to acknowledge the potentially serious risks
to workers who will be continuously exposed to these oxides of nitrogen. NO2 is a
reddish brown gas with an irritating odour. Imagine that blowing around your
neighbourhood and getting into your laundry hanging on the clothesline. AGL’s
operations will be discharging this into the air around the FSRU. The National Pollutant
Inventory states:
Low levels of oxides of nitrogen can irritate eyes, nose, throat and lungs,
possibly leading to coughing, shortness of breath, tiredness and nausea.
Exposure can also result in a build up of fluid in the lungs for 1-2 days after
exposure. Breathing high levels of oxides of nitrogen can cause rapid
burning, spasms and swelling of tissues in the throat and upper respiratory
tract, reduced oxygenation of tissues, a build up of fluid in the lungs, and
maybe even death.
Skin or eye contact with high concentrations of oxides of nitrogen gases or
nitrogen dioxide liquid will likely lead to serious burns.

--Ibid., http://www.npi.gov.au/resource/oxides-nitrogen-0
Impacts on Tourism and Recreation
Western Port is a beautiful area and is home to a diversity of wild life. As a result it is
also a great recreational area for people to visit. The Bay is an important and unique
wetland, supporting a large diverse ecosystem of plants, fungi, insects and aquatic and
terrestrial animals. This is recognised in Australia’s listing of the area as a Ramsar
wetland of unique and international importance.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal and regasification factory which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the
area. These risks include exposing people to harmful chemical pollution which will be
discharged 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 km away
and Woolley’s Beach is also close to the site. The proposed pipeline also presents
ongoing risks of gas leaks and fires. Gas pipelines have a comparatively safe record in
Australia, but incidents still occur every year mainly due to third parties excavating too
near a pipeline, but there are also accidents caused by lightning strikes, subsidence of
land, and other natural phenomena. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative
risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable. It is not acceptable
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to present preliminary studies as conclusive, and the government’s evaluation of the
project should not continue until an independent expert provides final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is a very popular tourist spot for both domestic and international tourists.
People come to see the little fairy penguins (Eudyptula minor) and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other wonderful marine and wetland
wildlife, including numerous species of migratory birds. My partner and I had a
wonderful holiday on Phillip Island in the winter some years ago. We watched the
‘penguin parade’ and delighted in seeing the little penguins surf into the beach as the sun
set and make their way up onto the shore to find their nests and feed their chicks. We
enjoyed the clean air and water, beautiful and wild environment and all the wildlife. We
watched the storms blow in over Point Woolamai. Industrialisation of Western Port Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and their tugboats continuously coming and going and a
permanently-moored massive Floating Storage and Regasification Unit, more noise, light,
air and water pollution will degrade the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination.
Western Port has been listed as a Ramsar wetland site of unique and international
importance since December 1982. It meets 7 of the 9 Ramsar listing criteria. Because it
is a signatory to the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance,
Australia has committed to promoting the conservation and wise use of wetlands,
specifically in this case, Western Port. This means Australia agrees to and accepts its
obligations to maintain the wetland’s ecological character and manage the wetland to
conserve it and prevent its degradation. It is in breach of its obligations to act to use the
wetland of Western Port wisely and sustainably if it is going to allow the construction
and operation of a gas import terminal and regasification factory so near one of the most
precious ecosystems in Victoria and a unique and internationally significant wetland. The
wetland is home to numerous migratory and non-migratory birds, many of which are
vulnerable, endangered or critically endangered.
The Western Port listing in the Australian Wetlands Database of Ramsar wetlands also
mentions that “[a] number of Indigenous cultural heritage sites on the shores of Western
Port have been identified”
--Australian Government, Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment,
Australian Wetlands Database,
https://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/wetlands/ramsardetails.pl?refcode=19
but the AGL gas import jetty and pipeline project EES denies that and states on page 19
of the Executive Summary that “[n]o impacts associated with the Project’s operation
were identified in relation to Aboriginal cultural heritage...” This is another critical issue
that must be clarified.
Conclusion: AGL’s Project Should Be Rejected
Gas is more emissions intensive than coal when fugitive methane emissions throughout
the whole gas supply chain are taken into consideration and counted. Recently satellite
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images have been used to reveal the true level of fugitive methane emissions in the
atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United
States have emission levels of up to 17%. It is likely that Australia’s levels are similar.
Australia needs to accurately and reliably measure the fugitive emissions produced by our
own gas industry before it can state that it is ‘cleaner than coal’. At the moment it is
ignoring these fugitive emissions. The emissions resulting from burning the gas in
commercial, industrial and domestic uses must also be counted in the equation. Gas is not
a transition fuel or a climate solution. Methane’s global warming potential is 86 times
that of carbon dioxide when measured over 20 years. After approximately 20 years
methane decays into carbon dioxide, which still is a potent greenhouse gas.
Australia’s lack of past action makes it even more urgent and critical now to promote and
encourage the rapid move to 100% renewable energy and stop the establishment of new
gas projects. Australia risks being left behind by the developed world, most countries of
which are rapidly moving to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions and change over to a
renewable, clean energy future, providing a wealth of opportunities, jobs and a
sustainable future, limiting the rise of atmospheric and ocean temperatures and sea levels.
Expert research agrees that Australia has no need for new gas projects or extraction of
gas, that gas is not a clean, transition fuel, it is not without negative health concerns, and
that it will not provide an economic benefit for Australia. Investing in new gas projects
like AGL’s might lock Australia into the wrong path into the future. No country will want
to invest in Australia: sovereign investments are going to countries that are decarbonising.
Thank you for the opportunity to contribute my views on the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project EES. As outlined above, the negative impacts of this project on
greenhouse gas emissions and many other areas are unacceptable and approval for the
project should not be granted. There are many other viable and more suitable options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs and get on a path to the
future that is sustainable and aims at achieving 100% renewable energy for domestic,
commercial and industrial purposes without delay. Victoria cannot afford to expose the
precious wetlands of Western Port Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm and degradation.
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My name is Jed Knaggs and I live near and sometimes visit the Westerport Bay area.
Westernport Bay exhibits an immensely important environment and the long term
economic impacts of this project will be devastating, not to mention the other
obvious problems it will create. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local community. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long‐term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of
sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of
ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination. 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. 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 the local
community would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Jed
Knaggs
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My name is Brett Collins and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay is
important to me and my young family for the wild life and the beautiful habitat the
peace and quite around the Crib Point area where we live. We love and use the
beautiful water ways around French island and Philip Island. 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 ch

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

Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Brett Collins
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My name is Fiona Sheppard and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Its a very
important and delicate biodiversified ecosystem that supports many nature parks
and rare mangrove and wetland areas . .my concerns are the wetlands and negative
impacts to community and greenhouse 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 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 (Wate
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AGL's proposed Gas Import Terminal at the Crib Point jetty

This proposal would be a disaster to us at

for the following reasons

1) Lifestyle severely impacted for residents in close proximity
2) Greatly endangering local residents with the risk of danger from airborne
pollutants/particles(eg Formaldehyde) and potential explosion due to possible gas leaks or
malicious targeted threats.
1) The disruption with the traffic during the build stage would mean increased traffic, noise and
diesel pollutants from diesel trucks and excavators. The main road providing access to the work site
– The Esplanade has seen numerous road accident deaths in recent years as well as a car mounting
and crashing through to the front of our property, resulting in road side barriers being installed to
protect & prevent further damage. The increase in heavy vehicles bearing down the road during the
lengthy construction phase are likely to add to the danger of this road – making it difficult to drive
from our driveways onto the road with numerous trucks bearing down and unable to stop at a short
distance.
We are in a wonderful location, beautiful views of the bay, mangroves and Sandstone Island – there
are quiet beaches and nature walks between us and the Crib Point jetty – which will be ruined, at
present it is so quiet and peaceful – this will be ramped up dramatically with almost weekly tankers
arriving to disgorge their frozen load into the berthed 290 meter ship. These LPG gas transfers will
require ½ billion tons per day of sea water taken in – then chlorinated and eventually discharged
back into the bay at 7 degrees cooler – the mechanics of this cannot help but have a significant
effect on the local sea grasses and mangroves‐ a massive change to what we have now.
Property valuations will be hit hard – with the devastation of the pristine environment, significant
mangrove impact along with the constant noise & traffic and damage to local environment, we will
be denied access to our local beach!!

2)On the 16 Jan 2016 the Crib Point fires‐ consisted of 3 deliberately lit fires, within the Crib Point
area, we alerted the fire brigade after identifying it on our way home, our fire plan was activated –
but authorities incorrectly downgraded the fire – so when weather situation changed so did the fire
– it roared back towards us ‐ giving us 10minutes to evacuate, no time to pack anything – we lost
everything in the world‐ all gone up in flames.
The result was my husband & I escaped only with our dogs ‐ we ended up at the Crib Point jetty ‐
parked on the concrete pontoon next to the jetty waiting for help. It was whilst here that our gas
bottles at the property and those of our neighbours ‐ exploded ‐ we saw the rush of flames ignite the
entire sky as they exploded. To this day this remains a traumatic experience for both myself and
husband, to consider the possibility of this project going ahead will mean constant long‐term anxiety
and trauma to us both.
There have been numerous explosions around the world over the last 20 plus years, including ESSO
Longford gas explosion and many more all contributing to death, injuries and massive losses. This
could potentially be another, ideas of safety here are zero, it would mean certain death to us as
locals.

We are now just starting to settle in to our new home after the most devastating experience with
the 2016 poor handling of the fire and are working on restoring the garden to what it had been, a
magnificent haven in amongst a beautiful bush area & AGL want to destroy it all with a ridiculous
proposal to spend $150million to deliver gas – there are other options for fuel for Australian’s –
there is no need to destroy and ruin a wonderful pristine environment, causing everlasting
devastation.
And AGL want to put us at even greater risk with this proposed project. It can’t go ahead‐ its
dangerous and a ridiculous proposal that deserves to be rejected
Submitted by highly concerned neighbours, with a little voice compared to the Energy consortium
AGL.
Caroline Naughton & David Tootell

Crib Point
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My name is Kerry French and I grew up and have family who live in Westernport
Bay. I grew up there fishing, swimming and enjoying the bay, I hate to see more
pollution in the bay, risk to the environment and more large sized sea traffic
disrupting the wildlife. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and
the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The
beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by
the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES
notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of
ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters
or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy
less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. 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 I ask you to
reject the AGL proposal and protect this magnificent area.
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At almost twice the length of the MCG and 16 stories high, the permanently moored
re-gasification factory will be horrific addition to our beautiful Westernport. From
my understanding, it will use 450,000 litres of Westernport sea water (+ small
sealife) each day, to convert the compressed gas to a pipeable form, which will then
be chlorinated and returned to the bay – the temperature changed significantly. All
this in a sensitive and significant international Ramsar recognised wetlands eco
system. This will have significant impacts on marine life and the local community
(including digging up farms for the 70km APA pipe network), and will also contribute
to climate change. I strongly oppose the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline
Project.
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My name is Darcy Norman and I visit Westernport Bay often. It is literally what I
think of whenever summer is mentioned as I have been going there since I was 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 the
local community. 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
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My name is Claire Sadler and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It is
important to me because it is part of our earth, our country. It houses many species
that link to our biological beginning. Why would you want to destroy something that
is living, thriving and brings health to the planet? I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of West
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Reasons for not approving/stopping the proposed AGL gas project in Westernport
Bay 1.According to Bruce Robertson, gas finance analyst with The Institute for
Energy Economics and Financial Analysis Austarlia's gas industry is facing trouble. He
said " At present there is $11 billion worth of Australian gas and LNG assets for sale."
Two of the biggest companies Shell and Chevron are looking to sell down there
assets and proposed developments worth $80 billion have been put on hold. 2.The
area affected is in a RAMSAR conservation area which means the area is of
international conservation significance. 3.This project will add significantly to
Australia's greenhouse emissions at a time when it is crucial to reduce them 4.The
local community does not want the development. The Mornington Shire does not
want the project and neither does the federal liberal member Minister Greg Hunt
5.We are selling Australian gas cheaply to overseas countries only to bring it back for
our use? Fix the market so that if we have to use gas we can buy it at a fair price to
avoid this ridiculous situation. 6. AGL CEO Markus Brockoff was quoted in
Renewenergy that there is a clear business case for big batteries and that they were
already becoming competitive with gas. AGL has already announced its intention to
add 850 megawatts of battery storage to its business by 2024 7. On a personal note
for AGL directors and staff. Assuming most of you live in houses with gardens would
you dig them up and replace them with ugly pipes, asphalted areas and potentially
disturbing acid sulphate soils? No not in your backyard! 8. If you wouldn't destroy
your gardens then, if we count our conservation areas as the citizens common
backyard, leave it alone to provide beauty and freedom for all citizens and all
creatures including the sea life that will surely be killed when the sea grasses are
destroyed by the huge volumes of freezing water to be pumped daily into
Westernport Bay.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2051

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Celia Hirsh

Organisation:

Yes

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Celia Hirsh and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. The
diversity of life both in and out of the water is incredible and needs to be protected.
We need to keep areas like this alive for our children and our grandchildren’s sake. It
is our job to do so. . 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.
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. 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, Celia Hirsh
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My name is Jack Myers and I visit Westernport Bay often. Western port bay is home
to a diverse, unique and fragile ecosystem that does not need to shamelessly
exploited. It’s also an area rich with treasured family memories for myself. I would
be devastated to see the flora and fauna of the local area suffer needlessly. 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. Thank you once again for the opportunity to
contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. I wished to add more, but you’ve limited the characters. Sincerely,
Jack Myers
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My name is Richard Phillips and I visit Westernport Bay often. This is a beautiful preserved ecosystem. I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area
nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean
boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the
Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay ‐
clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue. Millions of Australians consider
climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on
track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only
a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon‐to‐be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe
climate. 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,â€¨Richard Phillips
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This will devastate the ecosystem surrounding this area, make it stop.
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I am objecting to the proposed AGL Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works
because of the impact on this precious marine environment and RAMSAR-listed
wetlands. Australia is a signatory to this international agreement on migratory birds
and must be held to account and honor its international obligations. Gas is a highly
polluting industry. To operate, the gas plant sucks up sea water (and the marine life
inhabiting it) and discharges water polluted with chlorine back into the sea. It also
produces waste oil and sludge, and considerable energy resources are required to
run the plant. The threat of oil spills in the bay is also real. The gas will not produce
any benefits for Victoria (the price of gas will not be cheap as it is governed by the
international market) and will arguably impact negatively on tourism and fishing. It
will also result in a decrease in quality of life for residents in the area. The terminal
will create an eye-sore in the middle of this beautiful natural environment and
create noise and light pollution. AGL’s record if mismanagement and deceptive
behaviour is evident in the $7 million of fines it has received. The company does not
care for the environment or they would not have applied for changes to the State
Environment Protection Policies in 2018 that would have allowed them to discharge
waste into high-conservation areas. Fortunately, their application was refused by the
EPA. As a society, we need to be moving towards sustainable energy production
and away from polluting fossil fuels. This is imperative in the fight to address climate
change and the mass extinction of species that we now face. We must put the
protection and conservation of the many species of flora and fauna above the
private, vested interests of big business polluters like AGL.
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My name is Lee O'Keefe 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. I think there are many 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. From what I have read, AGL intends to build an
import terminal to either import our own Australian gas back from overseas, or
pump questionable quality coal seam gas that’s already done untold damage to the
land it was extracted from. And now the import terminal itself... the gas is
transported at -161C and will use water from Westernport Bay to warm the LNG
back into gas. The effect of that? 4.5 million litres of cold chlorinated seawater
seven degrees colder than the ambient water temp will be pumped back into the
bay every single day. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue. Sincerely, Lee O'Keefe
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My name is Daniel Ware and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I\'ve gone fishing there before and I think it\'s an important part of the environment that
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.
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,
Daniel Ware
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I wish to submit my reasons against AGLs dirty big gas import terminal. I'm a
teenager and I'm absolutely terrified about climate change, we are in a climate
emergency with rising temperatures, bushfires and extreme weather. We will be
moving away from fossil fuels, so having a big gas terminal at Crib Point is extremely
irresponsible to the environment and for future generations. Crib Point is an
internationally recognised Ramasar wetland, the gas terminal will be right in the
middle of the wetland. These wetlands are crucial for fish and marine mammals to
breed and live in as well as migratory birds to feed and nest in. Some of the marine
animals and fauna that live and visit this affected area are humpback whales, little
penguins, fairy terns, far eastern curlews, ghost shrimps, silvered flying foxes and
the rare spider orchids are growing here. Please think about the climate, future
generations and all the animals and marine life that will be affected if this gas import
terminal goes ahead. thank you Ruby Jory Wright
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My name is Marty Chan and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport is
beautiful and unique environment with a vast variety of ecosystems, flora and fauna
which must be preserved for future generations. We should be aiming to minimise
human impacts on this environment of significant importance. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. 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, Marty
Chan
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My name is James Laird and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It’s my home, a beautiful example of the natural environment in Australia, and a
wonderful place to live.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted
economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants
Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy
needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for
consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when
a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and
less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
James Laird
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Your submission re: AGL's proposed gas import terminal
1 message
Environment Victoria
Reply to:
To:

Tue, 25 Aug 2020 at 11:03 pm

Your submission:
My name is Daniel Yusko and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have grown up on Phillip Island, sailing in Westernport bay and swimming in the channel challenge and
Cowes classic. The wildlife that you encounter is always inspiring and exciting, and sailing around french
island you experience such 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.
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 decadeslong efforts to regenerate Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered an industrial area in the
past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More and more people now regard the Bay as a site of
high ecological and recreational importance. The gas import terminal proposal would be a step
backwards for this perception and may derail efforts to protect the further enhance the area for the
environment and for recreational users.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
signiﬁcant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay
- clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century
if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away
from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal
is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and ﬁsh eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into
the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
signiﬁcant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.
Sincerely,
Daniel Yusko
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My name is Madeleine Serong and I am deeply concerned about the conservation of
the natural environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is important to me as a parent of young children. The evershrinking biodiversity of this continent is a major threat to their wellbeing. The
extraction of fossil fuels is simply no longer acceptable.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable, that I will point to in my submission, but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Recent research has shown that wetlands capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be not only protected but enhanced
for their role in the fight against climate change and should not be subject to
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.
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.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal AGL is proposing would also
introduce new risks to the local community and to 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 comprehensive risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
travel to see the penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales,
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will destroy the inherent nature of this pristine and protected
wetland. This will impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Further, 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. 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 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.
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,
Madeleine Serong
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My name is Claire Betteridge and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The ecology, environment, and ecosystems are all interlinked we should be
protecting these environments.
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
1

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,
Claire Betteridge
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My name is Lyn Williams and I visit Westernport Bay often. I have a holiday house on
Shoreham. I am interested in the health of the unique environment of
Western Port over the 45 years I have been holidaying there. Western Port is
shallow and an important breeding ground for fish and marine life as well as
migratory birds. I am concerned about any disturbance to it as planned by AGL's
project. This is the time to look at alternative sources of energy.
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AGL CRIB POINT – SUBMISSION BY TERENCE AND BRIGITTE NOTT – 25.08.2020
CARBON EMISSIONS
Greenhouse Gas Emissions from the ongoing use of the facility will add to the carbon footprint of the
State of Victoria. AGL states that the facility will operate at times in open loop and at other times
closed loop mode. The Victorian Government requires compliance with emissions to be monitored
and controlled by the EPA, as set out in the "Climate Change Act 2017 (Vic)". We have little faith in
the ability of the EPA to monitor and control emissions under these circumstances.
ADVERSE NOISE IMPACTS
The continual use of the 4 gas engines of the FSRU (Floating Storage Regasification Unit) will have an
adverse effect on the natural environment, including bird life and marine life.
ADVERSE EFFECT ON WATER QUALITY
Operating the FSRU in the open loop mode has the potential to adversely affect seawater quality
and consequently marine life by way of raising the sea water temperature. The Chlorine Discharges
have the potential to have a toxic effect on the seawater and marine life. The EES does not address
the potential threats of wider distribution of chlorine discharges during times of storm conditions
coinciding with strong tidal movement.
VISUAL IMPACT OF THE FSRU
The EES describes the natural environment of the Crib Point terminal area as semi-industrial. AGL
state therefore that the permanent berthing of the FSRU will have little visual impact on the natural
marine environment. AGL advise that the permanent FSRU will be 300 metres long, 50 metres wide
and approximately 50 metres high above sea level. There has been no attempt to design a FSRU that
would have less visual impact. Instead, there will just be a very ordinary looking industrial ship
moored at Berth 2 for years to come. The FSRU could be disguised or at least made less noticeable
by introducing an appropriate colour scheme to suit the surrounding natural vegetation and marine
environment.
ALTERNATIVE ENERGY SOURCES
AGL has failed to incorporate any alternative energy sources to run the FSRU. The existing long jetty
presents an opportunity. It is approx. 500 metres long from beach to Berth 1. There is another
approx. 200 metres between Berths 1 and 2. This provides the potential for the simple installation of
approx. 700 standard sized photo voltaic panels and batteries. AGL states that it is Australia's largest
privately-owned investor in renewable technologies. Here is an opportunity to be taken and for it to
be an exemplar. 700 panels would provide approx. 230 kw of electricity to assist in running the
facility. This would help reduce the ongoing greenhouse gas emissions from the FSRU.
ADVERSE IMPACT ON BIRDLIFE AND MARINE LIFE
Western Port is one of the most important bird roosting, feeding and breeding areas in Australia.
The Western Port Ramsar site covers an area of approx. 60,000 hectares. The diverse range of
untouched geographical features and marine environments is important to the migratory birds that
visit there and to the fish and sea mammals that feed and breed there. The attached figures 1 and 4
are taken from a State Government publication “Improving our understanding of water birds in
Western Port”. They show that the Crib Point Berth 2 and jetty are within a “Primary Foraging
Habitat” and extremely close to Hanns Inlet which is one of “12 key areas used by shorebirds as high
tide roost sites”. The attached Map2 shows the boundary line of the Ramsar Site at the jetty and
Berth 2. This illustrates how inappropriate the position of the FSRU would be. Australia is a signatory
to the Ramsar agreement. Instead of further degrading crucial migratory bird habitat, Australia
should (as part of its international obligations) be safeguarding and enhancing this Ramsar site. The
increase in artificial light associated with the FSRU and jetty has the potential to disturb migratory
birds and in particular shearwaters.
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My name is Emily Nash and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It’s a
beautiful, peaceful area known for its diverse marine life. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community. 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 cons

