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I am very a resident along the incredible Western Port Bay coastline and would like
to vehemently oppose the AGL project. Western Port Bay is home to a unique
diversity of marine life which is too precious to jeopardize. It is a very special
ecosystem which must be protected for the health and wellbeing of the
environment, and therefore ultimately the health and well-being of all Victorians.
Please do not allow this development to proceed. As we live at Merricks Point,
should any mishap occur with the AGL liquefied gas we would likely be directly
affected. We do not believe the benefits of the AGL proposal outweigh the costs,
real and potential. The threat to the environment is very real and should alarm
everyone. Kind regards Jane Baillieu
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-Disastrous environmental impact -locals affected by lack of tourism -decrease in
property values -our beautiful beaches destroyed
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My name is Annie Nihill and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The extensive natural landscapes and largely undeveloped coastlines were an integral part
of the charm on family holidays. Having learned more about the rare vegetaion community
and fauna the importance of protecting the area for future generations has become even
more important.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per
year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative
because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher
than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike
would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is
inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Annie Nihill
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Hi, my name is Virginia and I want to 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 that 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. 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, 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,
Virginia MacPherson
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My name is Annabel Wilson and I live close to the Westernport Bay area.
It is a beautiful, natural area home to a diverse ecosystem that is already under enough
stress. My family has grown up enjoying Westernport’s beauty and fun it has to offer. I
would not risk being able to do the same with any children I might have.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas
of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland
is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport
Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib
Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
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,
Annabel Wilson
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See attachment. My name is Merryn Perkin and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay. The surrounding coastal environment, wildlife, wetlands and
marine life are of utmost impotrance to our local community. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form 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. 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.
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. 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, Merryn Staley Perkin
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My name is Angus Cormick and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It
is vitally important that we preserve and restore natural environments such as
Westernport Bay. The area should be used for recreation and conservation. I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive a
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My name is Sianna Lee and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The Mornington Peninsula and is a unique place to live. I grew up enjoying the local beaches and I’m
raising my children to do he same. I don’t want the water in Western Port Bay chlorinated and the
potential risk and negative impact on marine life is completely unacceptable.
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.
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
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent
with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a
gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report written
by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its
energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by
AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce
emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated by
fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated
through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being

pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sianna Lee
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I object to the proposed gas import and pipeline project.
I object for the many reasons listed below and I wish we had been given more time to make
submissions.

Contents
I object to a destructive project
• where the proponent has not established that it is required.
• that requires a 55 kilometre pipeline through sensitive areas and
farmland.
• that is not needed, that will be detrimental to tourism.
• that has no social licence
• that will damage the environment
• that will greatly increase global greenhouse gas emissions
• because LNG is NOT a sensible transition fuel
• that will result in stranded assets and residual junk and pollution on
a pristine Westernport beach
• that will jeopardise our standing as a nation – breaching our
obligations under the RAMSAR convention
To the panel
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I object to a destructive project where the proponent has not established that
it is required.
The whole premise for the need for the gas import terminal does not stack up. The EES states that a
gas shortage is the most important reason.
Why does the EES not mention that the Port Kembla gas importation facility of the Australian
Industrial Energy (AIE) consortium, will be operating towards the end of next year? Does AGL
believe that it is not happening? It definitively is. The NSW Government fast tracked it. It was
declared “state significant infrastructure”.
Why does the EES not mention the proposal by Viva Energy? To have gas importation into Victoria
via a gas import terminal at the Geelong Refinery. If there was a real need to get more gas then that
site would rate at least 9 out of 10 for suitability. Establishment of an FSRU there could be fast
tracked by the planning minister with very little objection. It could be up and running in a few
months. The site is already a declared hazardous area, receiving large oil and LPG tankers. It does
not have a pristine ecology and is not in a RAMSAR declared wetland. And it is not a tourist area,
fishing spot or picnic spot. I don’t believe there is a magnificent seagrass meadow there. If there
was, Deakin University researchers, who are based in Geelong, would go there and not travel to
Woolleys Beach!
It’s interesting to note that in EES 2.5.3 Rationale for selecting Crib Point the environment is not
mentioned once!
Why does the EES not mention the proposal by Jemena to duplicate the Eastern Gas Pipeline
(EGP)?
They have advanced their plan to connect the Port Kembla LNG import terminal to the EGP.
Jemena has stated that a $70 million plan would enable gas imported at Port Kembla to reach
Victoria if needed. The plan is “to modify the EGP so it is bi-directional and can be used to flexibly
transport gas between densely populated areas like Sydney and Melbourne, depending on demand
and the dynamics of the gas market”. “If modified to carry significant new volumes of gas from Port
Kembla south, a bi-directional EGP would virtually solve forecast gas shortages across the east
coast, bring competition to southern markets, assist in Australia’s transition to a low-carbon future,
and maintain downward pressure on gas prices for customers.”
(I agree with all of that except the transition bit, which I address below.)
Why does the EES not mention that APA has also agreed to provide unlimited gas transmission
capacity from Port Kembla to VicHub via Spring Hill, Wilton and Culcairn?
So that’s interesting, the other main reason AGL provides in the EES was to lower gas prices. That
does not appear to be true as gas availability and competing NSW supply would be expected to be
the way to push down Victorian prices.
It’s quite bizarre that AGL has persisted with their crazy proposal. It just is Not Necessary. Their
futility of what they are doing is astounding and the only good to come out of this is that more
people now appreciate what significant assets for our civilisation are found in our environmental
treasures, and with that appreciation, they will be prepared in future to be more reactive, earlier, to
corporate stupidity.
Page 2 of 10 - 26 August 2020

AGL – congratulations – you really are now despised and many people say that AGL stands for
Arrogance, Greed and Lies.
I think a particular GM “should take one for the team” and look for other employment, where
distress on this scale can’t be caused. Yes, we know who you are!

I object to a destructive project that requires a 55 kilometre pipeline through
sensitive areas and farmland.
It is very ironic that APA, who has tagged teamed with AGL on this project, is now providing active
competition to it. A beautiful piece of market forces at work, with APA also providing the
competition for Jemena so that gas from NSW can flow through to VicHub at reasonable tariff rates,
which should mean lower prices for Victorian and Tasmanian customers. (Attention ACCC – price
drops expected down the track!).
Also the alternative FSRU site, at the Geelong refinery, would only require a five kilometre
connection, through industrial areas.
There will be plenty of other submissions on the pipeline madness. That’s all I need to say. It’s
bizarre!

I object to a destructive project that is not needed, that will be detrimental to
tourism.
Nature Parks Phillip Island had an initiative that went live on 25/8/2020. The day before submissions
against AGL’s polluting project closed. The live streamed Phillip Island Penguin Parade had hundreds
of thousands of viewers. People were also able to ask questions. Just one topical initiative that relies
on WesternPort that supports good jobs and supports and sustains the environment.
From speaking to people from Nature Parks, I know that you will receive many submissions from
people who love their jobs, in tourism, science and nature.
You will also receive many submissions from those who are employed directly and indirectly by
Harry, the Flinders Mussel man and. All those jobs depend on having a healthy bay, which is
seriously endangered by pollution and eradication of part of the food chain as a result of the FSRU.
It is also part of the tourism chain as people visit Flinders to buy the purest fresh and cooked
mussels.
How good is it to have 900 B-Double trucks a year coming down to Crib Point on cracked up old
roads?
Liquid Nitrogen tankers. That’s right. Not Good. Funny how AGL omitted telling anyone about this.
It occurs to me it is incompetence rather than a conspiracy at AGL. Most, if not all, FSRU’s in the
world are situated in areas where Liquid Nitrogen is close at hand and does not require trucking.
Port Kembla, for example, has BOC and Coregas nearby.
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I object to a destructive project that has no social licence
I first went to a meeting hosted by AGL that included APA on 25 June 2018. The tactic of the
meeting was to control the narrative – that there was to be a shortage of gas, that the lights would
go out, that we would freeze in our houses. Then, to put us to sleep, run a 20 minute time lapse
video that APA had of a company doing a cut and fill pipeline installation somewhere in Europe. It
was not a “consultation”. There were questions that needed to be answered. But unfortunately
there was not much that was fact in the answers.
You know you can often tell that a person is telling you something that is not true. Especially when
they don’t believe it themselves. This is what the feeling was when in response to a question about
the project timeline, a sheepish response included “then there would be an environmental study if
it was required, but we don’t think it is required”.
AGL does not have any social licence to do what they want to do. The game plan was to downplay
any risks, offer some inducements. Meet with a footy club and offer some sponsorship (AGL
emblazoned on footy jumpers).
Sponsor a film festival or a fair, hold out a possibility of a relatively small community fund, if it went
ahead. A pittance really. I believe that AGL thought the locals down by the bay were yokels that
could easily be bought with some trinkets. Pretty sneaky, disgraceful and damning tactics and
conduct. (Don’t mention the liquid Nitrogen tankers).
It’s hard to stop a very large corporate that sees a big bag of cash around the corner.
I personally went to four meetings and the arrogance from AGL seemed to grow as time moved on
and as opposition to the project in the community gathered strength, as the community became
more informed of what was involved. With great difficulty, and intense questioning, AGL could not
avoid agreeing that they would not lower prices. “Of course we have a profit motive”. Perhaps they
believed their own BS? Perhaps they were just inept, ignorant people? They can take it personally if
they want to. We certainly took their insults to our intelligence and their attempts to divide the
community personally. Their complicity was an enabler. We have no respect for them. Didn’t they
learn their lesson up in NSW? At Gloucester. They had the science wrong there as well and
eventually withdrew from the fracking disaster that would have eventuated. Unbelievable to think
that what a lot of people say is true. A great big bully of a company actually paid people to remove
anti AGL and Save Westernport signs that people put up to show their opposition? People will never
forgive or forget.
Thank you to every person from our community who was prepared to stand up against AGL. And
local community groups who could not be bought. Thank you. For a bit of cheer have a look at the
AGL share price now compared to what it was a couple of years ago. To any remaining shareholders
– it looks like you should sell your shares. To any remaining customers, please dump AGL. And let
them know why!
From the start they projected falsehoods to state government and to shire councils. There were to
be so many jobs arising from the project. The truth is there will be only about 40 specialist jobs that
are permanent and ongoing.
They displayed information at meetings that was incorrect, that omitted important information, and
many thought this was designed to deceive.
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I object to a destructive project that will damage the environment
I’m not a marine biologist. I do have a Science degree. I want to tell you of my personal experience
and observations.
There is a really important, significant, seagrass meadow at Woolleys Beach.
I spent half a day this year with researchers from Deakin University, in their “zosteration” project.
There was Craig, the professor, two PhD candidates, a masters student or two and then just
ordinary people like myself and others who were local or who had travelled from the Bellarine
Peninsula and from suburbs of Melbourne. There was also recreational fishermen there. And
children.
That morning we helped harvest seagrass seeds. The seeds were needed for the research that is
aiming to establish the best ways to re-establish seagrass in areas where it previously grew.
It’s like an underwater desert once the seagrass has gone. Apart from the habitats provided by the
seagrass, it is also very important in binding sand and silt and mud, which would otherwise tend to
erode and fill the narrow Westernport channel.
Some of the people had children with them and it was so great to hear the exclamations from the
children (and even some adults) as they observed, for the first time, some amazing life forms, that
were found in the very shallow water.
Such a pure, rich ecosystem.
So important as part of the food chain and a habitat for little marine and amphibious creatures and
fish.
It’s quite incredible to think that the tourism and recreational treasure that we have at WesternPort
can be rubbished by AGL, first of all as of a tactic to downplay its significance and (hopefully not),
secondly, because of the pollution from the factory.
It would jeopardise all of this. Recreation, Tourism, Hospitality, Food Chain.
The area is also very significant because of the giant squid that breed there.
It was quite a cold morning when we were harvesting the seed. But not in the water. The water was
very shallow, and the sea bed was very flat. You could walk out 100 metres probably at low tide.
Also I can tell you that there was very little tidal movement of the water.
I have tried to find research literature on the effect of temperature changes on seagrass (Zostera
muelleri or similar). There is research but it is research as to what happens when temperature rises
(anthropogenic causation or otherwise).
It seems like no research has ever been conducted to look at the effect of exposing the seagrass to
very cold water, for periods of time.
As noted above, the water at the Woolleys Beach seagrass meadow was a very warm temperatures
due to the shallowness of the water, extending a long way from shore.
Due to the nature of the bay – shallow, tidal mud flats, little water movement - I expect that the
effect of pumping out up to 468 million litres of water a day, that has been chilled by 7 degrees, so
it is a little as 2 degrees Celsius on discharge, will be to chill the seagrass to an unacceptable,
harmful, low temperature for a period of time. Placing it in jeopardy.
To get a perspective on what “468 million litres a day of water” is, it is enough to fill the MCG
(Melbourne Cricket Ground) in less than three and a half days. The volume of the MCG being stated
as 1,574,000 cubic metres.
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I do not believe that AGL has made any real attempt to show that there will not be long-term
impacts that could be significant. Earlier in the process (in 2018) the report on this area was nonconclusive. On this and some other aspects, they said they would have to “review the literature”.
I believe that no one can prove the following statement is false: There will be significant long
term detrimental effects of the FSRU operation. And that will have significant long term
detrimental knock-on effects.
AGL’s reports tend to avoid having to prove that the cold water will be detrimental, by suggesting
that there will not be any significant cooling of the water in the shallow tidal flats. This is not to
be believed. I challenge AGL to provide proof of the above that will satisfy thorough independent
scientific investigation. I do believe there will be significant, un-mitigatable long term damage to
the habitats and ecosystems of Westernport. This would be absolutely tragic.
I live on an acre and a quarter of land that went from weeds – Watsonia, Blackberries, Pine trees etc
to what we think is now a pretty nice space. Watching rainbow lorikeets fighting with noisy minors
while feeding on nectar of banksia’s close to the house yesterday.
I was asked recently how I came to be concerned about the environment. I visited Thailand in 1978.
I did return to the same small beach in 1985 with my wife. What had been an unspoilt tropical
paradise, beautiful clean beaches, crystal clear water, fishermen pulling in their catch in the
morning, had turned into a disgusting, unhealthy, polluted wasteland. The beautiful beach had lost
its assets. Actually, they were destroyed. You would have to wonder how those who took
donations, straight out cash or other inducements, can sleep at night knowing what damage was
done. A horrible example of greed before environment. Take a little bit of paradise, add ample
corporate greed, and a dash or two of corruption, tossed up and cooked for a few short years and
then presented to the locals (the tourists have gone) as some sort of inedible sandwich.
At least they didn’t have an oil spill.

I object to the destructive project that will greatly increase global greenhouse
gas emissions
Plenty of other submissions will cover this but I reserve the right to comment at the hearing. I am
gathering some data.

I object to the destructive project because LNG is NOT a sensible transition
fuel
This is a very bad idea. Fossil fuel companies acting similarly to the cigarette companies saying that
smoking was not harmful, in their dying days.
The fact is that renewables and associated technologies are advancing in utility and decreasing in
price very rapidly.
AEMO has said that the network can be modified to accommodate new renewables input.
New gas installations and pipelines will be stranded assets. Further note to shareholders. Time to
get out?

I object to a project that will result in stranded assets and residual junk and
pollution on a pristine Westernport beach
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Will the Planning Minister think more about the representation that I have made? That the tank
farm land be compulsorily acquired from Shell / Mobil if they will not remediate it (after 30 years of
neglect)? This land could be used to develop a 15MW solar farm. And this would produce a lot of
local jobs. The extension of this is to rezone several tracts of land in the area. Currently Port zone. It
is land that could also be used productively, also for renewable energy and it’s the perfect
opportunity for producing real green hydrogen, from renewables, and not from AGL’s dirty brown
coal.
Yes Minister, this would be policy and initiative that would win votes from left, right and centre
voters. It would be a very clever, forward looking initiative, and not a fossil fuel, dinosaur
nightmare.
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I object to a destructive project that will jeopardise our standing as a nation –
breaching our obligations under the RAMSAR convention
Perhaps some comments on this later. Let’s see what’s happening with the EPBC and the review.
Our Westernport RAMSAR area is extremely significant and must be protected.

I object to a destructive project that will make it less likely that I will see
dolphins or whales in our waters
Why won’t AGL do any baseline noise and vibration and testing?
How noisy is a factory ship sucking up and spewing out 468 Million litres of water a day?
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To the panel
There should be fairness in this EES. There has not been.
AGL had two years to prepare the EES. We have had very little time to respond, during such a
difficult time.
First of all lockdown stage 3 but then stage 4 restrictions which meant none of us could meet to
discuss, even if we physically distanced, and wore masks. Against the law. Also I live close to
WesternPort but about more than 5 kilometres from Woolleys Beach. Against the law for me to go
to the Crib Point site!
This has been detrimental to my submission and in general the depressing mood of ongoing daily
coronavirus cases and daily fatalities readouts, and no sense of when we will get past of this, should
have meant that the EES process was put on hold.
Minister Wynne – you took too long to respond to representations and then you did not act fairly.
The Mornington Peninsula Shire Council voted, unanimously, that they OBJECT to the project in the
strongest possible terms.
Please advise the Minister, in the strongest terms, that he should prevent this AGL disaster from
taking place in WesternPort.

There is only one planet earth.
There is only one Westernport

My name is Michael Gielb and I have lived in Balnarring for 28 years

There is no doubt in my mind that the AGL project is not necessary and that it would do untold
damage if it was allowed to proceed.
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References to be added if time permits. Possibly as a supplementary submission if one can be
permitted.
Gas is not a transition fuel

From the EES. AGL does not mention the environment or RAMSAR !

2.5.3 Rationale for selecting Crib Point
Victoria was selected as the location for the Project
because it has the largest gas market by volume
consumed in south-eastern Australia. The gas
import jetty would be located at the existing Crib
Point Jetty within the Port of Hastings. The port is a
commercial port within Western Port with an existing
deep-water channel and berth developed to support
international trade.
The Port of Hastings serves international shipping
operations, with an average of 190 vessels a year for the
past 20 years. Products imported and exported through
the port include crude oil, ethanol, liquefied (sic) petroleum
gas (LPG) and steel.
Industrial activities have occurred in the vicinity of
the Crib Point Jetty for more than 50 years. The jetty
is currently operating as a working industrial site with
two berths for mooring vessels. Berth 1 is used by
United Petroleum to transfer liquid fuel to its onshore
storage facility located near Hastings. Berth 2 is currently
decommissioned.
The Project proposed at Crib Point Jetty is compatible
with the development and use of the port in the Port Zone
(PZ) under the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme
and State Planning Policy Framework. The jetty provides
a large deep-water shipping port and a wide swing basin
to enable the safe passage of vessels as well as exclusive
access to a berth capable of accommodating vessels
measuring up to 300 metres long, with separation from
adjacent berths.
The Project location has been optimised to best
beneft (sic) Victoria by minimising the distance that gas
needs to be transported, reducing the cost of gas to
market customers.
Locating the Project on the eastern side of Melbourne
was considered optimal as it provides access to the
Longford-to-Melbourne pipeline, which is the main gas
transmission pipeline supplying Melbourne. The Project
would help offset the decline in domestic production that
has historically flled (sic) this pipeline and avoid bottlenecking
on the smaller pipelines to the west of Melbourne, while
facilitating diversion of gas supply towards the Eastern
Gas Pipeline to supply gas to New South Wales.
Port locations in Victoria, South Australia and New South
Wales were also investigated but lacked the required
depth or infrastructure to accommodate a continuously
moored FSRU
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Questions for AGL
1. Regarding the 900 B-Double Liquid Nitrogen Tanker deliveries per year, when was
the first time any residents on the Mornington Peninsula or groups opposed to the
AGL project or any of the Shire Councils informed of the project's need for the Liquid
Nitrogen? And fully made aware of the extent of the need. Was anyone apart from
AGL operatives aware of this prior to submission of the EES to DELWP 8 weeks (or
so) ago?
2. If the first general notification of the liquid nitrogen need was in the EES documents,
was due to incompetence incompetence at AGL or intentional ?
3. Are you aware of an FSRU anywhere else in the world that does not have Liquid
Nitrogen available locally, so that no trucking is required?
4. Why is environment not mentioned once at para 2.5.3 Rationale for selecting Crib
Point of the EES?
5. How could you completely ignore it?
6. When was anyone advised that there would be a 20m high 25m wide tank holding up
to 3,000 tonnes of Liquid Nitrogen at the Crib Point Facility? (Liquid Nitrogen is an
extremely hazardous substance).
In the EES "executive Summary" it says under heading
Planning for the Project
The Project has been informed by comprehensive environmental impact assessments that have
incorporated community feedback and concerns received during the development of this Environment
Effects Statement.

7. Do you agree that the EES did not take into account of community feedback on the
liquid nitrogen takers? (As nobody had been told)
8. Do you agree that you provided no opportunity for the community to raise concerns,
by not informing the community?
Also on the following.
9. Where is a map that shows in detail what part of Wooleys Beach you are trying to
include within the project boundary? (that was not advised prior to the EES
Exhibition)
10. Why was information not provided on that attempted acquisition much earlier?

Questions related to the need for the gas importation
1. What information has AGL produced that satisfies the Minister that there will be a
gas shortage in Victoria?
2. In providing information on a supposed shortage, does AGL recognise that the Port
Kembla Gas Import Terminal will be operational next year and that that import
terminal will be able to import sufficient gas to meet the needs of NSW? (Port
Kembla project was fast tracked and declared state significant infrastructure). Did
they include that information in the advice to the Minister?

3. Secondly on “the shortage”, does AGL recognise that the Geelong Refinery site is a
much more suitable site for gas import if it is indeed required?
The company and the Planning Minister would know that this is a project that the
Victorian Government could fast track and have operational very quickly, if it really
was required. Was the Minister advised of that option by AGL?
4. The gas import project may benefit AGL shareholders, but can you guarantee that the
people of Victoria will benefit from reduced gas prices?
5. Has AGL passed on gas price reductions this year, when the worldwide gas price has fallen
significantly?
6. Given the imperative to reduce carbon emissions how can AGL pursue a project that
increases carbon emissions rather than reducing them, when there are so many
alternatives?
7. Given that global warming does not respect state or international borders how have you
balanced the enormous carbon emissions generated in the gas production, reticulation and
shipping process before the gas would arrive at Crib Point?
8. How would you react if a major project of negative environmental and dubious economic
value were planned for a significant area you enjoy?
9. Can you justify a project which appears to be of benefit for just AGL, which is a corporate
that donates money to the Government, ahead of the interests of local people? It goes
against the ESG position of your company?
10. Why does your EES not mention that Jemena intends to make the EGP bi-directional so that
virtually unlimited gas could be delivered to VicHub originating at Port Kembla? Have you
checked if the Minister is aware of this?
11. Why does your EES not mention that APA intends to compete with Jemena in delivering
virtually unlimited gas to VicHub from Port Kembla through their network? Have you
checked if the Minister is aware of this?
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I am a Mornington Peninsula resident who opposes this proposal because of the
impact on the natural environment, including the Ramsar Listed Wetlands and
surrounding beaches, which will have flow on effects to tourism, the local economy
and the wellbeing of communities. I do not believe that discharging huge amounts
of chlorinated water into the waters will not have a significant impact on the
ecosystem and wildlife. I do not believe that the noise pollution will also not have an
impact on wildlife. I am concerned about the impact on the environment of
increased number of ships. Not to mention, the impact on climate change of gas.
Once again, our Governments are proposing short term financial benefits in
exchange for irreplaceable natural environments and the long term benefits of these
environments for human and animal wellbeing. The Mornington Peninsula relies on
beautiful natural environments for tourism, which is key to a healthy local economy
and sustainable communities. The continued industrialisation of Westernport
continues to be a huge mistake.
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As attached.

My name is Elyse Profenna and I care deeply about the environment in Westernport Bay.
This issue is so important to me because the health and well-being of this area is critically
important in reducing the acceleration of climate change. I’m deeply concerned about the
devastation that will be caused to the Westernport Bay Area if this unnecessary gas import
terminal is created.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed
the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the
EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts

to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming
increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG
annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas
consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher
penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Elyse Profenna
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All that I have to say is detailed in the attached document. Even AGL recommend to
favour renewable energy resources.

 Could you please advise the public on what the total calculated emissions from the Floating
Storage Regassification Unit (FSRU) will be when in situ over a week/ month/ year?
 Given that this vessel is a man‐made structure, it will require maintenance and it will break
down. In the event that leaks from the FSRU, the primary discharge vessel or the land based
discharging facility are uncontainable, what standard operating procedures (SOP’s) are in
place to manage the emergency?
 How will this 290 metre long FSRU that will stand 55 metres above the waterline be
managed in terms of emergency response and have the local residents been consulted in
the development of the standard operating procedures (SOP’s)?
 What will the total ‘in situ’ footprint of the operation be and where will the perimeters lie in
terms of the exclusion zone boundaries of this designated port facility in terms of security
and the impediment on public surrounds?
 What measures of consideration have been given to the RAMSAR wetland in proximity to
the proposed facility and has the detail of the RAMSAR status been given due
consideration? If so, what measures have been taken to ensure its protection?
 Is it true that in other forums, the AGL company itself advises that, in terms of investment,
renewable energy has greater longevity?
https://discover.agl.com.au/your‐home/setting‐new‐home‐benefits‐electricity‐gas/
 Does AGL have a secondary site that it plans to put the FSRU should the Stony Point site be
emphatically rejected?
 The extraction of gas is compromising waterways across the country and rendering the
drinking water contaminated in other parts of the country. Can you ensure, beyond a
reasonable doubt, that the extraction sources are ethically derived?
https://renew.org.au/renew‐magazine/climate‐change/greenhouse‐gas‐footprint‐of‐gas/
 What measure of water based exclusion zones will be in place should the facility be
approved?
 Given that there needs to be a 25‐30 metre width of cleared land to make way for the
proposed gas pipeline to Pakenham, has there been an impact assessment provided for
each of the environments that are encountered for the entire length of the proposed
pipeline? If so, please advise on where this may be found within the 11,000 page document.

These are just some of the multifaceted concerns that I have in relation to the environmental
impacts that are posed in relation to your proposed project. I look forward to further public
consultation and the response you are obliged to offer in relation to the thousands of submissions
that have been put forward in opposition to this project.
Sincerely,
Mary Jo Hanly
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My name is Chris Coulthurst and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is important
to me as it is a bay that is a sensitive marine area, reflected in the numerous Marine
National Parks. Due to this, It needs to stay as a bay that is carefully managed to
protect the sea grass and marine life that live within it. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve
area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so fa
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My name is Adrienne Teague and I live in the Westernport Bay area with my
husband and four year old son. We walk by the bay many times each week. We use
this time to share the wonder of nature with our son. Whether it be the marine life
itself, the hermit crabs, the small fish and especially watching the oyster catchers
feeding by the shore. And then there’s the kangaroos, echidnas and wombat holes
as we walk the foreshore path. In summer we’re swimming in the bay. This is where
we Connect with our community and the nature we live with. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. 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. My concerns on this project are as follows: 1/ increased
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria and into the greater environment. 2/ our
Natural environment is pivotal to mental and physical wellness our community. 3/
as a nation we need to move away from fossil fuels. We must do this to ensure we
create a viable future for our children and their children thereafter. 4/ the bass
coast attracts tourists because of our natural beauty, an industrialisation of our
environment will have a significant negative financial impact in the years and
decades to come. Businesses large and small must take on the role of proactivity in
researching and funding renewable energy projects now. The AGL pipeline proposal
comes from an outdated mode of thinking. It no longer has relevance in the year
2020 or any year thereafter. Yours sincerely Adrienne Teague
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My name is Guillemette Perrin and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a unique land and marine environment where I spend much time, and
money, as a regular visitor.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming
increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG
annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas
consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher
penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
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,
Guillemette Perrin
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The pipeline should not go ahead as planned. Australia and in particular the
peninsula should be investing in renewable energy. The public has not had time to
respond this. Listen to the voice of the locals which is overwhelmingly opposed to
this. Listen to the local shire which is opposed to this. Protect our nature, protect
our wilderness, protect our tourism industry, and protect our local livelihoods and
style of living Do not rush this and cause regret for the future
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My name is Johanna Le and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The ocean is a highly sensitive ecosystem and once this ecosystem experiences damage, it is
irrevocable. The biodiversity loss this rig will bring to the oceans will also have a larger effect on a
global scale.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay
Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.

It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Johanna Le
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My name is Sarah Merrett and I have family who live on the Mornington Peninsula. I grew up in
the Westernport Bay area and still visit regularly.
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.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport
Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution
to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defence against the impacts of climate
change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape
being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The
impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into
the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
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, Sarah Merrett
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We are in a Climate emergency. The need for action on climate change has long
been recognised by the scientific community and now by the Victorian Government
through recent action and policy including the Climate Change Act 2017. When the
impacts of climate change are being experienced across the world, exacerbating
natural disasters, and causing suffering of communities including the recent summer
of bushfires, an unnecessary project that increases greenhouse gas concentrations in
our atmosphere cannot be considered as safe, or as ‘minimising potential adverse
social, economic effects’. A decision to permit the Crib Point Gas Import project is
an acknowledgement by the Victorian government that they are not serious about
their 2050 Net Zero Emissions target. Gas has proven not to be the 'transitional
energy source' it was once claimed to be, and developing the Crib Point Gas Import
Jetty and associated pipeline will only act to entrench this unsustainable and
unnecessary energy source in our society, further worsening Australia's
contributions to damaging and avoidable anthropogenic climate change. Low
emissions technology exists today that can achieve the heating tasks that natural gas
is used for, across domestic and most industrial uses. Heat pumps, solar hot water,
renewable hydrogen (and even the recently approved energy from waste plant at
Australia Paper) Recent approvals for the How will AGL be held accountable for the
emissions of greenhouse gasses enabled by this project? Noting the dangerous
global warming potential of methane, how will fugitive emissions from the
extraction, transport and re-gasification be monitored? What governmental
oversight will there be on this, and what liablilty will AGL have, given the social cost
of carbon is estimated at $50/tCO2 and $150/tCO2e? Will AGL be financially liable
for fugitive emissions? (https://www.environment.act.gov.au/
data/assets/pdf file/0010/1389097/act-climate-change-council-social-cost-ofcarbon-briefing-paper.pdf).
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My name is Andrew Watson and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I love the surf culture and waves around westernport bay. I love the raw coastline and all the beautiful parts
of nature that come with it!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access
to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the
impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib
Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered OrangeBellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for
prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves
stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is
an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants
and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is
not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality
we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do
not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has
rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They
have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed
FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and
other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Andrew Watson
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My name is Rick Rogers and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I am
a resident of the Mornington Peninsula and am passionate about the environment
and the outdoors. I surf and sail on Westernport Bay and am very concerned about
the impact of this proposed gas import terminal. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is
proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the
facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical
Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands
have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against
climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this
gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or
drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Regards Rick Rogers
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My name is Ying Gu and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is part of Victoria’s identity as a hub for recreation, home to unique
flora and fauna found nowhere else, and recognized wetland of international
significance. We have a duty to preserve the integrity of the Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on 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 should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands

such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500
per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are
conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship
strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The
conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern
Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for
Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact
on 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,
Ying Gu
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My name is Kate Foley and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Its a beautiful area I grew up in. My parents still live there and my mum walks along the
beach every few days. She has been undergoing cancer treatment for the last 6yrs and
walking along the quiet clean beaches has been a big part of her recovery
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,
Kate Foley
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The pipeline should not go ahead as: A. Australia should be investing in renewable
energy and it is imperative to move away from fossil fuels. Gas is far becoming
outdated with the reliance in Australia decreasing. B. The environmental impact and
ramifications for the Ramsar wetlands of Westernport, the 3 marine national parks
and the marine/seabird life is unacceptable.
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My name is Michael Jaboor and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Clean, green,
relatively unpolluted.Wildlife sanctuaries.Habitat I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve
area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of w
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My name is Sarah Stops 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.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected
by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES
notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of
ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters
or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining
the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
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,
Sarah Stops
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Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Inquiry into AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works Proposal
23/08/2020
Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
I would like to make a submission to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal including two components:
● Gas Import Jetty Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib
Point Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the jetty, and
the Crib Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty.
● Pipeline Works consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57
kilometres long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian
Transmission System east of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the Pakenham
Delivery Facility to monitor and regulate the gas, two above-ground mainline valves to enable
isolation of the pipeline in an emergency and a facility to enable in-line inspections of the
pipeline.

I am a nature photographer and filmmaker who grew up in the south-eastern suburbs of
Melbourne and have spent so much time enjoying the beaches of Phillip Island, Somers,
Flinders and Point Leo. These beaches, wetlands, wildlife and ecosystems are so important to
me and have helped make me who I am today. I have also enjoyed so many hours exploring
and photographing the beauty and wonders with my cameras.
I have attached a link to view a 60-second video of how I have filmed these amazing wetlands
from an aerial perspective: https://youtu.be/KjG2SMfKRzU
In 2018 I was diagnosed with
and after four months of
treatment with
long stints in hospital, I was able to enjoy two weeks in Phillip Island with my partner Silvia and
a friend who lives on the island, recovering from such an intense ordeal, putting it behind me
and embracing the tranquillity and natural beauty all around me. I was even able to explore
incredible rock pools on my crutches. Being able to lay on the beach in a serene environment,
feeling the warm sun on my body, breathing in the fresh sea breeze was my goal that I had
been working towards after the challenging times I had been through. It was vital for nurturing
both my physical and mental wellbeing.
Recently in Somers, we saw dolphins swimming around whilst we in the water just off the shore
for over an hour! It was a wonderful experience that we shared with our friends. I love seeing
fish, rays and dolphins when I go snorkelling.

When a friend from Hastings told me that AGL was proposing to build an FSRU at Crib Point,
Westernport Bay, with a connecting 57 km pipeline to Pakenham, I was shocked and couldn’t
believe it. Reading about the impact and potential risks I feel it is inappropriate and I know we
can do better and focus on renewable energy instead of fossil fuels in 2020.
AGL’s proposal poses many threats to the environment and the local community. Whilst
assessing this project, I ask and encourage you to consider the following reasons why AGL’s
proposal should not go ahead:

1. We need to protect our wetlands and not have a risky pipeline built through them.
2. AGL plans to dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water each day. They would draw
this water from the Bay and use it to thaw the frozen gas. The water would be chlorinated to
destroy all living material, and cooled by around 7 degrees Celsius before being dumped back
into the Bay.
3. AGL’s proposal threatens the local community with the risk of fire and explosion.
4. AGL has a history of deceptive and misleading behaviour, making them unfit to build and
operate a facility like this. Since 2003 AGL has incurred more than $7 million worth of fines, in
some cases for deceptive and misleading behaviour.
5. The energy transition is making gas obsolete. The electricity generation sector will play a key
role in the transition away from fossil fuels. According to the Australian Energy Market Operator
(AEMO) and CSIRO renewables have become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. 4 This holds true even when accounting for the storage requirements to ensure
renewable energy from solar and wind can be stored for up to six hours to guarantee the energy
is available at the time it is needed.

6. Each stage of these processes involves burning more fossil fuels from the gas extraction,
then the long-distance transportation, refrigeration and compression into a liquid, shipped to
Victoria, then turned back into a gas at Crib Point, and finally pushed through a pipeline to
Pakenham.
I’m also concerned about methane leaking out into the atmosphere, where it has a 20-year
warming effect 56 times greater than carbon dioxide. I feel for my children and future
generations that Victoria needs to phase out polluting energy and move to renewables, not lock
in more decades of dirty gas.
Please consider all these factors, our future generations and marine life and wildlife that depend
on these healthy ecosystems that don’t have a say in this.
Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the environmental assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
I invite any further discussion via email at
Sincerely,
Martin Stringer
Ararat,
VIC, 3377
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tricity is generated through renewables. It is concerning to see the lack of credible
assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their
EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They
have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise
produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other
marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem
around Crib Point. Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Heidi
Williams
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My name is Bronwyn Dowler and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I live in Crib Point
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long‐term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism‐dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay ‐ clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and
reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is
generated through renewables.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem ‐ like plankton and fish
eggs ‐ would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Bronwyn Dowler
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My partner and I moved to Westernport 13 years ago to start a family. We love the
quiet beaches and the natural environment of this side of the peninsula. My children
have grown up seeing dolphins regularly at the beach. I am very concerned when
advised by Environment Victoria that this project would allow "clearing of wetlands,
dredging of the Bay floor, chemical and petroleum leaks and spills, local noise and
light pollution, disruption to marine life and the introduction of damaging marine
pests." So Westernport will become just like Port Phillip Bay. The damage done by
dredging to beaches and small inlets around Portsea and Sorrento is evident, and
mourned by locals in that area. Australia has the largest urban sprawl of any
developed nation. We need to protect what natural assets we have left, especially
those around our major cities. Please stop this development.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

3184

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Sonia Edwards

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Sonia Edwards and I live in the Westernport Bay area. The beauty and
serenity which exists in this diverse and rich coastal community is World class. The
waters within Westernport are home to plants, marine life, bird life and fragile
wetlands, which are largely and significantly protected areas. 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
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Space, beautiful bay, bush and peaceful spots to enjoy. Unique and rare birds that
visit western port bay. 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. Loss of access to Woolleys beach reserve is unacceptable
to the local community. 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. Tourism is a huge part of the Mornington peninsula economy and
the boat ramps here are the busiest in victoria. People come to see 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 with the
much loved little penguin parade. 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. I cannot believe
how this can even be contemplated. 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. MPshire has declared a climate emergency and the continual
reliance on gas and new infrastructure to support this, without working on
increasing renewables is not compatible with this position.
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My name is Jason and I live on Phillip Island. It’s such a diverse eco system, and its
pivotal to the success and protection of endangered and vulnerable wildlife, that
have greatly suffered at our hands. Thanks 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. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and
wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue. The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the
transition away from fossil fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest
alternative for new power production. This holds true even when renewables are
backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered
when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The
fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in
the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption
forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast. I appreciate the opportunity to express my
concerns, and I trust all considerations will be taken, including but not least, legal
implications regarding the discharging of wastewater which should alone prevent
this proposal from continuing. Regards, Jason Furness
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Lynette Mackenzie

Submission on the EES, DRAFT PLANNING SCHEME- GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE
PROJECT WESTERNPORT BAY
I write from the perspective of a long term visitor/ holiday maker to South East Gippsland . A place
as beautiful as anywhere in the world- to visit our wetlands, which are one of the most biodiverse
ecosystems in the world.. Massive tourism dollars are spent enjoying our natural habitat. Im not
sure you understand the economic value we gain by trying to maintain what little we have left.
When I visit these places they are full of foreign tourists gaping open mouthed at the beauty of our
natural environment . Im not sure, in fact Im certain a hulking great import jetty with two or more
huge ships sitting there, lights blazing, pumps pumping sucking in our pristine sea water and
spewing out billions of litres of chlorinated sea water 24/7 is going to have the same appeal to
tourists.Dollars dollars dollars gone!
Victorian Wetlands have been ravaged over the past century and future population will only put
more pressure on what wetlands we have left. Again I reiterate they are among the most biodiverse
ecosystems in the world!
Where is our future? It’s not in the fossil fuel industry! We are in the midst of a climate emergency
and we must commit to the development of alternate systems of energy production in Australian. I
outline below examples of why there is some urgency to the Victorian Government pulling its finger
out of the pie and start putting it into our future, my children’s future, my grandchildren’s future.
Lest we forget has never before had so much meaning.
1. In the past 12 months we’ve watched the east coast of Australia burn . Catastrophic fires which
by all scientific evidence look set to continue. Look around the world and we are not alone. We
are at the stage where due to lack of resources or will , the only thing we try and protect is
‘assets’ and the definition of those has been very flakey. So much so that we allow small towns
to be consumed by fires, we allow our national park fires to burn themselves out, clearly they're
not designated as assets.
2. Droughts continued to devastate much of the country over the past 5 -10 years.
3. Abnormally high rainfall then follows producing floods and washing away precious top soil.
4. Australian holds the record for the highest number of extinction of its fauna and flora
populations in the past 5 years.
5. Increasing gas and oils spills and mining disasters around the world are affecting the security of
our agricultural land, our ability to feed ourselves, security of our water, our marine populations,
the list goes on and on. Industry has shown again and again that it does not respect the land it
reaps its profit from. Just take a look at how many towns across Victoria rely now on bore water
for domestic purposes, even when there is no drought, Gippsland is on permanent water
restrictions. There is a risk of fire from gas explosions I’ve just finished reading reports from all
around the world where things have gone wrong, resulting in deaths and contamination.
6. We’ve sold our water to the highest bidder and made an industry out of trading it. Governments
are unable to set up systems of compliance, we operate in a self regulatory system. We are in
an era were private citizens are the ones out there keeping companies and government to
account. I shake my head at the injustice, the folly, the blatant neglect and clearly the abuse of
resources which do not belong to governments but belong to all Australians .

7. Across Australian successive governments have sold off Australian assets, they've removed
themselves from management responsibilty and handed them over to private enterprise to
reap massive profits and give little back to the communities in which they have gauged there
profits from. I understand the dilemma , you've sold everything ,what is left, oh wait ,there’s
gas, we’ve got gas we can sell. Obviously gas coal seam mining has been proven to be
environmental detrimental and open your eyes its going to have devastating impact on our
underground water storage. Communities have gone no! We are not prepared to risk
agricultural land and water security for gas fuels. So you now think it’s going to be okay to do it
offshore? That since we humans don’t live underwater that its okay to pollute the ocean at our
backdoor.
8. Accountability or lack thereof is a major impediment to future growth and sustainability in our
country . Short term decision making has left us morally bankrupt. There is a time coming soon
when the government and public service machine will be held to account. Self regulation is an
abysmal failure, the record number of royal commissions across our nation is testament to
that. We produce folly after folly. The massive debt accumulated through COVID era will again
be to the detriment of everyday australians and will highlight a massive policy failure, knee jerk
reactions and an inability to plan, communicate and coordinate resources, to direct them to the
most at need..
9. There is NO evidence that AGL will be accountable going on their history- here’s one public
record failure - 2018 AGL Energy slapped with $3m fine over energy efficiency failure. ( to this I
note they said, it was an oversight) To further compound the issue of transparency and
accountability they’ll be handing auditing duties over to another company which is outlined in their
submission and to which there is already problems between the two of them. Which is bound to
make it more difficult to monitor and given the propensity of companies to declare bankruptcy to
avoid payment of fines and responsibility I have no confidence that this project will be developed or
monitored in any way thats going to benefit the community whose resources they’ll be extracting.
Forgetting is something our children are not going to benefit from. I see no evidence that AGL is
committed to the development of alternative energies in fact their purchase of Loy Yang and the
Macquarie Generation black coal business shows that profits are their only drivers and of course
its given them the title of Australians largest polluter of carbon emissions.
The fact that AGL will be subject to numerous regulators and government agencies, including:

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Environment Protection Authority Victoria
Australian Maritime Safety Authority
Transport Safety Victoria
Marine Safety Victoria
Office of Transport Safety (Commonwealth)
Energy Safety Victoria
WorkSafe Victoria
Harbour Master
Victorian Regional Channels Authority
Port of Hastings Development Authority

The project also must adhere to several legislative requirements, including:
•
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act)
•
Environment Effects Act 1978
•
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988
•
Victorian Advisory Lists
•
Planning and Environment Act 1987
•
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme

•

Guidelines for the removal, destruction or lopping of native vegetation
(DELWP
2017a)
•
Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994 (CaLP Act)

Gives me no confidence, in fact it highlights a big reason why regulators will fail as
there are so many bodies involved obfuscation will be the order of the day. The fact
that the community was given 10 days in which to respond following the late release
of AGL’s EES statement demonstrates their unwillingness to engage with
community concerns. The fact it’s a mix of state and federal will make monitoring
much more difficult. Given our debt you can bet whatever resources these agencies
currently have will be slashed in the next 12months and they wont have the
resources to monitor anyone. Regulatory bodies are underfunded now I cant
imagine thats going to improve.
People can no longer afford to live in any of the major cities our populations are decentralising out
the fringes of urban development, we are making new livelihoods and tourism and the creation of
recreational facilities are a priority in areas such as Westernport Bay.
All governments in Australia have over the past 10 years have promoted the uptakes of solar
energy to decrease our reliance on filthy fossil fuels. A bit too late for the residents of the Gippsland
and especially the Latrobe valley who’ve been deemed inconsequential and as a result suffer
significantly more conditions such as cancer, diabetes, mental disorders, cardiovascular disease,
asthma and injuries. I suggest that the mining of fossil fuels the poorly managed transition away
from those industries including forestry leads to these significant health issues. Id like to see what
the health outcomes are currently for those living now Westernport Bay, lets hope the government
has a few more health dollars up its sleeve, as theres bound to be health repercussions.
We are on the precipice of a climate disaster . Around the world populations are under threat ,
globally we are all Supposed to be committed to reducing carbon gas emissions to prevent
catastrophic condtions becoming extinction events. Before our very eyes this is happening. What is
wrong with our leaders, there is a lack of imagination and a desire to eek out the last of the fossil
fuel profits before taking the gigantic steps required to move towards clean energy consumption.
We have to stop making excuses and put our collective intelligence behind the development of
cheaper natural energies . The failure of government to ensure Australians who are the largest
producers of gas and who pay the highest rates is just mind boggling. That you think off shore
processing is going to secure our future is immoral . Gas is not a clean energy, do your homework,
be brave and please end this madness thats driven by corporate greed and government apathy.
I would like to be involved in any public hearings that are to be held and would welcome the
opportunity to talk to my submission. Hopefully that will give me time to read and assess fully the
200 page EES statement so belatedly produced by AGL.
Yours Sincerely
Lynette Mackenzie
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My name is Matthew Tardif and I grew up in Balnarring on the Mornington Peninsula.
My memories of Western Port are heading down to the beach after school on hot
summer days to cool off. I have spent Christmas Days, learnt to surf and spent much of
my life walking and swimming on its shores. Today I live nearby and regularly bring
students down to experience the amazing array of natural wildlife and diverse range of
recreational activities it offers. I still surf regularly at the many surf breaks that thousands
of people enjoy there every year. These activities, along with all of the many marine
creatures that call Western Port home are in grave danger if you decide to let this project
go ahead. I implore you to listen to reason and not go ahead with this senseless,
destructive project.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas
of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland
is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport
Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib
Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and

in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
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.
Yours faithfully,
Matthew Tardif.
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My name is Eliza Hutchison and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I having been living in Somers for 17 years. My husbands family has historically come to
Somers for their summer holidays since the sixties. Westernport Bay is an extremely
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.
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,
Eliza Hutchison

Chlorine reduction wetlands
Lead supervisor: Dr Jannis Wenk, University of Bath, Department of Chemical Engineering, email
j.h.wenk@bath.ac.uk
Co-supervisors:

Professor Andrew Weightman, Cardiff University, School of Biosciences
Professor Gabriel Yvon-Durocher, University of Exeter, Environment and
Sustainability Institute
Liam Reynolds, Wessex Water

This project is one of a number that are in competition for funding from the NERC Centre for
Doctoral Training in Freshwater Biosciences and Sustainability (GW4 FRESH CDT) which is offering 12
studentships for entry in September 2020.
Project Description
Water utilities are occasionally required to discharge larger quantities of finished drinking water
directly into surface waters due to local circumstances or historical obligations. If such drinking
water has been chlorinated it contains residual disinfectant that should be removed before the
water is released since residual chlorine harms the aquatic ecology. Residual chlorine can be
removed physically via activated carbon adsorption or chemically with SO2 or NaS2O5. Chemical
removal of residual chlorine has been routinely performed in the US. In the specific situation of a
Southwest UK watershed/drinking water distribution system active treatment measures to remove
the residual chlorine are difficult to implement due to the remote location and intermediate
discharges. An alternative possibility for chlorine attenuation could be to first pass the water
through a specially designed buffering wetland, where the residual chlorine is degraded. Residual
chlorine decays over time (days). The decay may be increased due to catalytic/reactive interaction of
chlorine with sediment soil and wetland substrate, e.g. iron/iron oxide surfaces (possibly to hours).
Depending on the design of the wetland there can be atmospheric and sunlight interaction, which
also increases chlorine decay. Both soil natural organic matter and wetland organic matter may lead
to secondary formation of disinfection by-products, so residual chlorine is removed but more
harmful products can be formed. The goal of this PhD project is to investigate the feasibility and
potential benefits of a residual chlorine removal wetland and to understand the ecological
implications of the current practice. The project takes place in close cooperation and coordination
with Wessex Water. The work includes an experimental part in which the interaction of residual
chlorine with various wetland substrates, as well as sunlight, will be tested to inform possible
wetland design, including the size and the hydraulic retention time of the buffering wetland to
achieve full residual removal. The experiments also include measuring the concentration of common
disinfection by-products (e.g. trihalomethanes). The effect of residual disinfectant on wetland
ecosystems can be tested in specifically designed mesocosms. Within the current water shed the
development of the microbial community, plants and fauna will be determined. Unrelated surface
waters, upstream and downstream samples of the same water shed (including data of previous
monitoring campaigns by Wessex Water) and other nearby constructed wetlands will serve as
comparison. The PhD student will be part of a highly motivated team consisting of members at
different GW4 locations and Wessex Water. The team is already collaborating on similar projects,
including three related Fresh PhD studentships (2018 intake) on constructed polishing wetlands for
nutrients and pathogen removal. Access to infrastructure: Dr Wenk’s laboratory has facilities to

conduct chlorination experiments and has also recently purchased microbiology equipment, in
addition to microbiological equipment and expertise available at Dr Weighman’s group at Cardiff.
Expertise on mesocosm design and ecology is available at Dr Gabriel Yvon-Durocher lab at Exeter.
Chemical and material analysis will be conducted either at the Department of Chemical Engineering
or the University of Bath analytical facilities. Routine water analysis and disinfection by-products
analysis is available at Wessex Water labs.
Real Life challenges this project will address
Understanding the fate and assess the ecological implications of residual water disinfectant
addresses a challenge that many water utilities have. Beyond finished drinking water for surface
water flow support the two major applications are release of disinfected wastewater into lakes and
rivers and water recycling / groundwater recharge from treated wastewater; usually at drinking
water quality. Such water management scenarios can be increasingly encountered in many parts of
the world.
What you should know about this project
Water utilities are occasionally required to discharge larger quantities of finished drinking water
directly into surface waters due to local circumstances or historical obligations. If such drinking
water has been chlorinated it contains residual disinfectant that should be removed before the
water is released since residual chlorine harms the aquatic ecology. Residual chlorine can be
removed physically via activated carbon adsorption or chemically. Chemical removal of residual
chlorine has been routinely performed in the US. In the specific local situation of the
watershed/drinking water distribution system active treatment measures to remove the residual
chlorine are difficult to implement due to the remote location and intermediate discharges. The goal
of this PhD project is to investigate the feasibility and potential benefits of a residual chlorine
removal wetland and to understand the ecological implications of the current practice. The project
takes place in close cooperation and coordination with a local water utility. The work includes an
experimental part in which the interaction of residual chlorine with various wetland substrates, as
well as sunlight, will be tested to inform possible wetland design, including the size and the hydraulic
retention time of the buffering wetland to achieve full residual removal. The experiments also
include measuring the concentration of common disinfection by-products (e.g. trihalomethanes).
The effect of residual disinfectant on wetland ecosystems can be tested in specifically designed
mesocosms. Within the current water shed the development of the microbial community, plants and
fauna will be determined. Unrelated surface waters, upstream and downstream samples of the same
water shed (including data of previous monitoring campaigns by Wessex Water) and other nearby
constructed wetlands will serve as comparison. The PhD student will be part of a highly motivated
team consisting of members at different GW4 locations and Wessex Water. The team is already
collaborating on similar projects, including three related Fresh PhD studentships (2018 intake) on
constructed polishing wetlands for nutrients and pathogen removal. Access to infrastructure: Dr
Wenk’s laboratory has facilities to conduct chlorination experiments and has also recently purchased
microbiology equipment, in addition to microbiological equipment and expertise available at Dr
Weighman’s group at Cardiff. Expertise on mesocosm design and ecology is available at Dr Gabriel
Yvon-Durocher lab at Exeter. Chemical and material analysis will be conducted either at the
Department of Chemical Engineering or the University of Bath analytical facilities. Routine water
analysis data and disinfection by-products analysis is available at the water utility labs.

What expertise you will develop
Student will acquire both broad and specific expertise in drinking water treatment, water
distribution, water chemistry, analytical chemistry, microbial ecology, microbial techniques,
constructed wetland design and aquatic ecology. This expertise will prepare student to conduct highlevel research in the constantly growing area of sustainable water treatment solutions and qualify
for a wide range of jobs for water companies, conservation, NGOs and in sustainable development.
Why this project is novel
The effect of various constructed wetland substrates and plants on chlorine residual removal has not
been investigated before. Most studies on residual disinfectants in the environment focus on single
aspects of a complex system. A comprehensive investigation integrating residual removal kinetics,
fate of disinfection by-products, microbial and ecological aspects has not been conducted.
Funding
Studentships cover Home tuition fees, training support grant and stipend (£15,009 per annum,
2019/20 rate) and are open to UK/EU applicants who have been resident in the UK since September
2017.
Applications
Applicants must have obtained, or be about to obtain, a First or Upper Second Class Honours degree,
or the equivalent qualifications gained outside the UK, in an area appropriate to the skills
requirements of the project.
In order to apply, you should apply direct to the CDT using online application form. See
http://www.gw4fresh.co.uk/how-to-apply/doctoral-students/.
You do NOT need to apply to the University of Bath at this stage – only those applicants who are
successful in obtaining an offer of funding from the CDT will be required to submit an application to
study at Bath.
APPLICATIONS CLOSE AT 09:00 (GMT) ON 16 DECEMBER 2019.
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My name is Jane Clarkson and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is a beautiful
natural environment providing excellent habitat for marine and land creatures. It
must be preserved at all cost 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.
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My name is William Lombard and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Lived in somers with my partners parents for over a year on the beach there! So quiet, so
beautiful, everyone friendly and happy enjoying themselves on the beach seeing all sorts
of wildlife!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities
of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against
the impacts of climate change.
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,
William Lombard
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I have been holidaying at Balnarring Beach for 40 years and I now have the pleasure
of doing so with my young family. Westernport is an environmentally sensitive
region with pristine mangroves and beaches. The prospect that Westernport could
be adversely affected by the AGL port development is simply unacceptable. The
development should not proceed under any circumstances.
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Your submission: My name is Kahlil Rogers-Perazzo and I care about the
environment in Westernport Bay. Because like many other parts of the Australian
coastline that are under threat from corporations, this is the homeland and
playground for many humans and animals that respect and depend on this
ecosystem for survival! 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 St
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I am objecting to the gas pipe line, the reason is we are living in a residential area
having moved here from East Gippsland 2 years ago. It is to close to homes and
farms/farmlets in this area. This is also a tourist area and will certainly deter people
away from this side of the Mornington Peninsula, the area is already struggling with
tourism and retail through this COVID crisis. We don’t want this in our area!!!!

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

3195

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Harold Ennis Bolitho

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Harold Bolitho and I visit Westernport Bay often. My grandparents lived
on Phillip Island, and because of that connection I regularly visit with my own family.
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 issues that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife and the potential effects on Phillip
Island. 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. 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, Harold Bolitho
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My name is Jesse O’Mara and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The natural environment around western port should be considered as being very
important by all Australians. It should not be threatened, or compromised in any
way by further industrialisation in the area. A terminal for gas imports is not
welcome. 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. This special place should not be jeopardised.
Sincerely, Jesse O’Mara
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Linda Bowden
French Island Vic 3921

26 August 2020
Dear Minister Wynne,
RE: Submission on the EES for the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline Project
My name is Linda Bowden and I am a resident, community volunteer and local tour guide on
French Island.
Whilst I acknowledge the proposed Floating Storage Regasification Unit (FSRU) will be
located at Crib Point, I believe French Island will be just as affected given its close proximity
to the floating terminal. I question that if this project was to be set up from scratch on the
land would it even have been considered. Instead, it appears to “reclaim” land via a floating
storage facility thereby being closer to French Island. With a turning basic even closer to the
island, why is it that the French Island & Sandstone Island Planning Scheme (see attached
planning scheme files) were not considered for both French Island and Sandstone Island (its
location to the site is even closer) in light of Coastal & Foreshore Landscapes, as well as
Erosion Management considerations, which both islands could be subjected to. French
Island, as well as Sandstone Island, were not considered as study areas, yet there is so much
potential impact, on a number of levels, to both these islands.
I welcome the opportunity to present my submission and cover below my additional
concerns:
•

Groundwater and other water systems – French Island does not have mains water.
I am required to catch my water via water tanks and also have a bore for during the
drought periods. My concern is with the potential impacts on aquifers and
groundwater and whether there has been enough research with regard to the
impact to the island. Also, this proposal could see up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water dumped into the Bay each day – has there been consideration for
how this will impact the creeks that flow from the Bay into French Island (Melbourne
Water https://www.melbournewater.com.au/water-data-and-education/waterfacts-and-history/river-health-and-monitoring/westernport-catchment)
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•

Amenity, noise, lighting and residual air emissions – the island does not have
excessive lighting pollution as there are no street lights and no development. I have
noticed an increase in lighting from the mainland, in particular from the west side of
the island and this project will only increase that light pollution. The report covered
lighting impact from the Pinnacles, however, this is not the only major viewing area
on the island, there are a number of areas much closer and more directly impacted.
With regard to noise, although I live in the middle of the island, the way in which
noise travels across water means I hear the ferry travelling between the Island and
Stony Point, the daily shutdown at the Long Island plant, even activity at Cerberus,
so I can only imagine the change in amenity due to the daily noise impact from the
FSRU itself as well as the other areas of the project. It is also concerning to see the
lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay
itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. I also note that the EPA have put
out Publication 1826.1* June 2020, Noise limit and assessment protocol for the
control of noise from commercial, industrial and trade premises and entertainment
venues. Will this project be subject to the new policy and has the island been
adequately considered within this policy. I also refer to residual air emissions and
Publication number 1518 March 2013, Recommended separation Guideline
distances for industrial residual air emissions and whether that has been adequately
considered in the context of an FSRU and its close proximity to the island.

•

Transport – this has been overlooked in terms of the requirement of using the ferry
service and being able to connect to the PTV train/bus line, as well as the impacts of
utilising the Hastings shopping/business district. I am a regular user of the ferry and
PTV train service and have missed trains due to the ferry being delayed in its
crossing. I am concerned with the increased vessels entering the bay and the impact
this will have on the service.

•

Tourism - prior to COVID pandemic, French Island was starting to see a resurgence in
tourism, both local and international visitors. As a local tour guide living on the
island, I have noticed more people visiting with a particular interest in relatively
untouched locations and learning about the unique habitat of this location. The
untouched western coastline is a hotspot for migratory and wader birds. In fact, old
islanders once collected the seagrass off the coast of French Island as a commercial
operation but that ceased once the surrounds of French Island were declared a
National Park, another important factor as to why an industrial project of this type
should not be allowed to proceed due to the environmental risks. The
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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. See
below image which gives a very different perspective to most images which have
been supplied taken at high tide. There were no vessels docked at this point, but it is
worth noting at these low tides the impact this development would have on the
birds feeding on the tidal mudflats.

As a tour guide, I share these specific parts of the west coast of the island with
visitors and the importance of conserving wetlands and the role these wetlands play
as part of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This
particular RAMSAR site is a closed loop system and it seems entirely inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of it. Putting an FSRU in an
environmentally sensitive environment is not a net gain, it is a net loss.
•

Risk Assessment – being a local responder and also involved in the emergency
management plan for the island, I am concerned that the risks associated with this
project have not adequately taken into account how any major emergency would
play out for the local community. 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 there is an independent expert to provide final risk assessments, particularly for
French Island as the emergency response capability for French Island residents is
very different to that of the Mornington Peninsula.
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Western Port Bay IS unique. I grew up and spent a large portion of my life on Port Phillip
Bay. The first thing I noticed when I moved to Western Port Bay was the contrast - I could
easily see from French Island to the mainland, ie Stony Point, Crib Point, etc. Vessels
entering the bay were much more noticeable, particularly at low tide. When the bay was
considered in the 1960s for industrialisation there was much less knowledge around
environmental considerations, let alone the challenges of climate. I believe with the skill
and knowledge that exists today this location as an ongoing industrial port should not even
be considered. Fortunately, the proposal for a nuclear power station on French Island was
stopped due to the unnecessary risks imposed then. This project also poses an unnecessary
risk to the environment and the community that live here. Since 1985 industrial activities of
the port have been decreasing. The changes to the health of the bay have been on a
gradual improvement and will continue to do so as long as moving away from heavy
industry continues.
Finally, thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. My final points to the panel is that with
our increasing and more conclusive knowledge of climate change impacts why should a
development of this kind commence in the first place. If there is no other choice but to
proceed with a development of this type, then why is it acceptable in such an
environmentally sensitive location as Western Port Bay. Western Port Bay is an amazing
natural environment, both flora and fauna – some species are here all the time and part of
the daily ecosystem; some visit from great distances in the hope this location is still here on
their migratory journey for food and breeding. This is not the time to be changing this
ecosystem when so much on the planet is already under stress.
Kind regards,

Linda Bowden
French Island Resident
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FRENCH ISLAND AND SANDSTONE ISLAND PLANNING SCHEME

02.01

CONTEXT

14/11/2019
C8fisi

French Island, Sandstone Island and Elizabeth Island are located approximately 65
kilometres south-east of Melbourne in Western Port Bay.
French Island has a land area of around 17,000 hectares and sits approximately five
kilometres east of Stony Point, 10 kilometres south of Tooradin and five kilometres
north of Phillip Island. Interfacing municipalities, although separated by the waters of
Western Port Bay, are the Shires of Mornington Peninsula, Cardinia and Bass Coast.
Sandstone Island has an area of around 22 hectares.Sandstone Island is
approximatelyone kilometre south-east of the Hastings foreshore. The closest point of
Sandstone Island to the mainland is at its southern tip where it is about 600 metres
from Jacks Beach Reserve at Bittern.
Elizabeth Island is located approximately two kilometres south-east of French Island
and has an area of around 26 hectares. Elizabeth Island functions as a tourist
accommodation retreat and has limited access and infrastructure to, and around, the
Island.

Page 6

FRENCH ISLAND AND SANDSTONE ISLAND PLANNING SCHEME

02.02

VISION

14/11/2019
C8fisi

French Island

A strong community that protects, conserves and enhances the environmental values and natural
systems of the Island while successfully balancing rural land use diversification, where the Island’s
unique and valued lifestyle as a ‘stand-alone’ but not self sufficient community is maintained.
Sandstone Island

To protect and conserve the land in accordance with the Island’s restructure plan, environmental
and coastal constraints and isolation.
Elizabeth Island

To conserve Elizabeth Island as a self-sustaining tourism facility in accordance with the
environmental significance of the surrounding Western Port Bay.
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FRENCH ISLAND AND SANDSTONE ISLAND PLANNING SCHEME

02.03

STRATEGIC DIRECTIONS

14/11/2019
C8fisi

02.03-1

Settlement

The pattern of settlement is dispersed across French Island. There are two restructure areas on the
Island - Tankerton Estate, located in the south-west; and Bullock and Decoy Swamp, in the northwest. Dwellings are clustered in the Bullock and Decoy Swamp restructure area and dispersed across
the remaining rural areas.
French Island has no reticulated services or facilities. The Island’s isolation, rural nature, access and
infrastructure constraints, and the restrictions in the restructure areas limit future housing and
settlement opportunities, but also contribute to the unique and valued Island lifestyle.
The overarching strategic directions relating to settlement and housing on French Island are to:
Maintain the
and Decoy

existing settlement pattern across the Island, with clusters of houses in the Bullock
Swamp restructure area and dispersed housing in the remaining rural areas.

Limit future
settlement and housing opportunities based on the Island’s isolation, lack of
infrastructure and environmental constraints.
Sandstone Island is rural freehold land held in single ownership and is isolated and constrained by its
geographical location and lack of infrastructure. The Island is bordered by steep, grassy coastal bluffs
and makes an important contribution to the biodiversity values of Western Port Bay.
Sandstone Island was subdivided into 142 residential lots in the 1960’s. The
Sandstone Island Restructure Plan now limits development on the Island to one
dwelling only, in accordance with its environmental setting and land constraints. The
access, isolation and infrastructure constraints on Sandstone Island limit the capacity
of the Island to accommodate use and development. It is therefore important to
retain the Island in single ownership to limit the opportunity for future development.
The overarching strategic directions relating to settlement and housing on Sandstone Island are to:
Limit
allows for

settlement opportunities through the Sandstone Island Restructure Plan, that
only one dwelling on the Island.

Protect

Sandstone Island’s contribution to the biodiversity values of Western Port Bay.

Protect and

enhance the environmental values of Sandstone Island.

Elizabeth Island is rural freehold land held in single ownership and is isolated and constrained by its
geographical location and infrastructure, which is limited to a private jetty and barge landing. The
Island contains a dwelling used for tourist accommodation, a caretaker’s dwelling and a shed. It also
containsimportantbiodiversityvalues and makes an importantcontributionto the biodiversity values
of Western Port Bay.
The access, isolation and infrastructure constraints on Elizabeth Island impact directly
on the existing tourism facility operating on the Island. It is important that any
further development of the Island is in accordance with the geographical and
environmental constraints of the Island.
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The overarching strategic directions relating to settlement and housing on Elizabeth Island are to:
Limit
Island in

opportunities to expand the current tourism accommodation and residence on the
accordance with the Island’s environmental values and isolation constraints.

Discourage

tourism uses that compromise the environmental values of the Island.

Protect

Elizabeth Island’s contribution to the biodiversity values of Western Port Bay.
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02.03-2

Environmental and landscape values

The quality of French Island’s natural environment can be attributed to its isolation, where its
ecosystems are relatively undisturbed. As a result, many parts of French Island are home to a
number of rare or threatened plant and animal species. The Island contains over 260 fauna species,
of which over 230 are indigenous bird species, and more than 580 species of flora including over 100
native orchid species.
Major areas of environmental significance on French Island are:
French Island

National Park (11,050 hectares).

French Island

Marine Park (2,800 hectares).

Sites of

national and state botanical and zoological significance.

Coastal

environs.

Wetlands nominated to the Ramsar Convention.
The French Island Marine National Park extends along the northern shoreline of
French Island and includes extensive areas of saltmarsh and mangrove communities
and seagrass beds that act as a nursery for fish. The area is also a significant feeding
habitat for migratory waders found in Western Port Bay.
The natural biodiversity of the Island is highly regarded by both the Island community and the State
Government.
French Island, due to its extensive natural environment and minimal development, also has unique
landscape values. The National Trust has given the landscape on French Island a ‘high’ rating,
assigned to parts of the physical environment considered to be essential to the heritage of Australia.
Sandstone Island and Elizabeth Island, in addition to French Island are noted for their significance to
the internationally acknowledged Ramsar wetlands located in Western Port Bay.
Three distinct landscape character areas have been identified for French Island,
Sandstone Island and Elizabeth Island based on broad areas of common physical,
environmental and cultural characteristics, as follows:
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Inland National Park, defined by the preservation of the natural environment on
French Island, in one of the largest intact areas of wilderness within close
proximity to metropolitan Melbourne.
Pastoral Fields, defined by the low scale and low level of development across rolling
pastoral land on French Island, and the contrast that this provides against the
broader vistas to the Inland National Park and further afield to Western Port Bay
and the mainland.
Coastal Fringe, comprising the varied coastal landscapes of French, Sandstone and
Elizabeth Islands and defined by a variety of small bays, headlands, long sweeping
sandy beaches, pebble beaches, mangroves and saltmarshes reflecting the
underlying geology, topography and orientation.
The overarching strategic directions relating to environmental and landscape values on French
Island, Sandstone Island and Elizabeth Island are to:
Protect and enhance natural habitats for French Island’s indigenous flora and fauna,
given the importance of the French Island National Park in conserving and
protecting the Island’s natural environment.
Manage the sensitive interface between the National Park and Marine National Park
on French Island, and private land holdings.
Protect and
Island and

enhance the identified landscape character areas on French Island, Sandstone
Elizabeth Island.

Protect the
values.

rural landscape that contributes to French island’s visual, cultural and heritage

02.03-3

Environmental risks and amenity

Environmental risks on French Island include bushfire risk and climate change, while climate change
also affects Sandstone Island and Elizabeth Island.
French Island’s isolation, road network, lack of reticulated services and prominent natural
environment make it highly susceptible to bushfire.
Climate change affects all three islands and is predicted to cause an increase in sea levels, a decrease
in rainfall and more frequent and severe storm events. This will impact on coastal settlements,
biodiversity, infrastructure and agricultural production. As the coastal fringe of French Island is
largely low-lying below 10 metres in elevation (apart from the southern coast which rises up to
heights of above 30 metres), the future impacts of climate change are a significant planning issue.
The overarching strategic directions relating to environmental risks and amenity on French Island,
Sandstone Island and Elizabeth Island are to:
Ensure new use and development minimises exposure to bushfire risk particularly
from significant stands of native vegetation, including heathland, woodland, open
forests and scrub, both in the French Island National Park and on private land
holdings.
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Ensurenew use and developmentminimisesexposureto the impactsof
climatechange,including potential sea level rise, erosion, storm surge and rain
intensity on the Island and the waters of Western Port Bay, particularly along the
coastal fringe.
02.03-4

Built environment and heritage

French Island’s lack of services requires development to be self-sufficient in energy
generation, water supply and storage and wastewater treatment and disposal. This
directly affects the built environment.
French Island has national and state heritage value in demonstrating patterns of
agricultural land use and pioneering settlement of an island system as identified by
its registration on the Victorian Heritage Database. French Island retains a number of
structures of historic value and interest including houses or cottages from early
settler times, wattle and daub buildings and chicory kilns. These buildings provide a
link to the Island’s past settlement activities. A total of 28 significant heritage sites
exist on the Island. These heritage features make an important contribution to the
significance of the visual landscape. There are also sites of Aboriginal value, and
buildings and sites of historical and cultural value.
Elizabeth Island and Sandstone Island have no current identified areas of heritage significance,
however these islands may contain sites of indigenous cultural heritage.
The overarching strategic directions relating to built environment and heritage on French Island,
Sandstone Island and Elizabeth Island are to:
Encouragedevelopmentto be sympatheticto theisolatedruralenvironmentand
valuedlandscape character.
Protect and

manage sites of indigenous cultural heritage.

Protect sites

and buildings that contribute to the heritage values of French Island.

Protect the historic structures and settlement pattern on French Island that contribute to the
Island’s heritage.
02.03-5

Economic development

French Island attracts up to 8000 visitors annually. Access constraints to and around the Island,
combined with a limited number of tourist services and recreational opportunities, contribute to the
low tourist numbers. The limited number of commercial and community activities on the Island also
reflects both the low population and low visitor levels.
Tourist accommodation facilities on the Island include private lodges, the former McLeod prison
farm, private camping grounds and camping locations in the French Island National Park. A number
of residents on French Island are self-employed through their farm holdings or through the provision
of a visitor (tourism) service (or a combination of both). French Island is becoming increasingly
popular as a tourist destination centered around recreational activities in the French Island National
Park and its native flora and fauna.
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Elizabeth Island contains a dwelling used for tourist accommodation, a caretaker’s
dwelling and a shed. Given the Island’s isolation and access constraints, tourism and
commercial opportunities are limited.
The overarching strategic directions relating to economic development are to:
Encourage a
visitors to

limited amount of business activity to meet the needs of the community and
French Island.

Provide

opportunities for recreation and tourist activities, consistent with French Island’s
infrastructure constraints and significant conservation values.

Avoid

tourism uses that compromise the primary agricultural use of rural land and the
environmental values and geographical constraints of French Island.

Discourage
Island.

new tourism uses that may result in an increased number of visitors to French

Discourage

recreational and tourist-related activities that adversely impact on the
environmental values and natural resources of the islands.

Discourage tourism activitiesthat unreasonably impact on the island’s infrastructure, in particular
access requirements and waste management.
02.03-6

Transport

Access to and from French Island is limited to a ferry between Stony Point, Tankerton and Cowes, a
private barge service to Corinella, or private aircraft or boat.
French Island has an unsealed road network. This network limits accessibility and movement, but
also contributes to the unique and valued Island lifestyle. Movement around the Island is primarily
by motorised vehicles although some visitors walk, ride bicycles or see the Island by bus tour.
The overarching strategic directions relating to transport are to:
Maintain

ferry and barge access to French Island.

Maintain

safe access and movement around French Island.

Maintain

access to Sandstone Island by private aircraft or boat.

Maintain access to Elizabeth Island by a barge service.
02.03-7

Infrastructure

French Island has a limited range of community facilities, including a general store and post office, a
primary school, the Parks Victoria office, a public hall, sports ground, cemetery, a jetty, a radio link
to the mainland for telecommunication and a small community tip. There is no reticulated service
for electricity, gas, water or sewage. Electricity is provided by generators and domestic water is
provided from rainfall or bores. The limited infrastructure restricts development opportunities on
the Island.
Sandstone Island and Elizabeth Island have no public infrastructure.
The overarching strategic directions relating to infrastructure on French Island are to:
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Retain and

support community facilities that meet the needs of the community.

Maintain
local infrastructure including the unsealed road network, jetty, telephone service
and small community tip.
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My name is Piers Morgan and I visit Westernport Bay often.
The wetland environment there is so beautiful, rare, and critical.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to
green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief
experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households
can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including
migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the
Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for
prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and
animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken
these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between
98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted
economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants

Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its
energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like
that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy
costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case
even when a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even
cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through
renewables.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the
area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Piers Morgan
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My name is Neville Imlach and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is an environmentally significant marine area and a sensitive ecosystem. It is an important fishing
and recreational area. I travel across Western Port Bay to reach my farm on French Island which
provides me with an income.
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.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas supply chain is
above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much
methane is released to the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas
fields in the United States have levels of leakage of 2‐17 per cent. Despite these findings the
Australian gas industry and federal government report far lower emission intensities for
unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable
measurements. Gas is not a climate solution.

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

will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jack Ottaway
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My name is Amelia Perkins and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I regularly visit Somers, providing opportunities for people who have never seen the ocean a
chance to experience the beautiful coast and environment down there. It is an untouched
location free from industrialisation and should remain free.
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 soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per
year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative
because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher
than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike
would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is
inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Amelia Perkins
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My name is Owen Missen and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport is an important Victorian coastal environment, providing a sheltered habitat
for many species, both plant an animal. A large gas project is not what Westernport needs!
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. Even during lockdown, the penguins are
providing a welcome distraction for many through live streaming. 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.
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.
Yours sincerely,
Owen Missen
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My name is Ellen Barabas and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I grew up
near Westernport Bay. The landscape and wildlife there have largely shaped my
upbringing, experiences and outlook on the world. Future generations deserve to
know and appreciate conservation and the natural environment. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. Thank
you, Ellen Barabas
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I make this submission as a concerned member of the community. I am deeply
worried about the climate emergency facing all of us. This project represents a step
backwards in the fight to save our planet from climate catastrophe. Instead of
entrenching dirty power infrastructure, we should be investing in renewable and
sustainable energy sources. This project puts a bandaid on an already broken energy
system. Australia already produces enough gas to meet demand, but due to gas
being shipped overseas by companies like AGL, we are now being told we need
more infrastructure to support local demand. If we continue to invest in projects like
this, in a few years we will find ourselves needing yet more dirty infrastructure that
will only pollute our earth and line the pockets of the already mega-rich. We need
to break this vicious cycle. We are only dependant on non-renewable energy
because our governments continue to chain us to them. We need to start directing
resources towards renewable energy sources that will properly provide for our
community's energies needs, without doing further, irreversible damage to the
environment. I strongly oppose this project and it should not be approved. These
views are entirely my own, thank you for considering my submission.

