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My name is Selim Dalvean and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Because of its
pristine natural beauty and it’s sea life, is this gas terminal really really important?
More important than the future of this waterway? 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 conserv
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My name is Charli Ross and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have lived here my whole life and would hate to see it destroyed over this!!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This
is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage
has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad
business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and
supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Charli Ross
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My name is Kara Ashton-Fox and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Not only does Western Port Bay function as an area for tourism and somewhere I
visit for holidays, it is a crucial environment for wildlife. There is no acceptable
justification for potentially harming this environment and its wildlife.

My name is Kara Ashton-Fox and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Not only does Western Port Bay function as an area for tourism and somewhere I
visit for holidays, it is a crucial environment for wildlife. There is no acceptable
justification for potentially harming this environment and its 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.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Kara Ashton-Fox
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My name is River Moore and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

western port bay is a rich and diverse Eco system which needs preserving and protecting. for the
sake of the 1350 species that call this place their home.

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

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

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

Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.

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

areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

The 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,
River Moore
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My name is Erin Martin and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay is
an incredibly beautiful area which has such a diverse range of ecosystems which
are so important to the internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife in the
area. The impact of a gas import terminal would be devastating. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As
well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The
impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental
health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and
the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form
of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should
be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of
our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per
cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in 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,â€¨Erin Martin
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The Mornington Peninsula Branch of BirdLife Australia wishes to support
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council in opposing the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty &
Crib Point-Pakenham Pipeline Project (Project) proposed by AGL and APA Group. We
oppose this project because of its impact on Western Port’s internationally
significant Ramsar wetlands and UNESCO Biosphere Reserve. The removal of over 15
hectares of native vegetation adjacent to the FSRU and Crib Point Receiving Facility
is a dramatic loss of habitat. Many birds require mature trees for nesting, others
require scrub. Once the nesting sites are gone so are the birds. Our records of over
30 years document a continued decline in bird numbers on the Mornington
Peninsula with many species no longer recorded. This foreshore area is one of the
last remaining examples of the habitat of Western Port. BirdLife Australia migratory
shorebirds team are submitting a more detailed submission separately.
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My name is Rosie Westbrook and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a pristine area of outstanding natural beauty and home to a stunning array of bird and animal life. It is also a
fragile environment of internationally recognised wetlands and marine national parks.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well
as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at
least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site
for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and
animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect
marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken
these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels. Renewable energy has become the
cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to
guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO.
The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO
adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will
be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
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,
Rosie Westbrook
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My name is Alex Pokrassen and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I live by the Westernport bay and it is cherished by my family and me. It is one of the
last pristine and untouched coastal areas in Victoria. Any damage to this area would
be irreversible and allowing big business to disrupt this ecological area sets a
terrifying precedent for our future.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Alex Pokrassen
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Submission to the Victorian Minister for Planning in Relation to AGL’s EES
My name is Rod Knowles and I live in Crib Point on Westernport Bay.
I enjoy fishing and swimming in Westernport Bay at Crib Point and living alongside a world
recognised Eco System
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increasing the
risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in the EES Main Report Chapter 16.1 to 16.9
The nearest homes to the import facility are less than 1 klm away and the Woolleys Beach
picnic area is only metres away from the proposed Crib Point Receiving Facility (CPRF)
site. If a Major incident were to occur and a LNG Vapour Cloud were to form the lives of the
Crib Point Community would be at serious risk.
Preliminary QRA’s Not On
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.
A.6 in Tech’ K explains what a Preliminary Quantitative Risk Assessment (PQRA) is.
It says:
“These risk numbers do not imply that an event will not occur for the specified time period.
These risk levels are statistical representations of risk. They provide a likelihood estimation
that an incident leading to a specific outcome might occur within this average timeframe”
What I am concerned about is that these PQRA’s and their estimations do not take into
account the untrustworthy culture, including safety culture, that exists in the proponents
energy company (Refer to the “Trackrecord” of the Save Westernport Submission SWP).
AGL Admit They Have a Bad Safety Culture
AGL has a culture of not abiding by rules, regulations and laws which has seen people killed,
6000 litres of Sulphuric acid go into a creek near their Bayswater Power Station in NSW, then
2 years later, due to bad maintenance again, they let over 45,000 litres of diesel escape into
the same creek. These are just a few examples of their bad culture and safety practices from
a long list that appears in the SWP Submission which has cost them $7,200,000 in fines over
the past 10 years. AGL’s most recent breaking of the law, that cost them $450,000 in fines,
was on August 3, 2020. This company has shown it does not learn from its mistakes.
The worrying thing is that AGL admit to this bad culture in their EES, where they say in
Attachment V clause 7.5.3:

“AGL understands the community concern about past behaviour. We need to do better. All
the breaches and fines referenced are publicly available”
“The breaches and the resulting fines are evidence that AGL is closely monitored, and
action is taken by both regulators and AGL to address past failures”
“In relation to the Project, AGL is not expecting the community to trust us and we
recognise the community can’t simply take our word that safety and environmental risks
will be well managed”.
(my emphasis)
AGL’s Trackrecord
How could any Government even contemplate allowing this type company, after such an
admission and with such an atrocious Trackrecord to be in control of, for the first time ever
in Australia, a floating gas factory known as an FSRU?
The EES says that the Dangerous Goods Act would be amended to cover AGL’s floating gas
terminal and would be recognised as a Major Hazard Facility. For the first time in Victoria a
MHF will be floating on water. A MHF where anything could happen (i.e. Coode Island)
floating On Westernport Bay right in the middle of a World recognised fragile Eco System
and migratory Bird path. A MHF on water would be fraught with danger and if a serious
accident, causing fire and explosion, took place involving the CPRF, the Jetty and/or the
FSRU, wide spread pollution of this waterway would take place.
Much off the pollution would be caused by firefighting foam entering the Bay. The foam is
to be stored in 2 portable foam carts on the Jetty and AGL say the kerb of the jetty will be
bunded to limit the foam going into the Bay and further, in 7.5.1 Tech Rpt K, AGL say “Foam
use on the jetty will be minimised as far as practicable to avoid environmental spill of fire
fighting foam.
If what AGL says wasn’t so serious it would be laughable, firefighters would be working hard
to put as much foam on the LNG fire as possible before there was an explosion that saw their
lives under threat, they would not be thinking to themselves we must minimise the foam use
so that it does not enter the water. Any kerb bunding to contain the foam is also laughable
when you take into account the expansion rate of the foam being 500 to 1and the likelihood
of a strong breeze blowing the Firefighting Foam every where
Retired Life and Fishing will Change
My wife and I live within 1,5k from the proposed Gas Terminal site and we are frightened
that we would be seriously affected by fire and explosion if something went wrong at the
site.
I retired to Crib point after spending 30 years as Professional Firefighter with the Melbourne
Metropolitan Fire Brigade and was involved in the Coode Island fire in 1991(started by a
lightning strike) and I know from experience that what can happen will happen.
At this point in time Crib Point is a lovely area to live. In summer we swim at Woolleys Beach
and I launch small aluminium boat at the gravel ramp at Woolleys beach and fish near the
Jetty. King George whiting, Snapper and Southern Calamari thrive in and around the Jetty, I
fear that on the arrival of the of the FSRU we will see the end of the fish, not only in vicinity

of the jetty, but all over Westernport Bay due to fish eggs being sucked into the huge FSRU’s
pumps and exterminated by the chlorination of the water.
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 would dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. AGL would draw
this water from the Bay and use it to regassify their liquefied gas. There is so much we do not
know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. AGL
have completed what can only be described as preliminary quantitative risk assessments on
some of the potential consequences of their gas import terminal. AGL does not address the
chronic effects of chlorine, CPOs and associated HOCs on benthic communities and seagrass.
Additionally due to flaws in calculation methodology for plankton intake we do not know how
much damage could be done to the cornerstone of the food chain.
Tourism Under Threat
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.
More emphasis on renewables required
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.
Bullying Tactics
AGL’s EES document contains in excess of 11,000 pages, there are 17 studies described in
detail, some of them highly technical in nature, and there is a relatively short deadline for
submissions. There has been very little community consultation, and now the IAC is asking
for submissions by August 26. This roughshod, standover and bullying tactics by the State
Government and AGL has made us feel even more disempowered, anxious and depressed.
There is good reason to believe that many people impacted by the FRSU proposal will feel
anxious, depressed and uncertain as they battle with the feelings of helplessness brought
about by the imbalance between the large, powerful and well-resourced AGL, and the

likelihood of achieving any modicum of success in their efforts to appeal against a decision to
proceed with the project.
The way the Government and AGL have treated us residents here at Crib Point is disgraceful











Key Areas of Concern
The lack of any detailed information about the experience of the Proponent (AGL) to develop
and operate this FSRU project as well as any information about its health, safety and
environmental policies and track record
Greenhouse gas emissions and climate change.
Marine ecology and biodiversity including impacts on the world renowned Westernport Bay
Ramsar wetlands and UNESCO Biosphere.
The loss of over 1500 hectares of native vegetation, potential impacts on the .endangered
Southern Brown Bandicoot, Gaping Sun-Orchid and terrestrial fauna adjacent to the FSRU
and Crib Point Receiving Facility.
Groundwater: including potential impacts on aquifers and ground water dependant
ecosystems,
Amenity: particularly noise impacts during construction and operation on nearby residences,
Transport and traffic: the inadequacy of the Transport Impact Assessment in the EES for the
purposes of competently assessing the transport and traffic impacts of the Project.
In Summary I contend that the EES:
Is manifestly inadequate to enable credible predictions to be made about the likely risk of
certain events occurring
Falls short of demonstrating that significant environmental effects of the Project can be
acceptably managed having regard for legislation, policy, best practice and the principles of
environmentally sustainable development.
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
community, precious wetlands of Westernport Bay and the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem.
Sincerely,
Rod Knowles
PS. See below a photo of the Mural that is situated in the centre of the Crib Point Township
it was painted by a local artist and depicts why we love Crib Point and its waterfront.
A waterfront that is going to be spoilt by the FSRU, if the go-ahead is given by the Minister.
The mural shows the abundance of wildlife on land and sea in and around Crib Point, wildlife
that will be destroyed by noise, light and sea pollution including the chlorinated water that
will pump into the bay daily. Untold amounts of fish eggs will be destroyed by being inducted
into the pumps the and exterminated by the chlorine, used to make the water sterile for
pump pipe work protection.
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Submission to the Victorian Government Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee
Background and Context
I am a long-term permanent resident living in Cowes, Phillip Island. I have
also been a registered psychologist for over 40 years, and a Fellow of The
Australian Psychological Society. On the basis of my psychology
qualifications and experience in dealing with mental health and wellbeing
issues over many years, I write this submission with a focus on the social and
human impact of the AGL proposal for the floating regasification and storage
unit (FRSU) at Crib Point in Westernport Bay. More specifically, I am
professionally concerned about the specific mental health status of residents
living in the areas surrounding Westernport Bay that is currently being
affected by Covid-19, and will continue to be exacerbated during the proposed
construction and long-term operation of the FRSU.
By way of background context, many people who reside permanently (and
those who choose to purchase properties with a view to later retirement)
around Westernport Bay do so because of the relaxed, quiet and peaceful
lifestyle, and the pristine environment of the Bay. It is a common phenomenon
in Australia and other countries for people across the broad economic
spectrum to make a ‘sea change’ decision to move away from crowded, busy
and noisy big cities. Many ‘sea changers’ are prepared to pay a premium and
some forego well-paid employment for the sense of community and relaxed
lifestyle afforded by unique locations such as Phillip Island and the
Mornington Peninsula. Westernport Bay with its Ramsar international
Wetlands Conservation status, and world-renowned aquatic and bird life, is a
sanctuary that residents find very attractive and calming. The absence of
major industries around the Westernport coastline adds to the sense of a calm
and quiet place sought after by local residents.
Residents and Island-based organisations such as the Phillip Island
Conservation Society and the Save Westernport group have proven in the
past to be very concerned about and protective of the Westernport Bay
environment. On Phillip Island for example, there have been large protests in
the past against various proposals for a car ferry from the Peninsula to Phillip
Island, and a container terminal at Hastings, largely on the basis that these
would create an industrial-like activity on the shores of both places and
unnecessary shipping activity across the pristine waters of the Bay.
There has been much public discussion and media attention concerning
serious mental health issues (such as depression, anxiety, and feelings of
disempowerment) affecting Australians, particularly over the last few years.
This is in part because of major crises related to climate change
(unprecedented drought, floods, and fires), terrorism and various public-driven
government inquiries into inappropriate abuse of power and position in
religious institutions, and more recently, mismanagement in aged care
facilities. The outbreak of Covid-19 and subsequent repeated lockdowns have
had a major negative impact on the mental health of Victorians, as people are

1

significantly restricted in their movements and normal family and social
contact. All of these traumatic social events have contributed significantly to a
well-documented increase in base levels of anxiety, depression (including an
alarming increase in suicide rates), and family violence.
The following figures might be of interest to anyone tempted to trivialize the
cumulative downward shift in mental health status of the Victorian (and
Australian) population in 2020. As recently as 6 August 2020 the
Commonwealth Health Minister announced that the Australian Government is
providing an additional $12 million to ensure that people in Victoria can
access 24/7 mental health support. This amount is in addition to the $190
million already pledged for mental health services by the Federal and
Victorian governments in March 2020.
There has been a 9.5% increase in the number of Victorians presenting to
hospital for self harm in July-August (a 33% increase since the same period in
2019). There has also been a 29% increase in mental health support
delivered by telephone. The Lifeline mental health hotline currently receives
one call every 30 seconds. The above figures represent only a small snapshot
of the mental health data that is available.
The significant impact of disaster (fires, drought, floods), and now Covid-19 on
the mental health of people across Australia is compounded by the chronic
nature of these events. The longer the event persists, the greater the negative
and cumulative impact on mental health. The proposed AGL FRSU project will
also have an additional long-term cumulative impact on the mental health
status of people living, working, and recreating around Westernport Bay
It is in the context of this background that I wish to highlight to the IAC
Commissioners the very significant negative impact the AGL project proposal
is, and will continue to have on the mental health of the many residents in
areas surrounding Westernport Bay.
Negative Impacts on Mental Health and Wellbeing
I respectfully submit the following observation on 6 key negative impact issues
associated with the AGL proposal, and pose some questions for each key
issue (in bold italics) for the IAC to carefully consider:
1. Learned Helplessness and Mental Health
AGL is a very large, influential (powerful), well-resourced organization.
AGL has spent inordinate amounts of money on developing the Crib
Point proposal and the EES studies and document. There is a massive
power imbalance between AGL and the Westernport Bay community.
The EES document contains in excess of 11,000 pages, there are 17
studies described in detail, some of them highly technical in nature,
and there is a relatively short deadline for submissions. There has
been very little community consultation, and the IAC will close
submissions on August 26. The Victorian State Government and the
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Minister for Planning has placed the Westernport community under
considerable pressure and stress with this deadline, despite pleas by
various organisations, including Save Westernport and the Bass Coast
Council (among others) on four occasions to delay the submission
timeline because of the pandemic. All of this to no avail. One might be
excused for perceiving that the Victorian Planning Minister and AGL
have colluded on a strategy of disempowering potential submitters.
Under the circumstances, many people in the Westernport Bay
community will feel very disempowered and anxious about writing a
formal submission. It is entirely unreasonable to expect any person to
read, digest and understand the contents of a document that is over
11,000 pages long. One can reasonably surmise that AGL has
deliberately adopted a not-uncommon and entirely transparent tactic in
presenting any potential submitters and antagonists with what can only
be perceived as an overwhelming and insurmountable task.
Why has AGL released the massive 11,000+ page EES at this time
in Victoria when the State is ravaged by the second wave of
Covid-19 virus, with very little community consultation, and
submissions due in a limited number of business days?
It would not be unreasonable to put a case that it is simply not possible
within the deadline for potential submitters, even with advanced
reading speed, to read and understand the EES and its technical
content and prepare a formal submission. This type of situation leads
to despair, anxiety, feelings of hopelessness, and depression. The
psychology literature on mental health makes regular mention of the
concept of ‘learned helplessness’, where an individual or group is
placed in a position where they feel powerless to act because of the
perceived vastness of the challenge, or the imbalance in power status.
In this present case, we find both. Learned helplessness brought about
through disempowerment, leads to anger, frustration, anxiety,
depression, and in general significantly reduced mental health and
wellbeing.
One can only wonder what the ‘pub test’ would say about the
‘reasonableness’ of the approach taken by AGL in producing the
EES that represents an overwhelming and insurmountable task
for many potential submitters?
2. ‘Bullying’ and Unconscious Bias
The Westernport Bay community could be excused for thinking that
AGL is in effect engaging in a form of ‘bullying’. They are posing an
insurmountable task for many, and seen to be using their power
position and vast resources to ‘bulldoze’ and fast track their way to a
successful commercial outcome, at the expense of the local
community. The feelings of the Bay community about being ‘bullied’ are
further reinforced by the perceived complicity of the Victorian Planning
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Minister in refusing the extend the deadline for submissions, whilst
permitting extra time for AGL to prepare their EES.
Whilst there are references to employment prospects and a community
fund, there is scarce detail as to how this will work in reality. The
relatively miniscule employment prospects and the ill-defined
community fund pale into insignificance when considering the scale of
the many negative human and social impacts that will be foisted by
AGL/APA on those who live, work and recreate around Westernport
Bay. It would be understandable if the Bay community felt unfairly
bullied and ‘bulldozed’ by AGL, and thought there was little hope to
influence the decision-making associated with this project and
proposal.
Does AGL realize or understand that because of the strategy they
have adopted in producing the insurmountable challenge for
potential opposition to their EES, that the community they
spuriously claim to be serving feels that they are being bullied
and disempowered by a large, very powerful and massively
resourced organization?
There is very clear potential for significant social impact on the
Westernport Bay residential community. Not only are potential
submitters set an insurmountable task, they may be experiencing a
deterioration of their mental health because of the stresses associated
with the time, effort and energy they are expending trying to oppose an
unwanted and arguably for many, unnecessary intrusion into their way
of life and sense of place. Frustration and feelings of helplessness will
occur for those who feel so overwhelmed that they cannot find the time,
energy and mental resources to cope with the massive EES and the
overwhelming nature of the submission task.
AGL makes little or no mention of the social impact that will result from
this project. At best, the EES demonstrates only very cursory interest in
the negative social and personal impact the FRSU project will have on
the population around Westernport Bay. This is interesting because the
AGL website specifically states that one of its important corporate
principles is about ‘meeting and exceeding community expectations’.
There is nothing about this project and the EES that supports and
reinforces that principle.
It is a well known scientific fact that when any person or organization
seeks to conduct research or studies to support their claim or position,
they must ensure that the paradigms used for such studies, and the
researchers paid to conduct them are designed in such a way as to
minimize what is known as ‘unconscious bias’. This term refers to
situations where studies are designed and conducted whilst being
funded by the very people that seek to gain a commercial or other
advantage from the outcomes. In short, it is argued that people and
organisations will seek out information, resources and data to support
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the case they are proposing, whilst ignoring or being (‘unconsciously’)
unaware of information, data, etc., that does not support the outcome
they are looking for.
The 17 studies conducted by AGL are a classic example of
‘unconscious bias’. Because of this bias, it follows that the studies will
inevitably find and produce data that supports the AGL proposal, and
lead to statements denying any significant negative impacts. There is
absolutely no evidence that there was any form of independence in the
way the studies were conducted and by whom.
There is good reason to believe that many people impacted by the
FRSU proposal will feel anxious, depressed and uncertain as they
battle with the feelings of helplessness brought about by the imbalance
between the large, powerful and well-resourced AGL, and the
likelihood of achieving any modicum of success in their efforts to
appeal against a decision to proceed with the project.
3. Impact on Climate Change
In the fight against global warming, the energy sector matters. The
objective for humankind is obvious: energy production must move
away from coal and gas to wind and solar sources supported by
batteries, pumped hydro and possibly hydrogen.
There is little, if any evidence in the EES that AGL cares about or has
any understanding of the extent to which their project will add to
accelerating climate change, and therefore impact the lives and
ongoing mental health status of the people living around Westernport
Bay. It is possibly also the case that AGL has very little idea about the
extent of community resistance to and anxiety about the
industrialization of Westernport Bay. One might also argue that AGL
ignores the Australian population’s opposition to the continued reliance
of Australia on carbon emitting, fossil based fuels. The Age newspaper
reported on 25 August that 25 leading climate change scientists in
Australia recently wrote to the Chief Scientist, Dr Alan Finkel saying
that his support for gas as an energy source ‘… is not consistent with a
safe climate nor, more specifically, with the Paris Agreement’.
According to Sustainability Victoria, 78% of Australians support the
2050 net zero emissions target, and believe that climate change
requires urgent action now. Locally, both the Bass Coast and
Mornington Shire Councils have declared a climate change emergency
in their respective regions. Internationally, in May of this year the
European Union announced a green stimulus program worth $1.2
trillion designed to immediately rebuild and decarbonize its economy.
Other countries such as South Korea and Vietnam are moving quickly
in the same direction. The Institute for Energy Economics and Financial
Analysis keeps a running total of the number of major international
financial institutions that are now blackballing fossil fuels. As of August
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2020, the count is 139 globally significant banks, insurers and asset
owners.
Increasingly, there are very valid arguments for not relying on the use
of gas (another fossil fuel) during the transition to more renewable
sources of energy. People who choose to live around Westernport Bay
do so arguably because of the pristine environment. Climate change
and a progressive increase in sea level are already having a significant
effect on coastal erosion in the Bay, and there is a good deal of
community concern and anxiety about the future. It is no coincidence
that both Bass Coast Shire and Mornington Shire Councils have
unanimously opposed the AGL FRSU proposal.
Does AGL fully comprehend the impact that the Crib Point FRSU
proposal will have on climate change, taking into account all of
the factors that contribute to the climate change cost across the
complete logistics chain of regasification?
There is already significant anxiety and despair about the current
Covid-19 situation in Victoria (and around the world), and about climate
change in general. The advent of this AGL proposal clearly adds to that
baseline. Many of the Westernport Bay population are aware of and
distressed by AGL’s deplorable environmental record. ABC television
recently described AGL, with its fleet of coal-fired power plants and gas
turbine generators, as the largest contributor to greenhouse gas in
Australia (in the order of 8.1% of Australia’s total emissions).
It is indeed unfortunate, and I would propose irresponsible, that the
EES lacks any significant reference to the FRSU project’s impact on
climate change, and therefore on people, not just around Westernport
Bay, but much further afield. High levels of emotional distress, anxiety
and depression will occur if this project is approved.
4. Impacts of Noise and Vibration
Noise and vibration impacts are but one example where the EES fails
completely to take into account the FRSU impact on the quality of life
and mental health status of Westernport Bay residents. For example,
there is some minor mention in the EES of the impact of noise on local
residents living close to the Crib Point facility and a so called ‘mitigation
strategy’ of warning residents 24 hours in advance of a LNG tanker
arriving at the FSRU at night.
What does AGL expect residents to do in the event of such
advance notice?
Are they expected to vacate their homes for the period? Will they be
issued with ear plugs? Or are they simply expected to roll over and
take the noise in their stride? Sleep disturbance has consistently been
shown in high quality research to have significant negative effects on
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mood states, mental health status, concentration, work performance
and relationships.
The EES document addresses very localized operational noise
emanating from the Crib Point facility. It does not address the noise
and vibration that will occur with the movement of very large LNG
tankers into the Bay, whilst waiting off the northern beaches of Phillip
Island before mooring alongside the FRSU at Crib Point, and departing
the Bay after unloading their LNG.
The EES chapter on transport fails to link the requirement for 900
double-B semitrailer trucks per year to deliver nitrogen to the gas
receiving plant, and an unspecified number of trucks removing the
predicted 25 tonnes of oil sludge each month from the FRSU. There
will be significantly increased noise and vibration for the residents
along the route, and a significantly increased amount of large vehicle
traffic on otherwise quiet roads.
There is no data in the EES related to the accurate measurement of 24
hour baseline noise levels across various sites in the Bay (not just
around Crib Point). Without this data there can be no strategies for
ongoing measurement of the increase in noise and vibration levels and
recognition of the cumulative effects likely to impact Bay residents.
Will AGL acknowledge and properly address the negative impact
of the FSRU operation and related shipping and road transport
movement noise on the people living around Westernport Bay?
Historically the area just off the northern beaches of Phillip Island,
between Cowes and Rhyll, has been used to ‘park’ large tankers
waiting to dock at the Crib Point refinery, and for the ‘parking’ of oil
drilling rigs towed into Westernport Bay for maintenance. The noise
and vibration generated by these very large vessels is constant and
particularly intrusive at night, even in standby mode. AGL proposes to
bring up to 40 very large LNG tankers per year into the Bay, yet there
is no mention of the very real impact the noise and vibration from this
shipping activity will have on the sleep patterns and mental health of
local residents on Phillip Island.
5. Industrialization of Westernport Bay
The proposal by AGL for the establishment of the FRSU facility along
with the attendant LNG tanker movements in and out of the Bay will
industrialize what has hitherto been a pristine aquatic environment with
international Ramsar Convention on Wetlands status, with co-existing
peaceful and quiet seaside towns and villages. It seems obvious that in
the thoughts and actions of AGL, the opportunistic commercial gains to
be achieved because of the proposed FRSU far outweigh the negative
impact on the lives and mental health of the surrounding residents.
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Where in the EES does AGL acknowledge the potential negative
impacts on residents of the industrialization of the predominantly
quiet and pristine recreational and residential nature of
Westernport Bay?
The shipping movements each year of up to forty 300 metre long and
50 metre high and wide LNG tankers will inevitably pose a serious
threat, not only to a range of aquatic mammals that presently frequent
the Bay, but also to the people who use the waters of Westernport Bay
for sailing, fishing, boating, surfing, kayaking and swimming. Transport
Victoria states that in the region of 200,000 boats are launched in
Westernport Bay each year, providing recreation activities and
presumably mental health enhancement for up to half a million people.
Why does the EES not include reference to the possible risk of
shipping accidents and the impact of shipping movements on
recreational activities and aquatic mammals visiting Westernport
Bay?
The EES does not address the issue of recreational activity conflict and
accidents, and/or outline emergency plans for the potential occurrence
of shipping related accidents and incidents in the Bay.
An important impact of the further industrialization of Westernport Bay
is the degree to which the significant changes to the Bay will contribute
to a widespread sense of ‘loss of place’. Humans identify strongly with
and gain a strong sense of security from their ‘place’, and the homes
they build in that ‘place’. To significantly and permanently alter the very
nature of Westernport Bay through industrialization, essentially
changes the essence of peoples’ ‘place’, contributing to further
uncertainty and anxiety within the Bay population. For every Bay
resident, it is probable that their home (their ‘place’) is their most
significant asset. There is a very real possibility that the
industrialization of the Bay, along with climate change and rising sea
levels, will not only devalue their properties, but also significantly
disturb their sense of place and feelings of psychological security.
If Victoria and the east coast of Australia absolutely must have an
FRSU option (perhaps the jury is still out on this issue?), the impacts of
industrialization would arguably be far better addressed by serious
consideration of the alternative proposals to develop FSRU facilities in
Corio Bay and Port Kembla, where there already exist significant
energy-related industrial facilities and close transport/piping links.
Why is AGL persisting with their FRSU proposal when there are
other more viable and less-impactful and challenging locations
available in Victoria and along the east coast of Australia?
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6. Impact on Landscape and Visuals
The only significant reference in the EES to landscape and visuals is
focused on the proposed gas pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham.
Why does the AGL EES completely ignore the negative impact of
the FRSU facility and tanker movements on the visual landscape
of Westernport Bay?
The tankers that the FRSU facility will attract, moving into the Bay,
parking in the Bay, and departing the Bay would by far be the most
dominant visual feature from any line of sight vantage point, both day
and night.
The coastline and waters of Westernport Bay provide world-class
visual and other amenity for those who reside around the Bay, and also
for those who visit Phillip Island and the Mornington Peninsula for the
substantial tourist attractions of the Bay area. It is clear from my
discussions with a range of people on Phillip Island for example, that
no one wants their environment, the Westernport Bay coastline, and
the currently pristine visual amenity of the Bay destroyed by the
industrial visages associated with the FRSU and the visiting LNG
tankers.
Conclusion
The EES document provided by AGL is fundamentally flawed; the 17 studies
lack any form of independent process and analysis, and are clearly subject to
excessive ‘unconscious bias’. The commercial motivation that sits behind and
drives the AGL/APA proposal is inevitably in opposition with the lifestyle and
mental health needs of the Bay population. This motivation informs the lessthan-transparent, flawed effort to dissuade potential submitters by
overwhelming their efforts to oppose the proposal. Further, the EES
document is not supported by sufficient data on human and social impacts,
there is little if any acknowledgement of mental health impacts, and there are
omissions relating to several other critical human and aquatic life issues.
AGL has seriously ignored one of its own key ethical principles in not ‘…
meeting and exceeding community expectations’. If AGL did desire to meet
and exceed the Westernport Bay community expectations, it would not
proceed with this FRSU proposal. In ignoring its own corporate ethical
standards, AGL is significantly adding to the mental health deterioration of the
very people it purports to be serving. Further, by effectively destroying the
current ‘sense of place’ so revered and sought after by many people around
the Bay, AGL will have knowingly contributed to elevated levels of anxiety,
depression, and reduced mental health and wellbeing.
On this basis alone, the EES should be rejected.
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The AGL proposal is significantly flawed at the global macro level. The future
of the gas industry in times of serious climate change, and the existence and
rise of affordable renewable energy sources raises very serious questions for
the future of the Australian gas industry. The claim by AGL that their
proposed FRSU will reduce the cost of gas to Victorians, may well prove to be
false (given global pricing parity principles), and ignores the cost to the
environment and climate change. Australia does not need to add further
contributions to global warming at a time when climate change is
demonstrably producing extreme fire, flood, and drought events.
The EES also fails at the micro level. There is precious little emphasis in the
EES on the impact on the most important resource of all: the human
population. There is no effective mention of climate change impacts, noise
and vibration impacts on the population, the potential effects of large shipping
movements on accidents in the Bay, nor of the visual landscape that will be
forever altered by industrialization.
There appears to be no recognition whatsoever by AGL that their FRSU
proposal will destroy the pristine and calming nature of Westernport Bay. It is
well documented that there are very positive mental health and wellbeing
effects to be gained by proximity to undisturbed aquatic and coastal
environments. This AGL proposal is diametrically opposed to this very
significant benefit for the human population around the Bay.
There are other very viable alternative sites for such a project (should it be
required at all) that provide clearly better resources, without the negative
environmental, human and aquatic life impacts associated with this current
proposal.
I respectfully urge the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee to:
• reject the EES as a balanced and plausible independent scientific
investigation into the negative impacts on Westernport Bay
• seriously question AGL regarding the motivation driving the proposal,
and the compromises and flaws that might entail
• question why AGL has (deliberately?) chosen to ignore the negative
human mental health impacts of the FRSU project
There are a number of very logical and reasonable grounds for the IAC and
the Victorian Government to reject the AGL FRSU proposal in its entirety.
In finishing I would like to include a poignant quotation from someone living on
Westernport Bay:
‘As you know, in Stage 4 lockdowns one of the few ways we can get out of the house is for
exercise within 5km of our homes. For many of us in Westernport that can mean a walk on
the beach or at least looking at it. Every time I do that now I think about what my vista will
look like with all the big LNG tankers coming through the Bay (at least a 40% increase in
huge ships), and when I'm knowing that the FSRU is damaging the environment just around
the corner from me. My attempt to get some solace during lockdown is always shadowed by
this now. I think for many of us it also plugs into a deep and ongoing grief about what we are
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My name is Carly Robertson. I’m a Victorian resident and a passionate advocate for the
protection of the environment in Westernport Bay.
I've visited the Westernport Bay area many times with friends and family as I continue to explore
places of natural beauty in Victoria. The beaches, wetland areas and wildlife are treasures that I
cherish.
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.
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.
Gas is a fossil fuel. It is not a “bridging fuel” to lower carbon emissions. It emits roughly half the
co2e of coal when burnt for energy and because gas is essentially methane it is worse than coal
over a 20 year period. On top of this, emissions from gas extraction and production in Australia
are increasing Australia’s emissions overall. Importing gas to Victoria from, elsewhere in
Australia or from overseas, makes no sense either as this may be as bad for emissions as coal.
I strongly believe governments need to plan better over a much longer term timeframe and to
pull support from industries that are increasing and perpetuating emissions instead of driving
them down.
The effects of global warming on Australia are already evident. The catastrophic bushfires of
last summer and the record temperatures and droughts Australia has sustained in the last
decade have alerted me to the folly of any new fossil fuel projects in Australia when renewables
offer a clear advantage.

Australia cannot afford to get any hotter or drier. The world needs to reduce carbon emissions,
which means every country needs to contribute. If we are to meet our Paris agreement
obligations and get to zero net carbon by 2050 there cannot be any commitment to new gas,
and existing gas needs to be phased out.
Instead AGL should be investing more in renewables and renewable infrastructure. Instead of
promoting a “gas-fired” economic recovery governments should be promoting future
technologies that will bring emissions down. The federal and state governments should be
providing assistance and incentives to encourage both domestic and industrial consumers to
transition away from gas.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and
more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Carly Robertson
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AGL’s rationale for the project ignores what we can and need to do to reduce our
gas usage in Victoria One of AGL’s key arguments for the need to develop a gas
import terminal is the projected shortfall in gas supplies in eastern Australia around
2024/25 assuming increased need for gas to heat our homes and power our
industry. But AGL’s report grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria (balancing gas demand and supply with demand-side
measures). According to a recent report by energy consultants Northmore Gordon
(commissioned by Environment Victoria), the state of Victoria could reduce its gas
consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 using existing technology
and targeted economic support. This means that with the right government policies,
Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas, meaning that we do not need
new gas fields, nor gas import terminals like the proposal for Westernport Bay. If we
support energy efficiency improvements in homes and businesses, and switch
appliances from using gas to electricity, we will lower energy costs for consumers
and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is true even when much of our
electricity is generated by fossil fuels, but will get even better as more of our
electricity is generated through renewables. AEMO’s recently published “2020
Integrated System Plan (ISP)”, the country’s most sophisticated modelling effort to
analyse the cheapest way to develop our national electricity market confirms this
trend. The ISP assumes that as coal power stations retire, they will be replaced with
renewables because the cost of wind and solar technology are the cheapest and
obvious replacement. To get this project approved AGL is required to pass through
an enormous number of environmental and engineering hoops. Why is this work
more important than reducing carbon emissions? Why go to all this trouble? AGL
continues to be one of Australia’s largest contributors to climate change. It is time to
change direction. Gas burns, it leaks, it causes health issues, sometimes killing
people (at work and in their homes). Stop this project now and concentrate on the
future of renewable energy and the health of the planet.
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The MPVA supports the strong opposition of the Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council, and others, on the Environment Effects Statement for the proposed Gas
Import Jetty & Pipeline Project. The specific Draft Evaluation Objectives we would
make a submission on are the social, economic, amenity & land use, water &
catchment values, and waste management. Social, Economic, Amenity & Land Use
Many Mornington Peninsula vineyards, wineries and cellar doors are located on the
eastern slopes of the peninsula facing Western Port, and there has been very
significant investment by the industry to create a world-class destination for our
internationally-recognised wines and also the restaurants, accommodation and
cultural attractions – notably sculpture - that work alongside them. These
developments have been made with sensitivity to the Green Wedge planning
overlays, the environment, and the intrinsic beauty of the region. In 2019
Mornington Peninsula was the most-visited wine region in Australia (Tourism
Australia, 2019). The industry contributed over $194 million in economic output last
year (Remplan 2020). Tourism is a very significant contributor to the sustainable
future of the wine industry, and the proposed works, which essentially reindustrialise the area will have a negative impact on the clean, natural environment
and high value visitation the industry attracts to the small Western Port townships.
The mere visual impact of LNG bulk carriers constantly moving in and out of the bay
will detract from the experience of visiting the region. The huge increase in heavy
vehicles on local roads, both during the 27 months of construction at Crib Point, and
the estimated 900 B-double liquid nitrogen trucks, plus additional odorant-shipping
trucks, per annum using Coolart Road will create accident risks, and road disrepair in
areas already poorly maintained and with intersections not designed for them. The
amenity of the region – quiet and rural - will be completely changed for at least the
project life of over twenty years. Water & Catchment Values - MPVA notes the
council’s concerns in their thorough investigation of the technical reports (beyond
our resources to conduct) that ‘The EES fails to ensure best practice environmental
assessment and management of potential Project impacts on groundwater, risking
damage to aquifers and groundwater dependent ecosystems on the Peninsula’. As
many of our members rely on groundwater for our vineyards, this is of great
concern. The interaction with surface water and run-off is also an significant issue
for land users, and the MPVA has for many years run its own water monitoring
program (Water Watch), to ensure our own farming and manufacturing activities do
not have a negative impact on the catchment, or downstream to Western Port itself.
As an industry we need sustainable water use and stewardship of what is a very
limited resource. Waste Management Greenhouse gas emissions and climate change

are huge issues for bot

Mornington Peninsula Vignerons’ Association Incorporated (MPVA)
Our Role
1. To promote the wines and region of the Mornington Peninsula.
2. Be an effective peak body to represent and advocate for the wine industry of the Mornington
Peninsula to government and liaise with related industry and regional associations.
3. Provide technical and research support and activities to encourage profitable and
sustainable businesses for continual advancement.
The MPVA supports the strong opposition of the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council, and others, on the
Environment Effects Statement for the proposed Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline Project. The specific Draft
Evaluation Objectives we would make a submission on are the social, economic, amenity & land use,
water & catchment values, and waste management.
Social, Economic, Amenity & Land Use
Many Mornington Peninsula vineyards, wineries and cellar doors are located on the eastern slopes of the
peninsula facing Western Port, and there has been very significant investment by the industry to create a
world-class destination for our internationally-recognised wines and also the restaurants,
accommodation and cultural attractions – notably sculpture - that work alongside them. These
developments have been made with sensitivity to the Green Wedge planning overlays, the environment,
and the intrinsic beauty of the region. In 2019 Mornington Peninsula was the most-visited wine region in
Australia (Tourism Australia, 2019). The industry contributed over $194 million in economic output last
year (Remplan 2020).
Tourism is a very significant contributor to the sustainable future of the wine industry, and the proposed
works, which essentially re-industrialise the area will have a negative impact on the clean, natural
environment and high value visitation the industry attracts to the small Western Port townships. The
mere visual impact of LNG bulk carriers constantly moving in and out of the bay will detract from the
experience of visiting the region.
The huge increase in heavy vehicles on local roads, both during the 27 months of construction at Crib
Point, and the estimated 900 B-double liquid nitrogen trucks, plus additional odorant-shipping trucks, per
annum using Coolart Road will create accident risks, and road disrepair in areas already poorly
maintained and with intersections not designed for them. The amenity of the region – quiet and rural will be completely changed for at least the project life of over twenty years.
Water & Catchment Values
MPVA notes the council’s concerns in their thorough investigation of the technical reports (beyond our
resources to conduct) that ‘The EES fails to ensure best practice environmental assessment and
management of potential Project impacts on groundwater, risking damage to aquifers and groundwater
dependent ecosystems on the Peninsula’. As many of our members rely on groundwater for our
vineyards, this is of great concern. The interaction with surface water and run-off is also an significant
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My name is Joe Van Dijk and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I use westernport
bay everyday of my life. Don’t want to see it’s it’s marine suffer because people
want to pollute the earth with more fossil fuels 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.
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Please find my submission letter attached

Ms Marion Harper
Merricks North, 3926

August 2020

Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
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 of noise and other pollutions on this Ramsar Wetland and
a UNESCO Biosphere Reserve.
Underwater noise pollution is a major concern with this project t and AGL
acknowledges there have been zero studies to measure the soundscape of
Westernport. What’s more there are no sound impact studies in Westernport or
ever with a berthed FSRU, LNG or petroleum carrier. So AGL have modelled
their study on what they call a similar operation to which they give no details of
the comparable soundscape.
Their report states that the amount of sound coming out of the operation is
expected to elicit behavioural changes in dolphins, whales and seals.
It is reported that even whales entering Westernport Bay will be able to hear the
sound. Whales and dolphins that enter “the wider area” (vague) around the jetty
will experience acoustic masking ~ meaning it’s too loud to communicate. This is
still considered to be a “minor and negligible” impact on the population level. This
may be true for the species as a whole, but AGL have not factored in the
community level, and that there is at least one pod of resident Burrunan dolphins
who will be hugely impacted by this noise. Some Westernport locals report
having seen this pod here for 30 years!
The operations noise is said to likely deter fish from the area, altering the
foraging and ecosystem dynamics of crib point and its surrounds.
The report even states that within 12-48hours fish will subject themselves
to irrecoverable injury from the sound pollution.
Furthermore, AGL have assumed that the existing harbour operations already
create a noise field that alters the marine receptors. This is simply not the case.
AGL’s report dismisses the impact of underwater noise on sharks and rays as
they “have a poor hearing sensitivity” and “are not known to use acoustic signals

for communication.” Sharks, like bony fishes, possess an inner ear and a lateral
line, which are sensitive to underwater vibrations and sounds. Compared to
marine mammals, sharks have a very narrow hearing range but are known to be
particularly sensitive to very low frequencies.
AGL talks about modelling this project on a sound pollution profile (derived from a
completely different operation in a completely different environment) but they
never mention the actual intensity or frequency of sound that will be emitted from
this operation, which makes it unclear whether it will or won’t effect sharks and
rays.
As for invertebrates (snails, scallops, crays, crabs, worms etc..) they are
most at risk from noise pollution “invertebrates are likely to be disturbed
THROUGHOUT Western Port Bay.”
“The worst-case consequence for individual animals can be expected to be
moderate to MAJOR.” Again AGL conclude that on a population level the effects
will be negligible, which means too bad for any invertebrates living in or nearby
(vague) the operations area 🤷🏼♀ It’s concerning to read these conclusions that
noise pollution from the operation will damage and displace invertebrates and fish
from the crib point areas.
This will no doubt have flow on effects to the mangrove ecology, food availability
for migratory seabirds and waders, marine mammals, sharks, rays and other
predatory fish.
It is vital that further site specific, thorough and qualitative research is needed
around sound and chlorine impacts before this project can even be considered.
Yours sincerely

Marion Harper
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My name is Matt Davies and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It\'s beautiful, and a natural environment that shouldn\'t be disturbed by a 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 impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve
and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to
contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and
the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be
home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the
Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected
as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects
like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could
have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater
will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we face right
now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions
from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a
threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and
supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a
gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in
their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact
of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the
EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in
the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important
ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Matt Davies
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My name is Byron Leeworthy and I visit Westernport Bay often. the biodiversity and
chance to get a small taste of untouched nature and a natural healthy ocean
environment is unparalleled in almost all of 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 and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve
area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
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Tuesday, 25th August 2020
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Victorian Government
Melbourne, VIC 3000

Dear Inquiry and Advisory Committee, my name is Jessica Bhardwaj and I visit Westernport Bay
often. Western Port bay is important to me because it represents the best aspects of Victorian community and
nature. The diverse, abundant flora and fauna present in the bay bring it to life and provide immense
hospitality for all Victorian families.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the
impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib
Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception
that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery
site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves
stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is
an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants
and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken
these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The 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.
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,
Jessica Bhardwaj
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My name is Seb Brennan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. it’s
a beautiful place that shouldn’t be destroyed by scum, need I say more? I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environm
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My name is Daniel Lannan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is environmentally significant. It has a diverse range of flora and
fauna and provides habitat for international migratory birds. It is a Ramsar site and
UNESCO Biosphere reserve and is home to three marine national parks.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Daniel Lannan
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My name is Jess and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It provides home to many
local people and marine life. Devastation to this area will not only impact marine
habitats but add to climate change. Devastation to this area such as an explosion
or spill will have massive impacts to this place we call home. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access
to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush
or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there
is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will
have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch
as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on
earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are
a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue. Wetlands contain a
disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible
for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such
as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important
as a defense against the impacts of climate change. 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, Jess Laing
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My name is Dylan Henry and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It provides home to
many local people and marine life. Devastation to this area will not only impact
marine habitats but add to climate change. Devastation to this area such as an
explosion or spill will have massive impacts to this place we callhome I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access
to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush
or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there
is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will
have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch
as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on
earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are
a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue. Wetlands contain a
disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible
for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such
as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important
as a defense against the impacts of climate change. 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, Dylan Henry
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And Save our Westernport Bay

I relocated from Sandringham to Somers 5 years ago, attracted by the
unique environment and unspoilt beauty of Westernport Bay, recognised
by Ramsa as a Wetland of international importance. I have learned that
this unique and fragile place is also a beautiful sanctuary for people, sea
mammals, such as whales, furs seals and dolphins and migratory and
local birds.
My family delight in their stays at their Somers ‘home’, to enjoy the
wildness of the foreshore, the swims, the sand dunes, the beautiful bush
walks and the preciousness of nature and all who live there. natural
environment as well as the changes seasons bring to it. What a
wonderful grounding for my grandchildren, time out to explore, wonder
and just be and learn to appreciate and respect the natural world.
My daily walks on the foreshore are a blessing, the waters clean, the
coast line ever changing with our strong tidal systems that wash up large
varieties of usually hidden treasures such as seaweeds, sponges,
crustaceans, jellyfish, shark eggs and mangrove seed pods, providing a
peak at what’s below the surface. A rich diversity of life.
I’m also fascinated by the variety of birds that live on the bay or around
her shores. In the summer of 2018, migratory swans found refuge in our
bay for a week or so, one morning on my walk I noticed that only a solo
swan was left. It appeared to have a damaged wing, a very sad sight to
see and was the subject of much community concern. Fresh water was
left out for the bird and on my daily walk I was relieved every day to see
that it had survived the night. The swan stayed through the autumn and
the winter and in the spring we were all delighted to see another swan
had arrived with two signets, they stayed together for a few days and
then flew away. A family reunion? Maybe, I like to think so. It was the
cause of much celebration.
Walking to Sandy Point is a sheer joy, the beauty of the bleached
banksia trunks that have been uprooted from their sand dunes by the
wild storms and now lay silvered by sun and sea water. The clear
waters in their aqua’s and blues revealing small fish darting from our

shadows or those caste by a hunting bird. The walk reveals a changing
landscape and the high tidal changes can make this an exciting
adventure for those caught unaware. It is when reaching beautiful and
historic Sandy Point that you can truly appreciate the beauty of
Westerport Bay as the separation between Philip Island and French
Island is seen for the first time revealing the grandeur of her waters.
I learned to kayak in Westernport Bay motivated by the proximity of our
resident dolphins . To watch them hunt and play and to witness their
curiosity as they swim among people, play with dogs and come up to
yachts and small boats. I’ve had the privilege of having a proud mother
swim right up to my kayak with her young pup trustingly almost placing
her head on my bow, as if to say look at the wonder I’ve created.
Unforgettable. Westernport Bay is also a refuge for migratory whales
with Southern Right Whales, Humpbacks and Killer Whales being
regular visitors.

The AGL proposal threatens the pristine environment of Westernport
Bay. They plan to draw water from the bay to thaw their frozen gas. In
this process our sea water is chlorinated to destroy all living things and
cooled by another 7 degrees celsius before being dumped back into the
bay. Imagine the impact of 468 million litres of cooled chlorinated water
being dumped in the bay everyday. How can this not have impact? How
can it not destroy a beautifully balanced eco system?
This totally goes against our commitment as a signatory to the Ramsar
Convention of Wetlands of International Importance to protect
Westernport Bay.
To add insult to injury AGL could install a closed system to recycle the
chlorinated waters, without dumping them in the bay. They have so little
respect for the environment that they are unwilling to do so, citing cost
as a prohibitor. A much greater cost would be the denigration of these
wetlands for the future generations of people, grasses, mammals, fishes
and crustaceans that inhabit or visit his wonderful place.

AGL’s project has a 20year lifespan before it changes to renewables.
Is 20 years delay really worth the destruction of our beautiful Bay?
Renewables are available now, they are efficient, effective , cleaner and
cheaper than the price we pay for our current forms. A much greater
cost is to enable short term greed to delay the use of renewable energy
and in the process destroy an amazingly complex wetland and marine
environment. Gas is toxic, its destructive and it’s ultimately far too costly.
Wetlands are amazing places and are among the most biodiverse eco
systems in the world. Research suggests that they can also capture and
store large amounts of carbon lessening the impact of climate change.
Shouldn’t we be protecting this unique and irreplaceable wetland on
Melbourne’s doorstep for future generations? Not only for our people to
witness and enjoy, but also or for the survival of the huge variety of
species in their own right. Is it not our sacred duty to do so?
Say no to AGL!
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My name is Colin Gardner and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Western Port is
a Ramsar listed wetland and along with Port Phillip Bay and Edithvale wetlands
forms a group of protected wetland environments for aquatic and bird species for
the benefit of the future. They must be preserved for many reasons. 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 li
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My name is Dylan Teuma and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
I grew up on phillip island being a surfer, swimmer, fisher and nature lover
western port bay has all of that! I spent 17 years living there and enjoying and
experiencing what westernport has to offer. It would be a real shame to see
something like this go ahead!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing
would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in
EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about
1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present
preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine
land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species
including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot.
Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for
an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally

inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Dylan Teuma
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My name is Helmy Cook and I live in Glen Waverley. I live here for work but grew up
in East Gippsland, surrounded by the beauty of nature. After the bushfires of
2019/2020, people are suffering. Loss of lives, homes and livelihoods; loss of habitat
for animals and birds, loss of diversity and beautiful forest. For my family, in
comparison, small things: two weeks in January on Kangaroo Island, booked 6
months in advance, cancelled. It may never be the same. Christmas time with family
cut short with evacuations from East Gippsland. Wearing facemasks here in
Melbourne for smoke. Next Christmas we should probably expect not to be able to
use the Gippsland Lakes because of the blue-green algae that often accompany fire
and rain. How do we remain positive and hopeful? We have embraced the positive
change. Covered the house in solar panels and our fully electric car arrives this week.
We have disconnected the gas, changing over our hot water system and cooktop.
We don’t want any CO2 producing energy sources on our property. Above all, we
vow to use our voices to help drive policy change at every level of government. That
brings me to the pipeline. A further investment in CO2 producing energy for the next
20 years. With big ships bringing the gas into an internationally significant wetland. A
place locals and Melbournians rely on for respite from our busy and worrying world,
not reminders of things going to hell in a handbasket with no foresight. I have seen
the extensive AGL ESS documents. My questions to you: 1. How is climate change
properly factored into the impacts of this project? From what I can see, it focuses on
the CO2 the project produces, and ignores the fact that it is pumping a fossil fuel.
Something that is no longer needed or wanted. Evidence says it will not result in
lower power prices in Victoria. 2. Effects on the wetland have been investigated in
detail in Chapter 7 (Terrestrial and Freshwater biodiversity), but the chronic effects
of chlorine disinfection by-products on sedentary organisms has not been assessed
to the high degree of confidence required for a Ramsar-listed wetland. Why is this
good enough? Thank you for considering my submission.
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My name is Clare Wilson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting

consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Clare Wilson
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My name is Sean Kelly and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is an unspoiled and pristine geographical treasure, rich and
diverse in it's flora and fauna. Being somewhat off the beaten track it's an
easily exploitable location for corporate profiteering at the expense of the local
communities.
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,
Sean Kelly
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My name is Annabel Mason and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Marine parks across VICTORIA are precious and fragile. Westernport bay is important to me as a
unique Victorian ecosystem where people fauna and flora all can thrive and live.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks
to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful
in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the
century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and
energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad
business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to
move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into
the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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 Mason
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My name is Lachlan Wright and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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,
Lachlan Wright
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As a Labor voter I strongly object to this proposed project on the following grounds:
Methane leakage, a by-product of this industry is known to be a greater cause of
climate change than emissions from the coal industry. Because of rapidly advancing
sustainable energy technology, in 10 years' time this project will be a defunct white
elephant leaving behind a path of devastation, not only in the waters of Western
Port but also in the corridor through which the pipe line passes where there are
known populations of endangered bandicoots. It will result in a significant loss of
biodiversity. This government may believe this project will result in short term
political gain. In my opinion it will not. However, it will certainly result in long term
environmental destruction, biodiversity loss and accelerated climate change. Is this
the goal of this government? I certainly hope NOT.
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25th August 2020

To Whom it may concern,
My name is Emma Leitinger and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Unique ecosystem which deserves to be protected for future generations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the 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,
Emma Leitinger
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My name is Kerri Wellman and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.

It\'s a lovely and diverse section of Victorian coastline that is very accessible, with many great family
oriented attractions, walks and communities to visit. The cleanliness of the bay\'s beaches, waterways
and parks are part of its appeal.

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

The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area
nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.

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

Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about

how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

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

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,

Kerri Wellman
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Hello,
My name is Maggie Shapter and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The Westernport Bay is a beautiful area and important ecosystem that is home to
precious flora and fauna. The thought of it being destructed or its ecosystem
compromised is absolutely heartbreaking.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other
marine mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at
1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This
means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these
numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries
consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping
operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the
visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation
Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the 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,
Maggie Shapter
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My name is Frances Walpole and I visit Westernport Bay often. I visit this area often
and appreciate the aesthetic natural marine and coastal environments that are
offered in the location. I also appreciate the importance it has in providing habitat
for unique and special species such as the weedy sea dragon There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. Natural environments play
a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. 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. Millions of
Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels.
The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. This proposal to
build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate. thank you for the opportunity to include my submission Sincerely
Frances Walpole
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My name is Janice Gardner and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Western Port is
a listed Ramsar site, one of 64 in Australia. It is home to a unique population of
aquatic animals and birds. As such it forms a vital part of our local ecosystems and
also a place for humans to relax and experience nature. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life
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My name is Jade Hutchinson and I visit Westernport Bay often. I visit western port
bay and it’s surroundings such as Phillip Island and point leo every week to surf and I
am always blown away by its beauty and abundance of wildlife I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
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My name is Jack Dowson and I visit Westernport Bay often.
All marine life provide so much for us in the way biodiversity, food, tourism, culture, recreation and
the importance of the Westernport ecosystem outweighs any non renewable energy scheme.
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,
Jack Dowson
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My name is Jon Luu and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport bay is important to me as it personally gives me to opportunity to be
with nature and appreciate the country we live in with it's beautiful coastlines. Also, I
value it’s importance of supporting the multitude of marine life that call this place
home.
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.
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,
Jon Luu
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My name is Georgia Robinson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is a place filled with precious life that we need to protect. Our entire planet demands
protection, even local places that don’t reach the tv screens. Gorgeous and unique beaches are
within this area and it would be horrible to think i did not help
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the
risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES
should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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 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,
Georgia Robinson
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My name is Andrew Lee and I live in the
Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay is literally right on my door step. I live 25
metres from the beach. It is a resource we have come to share with other Victorians
over many decades. Fishing, sailing and beach life have been part of my everyday
life. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel
project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
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My name is Liam Wolters and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Ive lived my whole 23 years 200m too the entrance of Western Port bay in
Flinders, I've learned to surf in Western Port, learned to fish in Western Port,
spent many hours down at the beach enjoying the beautiful coastline. Its
HOME!
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.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on the local community would be unacceptable.
There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Liam Wolters
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The AGL gas proposal for WesternPort Bay is running counter to the climate
changing objectives of preserving nature, protecting fauna and flora species now
and for the future. Migratory birds from Siberia gather here, mangrove ecology to
be damaged by pipes to Pakenham. The contingency plans for this project seem
dodgy, a blanket of corporate speak to cover public out rage. I'm concerned for the
safety of local residents in the area of the proposed build. When will greed and
monetary objectives stop? Another governmental railroading exercise that offends
my environmental and spiritual conscience and offends nature's magnificence.
Please STOP the proposal. Gather gas elsewhere.
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My name is Matthew Harris and I visit Westernport Bay often. Western port bay is
important to me as it holds a special place in my heart for all the timeless memories
it has given me growing up as a child from surfing at point Leo to enjoying the
sunshine with my family, it would be a shame to see it disappear I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and
physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature
and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental
grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can
result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a
lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is
the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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 d

My name is Matthew Harris and I visit Westernport Bay often. Western port bay is
important to me as it holds a special place in my heart for all the timeless
memories it has given me growing up as a child from surfing at point Leo to
enjoying the sunshine with my family, it would be a shame to see it disappear I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I
will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact
on the local community. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the
mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss
of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation
or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health
conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine
and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. 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. Small marine organisms
which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels

far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a
billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife. Thank you
once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the
impact on the local community would be unacceptable. There are many other viable,
and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely, Matthew Harris
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My name is Annie Dickson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Because all bays and wetlands and wildlife is important to me and shouldnâ€™t be
tampered with. Leave them alone. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and
the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the
impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most
tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on
earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are
a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue. The 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, Annie Dickson
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My name is Paul Fleer and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I volunteer at a campsite at Somers and have often swum in the bay, and have been
able to share the joy of taking a wheelchair-bound child out into the water to swim
with the dolphins.I have also spent countless hours walking through the wetlands
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Paul Fleer
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My name is Gareth Kennedy and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Western Port is
nature's classroom for Melbourne. It's the lighthouse on the hill for a better future.
It's an incredible natural asset and home, or migratory path, to so much wildlife. It's
also a tourism location of global significance. 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. 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.
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Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
cribpoint.iac@delwp.vic.gov.au
24 August 2020
Attention: Minister for Planning
Dear Minister Wynne,
Thank you for this opportunity to lodge a submission of feedback regarding the EES for the gas
import jetty works and gas pipeline project at Crib Point.
As a permanent resident of Somers, I wish to submit that there are flaws in the EES produced by
AECOM for AGL, and that the project will pollute the surrounding environment and create
unacceptable risks to nearby residents, marine life and flora and fauna.
The whole of Westernport is an internationally significant ecosystem listed under the RAMSAR
Convention as a unique tidal bay and important wetland with ecological values. It is home to an
incredible array of plants and animals including a number of threatened species listed under the
Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act (Victoria) 1988 and the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act (Commonwealth) 1999, such as the Southern Right Whale, the Humpback Whale,
the Great White Shark, the Australian Grayling, two species of Ghost Shrimp, the Far Eastern Curlew,
the Curlew Sandpiper, the Fairy Tern, the Orange Bellied Parrot, the Swift Parrot and the Southern
Brown Bandicoot. The wetlands also capture and store large amounts of carbon which assists in the
fight against climate change. The EES fails to explain how AGL will maintain the ecological character
of the wetlands and prevent its degradation, when the Commonwealth has committed to its
conservation and wise use. Why not? It is totally inappropriate that AGL is permitted to construct
and operate the FSRU in the middle of this wetland.
Further to this, the dumping of toxic wastewater breaches Victorian environment legislation (SEPP
Waters, Clause 22), and when AGL made a submission in 2018 to have this law modified the EPA
rejected it. Why is it that you are considering permitting AGL to proceed to discharge four hundred
and sixty eight (468) million litres of chlorinated water into Westernport each day, despite legislation
prohibiting this?
Constructing and operating the FSRU so close to Wooley’s Beach introduces new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include people coming into contact with toxic
hydrocarbons which may leech from the facility (Environment Victoria, Technical Report K, Aug
2020), as well as an increased risk of accidental fire and explosion from ‘loss of containment’ and
‘the storage of liquid nitrogen and odorant’ (EES Technical Report K, p.57, 7.5.1). Also, the proposed
pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham through the covenanted Warringine Park in Hastings and
beyond, is another point of potential leakage, fire and explosion. Why has AGL completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these matters and deem it acceptable to proceed on
this basis? It is not acceptable, and the project should not proceed until an independent expert can
review the calculations and provide final risk assessments.
‘Construction of the almost sixty (60) kilometres of the APA pipeline to pipe the gas from Crib Point
to Pakenham will result in the direct loss of fifteen (15) hectares of native vegetation almost half of
which is endangered native vegetation types’. It has ‘the potential to impact on a large number of
threatened species including eight (8) Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC)
EES AGL Submission from Anthony Della Bosca
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Act listed species, nineteen (19) Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act listed species, thirty (30)
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning Advisory List species, five (5) EPBC Act listed
migratory species’, meaning that a total of thirty six (36) threatened species may be impacted or
which may even result in local extinction (Victorian National Parks Association, Aug 2020).
In the EES Attachment III, Environment Risk Report, there is a lack of detail regarding a Nitrogen
Transport Plan. For instance, to mitigate the high initial risk of 900 B-doubles per year travelling
through Frankston Flinders Road for 20 years, and the medium residual risk (Appendix B, p. 45), the
proposed strategy is ‘Using alternative roads to bypass Hastings and Somerville town centres’ but
fails to specify which roads. Furthermore, in the GIJPP EES, Technical Report J, Transport Impact
Assessment Part 1 of 2, Optimised, 5.4.1 Existing Traffic Volumes, the assessments are inadequate as
the data has been estimated. This is unacceptable planning.
The FSRU will create a constant ignition risk in a known hazardous zone for the nearby primary
school, residents and the Cerberus naval base, as would the pipeline of gas between Crib Point and
Pakenham which will run through one hundred private properties in a productive food growing area.
And finally, has the AGL EES taken note of Suncorp’s announcement on 21 August 2020 (The Age, 22
Aug 2020, p.30) that the large Australian insurer will no longer invest in, finance or insure any new
oil or gas ventures?
Yours faithfully,
Anthony Della Bosca
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Susanne Forge |

| Merricks North Vic 3926

24 August 2020

To whom this may concern,

My name is Susanne Forge and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport bay is part of the Mornington peninsula which is a unique and special part of Australia. Climate
change is real and we must fight hard to protect what remains of our special piece of paradise. NO TO AGL
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to
the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boater s 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 des tination.
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 w etlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Susanne Forge
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My name is Rebecca Hempel and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
To me Westernport Bay is a unique and special diverse area. The surrounding
coastline and habitat is one that should be cherished for the future generations. We
have to protect this area and must understand that sacredness of this environment.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Australia has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. 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). I am very concerned
how the 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. There is research that the underwater sound would create
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. As outlined above,
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
irreversible. We can meet our energy needs without effecting the precious wetlands
of Westernport Bay. We must think of energy alternatives that we could use for our
communities, so the biodiversity of Westernport Bay is protected. Sincerely,
Rebecca Hempel

