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Have you ever spent just one hour walking on the awesome beaches that will no
doubt be affected by AGL, moving in to the Port at CribPoint? If you had ,you could
not possibly agree to this development going ahead !, Sadly once agreed to go
ahead there will NEVER be a turn back of this decision. Just this week the beautiful
Dolphins we’re back swimming their waters. We Humans are just so cruel in our
thought processes, I ask just one of you decision makers to slip your shoes off and
walk the sand before your final word,
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Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee, I would like to make a submission
to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal including two components: ● Gas Import Jetty
Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib Point
Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the jetty,
and the Crib Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty. ● Pipeline Works
consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57 kilometres
long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian
Transmission System east of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the
Pakenham Delivery Facility to monitor and regulate the gas, two above-ground
mainline valves to enable isolation of the pipeline in an emergency and a facility to
enable in-line inspections of the pipeline. I live in the Gurdies with access to
stunning views of Western Port Bay. I not only enjoy the views but I frequently use
Western Port Bay for for recreational activities such as, fishing, snorkelling, walking
and running. It has also provided countless memories and good times with friends.
The gas pipe line and the jetty works will not only ruin the amazing views of the bay
but it also have a big negative affect on the natural ecosystem with AGL pumping
47KGS of chlorine int the water daily. as a keen fisherman I just can't see how that
will not affect the fishing and delicate ecosystem thank you for the change to voice
my view kind regards Duncan Reid
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To whom it may concern,
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning,
Engage Victoria (via https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC)
I write to you to express my deep concern in regard to the environmental risks associated with AGL’s
proposal to construct and operate a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Cribb Point.
The FSRU is located within Western Port Ramsar site. The mosaic of estuarine habitats within the
Western Port are designated collectively as a wetland of international importance. Under the Ramsar
Convention listing, this wetland is given special recognition as waterfowl habitat. As a signatory to the
Ramsar Convention, Australia has committed to the protection of such values.
The Western Port Ramsar site contains shallow intertidal areas which support seagrass meadows,
important as feeding habitat for a variety of waterbirds, including migratory species listed as endangered
or vulnerable under State and Commonwealth Government environmental legislation. Other habitats,
such as mangroves, contribute vital components to this estuarine wetland complex, habitat to a wide
variety of fauna that are wholly aquatic, or dependent on the aquatic environment for their existence.
I trust that the joint Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC), appointed to consider the Project’s
Environment Effects Statement (EES) and advise the Minister for Planning, will have adequate
resources and experience with which to evaluate the detail of the proponent’s claims, presumably
embedded deep within the EES’s over 11,000 pages.
In the absence of time to properly consider such a vast piece of reporting, I highlight several concerns
that are linked to the risk of negative impacts to the environment associated with the following:









Discharge of cooler seawater from the proposed open loop process that would be < 7o C below
ambient seawater temperature. Though also the discharge of warmer seawater if the closed loop
process is used (potential discharge of > 4.1o C above ambient seawater temperature).
Residual chlorine in all discharges of processed seawater back to the surrounding environment (of
up to 100 µg /L).
The risk of entrainment of marine fauna with the seawater intake in such shallow wetland
environments, due to failures of the proposed impact mitigation measures.
Changes to the bathymetry of the wetland as a result required access dredging (with consequent
impacts to wetland hydrology) and the effects of the FSRU infrastructure on geomorphology and
sedimentation (e.g. local scour and shading / smothering of the seabed).
Disturbances to migratory shorebirds linked to operational noise, lighting, and human and
machinery activity.
Chemical leaks or spills associated with construction and operation of the FSRU and the
consequences for migratory shorebirds, waterfowl, and the intertidal flora and fauna on which they
depend.

Relevant to the above and wetland and biodiversity values, I note the repetition of somewhat vague
conclusions within parts of the EES, i.e. that the ‘Project is unlikely to affect ….’ the value assessed or
alternatively, that the ‘Project is not considered to have the capacity to affect …’ the value assessed.
This appears to be the language of high uncertainty. This is inadequate in the context of assessing the
significance of environment risks to the sensitive and important values of a wetland of international
importance.
Another concerning aspect of the EES assessment, which seems fundamentally flawed, is the position
taken within Technical Report B that certain impacts could not have significant consequences because
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there is a perceived gap within the existing information on which the assessment is to rely1. It is
encumberment on the Proponent to present a suitable appreciation of existing environmental values
and sensitivities in order to prepare a competent impact assessment.
I reiterate my deep concern regarding the current proposal to construct and operate a floating storage
and regasification unit (FSRU) at Cribb Point.
Regards, Lindsay Agnew

1

e.g. ‘For category Fauna – Waterbirds and category Supports threatened species – birds, construction and
operation of the Project are unlikely to significantly impact upon any of these groups and/or species given what is
known about the relative usage and location of important roost and foraging sites within the Western Port’; section
7.1.5. Technical Report B Terrestrial Biodiversity Impact Assessment.
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Margaret Moorhouse
Townsville
Q 4810

TO
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
re the EPBC Act assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
This is my second attempt to submit this submission. If this is the only avenue offered for public
submissions it is clearly a barrier to public consultation. I have not previously encountered this
difficulty when making submissions on referrals under the EPBC Act.

This proposal must be deemed "clearly unacceptable". See discussion at bottom.
My experience: I used to live near Crib Point. I sailed on Western Port Bay. I visited the area
many times by road for passive recreation. I lived in outer Melbourne when the first EPA was
started, and I know its story related to the Paper Mills and the Yarra River. I now visit Phillip
Island most years. I also have forty years' experience coastal sailing and discovering the
importance of estuaries and coastal bays for perpetuating marine wild life and water quality. In
recent years I spent time in port areas and have seen the deterioration in marine and sea bird
wild life as the port activities increased. I am familiar with seagrass and its significance in the
food chain, and its deterioration due to contamination. I have met in person, and supplied
Australian data, to officers from the UNESCO World Heritage Committee about another area
declared under a UN Convention - the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area (WHA) (19962012). For 20 years I served on the Conservation Sector Liaison Group of the Wet Tropics
Management Authority of the Wet Tropics WHA (1997-2016). I am currently visiting in Victoria
and intending to retire here.

COMMENTS
The RAMSAR CONVENTION: Given the failure of the Commonwealth government to deem
Queensland’s Toondah project "clearly unacceptable" (EPBC Act), and its abject failure to write
legislation to protect the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area (GBRWHA), I am deeply
concerned that Australia's obligations under the RAMSAR Convention will be ignored - again. In
the late 1990s, referring to the GBRWHA, Professor Helene Marsh (James Cook University
Townsville) said on ABC TV that Australia just wanted the World Heritage badge, but not the

obligations that went with it. The same remark applies to this case - or to put it another way:
why sign up to the RAMSAR Convention, just to ignore it? After demonstrating the high value of
this place, worthy of international recognition, why set about degrading it? How can anyone
justify this nature-destructive project for the sake of short term politics, votes, business, and
the boast of economic growth? In signing the RAMSAR convention, Australia was obligated to
prevent real and harmful impacts on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Recreational impacts: Access to the popular reserve and surrounding areas will now be
affected by industrial noise and loss of bush areas. A relatively quiet and psychologicallyrenewing recreational area will become in effect an industrial port, with recreational boaties
displaced by exclusion zones and intrusive shipping movements - noise, odours, lights.
Noise: AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of noise levels
and quality in Westernport Bay. Nor have they tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay
itself, or the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with their inadequate studies, the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. This is completely unacceptable, even before considering
noise impacts on fish and other marine animals. It is known from studies in other areas that
noise has important adverse impacts on marine mammals, that some kinds of noise travel
kilometres under water and disturb marine mammal navigation. Given that marine biodiversity
is crashing due to a variety of anthropogenic causes, to recklessly introduce new impacts is
unacceptable.
Other environmental impacts and water quality: increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Benthic communities are
crucial bottom-of-the-food-chain organisms which pass on contaminants to accumulate up the
food chain into table fish. daily input of 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay. It is
laughable to think that daily input of 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay will
cause no impacts on marine wildlife. AGL's impact modelling is shamefully inadequate. One can
only assume that AGL thinks approval is assured.
Consideration must include cumulative, consequential and combined impacts. In their Mission
Report on the GBRWHA in 2012, UNESCO specifically required this of the Great Barrier Reef
Marine Park Authority. No less should be allowed for this RAMSAR site. See UNESCO’s Report
on the Reactive Monitoring Mission to the Great Barrier Reef.
Tourism: beauty and meaning: Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all

of Australia, much related to nature - the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales, as well as other marine and wetland wildlife. Visitor perceptions of an
industrialised Westernport Bay will obviously diminish the aesthetic value (beauty) of the area
(eg a squashed cockroach on the face of the Mona Lisa ruins the whole picture) and its highly
valued character as a pristine and protected wetland. Apart from other factors, change in
human perceptions will automatically diminish Phillip Island as a tourist destination.

The Commonwealth National Landscapes Program (based on research - see National
Landscapes Program backgrounder) explains which kinds of tourists are attracted to visit
Australia. The core of the Program depends on visitors being able to experience an authentic
cultural and/or natural experience.
Climate Change: Wetlands can capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. How ironic
to damage this wetland for a project that will perpetuate one of the important causes of
climate change.
The discharge of wastewater to high conservation value areas is prohibited by the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters) (clause 22). If AGL cannot meet this standard, and if
AGL expects to obtain an exemption, this would indicate that AGL well knows perfectly well
that its project will damage the natural water quality of the wetland, with pervasive impacts
throughout the marine ecosystem.

As above, the only respectable, responsible and credible decision under the
EPBC Act would be "CLEARLY UNACCEPTABLE".
The EPBC Act provides discretion that can be exercised in favour of the natural world – the very
purpose of the Act - I can only point to the inevitable and likely impacts, direct and indirect,
combined, cumulative and consequential - beyond the poor modeling provided by AGL; and
appeal to the decision-maker's sense of courage in making this long term decision. RAMSAR
sites have been so declared because they are intended to be protected "forever" - to the best
of this wealthy country's ability. The EPBC Act is the means for Australia can carry out that
responsibility - or abandon it. Abandonment will not go unnoticed.
I don't want to see this decision appended to the forthcoming EPBC Act Review as yet another
example of the Act's failure under this government.

Yours faithfully

Margaret Moorhouse
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I object to the proposed AGL gas import terminal. Westernport Bay is a region of
high environmental value, containing a range of important habitats. Its close
proximity to Melbourne also makes it an important recreational resource. Victoria
should be concentrating on increasing the supply of renewable energy and reducing
our dependence on fossil fuels.
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My name is Jean Phillips and I live in the Westernport Bay area. The beautiful
environment where humans and nature can coexist. A place for migratory birds and
mammals to rest and recover. For the indigenous significance of this place with the
Bunwurung people. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most 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
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My name is Andrea Beeston and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to
the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for
hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss
of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we
face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil
fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have
also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins
and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals
from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Andrea Beeston
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My name is Fiona Dundas and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is home to thousands of different animals that have an equal right to life as any human being. Its
destruction will have a catastrophic domino effect that will be irreversible and is completely and
utterly unnecessary.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
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 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,
Fiona Dundas

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

Jacqueline Mucha

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

As attached.

3718

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

Anthony Holden

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Crib_Point_submi

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

As attached

3719

To the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Re: AGL’s proposed gas import terminal

Dear committee members,
My name is Anthony Holden, a resident of Melbourne, and I implore you to reject the proposed gas
import terminal at Crib Point, along with the pipeline and any associated works by AGL or any
other fossil fuel company.
I care deeply about the environment in Westernport Bay and the many unique habitats there. My
family and I visit Westernport Bay often, especially the beaches around Shoreham, Flinders and
Somers. I have been visiting these beaches for more than 40 years, and I know well that the bay is
home to crucially important wetlands and a vast array of wildlife, as well as being a largely
unspoiled holiday destination for many 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 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.
Page 1 of 3

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.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals.
The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their
own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed
20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the number of whales
observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by
shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting
Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for
Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. would be unacceptable. There are many other
Page 2 of 3

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,
Anthony Holden
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I have loved Westernport Bay for all of my thirty year life. From when I was a baby
and annually for years afterwards my family holidayed at Ventnor. Then we started
holidaying in Somers on the other side of the Bay. Both my parents now live there
and I spend as much time as I can there in holiday times. I have lived there for
months between jobs.

I value the rugged and untouched beauty of the coastline, the wild dog beach, and
the dolphins who visit regularly. I worry what will become of them if the water
conditions change and the temperature is cooler and the water chlorinated. I worry
about detrimental changes to the other fish and to the seaweeds that will be
inevitable if we change the conditions of the bay. As a Science teacher I am aware of
how delicately balanced our eco-system is and how one change can have a ripple
effect that could bring the whole system undone resulting in loss of species at worst.
Please re-think this proposal and listen to the people who love and value the area
and who speak on behalf of the flora and fauna who have no voice in this process.
Sarah Adolph
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I live in Somers because of the beauty and quiet of the area. In my seventies now, I
have witnessed the metropolitan spread of urban Melbourne over my life time and I
consider the Westernport Bay area very precious precisely because it is relatively
under-developed. It currently provides refuge for animals and plants that I fear will
be adversely affected by the AGL proposal at Crib Point if it goes ahead. This area
also provides a readily accessible sanctuary for people living in the city who need to
connect with nature for their own sense of well-being. This experience of 'nature' is
often undervalued by big business seeking profits but actually it provides valuable
tourism for small business in the area. The AGL proposal will inevitable affect the
eco-system which in turn will affect the animals and plants and the visual beauty and
this all will impact on tourism and therefore small businesses and people's
livelihoods. Above all I am concerned about the impact this proposal will have the on
the wetlands and mangroves which are world classified. Many different species of
bird come from all around the world to these shores. If you change this environment
it is highly likely that they will cease to migrate here. That in turn will impact the
delicate balance of the eco-system. I urge you to reject the AGL proposal and
instead look for sustainable, environmentally friendly ways to bring work
opportunities to the area that will preserve Westernport Bay's unique beauty and
rich diverse wild life. .
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My name is Daniel Stuart and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
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,
Daniel Stuart
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Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee, Westernport Bay environment is
an inappropriate site for the AGL gas import jetty and pipeline works. I stand with
the local and state community opposing the AGL development, reasons being: •
Westernport Bay’s RAMSAR listing, indicating the significant international
importance of this environment. • RAMSAR listed sites have the responsibility to be
managed with a commitment to the wise use of listed wetlands. The proposed
storage and pipeline infrastructure compromise the health of the wetlands,
indicating unwise use of the wetland environment. Unwise in the sense that
construction and maintenance of this development do not improve the health of
this environment, and would have significant negative impacts on the flora and
fauna. • A management objective of the Westernport RAMSAR site is to “take all
precautions to avoid accidental and deliberate oil and other chemical spills into
Westernport.” Proposing a new development that has the potential for disastrous
spills is not taking all precautions to avoid, it is adding to the possibility of disastrous
spills occurring. • Fossil Fuel energy has no place in the future for energy
production. How can irreparable damage to an integral life support system be
justified for development in an industry with a limited timeframe? Thank you for
considering my opposition to the AGL proposals in Westernport Bay. Kind Regards,
Sarah Foley
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My name is Michelle Egan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
it is a stunning natural habitat that is home to many animals and should not be
altered.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on
the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light
pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus.
The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental
health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon
despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting
wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the
release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly
important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise
in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these
inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would
affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Michelle Egan
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Minister for Planning Honourable Richard Wynne 30 August, 2020 Dear Mr Wynne,
I am writing to call for a halt on escalated development of AGL’s Crib Point Gas
Import Jetty and Gas Project in Westernport. I believe that the record 12,000
objections to this project have crashed the system and that we must respond again,
directly to you. My objections are various and will be familiar to you: That such
important local, regional and international wetlands (RAMSAR, JAMBA, CAMBA)
should be considered for the permanent site of a noisy, constantly-lit, heavy
industrial construction that spews 450,000,000 litres of icy chlorinated water DAILY,
for 20 years, into the uniquely confined waters of Westernport, is surely smashing
‘the ecological character of this site’, thereby violating the RAMSAR obligations. At
the very least the State of Victoria must implement a robust, independent
Environmental Impact Statement to determine the accumulative impact on the
surrounding marine and coastal ecologies of the proposed site. It is wholly
unacceptable to accept the Cumulative Impact Assessment Reports, written by
Monarc Environmental and Jacobs Engineering, two companies with skin in the
game, as they embody an egregious conflict of interest. The wetlands of
Westernport are too important for that! As a Minister of the State of Victoria, you
must surely uphold the law, such as clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy, which prohibits the discharge of waste water into high Conservation Areas
such as Westernport? The AGL proposal is a lazy, short-term project that with every
passing day becomes less tenable and acceptable. Anthony Albanese, this morning,
when questioned about gas or renewables, elected the latter. The shift to
renewables is seismic, unstoppable, and in a relatively short time the Crib Point Gas
Project will be a hulking ugly reminder of a bad decision, from a time thankfully
gone. But will the nature of Westernport survive? This project, and opposition to it,
could well become the local ‘Stop Adani’. Gas is the new coal, and people aren’t
having it. People are desperate for brave, visionary leadership. Please lead. Yours
truly, Gillian Upton
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My name is Fiona Williams and I live in the Westernport Bay area adjacent to the
proposed gas plant. Several years ago I attended a meeting with AGL for our
small group of five properties where we were assured the impact on our lives
would be minimal. It would be not too different to what was already there except
there would be a ship permanently moored and ships would call in more
frequently.
Now that the full plan has been revealed it is clear that the impact will be
devastating not only to the environment, but also to the peaceful enjoyment of
our properties. The value of our properties would be adversely affected also.
In 2016 our property was severely damaged by a deliberately lit bushfire causing
over $300,000 damage, not to mention the mental stress and anguish.
Now just as we are getting over this trauma, we are faced with the detrimental
impact of noise and light pollution and the likelihood of increased heavy traffic
driving along our road. There is also an underlying concern of an accident or
explosion which could completely devastate the whole area.
The waters of Westernport Bay are relatively unpolluted with abundant marine
life. Its shores are teeming with beautiful aquatic birdlife. The rare most southerly
mangroves, the salt marsh and other havens for wildlife are too precious to risk.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns
me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to
green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief
experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households
can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can
result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland.
This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands

as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character
and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments
and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the
Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a
priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of
climate change.
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.
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Submission re: Proposed AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
My name is Linda Cuttriss and I live at Phillip Island.
Western Port Bay is a Ramsar Wetland of international significance for migratory waders
from across the world. Habitats are under great threat elsewhere and as Australians we
have an obligation to honour our commitment to protect this habitat. It is also important as a
fish nursery, for its mangrove and sea grass meadows which have high value as ‘blue
carbon’ and for whales passing through. It is of high visual beauty and should not be
industrialised any further.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Linda Cuttriss
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Hi! I live in Frankston and I am very concerned about the possibility of AGL using
Westernport Bay. I use the bay regularly with my children, to explore the beaches
and wetlands. I’m concerned for the quality of the environment and the health of
the flora, fauna and humans in the area. It’s time to expand renewable energy
production in Victoria. Kind regards, Alison.
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As a secondary school teacher of Outdoor and Environmental Studies this project is
in direct opposition to the idea of sustainable development we are discussing with
our young people. On behalf of the groups of students I take to visit and play in and
around Western Port and Mornington Peninsula please consider this submission
against the proposed AGL development. It is important to consider sustainable
development based on three pillars of environmental, economic and social and the
idea that we are able to provide for future generations. Importing a finite resource
in the form of a fossil fuel that will both run out and further contribute to a warming
planet in the short term goes against the idea of sustainable development. The
potential impacts of this project will potentially mean that future generations will
miss out on experiencing what is part of a thriving and important ecosystem for
Victorian biodiversity. 300m long ships carrying gas with no mention of how these
will be managed and no mention of the impact of the presence of this sized vessel to
the surrounding ecosystem is unacceptable. Outlined in the EES AGL have
themselves admitted during construction it is possible for leaks to occur. “Any spill
or leak during construction would generally cause minimal damage to the
surrounding environment”. How is this “generally cause minimal damage” good
enough? We cannot afford any damage to a critically important ecosystem which is
in close proximity to RAMSAR internationally recognized wetlands inside Western
Port. It is simply not acceptable for a high-impact event such as an oil spill to not be
fully addressed in the EES, and we should demand that AGL investigate this risk and
mitigation options in more detail. Our environment is inherently linked to our
economy. This will impact both locals around Westernport and Victorians. It’s a real
shame that we in 2020 we are even having the discussing of importing gas into
Victoria rather than exploring renewable energy sources that will help to mitigate
the impact of climate change and boost Victorian economy in a more
environmentally friendly approach. If this project goes ahead I fear that further loss
of biodiversity and environmental impacts will mean the bay losing significance for
educational visits. This will have an economic impact as we will be forced to choose
to take our students elsewhere, which would be a real shame.
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Given Western Port's RAMSAR status, it's irresponsible and negligent to be
undertaking this project. At the very least, more lab-based and small-scale research
into tide speeds and the impact of chlorine on juvenile and adult stages of marine
creatures (including migratory species) is called for. It is not good enough to assume
damage will be localised and/or brief. Scientific research consistently shows that
small disturbances can have disproportionate ecological effects. Western Port
generates incredibe recreational, cultural, environmental and economic benefits.
Please don't ruin it for everyone.
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Chlorine in to the water Temperature changes to water Dead seabed in immediate
area Impact on marine life and fishing
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It seems to me that whenever we engage in these projects that the one thing that
should matter, the environment, runs a distant last to other interests , say making
money, and so we are left with yet another environmental disaster. Regardless of
how many independent studies that AGL pays for the environement will always
suffer. The welands and westenport bay will be affected somewhere in the process
and I think we are at the stage where we do need anymore “development”.
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As a local who raised triplets at point leo because of the environment, I feel very
strongly about the damage a regasafication unit can do to our westernport bay.not
only to the bay itself but surrounded coastal areas as well. I do not trust them.They
just pay the fines for their broken contracts to which they can surely afford .Why
should a chosen few benefit from which an entire community suffers. The land and
sea does not belong to them alone.It belongs to all of us .so it makes perfect sense
we all get a choice in this matter. I believe the state government also gets paid for
the weight of the ships that travel through westernport. What is done with this
money? And because of COVID I'm sure they are pretty desperate for money but at
what price. There are many reasons why AGL should not be granted permission . I'm
sure all the other large companies will want transport through westernport bay eg ;
LYSAGHTS , BHP etc as well If China owns all other pipelines in Australia ,Why will
this be the only one they dont. Will there be some deal made later on once AGL get
what they want? Who actually owns AGL? What about the birds? What about the
green wedge? What about the serenity? What about the sea life? What about the
community who dont want it for their own reasons. Why are there laws abou PWC
in western port bay .And they want big ships to sail through??... Please No AGL
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My name is Amber Ferraro and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a diverse environment for marine life as well as bird and animal life.
It is loved by the community that lives here and enjoyed by tourists who visit.
Having a place that is peaceful and filled with ecology diversity is important for
many peoples mental health.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being
subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by
AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The 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,
Amber Ferraro
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Strongly oppose this plan, the evidence is clear of the catastrophic damage that can
be caused by such instalments. We do not want it here on our peninsula.
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A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
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My name is Jenny Smith and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It's a beautiful environment with lovely sea viewable from many areas on the mainland and
Phillip island. I've spent years walking around there with my children, friends and
alone.The thought that AGL are thinking of spoiling this breaks my heart.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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 canleak from the facility, also the 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 and should
be carried out by an independent authority.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This will most certainly 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 must be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than destroyed 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.
The AGL project, if approved will 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 inadequate 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.
Large ships, as are the LNG tankers, have been recorded as having hit whales and other
marine mammals. Using their own figures, EES show the actual calculated risk of these
impacts is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is
likely that these numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with
injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping
operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting
Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan
for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jenny Smith
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31 August 2020
My name is Regina Boulton and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
It is an area of natural beauty and should not be scarred by a gas terminal. We should be maintaining
the fresh, clean, quiet and scenic area of Westernport for the animals and for recreation. We need this
environment during these difficult times.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to
build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.

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 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
Regina Boulton
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My name is Robyn Lansdowne and I have family who until recently lived in
Westernport Bay. Through visiting them and renting holiday accommodation
nearby I came to love the wetlands and beauty of the Bay. I am deeply concerned
about the impact the proposed the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project would have on the natural environment of Westernport Bay, Australia’s
compliance with our international Ramsar obligations, the well being of residents
and the tourism opportunities of the Bay. 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 will impact both Phillip Island and the mainland
as tourist destinations, and the negative economic impact will well outweigh any
employment offered by the facility. Speaking for myself, I would be discouraged
from revisiting the area. I am also concerned about the destruction of wetlands, and
consequent deleterious effects on marine life and climate change. Wetlands store
carbon and are essential breeding and feeding grounds for marine life. In Victoria we
have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands and
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide have been lost between
1970-2015. Further, I am informed that there is the danger that if the project is
approved AGL could dump large amounts of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day, and create underwater noise, both of which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. As I understand it, the proposal may also breach clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters), which prohibits the discharge of
waste into high conservation areas. Above all, we must curb our emissions from
fossil fuels now if we are to avoid catastrophic climate change. Renewable energy is
the way of the future, not gas. This facility will soon be a stranded asset if it
proceeds. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Thank you 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, Robyn Lansdowne
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Tyabb, VIC 3913

Submission re: AGL’s proposed gas import terminal
My name is Merelle Du Vé and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport Bay is an unspoiled natural environment, home to diverse and unique marine, bird,
animal and plant species. It is also home to residents who appreciate, respect and love the natural
environment, and who will fight to save it from 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 boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true
even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can
1

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,
Merelle Du Vé
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Submission re: AGL’s proposed gas import terminal
30 August 2020
My name is David McAnulty and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our

environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables
and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
David McAnulty
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My name is Maria Del Core and I visit Westernport Bay often. It is a beautiful,
tranquil area, and still unspoilt. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most 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
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Ruining the view is just the beginning of this project’s disastrous impact on the
unique and diverse local environment. During transport the LNG is stored as a liquid
at minus 161 degrees. Turning it back into a gas involves warming it up by sucking in
seawater. After processing, this water – which now contains chlorides – is
discharged back into the bay about 7 degrees cooler than it went in. We don’t yet
fully know how that will damage local marine life but it certainly will affect it
adversely. Other impacts could include the clearing of wetlands, dredging of the Bay
floor and despite the expected guarantees from AGL there will be chemical and
petroleum leaks and spills and the introduction of damaging marine pests will
definitely disrupt the local marine life. Phillip Island residents on the north coast will
also suffer with regular continuous bouts of noise and light pollution as was the case
recently with maintenance works on the Noble Tom Prosser gas rig moored offshore
the Silverleaves area. Once it is processed, the gas needs to get to Melbourne. So
AGL proposes ploughing through 60 kilometres of Victoria’s most fertile farmland
and market gardens to run a pipeline all the way to Pakenham. The consequences of
the inevitable failure of the gas processing and/or pipeline would have a devastated
effect on the bay and surrounds that may not recover, should clearly outweigh
considerations for this project to proceed.
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I strongly oppose the Project as per my attachment.
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As a visitor to the Mornington Peninsula from the UK, someone who has been actively involved in
nature conservation for 40 years and as a parent and grandparent of Bittern residents, I am writing
to express my deepest concerns about the proposed Gas Import Jetty Works and Pipeline Works at
Crib Point.
My concerns relate to
a) The proximity to the internationally important Westernport Bay RAMSAR site and UNESCO
Biosphere Reserve.
b) The effects of increased maritime activity on areas of other significant eco-tourist interest
such as Philip Island and the aquatic environment within Westernport Bay and other inshore
waters.
c) The potential for disastrous spillages in such a sensitive part of the Southern Ocean on both
seawater quality, marine animals and seabirds.
d) The effects on land-based flora and fauna and water quality.
e) The risk of harmful air emissions (especially with particulate matter and formaldehyde which
are known to have serious human health effects), LNG explosions and bushfires.
Designation of a RAMSAR site is not something that is done lightly, and the rarity of such
designations underlines the need for such sites to be given the highest level of protection. The same
applies to UNESCO Biosphere Reserves. I myself have seen the importance of the Bay for
internationally threatened migratory birds and mammals and my grandsons’ local school made a
compelling video about the need for them, their fellow residents and future generations to do all
they can to preserve and protect the Bay. What example do you think an approval of this scheme
would tell them? That when the world’s highest conservation bodies make such momentous
decisions, they can be ignored? I was deeply impressed by the wonderful sea and landscape of the
eastern side of the Mornington Peninsula, with its views of the Southern Ocean and Philip Island and
particularly the delightfully unspoilt nature of beaches closest to Crib Point - all of which will suffer in
so many ways – including visual appearance and extreme disturbance, if the Facility is approved.
It is inevitable that not only during construction, but also during operation there will be serious
deleterious effects on the ecology of the Bay with knock-on effects on the flora and fauna of the
wider aquatic and terrestrial environment. Have the mitigation measures proposed been proven in
similar or identical situations elsewhere? Whatever actions are implemented, it will take years for an
area as large as this to recover or be replaced, during which species can be lost for ever. Has
experience been obtained with other facilities of this nature at similar sites?
I understand that the rationale behind the project is a shortfall in gas supplies. Obviously I am not an
expert in the Victorian gas needs, but all I can say is how horrified I have been on my visits to
Australia to see how little attention has been given to alternative sources of energy such as solar and
wind power. Coming from an area of Northern Europe not over-endowed with sunshine (!) but
striving to reduce our reliance on polluting fuels, I was appalled to see the lack of effort towards the
development of greener forms of energy and the continued use of brown coal in Victoria. A
continuing reliance on natural gas will surely do nothing for Australia’s urgent need to tackle climate
change, reduce CO2 and other GHG emissions, nor will it do anything to reduce lengthy and intensive
bushfire seasons endangering more human lives, wildlife, property and habitats or help save the
Great Barrier Reef from coal bleaching events. Australia needs to acknowledge and combat climate
change to save itself and the world, this project is a climate change enabler! How the Victorian
Andrews Government can contemplate such a project when it has a policy of net zero emissions by
2050 is beyond my understanding.
If alternative, greener forms of energy are nevertheless to be rejected or minimised in favour of LNG,
then I find it incomprehensible that other, less sensitive sites are not available for this facility.
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I am writing to express my concerns about the proposed Gas Import Jetty Works and
Pipeline Works at Crib Point. My son and his family live in Bittern and I have visited
them from the UK on several occasions. I have been interested in nature
conservation for many years and became actively involved when I retired 15 years
ago. My objections to the proposed project relate to firstly the impact of the jetty
and works on the nearby Westernport Bay RAMSAR site and UNESCO Biosphere
Reserve, coupled with the effects of increased shipping on the local area and other
significant eco-tourist destinations e.g. French and Philip Islands. Secondly, I worry
about effects on the aquatic environment within Westernport Bay and other inshore
waters and also on land-based flora and fauna and water quality. Thirdly, there is a
risk of dangerous air emissions, LNG explosions and bushfires in the neighbourhood,
which includes the school attended by my grandchildren at Crib Point. Added to that
is the possibility of effects of disastrous spills and pollution in the Southern Ocean on
seawater quality, marine mammals and seabirds. The rarity of RAMSAR sites and
UNESCO Biosphere reserves underlines the need for such places to be fully and
consistently protected. I have seen how important the Bay is for internationally
threatened migratory birds. Pupils at my grandsons’ local school filmed a video
about the need for them, fellow residents and future generations to do whatever
necessary to preserve and protect the Bay. How on earth do you expect these
children to react when they watch the destruction of the fragile ecosystem that they
dedicated themselves to preserving? What will it convey to them about the need to
protect the wildlife of their hitherto unspoilt beaches and wetlands - and the
attitude and priorities of their elders? All the efforts of their teachers to promote
care for the environment will appear nugatory and their encouraging words
meaningless. Major deleterious effects on the Bay’s ecology with consequences for
the flora and fauna of the wider aquatic and terrestrial environment during
construction and operation are unavoidable. However well-intentioned and tested
(?) the proposed mitigation measures, the works will inevitably cause massive
damage and a loss of biodiversity that may never be replaced. Coming from the UK,
where sunshine is less common but solar panels and wind farms are encouraged as a
way of combatting climate change, I was dismayed to see that alternative sources of
energy such as solar power are not being used in Victoria to the extent I had
expected or hoped. The provision of yet more LNG will do nothing to encourage a
shift to renewable energy and will merely delay actions in that direction. I am
baffled how the Victorian Government can contemplate approving such a project,
given its policy of net zero emissions by 2050.
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My name is Lissa Board and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay is
such an unspoilt and precious environment. It is well loved and protected by many.
Every day I walk somewhere along the bay. Grateful for the connection with 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. 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 unsuccessfu
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My name is Tomas Scerbo and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The unique ecosystems in the area harbour marine diversity I care about.
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.
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,
Tomas Scerbo
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elow is your submission regarding AGL's application for the environmental
assessment of their proposed gas import terminal. This is for your records only, at
this stage, this is the only action you need to take to have your say. Thank you for
taking action, the team at Environment Victoria Your submission: My name is Kylie
Hosking and I live in the Westernport Bay area. From the time I was a young girl,
Westernport bay has represented serenity, beauty, comfort, adventure, relaxation,
and discovery all wrapped up in its natural glory. I have seen changes made by
weather and time, yet it has remained wholly untouched. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has
shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their
role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has
contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact.
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My name is Troy Muir and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western Port Bay is a wetland of international significance and vital habitat for
iconic species like the Australian fur seal and little blue penguin. AGL's plans pose an
unacceptable risk to this unique and diverse local environment. There are a variety
of issues that threaten Western Port's internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife and which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form.
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 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 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, Troy Muir
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My name is Kate Coverdale and I visit Westernport Bay often. It is an extremely
unique and bio diverse ecosphere. Any disturbances to this harmonious balance will
destroy our bay. I surf, scuba dive, sail and swim there whenever I can. I need to
protect what cannot protect itself from the evil of humanity. 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

My name is Kate Coverdale and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It is an extremely unique and bio diverse ecosphere. Any disturbances to this harmonious balance will destroy
our bay. I surf, scuba dive, sail and swim there whenever I can. I need to protect what cannot protect itself from
the evil of humanity.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the
local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may
leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The
nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk
acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for
hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss
of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we
face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil
fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have
also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins
and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals
from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Kate Coverdale
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AGL gas distribution proposal, Crib Point.

As attached

My name is Jim Sansom and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Prof. Robert Shaperio (visiting environmental scientist 1972-3) declared the Westernport region to be an
ecological jewel, astounding so close a major city like Melbourne.We must fight to preserve this jewel. In contrast
to his homeland - the USA.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the
local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may
leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The
nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk
acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
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 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,
Jim Sansom
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My name is Mark Coverdale and I visit Westernport Bay often. It is my backyard. I
go fishing there all the time and care about the biodiversity of marine life. I know
how important mangroves are and how ships affect marine life. I must stand up for
those who cannot protect themselves. 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 impa
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My name is Richard Anderson and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I live within 100 metres of Westernport Bay and walk on its clean beaches very day. I
observe its marine animals, seagrass and a multitude of other creatures living in harmony
in the clean waters of the bay. It must be protected from industry.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The first issue is that we cannot, as a community, afford any additional fossil fuel projects
in Australia in regard to meeting our greenhouse gas reduction obligations.
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.
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 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,
Richard Anderson
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My name is Christian Cairns and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I grew up and now live with my family here. I’d like my family to continue enjoying the wetlands as they are,
furthermore help protect it and keep regenerating as a vital part for natural life, climate and our own preservation.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental
grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the longterm 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 percent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face
the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive
and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in
high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments
and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in Victoria.
Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing
technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore
Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas
fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy
costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated
through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be
the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a
billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Christian Cairns
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My name is Debra Cupitt and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
As one of Australia's precious marine habitats for many animals, I believe it is incredibly
important for us, as caretakers of the land and ocean, to protect it.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues 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 percent
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-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn
into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend
on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Debra Cupitt
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I live in Melbourne, and regularly visit Western Port Bay when visiting family in the
area. Living in a busy urban environment, having these visits to Western Port Bay
provide a much needed break from noise, polution, business, and highly developed
and industrialised environments. This bay is a precious eco system that has been
growing healthier since industry in the area has started to drop back. This includes
dolphins, which are very commonly sighted, and which in turn brings tourists and
money to the region. The AGL proposal will inevitably affect the eco-system which
in turn will affect the animals and plants and the visual beauty of the region. This all
will impact on tourism and therefore small businesses and people's livelihoods. I am
very concerned about the impact this proposal will have the on the wetlands and
mangroves which are world classified. We rely on mangroves to reduce the impacts
of climate change from their ability to store carbon dioxide and other greenhouse
gases. Mangroves must be protected for this reason. Not to mention their
importance in providing sancuary for young marine life to grow. It is highly likely that
the environmental change that will occur as a result of the AGL gas proposal going
ahead, will have a negative impact on the mangroves, and marine life in the region.
I sincerely hope with the clear scientific knowledge that we have, that our
government makes progressive, sustainable choices for the future of our country. If
we hope for future generations to have any quality of life, we cannot afford to lose
life sustaining environments such as Western Port Bay.
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My name is Judy Hanan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a unique pristine slice of heaven that abounds in marine life, sea
grass, migratory birds and endangered species.It has a high marine
biodiversity. I am regularly restored by precious time spent enjoying its
precious environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature
and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance
on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in
areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability
to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form
of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception
that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island
as a popular tourist destination.
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 19702015. 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,
Judy Hanan
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My name is Carole patullo and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is important to know that it supports healthy ecosystems and I oppose development
which will affect them.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities
of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against
the impacts of climate change.
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,
Carole Patullo
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My name is Lucy Kyriacou and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I live with my
family in Bittern and work at a primary school in Crib Point. My husband grew up
visiting his grandparents\' farm in Balnarring and our children our all active members
of the Point Leo Surf Lifesaving Club. We love 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. Sincerely Lucy Kyriacou

