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It has had more than it's share of industrial use and lack of remediation in the last 70
years, it is high time to preserve whatever we can for future generations. 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. 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.
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My name is Belinda Black and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
My children have grown up in the beautiful and diverse Westernport Bay area. We love the
bird life, the marine life, the seagrasses and mangroves. The blue carbon of Westernport
Bay is one of the most important ecosystems on earth to protect us against climate change.
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.

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,
Belinda Black
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My name is Talia Burlovic and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The bird life, plant life, animals and people create an incredible community and
contribute to the health of this planet. The destruction of the land and sea in this
area will cause generations of unnecessary and irreversible damage! I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to
ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the wetlands and
community to any harm. Sincerely Talia Burlovic
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My name is Daniel OBrien and I live in the Westernport Bay area.

It is a sanctuary for myself and my family and the impact that this will have on our bay is
catastrophic. We need to protect our wildlife and marine life as well as the future of the bay.

I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues whic h 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 comprehensiv e 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 c arbon 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 inadequat e studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on
this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Daniel OBrien
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My name is Nick Ford and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s a wonderland for
fishermen, surfers, divers and a beautiful piece of the world I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in thei

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

Amy Dettmann

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Amy_Dettmann_-

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

document attached

1622

My name is Amy and I have grown up in Melbourne city, but like many Australians I spent my summers
on our beautiful beaches camping and soaking up our strong sun. From the Great Ocean Road, to Phillip
Island and all the way out to Wilsons Prom, I’ve experienced all of Victoria’s best beaches.

Definitely taken for granted, it wasn’t until I started travelling after high school that I truly realised how
lucky we are for our natural elements. Even the beaches we consider B grade in this country easily
outstand many places around the world. We are truly lucky to say the least. Following on from this I
studied environmental science at university and discovered what makes our ecosystems so incredible,
unique and rare. We are separated from most of the world, and have been for a very long time, leaving us
with an incredibly diverse and one of its kind ecosystem full of species of all magnificent colours and
elements of unusual. This is something us Australians pride ourselves on. We love our strange and
interesting animals, endemic plants and changing ecosystems across the whole continent.
But having these special ecosystems comes with a responsibility. We have so many species that only
exist in this continent. But even more importantly, we have species that only exist in Victoria. Once they
are gone, that is it. They are lost forever.
So when I heard about AGL’s plan for a gas import, I found it completely heartbreaking to think we would
risk giving all of this up, especially in an era where many are making progress towards a greener future
that protects our environment. This is a step backwards and complete slap in the face to all the efforts
already put in place. In this modern day we know there are better ways, we have the technology and the
brains to know how to do much much better. I really don’t want to see this country’s beautiful places be
destroyed at the expense of a project that is very short term, old fashioned and doesn’t even support an
abundance of local jobs. It really only feeds income to a small group for a short period, but it risks the loss
of an environment that Victorians work hard to protect, feel blessed to have and find so much joy and
pride in.
Right now we have seen how easily our current system collapses. Corona virus has dismantled our whole
society and placed us under pressures we haven’t seen in our lifetime. I can’t understand why we would
continue to risk our environment after our worst bushfire summer and our known fact that the Earth is
unstable when we are currently seeing our whole system challenged over night. Before Covid-19 I was
working in New Zealand as a Park Ranger and for a period of 2 weeks we experienced chilling winter
temperatures over Auckland due to the Australian bushfire cloud blocking out the sun. This was a startling
moment seeing an issue happening in one country showing effects in another. We need to think smarter,
we need to think of people, our ecosystems and what we want this country to look like in the future.
Because we truly have an amazing part of the world and coming out of Covid-19 we have this opportunity
to make it one of the best places in the world. But that cannot happen if projects like AGL’s gas import
terminal are able to slip through.
I thoroughly ask you to consider these following reasons why this gas proposal is completely damaging
and should not go ahead:
1. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar convention on wetlands of international importance. These internationally recognised

2.

3.
4.
5.
6.

wetlands and wildlife are crucial to supporting us against climate change as wetlands hold large
amounts of carbon.
The impact on the local community: This will impact recreational activities in the bay, mental
health from the environment loss as we know nature supports mental stability and will also have
adverse impacts on the local tourism economy.
Adverse Greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Risks of fires, explosions and toxic hydrocarbons.
We need to work towards reducing our gas demand in Victoria and making progress to a more
sustainable future.
This gas port poses greater risks of injuring wildlife in the area, causing noise pollution and
releasing extensive amounts of chlorine into the ocean with negative impacts on the ecosystem.

Thank you for taking the time to read my submission. It is much appreciated to have this opportunity for
my voice to be heard.
Amy Dettmann

, Carnegie, 3163, VIC

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1623

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

MR JAMES T Spithill

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is JAMES Spithill and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a historically significant site for both the original inhabitants and
the colonial settlement of the area. It is environmentally precious. It is a valuable
location for recreational activities. It deseves to stay \'as is\'. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
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My name is ROB NIGRO and I care about the
environment in Westernport Bay.
Westerport Bay is our biosphere site. An area teeming
with wildlife many of which both terrestrial and marine
are unique to this area and critically endangered or
threatened. We need to protect all that is left and reverse
the process of loss now.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I
will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns
me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal
which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the
local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which
may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical
Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to
the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not
acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES
should not continue until we have an independent expert
to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern

Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland.
This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on
earth. They combine land and water which allows them
to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment
and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals
rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is
not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).

AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be
a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we
face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers
to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations
of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be
the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would
be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels.
The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a
billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each
day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the
current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above,
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many

other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely, ROB NIGRO
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My name is Emma Tkalcevic and I have grown up around and continue visit
Westernport Bay often. It is a beautiful bay that I continue to visit as a surfer. The
water is beautifully clean and abundant with wildlife, especially dolphins! The
surrounding wetlands and important habitats for wildlife, including the Orange
bellied parrot. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil fuel
project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture
and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be
protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than
being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive.
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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.
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My name is Molly Wescott and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. The beach and reserve area around
Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
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My name is Michelle Tkalcevic and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It\'s out
native heritage that cannot be destroyed 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. Please stop our environment from being
destroyed. Sincerely, Michelle
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I oppose this gas development, and my position is that the Vic Government should
reject its development, and increase protection of the important environment area.
1) Gas is a fossil fuel. It is not required for energy use. Renewable energies are more
economic, and environmentally and socially responsible investments. Increase
renewable investment, and climate resilience to the local area. 2) I advocate that
environmental protections be increased for this area of significance, commensurate
with investment in eco tourism, and celebrating the local Community connections
and reliance on the health of this area. 3) First Nation custodianship a be
considered as high priority. With First Nation and immediate local community to be
given veto rights. The above 3 points demonstrate improved investment returns for
the vic government to make for their stakeholders , the people of Victoria, who are
looking for public policy that benefits them economically, socially, and
environmentally.
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My name is George Hedley and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I look at WP Bay multiple times per day and interact with it nearly everyday including
walking beaches, swimming, fishing, surfing and sailing from Flinders to Hastings. It\'s a
place of refuge and natural beauty which must remain at all costs.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who
place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to
the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We
cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

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

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1631

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Helen Nguyen

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Helen Nguyen and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It’s important to take action and stop the continuous destruction of our planet. This
is unnecessary and the negative impacts of AGL’s gas import terminals are much
greater. 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 but the issue that concerns
me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria which
contributes to the increase in climate change. A new fossil fuel project like the gas
import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and environment. 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. 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. 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. 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, local community and our planet to any more
harm. Sincerely, Helen Nguyen
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SUBMISSION RE: AGL PROPOSAL TO DEVELOP A GAS IMPORT TERMINAL IN
WESTERNPORT BAY
Not every city is fortunate enough to be situated on a coastline. Of those cities that are
located on a coastline, not many are as fortunate as Melbourne to have more than one unique
coastal area within reach of the city. Westernport Bay and Port Phillip Bay are defining
characteristics of Melbourne, one of the world’s most liveable cities 1 and contribute
significantly to the health and wellbeing of all Victorians. These are areas we need to protect
and nurture for future generations, particularly in a world where pollution, overfishing and
climate change due to human activity is already threatening the long -term health of marine
environments and coastal communities. 2 3
My parents took my brother and I to see the fairy penguins on Phillip Island in the early 70’s.
In those days, Melbourne was much smaller and visitors to the Penguin Parade would sit on
the beach or in a few areas with basic seating. The penguins waddled around the edges of the
spectators, and occasionally through them, single-mindedly searching for the call of their
chicks, who would be eagerly awaiting their evening meal. I can still remember the
anticipation as sunset drew closer and we scoured the waves for signs of the little penguins.
My brother and I each wanted to be the one to spot the first penguin to make it back after
their long journey at sea. I think it was a draw. Pretty soon there were more and more groups
of penguins riding the waves to arrive on the beach. In awe, I watched those little penguins
begin their journey up the beach to their burrows. The noise of their calls made us wonder
how on earth they could distinguish the call of their own chicks. After a short time, the activity
was over and the penguins were back in their burrows. Occasionally one arrive d late or
seemed to have trouble finding its burrow but eventually all those that had made it back from
their expeditions for food were settled for the night.
When my children were small, I took them to see the penguins and I hope that, in turn if they
have children, that they will be able to take their children to Phillip Island for this unique
experience too. For many families and many tourists from other parts of Victoria, interstate
and overseas, visiting the Penguin Parade is a highlight of their trips. Experiences like these
help people to appreciate the beauty and wonder of nature and our responsibility to protect
the environment for future generations.
I am highlighting the Penguin Parade, but this is just one of many such experiences (including
swimming with dolphins and whale watching) that rely on the health of the ocean and its
magnificent creatures, large and small, that will be threatened by AGL’s proposal to build a
gas import terminal in Westernport Bay. Through its proximity to Port Phillip Bay, there is the
potential for flow on effects for that unique area too.

1

Global Liveability Ranking, Economist Intelligence Unit, 2019
Australia State of the Environment, Coastal and Marine species and Ecosystems Biodiversity (2016)
3 http://www.unesco.org/new/fileadmin/MULTIMEDIA/HQ/SC/pdf/WOD Factsheets EN 05.pdf accesssed
22/08/2020
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Environmental concerns
Need to protect and nurture our wetlands
According to the website of the Australian Government’s Department of Agriculture and
Environment, 4 wetlands are areas of land where water covers soil either all year or just at
certain times of the year. They are a critical part of our natural environment and play a
significant positive role in protecting our shores from wave action, reducing the incidence of
floods, absorbing polluting substances and generally improving water quality. This provides
the perfect place for many plants and animals to survive and thrive. Wetlands are some of
the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth, and recent research has shown that they have the
potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. 5 In the context
of climate change and our continued use of fossil fuels, this capacity for significant carbon
capture and storage becomes even more important to achieving reductions in carbon
emissions.6
Ramsar listing of internationally significant wetlands
The wetlands at Western Port are listed as a Ramsar site, which means that they are of
international significance. The Western Port Ramsar site is a varied wetland with deep
channels, seagrass flats, intertidal mudflats, extensive mangrove thickets and saltmarsh
vegetation. The white mangrove areas are “the most well-developed and extensive in
Victoria”. These white mangroves are also the only large communities located so far from the
Equator.7 This is definitely not an area that should be exposed to the development of an
import gas terminal as proposed by AGL. Australia is a signatory to the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International importance and should be protecting and supporting the he alth of
the Western Port wetlands.
These wetlands support threatened plant species including:
• dense leek-orchid, creeping rush, tiny arrow grass, and
• seagrass beds that provide important nursery habitat for a number of fish species,
including commercially significant species. 8
Threatened migratory bird species that are the subject of bird conservation agreements are
also supported by this wetland area. Species include:
• waders (Western Port is one of the three most important areas for waders in Victoria)
• eastern curlew, whimbrel, bar-tailed godwit, grey-tailed tattler, greenshank and terek
sandpiper
• nationally threatened bird species including the orange-bellied parrot, swift parrot,
helmeted honeyeater, and
4

https://www.environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/about accessed 22/08/20
Carnell P, Windecker S, Brenker M, Yukate B, Johnson K and Macreadie P. 2016. Carbon sequestration by
Victorian inland wetlands. Blue Carbon Lab, Deakin University, Victoria, Australia.
6
Carbon Sequestration by Wetlands: a Critical Review of Enhancement Measures for Climate Change
Mitigation, Earth Systems and Environment, 3, 2019, 327-340.
7 http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/wetlands/ramsardetails.pl?refcode-19 accessed 21/08/2020
8 https://www.environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/about accessed 22/08/2020
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•

the fairy tern, which is of global conservation significance, and listed as vulnerable
on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. 9

Wetlands provide important benefits for industry. For example, they form nurseries for fish
and other freshwater and marine life and are critical to Australia's commercial and
recreational fishing industries.10
The protection of this wetland area from inappropriate development is even more important
considering the fact that in Victoria, most of our freshwater wetlands have been destroyed or
drained, contributing to the loss of about 35% of the world’s wetlands between 1970 and
2015.11
Impact of proposed release of 468 million litres of chlorinated water per day
If the AGL project is approved, up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water could be released
into Westernport Bay each day, close to 3.3 billion litres over a seven day period. The water
from Westernport Bay would be chlorinated to kill all living material, and, once cooled to 7C,
it would be used to thaw the frozen gas. The chlorinated water would then be returned to
Westernport Bay.
Killing all living material in billions of litres of water from the Bay every week cannot be
healthy for the surrounding waters, or the marine life in the Bay. More work needs to be done
to work out what the likely impact of returning large amounts of cold, chlorinated water to
the Bay will have on marine life. Krill, anchovies, pilchards and other small marine life form
the basis of the diets of many species in the Westernport Bay area. If large numbers of these
are killed in the chlorination process what impact would that have on marine life, the fish
estuaries and recreational and commercial fishing? Would fish caught in Westernport Bay still
be safe to eat?
Clause 22 of the Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) prohibits the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) from granting a permit to a corporation to discharge
wastewater in high conservation areas. Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site and a high
conservation value area under Victorian legislation. AGL sought to change the environmental
laws to allow for discharge of wastewater but were unsuccessful. 12 Despite this, AGL is still
proceeding with their proposal even though, if it went ahead, it would breach current
environmental laws.

9

https://www.environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/about accessed 22/08/2020

10https://www.environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/about accessed 22/08/2020
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Whales, dolphins, penguins
Westernport Bay is also visited by nationally threatened whales, the southern right whale,
and the humpback whale and by dolphins.
Southern right whales and humpback whales are particularly vulnerable to coastal pollution
and human modification of coastal environments due to their use of shallow waters during
calving.13 If there were massive gas tankers making their way through the narrow shipping
channel in Westernport to the proposed Crib Point terminal, whales would be in danger,
particularly when entering Westernport and if travelling in the vicinity of Crib Point. At nearly
300 metres long, these massive ships would dwarf a humpback whale (about 14-16 metres
long). The massive ships would regularly move through the shallow waters and dock at the
AGL’s proposed terminal. These ships and the discharged cold chlorinated water could also
pose dangers to the dolphins and little penguins in the area. Affectionately known as Fairy
Penguins, the colony of Little Penguins at Phillip island and at other points along the Bay
coastline, form one of the largest colonies in the world, comprising about 32,000 penguins.14
Risk of a catastrophic event
If this AGL proposal is approved, there are immediate risks to the area from constructing and
maintaining the platform, the Floating Storage and Regasification Unit (FSRU) and the
production of noise and waste. However, there is a further risk of a major catastrophic event
with the potential to affect communities around Westernport Bay and Phillip Island as well as
in Melbourne and far beyond.
Oil spills
Increased ship traffic in Westernport Bay increases the risk of accidents such as oil spills. AGL’s
Environment Effects Statement (EES) does not include an oil spill modelling/impact risk
assessment. Due to existing operations, oil tankers would pass directly by the FSRU. Although
it is uncommon for ships to collide, there is still a risk that this could happen, with disastrous
results. There have been oil spills in the past such as the Iron Barron spill in Tasmania and the
Ethane pipeline incident in Port Philip Bay. An oil spill within the internationally important
Ramsar wetland of Westernport Bay could be catastrophic.
It is simply not acceptable for a high-impact, low-probability event such as an oil spill to not
be fully addressed in the EES, and AGL should be required to investigate this risk and possible
mitigation options in detail.
Fires, pollution, leakage
The proposed AGL project would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include people coming into contact with toxic hydrocarbons which may
leak from the facility, as well as increased risk of accidental fire and explosion (noted in EES
13
14

http://www.environment.gov.au/cgi-bin/sprat/public/publicspecies.pl?taxon id=40
Penguin Foundation, Phillip Island.

Technical Report K). The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 km away, and
Woolleys Beach – popular with locals and visitors – is close by the site.
The proposed pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham is another point of potential leakage, fire
and explosion. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks, and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. For such a major project, the
preliminary studies presented by AGL are insufficient to address these key safety issues, and
the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to review these calculations
and provide final risk assessments.
Importance of reducing reliance on fossil fuels
The devastating bushfires of 2019-2020 brought home to many Australians how the impact
of climate change is already taking effect, rather than being a vague, distant threat. On the
back of possibly the worst drought in Australia’s history, Australians witnessed a series of
bushfires across the country of an intensity not seen before. Many people lost their homes,
livelihood, pets and livestock while vast tracts of bushland were razed and wildlife decimated.
This followed other recent disasters like the sight of a river of dead and dying fish in the
Menindee, farmers desperately waiting for rain, and floods wreaking havoc on humans,
livestock and wildlife.
We need to reduce global warming and one way we can do this is to curb the emissions from
fossil fuels like gas and oil. Together with the reduced cost of using renewable energies and
energy storage, it would make better financial sense for businesses like AGL to invest in
renewables and support consumers to move away from gas. Andrew McDowell, the European
Investment Bank’s vice-president has stated that investing in fossil fuel infrastructure,
including LNG is “increasingly an economically unsound decision” 15
The Global Energy Monitor, reported in The Guardian, suggested that while LNG was once
considered a safe bet for investors, it is now problematic due to an oversupply of gas in the
market and waning interest in fossil fuels. Lockdown measures across the world in response
to the pandemic continue to reduce the demand for fossil fuels. LNG’s problems are not likely
to disappear when the coronavirus pandemic ends either. Modelling shows that renewable
packages are already outcompeting gas in South Korea, and renewables are getting more
competitive all the time and likely to displace gas 16
This sentiment is supported by local facts as well. This year Australian Energy Market Operator
Ltd adjusted its Victorian gas-powered generation annual consumption forecast for the 20142039 period, assuming that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously
thought. This is because of a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecasted .17
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Ireland has recently (2020) decided to withdraw support for a gas import terminal at Shannon
on the South West coast, citing the inconsistency of developing LNG gas import terminals
when Ireland is moving towards carbon neutrality 18
If we are serious about creating a safe climate and reducing the impact of fossil fuels on
carbon emissions and their contribution to global warming, we cannot endorse a proposal to
build a gas import terminal in the pristine, internationally significant wetlands area of
Western Port, as proposed by AGL.
Significance to Aboriginal culture
A number of Indigenous cultural heritage sites on the shores of Western Port have been
identified. 19 The Boon Wurrung/Bunurong people of the Kulin Nation are the Traditional
Owners of the land that covers the coast from the Werribee River in the north-west, down to
Wilson’s Promontory in the south-east, taking in the catchments of the Old Carrum swamp,
Tarwin River and Westernport Bay, and including Mornington Peninsula, French and Phillip
Islands.20 The experience of the bushfires has brought renewed attention to the land
management/fire management skills of Aboriginal people and there is a great deal that can
be learned from Aboriginal experts to benefit the management of Victoria’s precious land and
water assets.
Indigenous cultural heritage sites should not be destroyed or put at risk of being destroyed to
make way for a gas import terminal in Victoria. It is important that all impacts on Aboriginal
cultural heritage places are thoroughly investigated in consultation with affected Aboriginal
communities, and that experts in this field are endorsed by the affected Aboriginal
communities.
Conclusion
In conclusion, I believe that AGL’s environmental effects statement does not warrant approval
to progress to the next stage of the development of the proposed gas import terminal.
If AGL were to build the gas import terminal at Crib Point on the Westernport Bay, I believe it
would:
• endanger the pristine marine environment and ecosystem of Westernport Bay and
neighbouring coastal areas, including wetlands that are an internationally significant
Ramsar site;
• ruin an area of great natural beauty;
• destroy or degrade the environment for future generations;
• destroy or degrade local Aboriginal cultural heritage places;
• disturb and otherwise negatively impact on important fish nurseries for Victoria’s
commercial and recreational fishing industry; and

18

https://drlilordrop.com/2020/06/15/irish-government-moves-to-block-imports-of-fracked-gas/
http://www.environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/ramsar
20
https://localhistory.kingston.vic.gov.au/articles/499
19

•

have a negative impact on tourism on and around Phillip Island, Westernport Bay and
the Mornington Peninsula.

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission.
Sally-Anne Melke
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My name is Kira Antonucci and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

1634

Request to be heard?: No - but please email me a
Full Name:

Zoe Matthews

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Submission_to_th

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Please see attached.

25/08/2020

Submission to the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee
My name is Zoe Matthews and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay and the surrounding area is the land and water of the Wurundjeri,
Boonerwrung, Wathaurong and Taungerong people of the Kulin Nations. It is not
AGL's land or water to exploit.
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 the
area's precious ecosystems and wildlife, especially in the context of the increasingly
destructive effects of climate change.
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.
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
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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.
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.
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 these delicate ecosystems would be unacc eptable.
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,
Zoe Matthews
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My name is Cecelia Hedditch and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western port pay is home to rich wildlife. Wetlands can also store carbon and are an
important ecosystem, especially as we see rise in climate.The chlorine dumped
would be catastrophic to the health of local wildlife I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental
and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of
nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protectio
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I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
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. 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). 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.
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My name is Carol Reason and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I love this area and
would hate to have it and the marine live damaged by this gas project. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws pr
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My name is Harrison West and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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
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My name is Harry Hedley and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I live here, surf here and eat food from this bay. I also have a mind to protect wildlife and RAMSAR
areas from total destruction. AGL\'s plans to spit out \'dead\' water is a clear indication of what must
not happen to Westernport Bay
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and
an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true
even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can
be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact
that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets.
This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period.

They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due
to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
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,
Harry Hedley
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My name is Laura Herriott and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It\'s a beautiful part of the world and the wildlife is phenomenal, especially the family of
Dolphins who live in the bay and often come close to shore around Somers! I couldn\'t
imagine life without it.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
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 impac t 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,
Laura Herriott
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My name is Nicolo Bianchino and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Like any Australian native environment. I believe we need to avoid as much unnesseary human
impact as possible. I also believe we need to move invest renewables and stop relying on coal
and gas who simple pillage and mismanage our recourses.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people
to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable
on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts
of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in
the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained
most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in
soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn
into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and
more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Nicolo Bianchino
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My name is Natalie Van Der Heyden and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I love spending time in and on the ocean
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted
economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants
Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy
needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for

consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when
a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and
less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
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,
Natalie Van Der Heyden
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Hi, my name is Michael Franklin and I’m pretty appalled at our government in
considering backing an unsustainable and potentially ecologically devastating fossil
fuel. There’s rarely accountability in ecological disasters, our only defence is not
allowing them to even get the opportunity. Especially in an area that’s has diverse
wildlife and requires strong tourism support.
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When I first heard news of AGL’s gas terminal proposal I felt sick. Now I wake up
each morning despondent and go about my daily tasks with an impending sense of
doom. We are in a climate crisis. We are in an extinction crisis. This proposal will
exacerbate both! And to add insult to injury it is proposed for one of Australia’s
most valuable and pristine environments – a RAMSAR listed wetland and designated
UNESCO biosphere. We are running out of gas, they say. Well good, it will hasten the
transition to clean renewable energy. But really who can confidently claim to know
what the energy market will look like in four years given the dramatic and ongoing
reduction in renewable energy capture and storage costs. The justification for this
project may just as well be a licked finger stuck up in the wind. Westernport Bay is of
course too large and complex for a direct assessment of this project’s impact on its
habitat and key species. Chlorinated wastewater pollution will be limited to the area
already disturbed by port activities. Horizontal drilling will be used to place the
pipeline under critical waterways. You won’t even notice the 40 extra container
ships a year. Neither will the Southern Right Whales. It’s too complicated to
understand all potential impacts but we will monitor to find out what we don’t know
now. Only a tiny fraction of Westernport will be affected. That might be true but it’s
like a dog poo on your lounge-room carpet. It only affects 0.1% of your floor space
but it is highly offensive and not something you want there. These projects cause
ecosystem death-by-a-thousand-cuts. A little bit of pollution here, a little bit of
clearing there. A bit of extra noise, light, vibration and rubbish. The odd accident
with a whale or other marine life. It’s cumulative like cancer cells lodging in critical
organs. It’s time to say no to these dirty fossil fuel developments. Leave our
Westernport Bay alone! We should be protecting and enhancing what is left of our
precious natural treasures, not violating them. I call for this proposal to be rejected.
The removal of my environmental grief burden would be much appreciated.
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My name is Sarah Mason and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a
gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so f ar 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 f ace 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, Sarah Mason
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My name is Matt Roberts and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The health of the bay is paramount to preserving the health of the marine ecosystem.
Victorian marine environments are under enough stress as it is.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible
array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts

to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in
soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent
with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Matt Roberts
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My name is Shona Admon and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Any natural area is important to me, it’s important to stop drilling’s and keep areas
pristine for the wildlife. Time to move on from gas (towards renewables) and
horrible corporations that sell it off and then back to Victorians at a higher rate. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife.
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Your submission:
My name is Jess Cooper and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Western Port is
important to me as I use it recreationally, surfing and kayaking with my family in
various sites.I also value the mangrove/wetland system as an important study site,
as I teach Geography at a local secondary school. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve
area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasificatio
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My name is Jonathan Watcham and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Unspoilt, beautiful views and clean water. Don’t change that! 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 Protecti
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Things have changed a lot during 2020, largely as a result of the effects of COVID-19 being felt
across the world. Global oil and gas prices have plummeted in response to decreased demand,
as well as Russia and Saudi Arabia engaging in a price war in order to push down the price of
oil (having direct effects on the price of gas). AEMO has notably pointed to likely lower-thanexpected levels of global LNG demand and domestic gas use because of the pandemic.1
PM Scott Morrison and Federal Energy Minister Angus Taylor have also announced plans to
capitalise on globally low oil and gas markets to boost industry, and reduce domestic energy
prices.2
Current (other) gas projects under consideration include:
- Narrabri, NSW coal seam gas extraction by Santos, requiring NSW Government and
Federal Government approval. The Federal Government is considering ordering that
this supply be reserved for the domestic market.
- LNG import terminals on the NSW coast - Port Kembla and Port of Newcastle.
- LNG import terminal – Viva Energy (Shell) Geelong oil refinery, proposed to be repurposed after 65 years in operation.
In addition, Victoria's moratorium on conventional onshore gas exploration is to be lifted from
mid-2021 (however, the ban on fracking and coal seam gas exploration in Victoria is to be
enshrined in our State’s constitution).
Australia is the world’s biggest exporter of LNG, so we have the gas. The Federal Government
is able to reserve gas to the domestic market, including from the voluminous LNG Gas Export
Terminal in Gladstone, Queensland. Australia also has the pipeline infrastructure to move gas
to where it is needed. We do not need to be shipping gas into pristine waters and world
heritage listed environments like Western Port.
As more renewable projects come online, including investment in residential rooftop solar PV
and battery-storage, the pressure on gas as a resource to fire electricity power stations will
also become less. Particularly if the bushfires hit eastern Australia again this Summer, the
community will move further away from non-renewable energy sources in favour of
sustainability and protection of the environment. Indeed, Crib Point was hit with a fire 5 years
ago this Summer, and that community will remember that scenario all too well. We have
been forced to adapt our lifestyles to fight COVID-19. Victorians would simply use less gas if
the alternative was risking ruining one of our last remaining pristine environments.
AGL is predominantly an energy retailer - their access to gas at global wholesale prices will
not drive down retail end-user prices. Any difference will just go into AGL’s directors’ and
shareholders’ pockets, and fuel AGL as another major supplier in this space. Monetary fines
and other available sanctions are not enough to invoke true responsibility for the
environmental effects of this project. The available profits and power to AGL are just too high
and will overpower any deterrence.

1

https://www.afr.com/companies/energy/gas-shortages-could-hit-vic-by-2024-aemo-20200326-p54e91
https://www.smh.com.au/politics/federal/morrison-prepares-a-gas-plan-to-boost-economy-out-of-thepandemic-20200807-p55jop.html
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In short, the project is not required for Western Port. There are plenty of viable alternatives
that would not ruin relatively untouched environmental sanctuaries. AGL could perhaps join
in one of the other proposed projects listed above to achieve its own real objectives.
2. Why Western Port? Land and waters of significant pristine beauty and importance
Do the Proposers really appreciate how pristine and beautiful Western Port really is?
As a community, we love and care for our natural environment. We love the resident dolphins
like they are our pets. We snorkel, paddle board, sail and kayak enjoying the sea and bird life
that is Western Port, whilst respecting this incredible natural environment. We look out
across the water and feel so lucky to be privy to one of the last untouched areas on this planet.
We feel peace in our bones as a result. Western Port is part of us.
The EES is very much a part of the proposal for the project and is written with a slant of
progress and all will be well. Query the objectivity of the technical experts engaged, or
perhaps they were just not given enough of a brief by the Proposers to really consider the
possible and probable environmental effects. Clearly, the Proposers and technical experts do
not fully appreciate how pristine Western Port actually is.
There are real risks to the ecosystems of Western Port and surrounds, including the ecology
of the marine environment and the vast and productive mangrove forests. At its simplest,
the effects of “wash” (waves) from the huge tankers coming and going will affect the area.
There are also the obvious impacts on fish breeding and stress to this ecosystem. Fish larvae
and other small organisms are acknowledged in the EES as being threatened (a real concern)
but the mangroves largely overlooked. Noise has also been inadequately considered
(including, importantly, the effects of underwater noise and vibration) and the effects will
only really be known if the project is under operation.
Crib Point is positioned amongst the most southerly occurring mangrove forest in the world.
These mangroves are the backbone of the bay and essential for fish breeding and feeding,
water filtering, and climate control via their effects on CO2 levels. They influence much of the
marine life and diversity in the bay. Western Port, including all of these mangroves, has been
identified as an area to be protected by the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. Western Port is also a UNESCO Biosphere Reserve and there are many
internationally protected species.
The thought of allowing huge quantities of chlorinated wastewater to be expelled into
Western Port each day, and at possibly vastly different temperatures, is unfathomable.
Possible destruction of the mangroves, marine life and associated ecosystems would surely
have a massive effect at Somers and around Western Port and also contribute to global
warming.
Things can and do go wrong. Risks are not necessarily foreseen and effects are not always
avoided/minimised/managed. All this in the context of another possibly extreme bushfire
season on its way and incredible stress to multiple communities from COVID-19… None of us
foresaw or planned for any of that.

There are far better ways to address any perceived “need” for this project.
Thank you.
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My name is Marcus Tarrant and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Phillip Island,
where I live, is one of Australia's most important natural attractions - in the middle
of Westernport Bay. Most famous (worldwide) for our penguins, seals, birdlife and
fishing, this unspoiled, sensitive region bust not be put at 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. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so 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. 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 behavioral changes in dolphins and mask the com

My name is Marcus Tarrant. I have lived in the Westernport Bay area for almost 40 years.
Phillip Island, where I live, is one of Australia's most important natural attractions - right in the
middle of Westernport Bay. Most famous (worldwide) for our penguins, seals, whale watching,
birdlife and fishing, this unspoiled, sensitive region must not be put at 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.
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.
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
Marcus Tarrant
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My name is Josh Doherty and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay is
my home. It’s where myself, my family and friends swim, surf and go to the beach.
It’s also home to thousands of marine animals that will be put at severe risk if this
project goes ahead. The only way forward is renewable energy. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Sincerely
Josh Doherty
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Submission opposing the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
25 August 2020

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

assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels. Renewable
energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true even when
renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered
when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year
AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now
assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher
penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs
- would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled
into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This
enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with
the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Rose Childe
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My name is Kristy Arthurson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a part of so many memories for so many Melbourne families. Our
connection to this place is deep. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a
popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and
the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the
impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most
tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on
earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are
a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in
some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue. Millions of Australians consider
climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we
face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end
of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only
a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas
instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe
climate. It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise
would affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no
baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the
impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed

FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound
would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales
in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from
foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife
would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm. Sincerely,â€¨Kristy Arthurson
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My name is Zsuzsa Gaynor Mihaly and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
It contains a multitude of important and unique Australian wildlife species and is a
beautiful coastline destination.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high
noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion
zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend
with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping
and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point
jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This
is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken
these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.

Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Zsuzsa Gaynor Mihaly
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I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the
gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. While I do not think this will impact tourism and
recreation significantly it will still undermine decades-long efforts to regenerate
Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered an industrial area in the
past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More and more people now
regard the Bay as a site of high ecological and recreational importance. The gas
import terminal proposal would be a step backwards for this perception and may
derail efforts to protect the further enhance the area for the environment and for
recreational users. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth.
They combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350
species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could
dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could
have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so 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
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My name is Nicole Cowan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It
a beautiful ecological area of significance and a natural wonder that should be
preserved. Not only are wetlands important ecosystems and carbon sinks they are
also very important in drawing people to the area. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environmental 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 an 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 w
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Thank you for allowing me to have my say, I am greatly concerned by the proposal
from AGL to install a gas port terminal in Western-port Bay. Firstly, I am greatly
concerned as to how it will impact the environment and ecosystems that call our
beautiful western port bay home. My understanding, is that AGL will have
machinery, up to 17 stories high, that will churn through billions of litres of water
per day, excreting a variety of toxic and deadly chemicals into the surrounding
waters of the day that in turn will result in temperature changes that will have a flow
on effect that will greatly impact the marine life within the bay, from destruction of
food sources, shelter/habitat to the eventual destruction of entire ecosystems
throughout the bay. In the event of an emergency or fault on the station that results
in chemical, gas or other leaks it will result in environmental disasters that take
decades to recover from. The impact this will have to surrounding areas of the bay is
also of great concerns, it is a known fishing region and the loss to local business and
tourism would result in people losing their livelihoods and on the back of a global
pandemic in a state that is already struggling it is simply irresponsible. For over 20
years since I have frequented Western-port bay for a variety of water based
activities. I have enjoyed boating, site seeing, surfing & fishing within the bay, and it
is a place that holds a great deal of sentimental value to me it is like a second home.
The addition of this plant has the ability to destroy an area of Victoria that is held
dear by so many myself included. I'd like to ask AGL to continue funding and
researching on renewable energy sources, we need to act now to protect what is left
of our environments not continue to diminish them. Other companies have begun
this step and I strongly encourage AGL to be a front runner in a form of energy that
can be sustained long beyond that of gas. I am a big believer in renewable energy
sources. As a homeowner I have sourced solar panels and an energy company that
supports renewable energy as a primary focus. I was initially with AGL but the
savings found in renewable energy outweighed what they could offer with gas. The
savings I am now receiving as a consumer through renewable energy are undeniable
and that is where the focus should be. Making renewable energy more accessible
through companies like AGL. There is a market beyond gas and it should be greatly
considered we have one Western-port Bay and we should protect it.
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My name is Mick Barrett and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s a beautiful
place and I’m concerned about the environmental impact on all the coastline and
surf spots in area as I live in St Andrews Beach. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local community. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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
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My name is Daene Gallagher and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The entire Australian mainland/ inland/ coastline is important to me as an ocean/
water enthusiast. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel
project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They
combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species
including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of
the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site
for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves
in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion.
The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and
animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is n
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My name is Peter Sampson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a unique part of Victoria for its beautiful beaches, marine life and flora. I visit
friends there, to go for walks along Westernport Bay. I am concerned of the long term
environmental effects of the AGL gas project will have.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission, but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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 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,
Peter Sampson
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My name is Daniel Woodstock and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The bay is a significant area of biodiversity, and marine life. This proposed action puts our
wildlife at risk, damages the environment and is an unnecessary. Cleaner, safer forms of
energy can be utilised and should be invested in, for our future!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should dee m this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of
a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence
of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife . There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming

by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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 Woodstock
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To Whom It May Concern,
My name is Nicholas Wilkins. I grew up close to Westernport Bay and have been visiting regularly for the last
20 years. My family and many friends continue to live in the area and I visit the area around the Bay often,
especially during Summer.
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.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import
terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is
not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality
we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do
not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has
rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They
have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed
FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and
other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Nicholas Wilkins
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My name is Jessica O’Callaghan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western port Bay is a place so close to home for me. I often stay at my holiday house in Ventnor and
you can see the waters near french island very clearly. Aside from that, nature should be prioritised
as our impact on the environment is worsening.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting

consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jessica O’Callaghan
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My name is Harris Zervakis and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. 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
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Mornington Peninsula Climate Action Network (mpCAN) Submission to the Crib Point IAC
I strongly oppose the proposed Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Crib-Point to Pakenham Pipeline project. There
are countless environmental and ethical reasons to keep heavy industry out of the Bay. I will focus on the
following specific objections to the project:
• The threat to marine life posed by the construction and ongoing maintenance of the facility
• The risk of damage to Ramsar listed wetlands and endangered species caused by construction of the
connected pipeline,
• The unacceptable danger that our continued reliance on gas poses to our climate
Threat to marine life
The EES is manifestly inadequate in accurately or credibly predicting the impact that the proposed project would
have on Westernport’s biodiversity. It seems that the developer plans to either break or somehow circumvent
the current Victorian environmental laws (SEPP Waters) that prevent the discharge of wastewater. The proposed
FSRU plans to draw over 450 million litres of seawater every day, then discharge it back into the Bay, chilled and
chlorinated and potentially toxic to marine life. There is so much unknown about how this cold, chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport Bay and the EES does not adequately address this.
According to the Victorian National Parks Association[1], the waste water would be polluted with chlorine at a
concentration 16 times higher than CSIRO has deemed safe levels for marine waters - a concentration of 100
micrograms per litre, when the safe levels (to protect 99% of species) is set at just 6 micrograms per litre. Given
these figures, how can AGL prove that there is no threat to biodiversity by sterilising, chlorinating and cooling
the water? What evidence is there that this is safe?
Not only does the EES fail to address the impact of planned marine pollution, it also fails to assess the risk of
accidental contamination. The project would see a 25-40% increase in marine traffic in the Westernport Bay,
which surely also increases the cumulative risk of collisions and accidents. There is no inclusion of an impact risk
assessment of the threat of oil spills. How does AGL plan to investigate this risk? A detailed mitigation plan
should be provided.
The EES also fails to address the impact this marine traffic poses to migratory whales – particularly considering
peak shipping times coincide with the peak whale migration. The endangered Southern Right Whale is known to
visit the Bay in winter. There is a population of only 300 Southern Right Whales in Victoria, South Australia,
Tasmania and New South Wales waters combined. Any increased risk of injuring this already very fragile
population needs to be taken seriously. AGL should provide a highly detailed plan to outline exactly how they
plant to mitigate against any ancillary boat traffic colliding with and injuring whales. The EES should also include
scientific evidence that plankton (the main food source of whales) will not be impacted by the FSRU water intake.
The EES predicts that plankton will not be sucked up by the water intake pipes by making the assump tion that
plankton floats higher than the pipes. I would like to see AGL provide detailed evidence of this, because at this
stage it seems to have no scientific basis.
Damage to Ramsar listed wetlands and endangered species
The proposed pipeline would run through a world-renowned Ramsar listed wetland, which is listed under the
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. The pipeline would also impact the United Nations
(UNESCO) declared biosphere reserve, which is one of only nine biospheres in Australia. This region contains a
range of listed threatened species, ecological communities and migratory species – including 65% of Victoria’s
bird species. Many of the migratory birds that use the area are also listed under international agreements,
including the JAMBA, CAMBA , ROKAMBA and the Bonn Agreement.[2] Given our obligations to these
international agreements of conservation and protection, exactly how does AGL and APA plan to mitigate risks
to this habitat? How can any level of risk be deemed acceptable?
The construction of the pipeline would result in the loss of over 150,000 square meters of native vegetation
from this biosphere zone, almost half of which are endangered vegetation types. I want to know how APA plans
to address the fact that 36 threatened species will potentially be impacted, including species protected under
the following acts: 8 species listed under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act,
19 species listed under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act listed species, 30 species under the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning Advisory List, and 5 migratory species protected under the EPBC

Act. Given so many of these species and ecological zones are already listed under multiple environment
protection acts, how can this project even be under consideration?
Continued reliance on gas an unacceptable danger to our climate
The project is a disaster on localised environmental grounds, but even if all of these risks were somehow
ameliorated, the project would still pose unacceptable danger to our climate. To invest in this project is to
continue to invest in Victoria’s fossil fuel future. The Government have committed to net zero carbon emissions
by 2050 and falsely assert that gas is a ‘transition fuel’, however gas is a fossil fuel that is directly driving the
climate crisis. I instead want the State and Commonwealth Governments to reject the project in favour of
working with the Australian energy industry to fast-track the transition to renewables.
I would like to see the detailed modelling that the Government is using to assert that this project is necessary.
There seems to be very little evidence that the project is needed, or economically viable as Australia transitions
to renewable energy sources. According to the Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) and CSIRO,
renewables have become the cheapest alternative for new power production.[3]
[1] Victorian National Parks Association, https://vnpa.org.au/agl/
[2] Westernport Biosphere, https://www.biosphere.org.au/our-biosphere/western-port-biosphere/
[3] CSIRO and AEMO (2018) GenCost 2018, Updated projections of electricity generation technology
costs, https://www.csiro.au/en/News/News-releases/2018/Annual-update-finds-renewables-are-cheapestnewbuild-
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My name is Hamish McShane and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Balnarring has been my home my whole life, Westernport Bay is a pristine and
beautiful diverse ecosystem and a RAMSAR site that needs protecting
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 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,
Hamish McShane
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My name is Colin Smith and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
As someone from the area, the biodiversity and environment of the bay is vital. Not
only does is it essential for wildlife, but for the locals who rely on the area for
tourism. Please don’t take this away from us!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being
subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by
AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of
wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we
face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation

value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage
has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad
business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and
supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other
marine mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at
1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326.
This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that
these numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with
injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by
shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence
to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the
Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm
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My name is Kelli Simmons and I visit Westernport Bay often.
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 wetlan ds
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 w ill undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the
most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Kelli Simmons
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SUBMISSION
We own a beach house in Shoreham which we visit often.
Westernport Bay is an ecological treasure, an irreplaceable asset that should not be
threatened. The risk of damage posed by the AGL project overwhelms any economic
benefits that it may provide.
We 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 we will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming
into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will
have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves
stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around
the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been

unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defence against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There
are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we
meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.

Michael and Ros Crommelin
, Malvern 3144
25 August 2020
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Tuesday, 25 August, 2020
Re: Submission to Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
My name is Lisa Chalk and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The natural environment and the all of the animals - especially bird species but also dolphins - make this
a very special part of the Mornington Peninsula. The pristine environment and being close to nature is
the very reason I moved here.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby.
The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean
boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent
with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly
around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in

their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible
for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per
cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a
priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They
have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed
FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish
and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around
Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.
Sincerely,

Lisa Chalk
Somers, Victoria
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My name is Mark Bluett and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. Thank
you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. Sincerely, Mark Bluett
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My name is joseph duck and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
it is home to a huge range of wildlife that needs to be protected at all costs!
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 a nd 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 conti nue
until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism -dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception
that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied
Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns
and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and
animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by
AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws p rohibit 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 atmosphe re. 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,
joseph duck
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My name is Rory Philpott and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
have visited it many many times and it is an extremely important and beautiful
ecosystem which should not be harmed for profit or convenience. 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 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. Sincerely,
Rory Philpott
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My name is Daniel Flynn and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the
local community.
I have lived for decades within a couple of kilometres of Woolley’s Beach Reserve, and the idea
that we could potentially lose access to parts of the beach is unacceptable, particularly when viable
alternatives in the renewable energy sector are ready to meet our countries needs. The idea that we
could lose access is only subtlety implied deep within the EES, this is bad faith on AGL's part, they
should be up front about this. How could you not know? You have virtually unlimited reso urces at
your disposal. Why subject world heritage listed wetlands to a stressor like this? The gas we would
receive form this new facility would not make our energy bills any cheaper, we have seen that
facilities like this have opened up our gas market to the globe, which has increased prices
dramatically in the last few years. Where will the gas come from? At this stage know body knows,
but it could come from anywhere in the world. It could even have originated somewhere in south
east Australia, have been processed and shipped off to somewhere else in the world, and then been
sent back to us here - if that country decided they had met there gas needs for the next short while
and couldn't store it. How is that for logic, its a terrible idea, and what about these increased
emissions from traversing the globe back and forth. Have they been included in the emissions
count? The rationale for this project is unmet, the time to transition to renewable energy is right
now.
As a local, I am concerned about the noise levels from increased ships. I already hear one or so ship
that docks at Crib Point every week or so, and any more could severely affect my quality of life. I
am concerned about the increase in traffic from trucks in the local area, what will be the route they
take through Crib Point and surrounding suburbs? I am concerned about the increase in dust from
being stirred up by the huge increase in traffic. I know locals who have asthma, and this could make
their symptoms worse. The idea that a contractor will be responsible for monitoring this isn’t good
enough. Too often these things are dealt with far too late, too many shortcuts, too much cost cutting.
Who will ultimately be responsible? Who is this contractor? Are they going to be properly
empowered to do their job in terms of resources and technology? The burden always falls upon the
local individual to force the big operators to act. We’ve seen time and time again that big fossil fuel
polluters take no personal responsibility for these issues.
Perhaps the biggest concern I have is with the increased fire risk. I have lived with fire risk in the
area for decades, but gradually the risk has become greater as we experience, longer, hotter, and
drier summers due to human accelerated climate change. I have had to evacuate my home a number
of times - sometimes with very little warning. This project will further increase the risk and severity
of bushfires by its substantial greenhouse gas emissions, and through a potential leak and/or other
works around highly fire prone bushland. I don’t think the bushfire management plan in the EES
takes seriously enough the risk, there have been many major bushfires at that very spot most
summers in the last couple of decades at least - with some being catastrophic. What is the actual
plan? No amount of resources or manpower can battle some of these fires, they're too hot, and move
to quick. Sometimes the best option is to not be anywhere near them. How will locals benefit from
this? Every local politician at least has some very big concerns over this project.
These wetlands are a major asset to the area, and have come a long way in recovery in the last few
decades as well. They are a source of recreation, relaxation, exercise, unwinding for locals and
tourists alike. Not to mention the wetlands critical role in the sequestration of carbon in the carbon
cycle - contributing to bringing carbon down from our atmosphere into the ground where it used to
be. There is a lot of bushland nearby as well that could be affected if the mangroves are affected.
Mangroves help to protect coastlines from swell waves, storm surges and erosion, and by reducing
wind within that environment.

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 f acility 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.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas supply chain is
above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much
methane is released to the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore ga s
fields in the United States have levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the
Australian gas industry and federal government report far lower emission intensities for
unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable
measurements. Gas is not a climate solution.
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 Weste rnport
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 the local
community would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Daniel Flynn
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My name is Peter Bennett and I visit Westernport Bay often. Having surfed from
Phillip lsland to Flinders and walked most of the coastline between for all of my life,
the pristine environment is of great significance to me and my children and I would
like it to remain for their children. 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 Environ
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My name is Andrea Huser and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port has a unique unspoiled natural environment. Which is economically and
recreational very significant for Victoria. No tourist will visit to see industrial waterways of
gas tankers! We need investing into Alternative Energy!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of
a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made
up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the
most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds

true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator
and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly
accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual
consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption
will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Andrea Huser
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My Submission re Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee for the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project Dated 25th August 2020:
My concerns are as follows:
•

Native vegetation removed to make way for the pipeline will involve the direct loss of 15
hectares of native vegetation – almost half of which is endangered vegetation types.

•

The pipeline component of the project has the potential to impact on a large number of
threatened species, including:
- 8 Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act listed species,
- 19 Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act listed species;
- 30 Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning Advisory List species
- 5 EPBC Act listed migratory species
– totalling 36 threatened species potentially impacted.

•

The existence and ongoing maintenance of this pipeline is a serious threat to the survival of
the nationally-endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot (listed under the EPBC Act) that has
received major investments by governments and community over a long period time. The
project will directly result in removal of vegetation from sites of likely habitat of the
Southern Brown Bandicoot. This could result in local extinctions of this species.

•

The pipeline is proposed to go through Warringine Park, a covenanted Council reserve of
over 100 hectares between Hastings and Crib Point.
The EES fails to directly address catastrophic threats and events, particularly when similar
events have occurred previously in the region, for example:

•

Major oil spill – such as the Iron Barren spill in the Tamar Estuary in 1995. Although the
FSRU and supply vessels may not carry large quantities of fuel, their operations interact with
tankers that do, especially given tankers will pass the FSRU to get to Long Island Point.

•

Gas release or gas explosion incident – such as the ethane pipeline rupture in Port Phillip
Bay in 2008. Although the ethane rupture event did not lead to catastrophic outcomes, it
proves that events such as this can occur are not necessarily rare or unlikely.

•

Marine pest invasions with permanent alterations of ecosystems – such as Japanese Kelp or
Northern Pacific Sea Stars, which have devastated swathes of habitat types in Port Phillip
Bay already.
Up to 40 additional ships into Westernport Bay will increase shipping activity by up to 2540% every year. This increases the risk of these events significantly, as well as risk of ship
grounding on sensitive habitats. It should be openly acknowledged and planned for that the
FSRU introduces additional (cumulative) incident risk in Westernport Bay.

Wetland birds and Ramsar Wetland site values ignored:

•

Both the terrestrial and marine impact assessment reports dismiss the potential for impacts
on wetland birds and Ramsar wetlands of international importance (recognised for
containing representative, rare or unique wetlands, or wetlands that are important for
conserving biological diversity).

•

The EES discounts any impacts on wetland birds by saying that because they are not in the
direct project vicinity, they will not be impacted. It is well known that wetland birds have
sensitivities to disturbance i.e. visual light, noise and predators. These disturbances can alter
behaviours and translate to a reduction in energy reserves for the animals. Any depression
of prey populations from other environmental impacts can also have an immediate effect on
the survivorship of birds, particularly those breeding or building reserves for migration.

•

The combined effects from noise, visual disturbance, and movement barriers for feeding
(cumulative impacts) are not considered. This is a huge issue because wetland and
migratory birds are well known to be particularly sensitive to combined pressures.

•

The EES does not address biological impacts on Westernport Bay’s Ramsar ecological values
and has no direct assessment of the key sensitivities for these habitats and significant
species.

•

There are no predictions of degrees of change in ‘ecological character’ of Westernport Bay’s
Ramsar site i.e. the combination of the ecosystem components, processes, and benefits and
services that characterise the wetland.
Marine biodiversity field studies – no scientific backing:

•

For all the types of marine and wetland impacts that could occur, the EES does not provide
enough supporting evidence for its predictions, and therefore it downplays major issues,
such as toxicants, oil spills and marine pests.

•

In many cases there was no supporting evidence for the predictions of impact of the project
on biodiversity. For example, the risk of plankton being sucked up into the FSRU intake
pipes, the EES says it will be reduced by making an assumption that plankton would float
above the FSRU intake pipes – there is no supporting evidence to back this up.
Lack of assessment for significant marine species – whales and others:

•

The impact on whales from the up to additional 40 ships per year entering Westernport Bay,
a 25-40% increase, is not addressed anywhere near adequately enough.

•

Peak shipping would coincide with the peak whale season. The EES understates the risk of
whale strike by LNG carriers, and therefore understates adequate measures to reduce this
impact.

•

Westernport Bay is visited by the endangered Southern Right Whale during winter. Its
population has failed to recover post-whaling, with an estimated maximum of 300
individuals making up the south-east Australia population (Victoria, South Australia,
Tasmania and New South Wales).

•

A study needs to be done to determine whale numbers and movements to ascertain
baseline knowledge.

•

Modeling of physical and chemical impact pressures, such astemperature, toxicants and

noise, was not assessed with respect to maps of sensitive species, communities or
ecosystem features.
Chlorine discharge:
•
•

•

Chlorine released from the discharge points on the FSRU ship (produced for cooling
operations) at its peak will release up to 47 kg/day.
The FSRU ship will be releasing more than the identified safe levels identified by CSIRO for
marine waters. It will be releasing 100 micrograms per litre, when the safe levels to protect
99% of species is set at just 6 micrograms per litre. This is over 16 times higher than safe
levels for marine waters.
This pool of chlorine, identified as being over safe limits for marine waters, is modelled to
extend over an area of 5 hectares around the FSRU ship.

•

Assumptions are made that it will be dissolved in no time, but the EES does not take into
account the other contaminants (secondary products from the chlorine) which can be
produced, pending what other particles are in the water.

•

These contaminants have the potential for irreversible damage to the ecosystem.

•

The EES does not address how these toxicants can travel to other ecological sensitive areas,
for example with the movements of tides.
In some cases, evidence of contaminants dispersing further afield are excluded in the EES.
For example, in FSRU operations in other parts of the world toxicants can be distributed to
wider areas.

•

Sincerely, Jan Heald
Mt Evelyn, VIC 3796

Wetland birds and Ramsar values wetland values ignored:
•

•

•

•

•

•
Both the terrestrial and marine impact assessment reports dismiss the potential for
impacts on wetland birds and Ramsar wetlands of international importance
(recognised for containing representative, rare or unique wetlands, or wetlands that
are important for conserving biological diversity).
• The EES discounts any impacts on wetland birds by saying that because they are
not in the direct project vicinity, they will not be impacted. It is well known that
wetland birds have sensitivities to disturbance i.e. visual light, noise and predators.
These disturbances can alter behaviours and translate to a reduction in energy reserves
for the animals. Any depression of prey populations from other environmental
impacts can also have an immediate effect on the survivorship of birds, particularly
those breeding or building reserves for migration.
• The combined effects from noise, visual disturbance, and movement barriers for
feeding (cumulative impacts) are not considered. This is a huge issue because wetland
and migratory birds are well known to be particularly sensitive to combined pressures.
• The EES does not address biological impacts on Westernport Bay’s Ramsar
ecological values and has no direct assessment of the key sensitivities for these
habitats and significant species.
• There are no predictions of degrees of change in ‘ecological character’ of
Westernport Bay’s Ramsar site i.e. the combination of the ecosystem components,
processes, and benefits and services that characterise the wetland.
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Amanda Nelson
Crib Point Enquiry and Advisory Committee

25 August 2020

EES Response

Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project

My name is Amanda Nelson, I am and artist living with my family in Balnarring on
Bunurong/Boon Wurrung land on the shores of Warn mar-rin/ Mar- ran biik (Westernport
Bay). I am writing in response to AGL’s EES and in opposition to the planned FSRU and
pipeline project at Crib Point.

Location
The EES mis-characterises the location of the development as a low value Port setting,
already disturbed land adjacent to a former refinery. This perspective is narrow and fails to
recognise the significance of the RAMSAR wetlands, and UNESCO Biosphere listing. The
EES fails to highlight the importance of the location
• as part of the East Asian Australian Flyway and an important part of migratory
pathways for birds.
• Including 3 Marine National parks
• As territory for migrating Southern Right whales, Humpback whales and Orca.
• Consisting of Heathy woodland, Mangrove Scrubland, Coastal Saltmarsh, Coastal
Dune grassland, and Grassy Woodland.
• The township of Crib point includes endangered/ vulnerable conservation status
locations.
The beauty of Mar-ran biik/ Warn mar- rin is ignored, and in doing so AGL
diminishes our human connection to our land.

ESS RESPONSE

1

Effects to Marine Biodiversity
The EES identifies the discharge of wastewater of over 400 million cubic litres of
chlorinated water with a temperature differential to surrounding water. I have profound
concerns that the impacts on sensitive marine biota from discharge have been
underestimated. It appears that the method for analysis is based on mechanistic thinking with little regard to systems relationships and an expanded perspective. My concerns include:
• The cumulative effects of wastewater, disruption to the ecological communities
adjacent to the jetty, and that potential contaminants will have devastating effects on
migratory shore birds including the threatened Orange Bellied Parrot and Eastern Curlew.
• That entrainment projections minimise potential effects to Mangrove and Mudflat
invertebrates and intertidal/ sub tidal seagrass environments and plankton.
• The follow on effects of chlorinated wastewater and disruption to ecological
communities upon a RAMSAR wetland are poorly understood.
• The potential for the accumulation of chlorine within the food chain.
• Negative effects to marine biodiversity through noise is poorly understood.
• Negative effects to marine biodiversity through light is poorly understood.
• Negative effects to marine biodiversity through vibration is poorly understood.
• The minimisation of potential impacts of whale strike.
• The effects of alteration to the seabed and follow on consequences for ecological
communities.
• Baseline studies of significant species including resident dolphins need further
investigation to understand ongoing impacts.
• The minimisation of the potential for contamination through accidental spillage.

Effects to Terrestrial Biodiversity
The removal of habitat for the endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot is a significant threat
to their ongoing survival and is at odds to the Southern Brown Bandicoot Recovery program
initiated by the WesternPort Biosphere.
Also of concern is the potential for damage to habitat for the Gaping Sun Orchid, and the
potential disruption to feeding grounds for the Orange Bellied Parrot.

ESS RESPONSE

2

Groundwater
In its response to the EES Mornington peninsula Shire has stated that AGL fails to ensure a
best practice assessment for the project, with significant impacts to ground water.
Multi level shortfalls assessing the risks and impacts of the project, based on omissions from
original data sets are of the deepest concern.

Summary
The EES is a flawed document that fails to adequately address community concerns.
The project has questionable benefit given the EES lacks data on ongoing carbon emissions
and within the context of a Climate Emergency (Mornington Peninsula Shire, 2019) and the
State Government’s plans to achieving net zero emissions by 2050. The project poses
significant questions around our capacity to safeguard our environmental assets while
ensuring energy security into the future and it is disappointing that AGL, State and Federal
Governments have allowed this flawed proposal to get to this stage. I am in support of
renewable energy accessibility for communities and transitioning to environmentally
sustainable energy production. The concept of Cradle to Cradle Design, where Best Practices
and Regenerative thinking transform our approach to resources is long overdue. The
communities of Mar-ran biik/ Warn mar-rin and beyond ask that you hear our voices and act
in the best interest of the land, waters, we who live here and we who care.

ESS RESPONSE
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My name is Gemma Foster and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It’s a beautiful spot that should be protected. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the 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
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My name is Simon Bicknell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western Port Bay supports communities, provides recreation and is home to
abundant wildlife. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel
project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. 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. 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. Sincerely, Simon Bicknell
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I write this submission in response to an official Registered Post letter I have
received from APA Transmissions Pty Ltd on Thursday the 13th August 2020, the
letter being signed by Phil McCutcheon (Manager Access and Approvals – South East
Infrastructure Planning and Approvals). The letter received is in regard to the
proposed AGL drilling work to be located and take place on the property directly
next door to my own home at 74 Reid Parade, Hastings Victoria 3915. (I will be
more than happy to provide a copy of the letter I have received, if required). I am
the sole income earner for our family at present due to Covid19, and it is imperative
that my ability to work is not effected by unnecessary undue stress or lack of
important rest. I wear hearing protection throughout my working day and cannot
be expected to wear it 24 hours a day. Impact of night works will have a detrimental
effect on my employment as it is imperative that I obtain regular quality rest due to
my responsibility to carry out safe and efficient heavy machinery work. I note that it
is proposed in the letter that once drilling has commenced it may need to be
continued 24 hours a day for approximately 2 months following a one to two week
set up. We will be largely impacted by the worksite noise being in the proximity of
less than 50 metres of the proposed drilling location that will run the length of our
home and I understand that it will be a massive, large scale set up. I am concerned
about the negative impact to the infrastructure to our home with such a large scale
drilling operation within 50 metres of our property creating ground vibration. Also,
following inquiries I have made to the EPA, I can’t see how drilling and or collective
worksite noise made after 7 pm at night will be under 10 decibels. I can foresee
major inconvenience due to being within the traffic management setup area which
could create travel delays while leaving and returning to our home for work. If this
proposed project is approved to go ahead, we request consideration to be fully
financially compensated for our inconvenience, to cover our own choice of
relocation for work, possible loss of income, possible damage to our home for which
we would also require a building home inspection pre and post operations to clarify
if there is any damage done to our property. Furthermore, if this proposed project is
approved to go ahead, I would like to express that I strongly oppose to any work
being carried out that could have a negative or detrimental impact to our protected
conservation park, marine life or wild life.
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My name is Angus Christie and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Living in the area,
one of the most important features is the quality of the beaches and natural
properties of the region. 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.
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My name is Barbara Flynn and I have lived in the Westernport Bay area for over 30 years.
I value Crib Point and its low profile and low key atmosphere. Its natural assets have been in
recovery since the early 1980’s and in that time so much has noticeably recovered. Its a region that
has so much to offer the world. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
I have many questions regarding the rationale of this proposal. Such as why are we importing gas
from overseas and interstate when Australia is the worlds largest exporter of liquified natural gas?
What is AGL doing to fix our gas export market? Where is the independent evidence that importing
this gas will lead to lower prices for consumers? Where is AGL's rigorous plan on how they will
address bushfires near their methane pipeline? How will the new pipeline that runs through high
value agricultural land, affect our already burdened food supply in Greater Melbourne? What is the
total amount of greenhouse gas emissions this project will produce? AGL has fallen silent on these
and numerous other issues.
The community is concerned that the rationale and benefits of the Project as stated by the AGL in
the EES rely heavily on the accuracy of the following assertions:
1)
The Project is necessary to fill the shortfall in gas supply predicted by the AEMO from 2024
and to support essential energy supply to enable Victoria’s energy security and continued economic
development.
2)
The Project would benefit and provide energy security to Victoria as well as other south eastern states and the national economic more broadly.
3)
The Project is expected to employ in excess of 500 workers at the peak of its construction
phase. Once the Project was operating it is expected that 40 permanent positions would be created
at Crib Point’.
The EES from AGL does not include any objective or independent expert assessment of either the
need for the Project or its economic benefits (i.e. a business case), including in a post- COVID-19
environment. AGL has failed to take into account the economic needs of a post-COVID-19
economy and global outlook. Their underlying rationale for the project is fundamentally inadequate.
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 both Penguin Parade and Seal Rocks as a popular tourist destination, they contribute an
extraordinary amount to us economically and socially.

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 inappropria te.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL
has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and
reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity
is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each
day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on the local
community would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Barbara Flynn
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The environmental impact this would have on Westerport and the surrounding
ecosystem would be devestating.
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My name is Naomi Juniper and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I am horrified at the
prospect of the increase in traffic due to this project. Many roads in the local area are
already unsafe due to the increase in population on the Westernport Bay side of the
Mornington Peninsula and the idea of massive trucks using Coolart Road, which is a
dangerous road, and then either Woolleys Road in Bittern or Disney Street in Crib Point to
access the site fills me with horror. People will die because of traffic accidents this
additional, and inappropriate for the road system, traffic.
Westernport Bay is an important natural area on the coast of Victoria. It has an
understated beauty and performs many important functions that improve quality of life
for everyone in SE Victoria.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem
this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission
but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife.
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. I suffer from ME/CFS and the increased audio stimulus will negatively impact
my quality of life.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland
is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay
is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment

and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty
is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is
becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its
Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now
assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due
to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be
unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels
far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of
water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder
chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Naomi Juniper
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My name is Nichola Quinn and I live close to the Westernport Bay area and visit
often. I spend as much time in the water as I can. I find the local marine life
fascinating and recognise both its uniqueness and it’s value. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay 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. 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 chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
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, Nichola Quinn
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Hi,
My name is Ruby Hotchin and I am a student who studying environmental engineering at RMIT. I has
lived on the Mornington peninsula for my whole life and find it horrible that AGL is planning to build
a gas import jetty in such a beautiful and sacred site.
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. As well, mangroves in the area which have been proven to help stop
soil erosion and help stop climate change will be removed if this plan goes ahead. New research has
also suggested that environment including mangroves and low kelp, seen in Crib point, Hasting and
surrounding areas of Westernport Bay, can suck up twice as much carbon dioxide per plant as inland
forests. We cannot afford to lose any more ecosystem 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. Natural gas which will be stored in Westernport bay has been declared a dying industry, as it
has already passed its peak in Australia. 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.
I would be very upset with our government if this plan goes ahead, as I don’t want to grow up in a
world which fails against climate change and are faced with a slow and painful death for the whole
of humanity.
Kind regards,
Ruby Hotchin
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Mornington
VIC 3931
25th August 2020

Hi there,
My name is Anna and I visit Westernport Bay often, coming from the Bay side.
This is such a beautiful quiet area that creates the perfect sanctuary for people, and
indigenous flora and fauna. It would be so disappointing to see that the government
does not care about about the land by going ahead with this.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide

between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on 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,
Anna Papij
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My name is Olivia Floate and I visit Westernport Bay often.
The project fundamentally contradicts what we require. It goes against our aim of having ’no new
fossil fuel infrastructure’, which is what is required if we are to halt our emissions. The
environmental risks are far too great. No benefits for the locals, and gas unlikely to be any cheaper.
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 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. Fishe rs 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. I am concerned we may entirely lose access to the area.
This is of paramount importance to the area.
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.
I am concerned and have my doubts about the fundamental rationale of this project given the
investment banking company the Macquarie Group models show us that import terminals as
proposed by AGL would do nothing to lower prices on the east coast and could even have the
opposite effect, of locking in "permanently higher" prices for us.
https://www.afr.com/companies/energy/macquarie-issues-dire-warning-on-lng-import-effect-onprices-20180709-h12f7y
There is not a gas shortage in Australia, there is a problem with the gas market. We have over
exported gas from a massive terminal in Gladstone, Queensland. There are far better policy
solutions to this issue such as controls on exports or a reservation policy. There is alre ady a
transition underway in Victoria, our gas use has declined by approximately 20% in the last 7 years.
Governments should invest in supporting households and businesses to continue to switch away
from gas and towards electricity powered by clean, renewable energy and storage.
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 wildlif e. 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.
Furthermore, I am concerned about AGL's seemingly endless stream of misdemeanours. How will
these be reconciled?
https://savewesternport.org/agl/agls-environmental-misdemeanours/
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,
Olivia Floate
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CRIB POINT GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE PROJECT SUBMISSION ON EES
August 2020
The Southern Peninsula Indigenous Flora and Fauna Association (SPIFFA) strongly opposes the Crib Point Gas Import
Jetty and Pipeline Project EES (report) on a number of environmental and cultural grounds
Draft evaluation objectives have been outlined by the Victorian Minister for Planning for assessment of the Crib
Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline project (the Project). These evaluation objectives identify the desired outcomes
to be achieved in terms of identifying and managing the potential impacts of construction and operation of this
Project. We feel that this project does not meet these objectives

Draft evaluation objectives (Vol 1 Introduction table 1-1)
1. Energy efficiency, security, affordability and safety – To provide for safe and cost-effective augmentation of
Victoria’s natural gas supply in the medium to longer term.

2. Biodiversity – To avoid, minimise or offset potential adverse effects on native flora and fauna and their
habitats, especially listed threatened or migratory species and listed threatened communities.

3. Water and catchment values – To minimise adverse effects on water (including groundwater, waterway,

wetland, estuarine, intertidal and marine) quality and movement particularly as they might affect the ecological
character of the Western Port Ramsar site

4. Cultural heritage – To avoid or minimise adverse effects on Aboriginal and historic cultural heritage.
5. Social, economic, amenity and land use – To minimise potential adverse social, economic, amenity and land
use effects at local and regional scales.

6. Waste management – To minimise generation of wastes by or resulting from the Project during construction
and operation, including accounting for direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions.

Energy efficiency, security, affordability and safety – To provide for safe and cost-effective
augmentation of Victoria’s natural gas supply in the medium to longer term.

There is no supporting evidence in the report to indicate that this gas is anyway an efficient form of
providing energy. Gas may be portrayed as a clean and efficient form of energy but that does not take into
account all of the carbon emissions that happen across the full life cycle of natural gas, particularly methane
during extraction, infrastructure construction, transport, and storage. It also doesn’t take into account that
some of the gas entering this facility may have come from Australian gas exported to somewhere else in the
world, liquefied , de-liquefied and then re-imported
There is no supporting evidence that it is a secure resource given it is a non-renewable resource in postCOVID world where the market for non-renewables is collapsing. Locally the community supported our shire
council in unanimously declaring a climate emergency and has been working towards plans to address that
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There is no supporting evidence that energy will become more affordable with this project. This has become
particularly so given the recent Australian Competition and Consumer Commission comments on the
comparison of export & inflated domestic gas prices (Gas Inquiry 2017-20 interim report released by the
ACCC), the uptake of renewables and the need (& desire) for companies and communities to reach carbon
neutrality
There are still many questions about safety unanswered and given the high potential risk and AGL’s track
record the community is right to be concerned
In the medium to longer term this facility is likely to become just another eyesore and industrial white
elephant set amongst our beautiful landscape, with the community left to do the cleanup
Biodiversity – To avoid, minimise or offset potential adverse effects on native flora and fauna and their
habitats, especially listed threatened or migratory species and listed threatened communities.

While there has been some attempt to drill under particular sites or go around some patches of vegetation there are
many examples avoidance has not taken place. KP19 on Mapsheet 10 is a good example, but only one of many. Here
the pipeline goes through the Ramsar site, through Potential acid sulphate and agriculturally contaminated soils in
an estuary (and therefore a source of Blue Carbon), with known habitat for Swamp Skink (Lissolepis coventryi) and
Southern Brown Bandicoot (Isoodon obesulus).

The Westernport Ramsar Site Management Plan (2017) DELWP noted that in an Environmental impact assessment
and approval the principle applies to the assessment of an action that is likely to have a significant impact on the
ecological character of a Ramsar wetland (whether the action is to occur inside the wetland or not), that there was
a nutrient concentration in Watsons inlet area and some evidence of chronic effects of oestrogens and other
toxicants on biota in Watsons Creek Estuary (Sharley et al. 2013).

There appears to be no attempt to go around this site with an alignment inland along Tyabb-Tooradin Rd

Minimisation appears to be limited to only some of the sites. An example of this is the habitat for the threatened
Dwarf Galaxias (EPBC Vulnerable), with open trenches proposed across four waterways that have suitable habitat for
this species. (Craig’s Lane, Western Outfall, Tooradin Inlet and Hagelthorne’s Drains) instead of the HDD proposed
for other creek crossings

Offsets are inadequate, based on incomplete data, baselines, desktop surveys and modelling. The current DELWP
Naturekit system is a modelled system based on limited and out of date data. An example of this is the Victorian
species offset units for this project. We dispute that there is suitable habitat for Coast Bitterbush (Adrian
quadripartita), Coast Wirilda (Acacia uncifolia), Coast Twin-leaf (Roepera billardieri) (Zygophyllum billardieri in the
EES report) and Coast Helmet Orchid (Corybas despectans). See Flora of Victoria online distribution maps. The
closest tecords for any of these species are around 30 kms away on the alkaline dune calcarenite of the Nepean
Peninsula. Coast Wirilda is an indicator species for Coastal Moonah Woodland a restricted FFG listed floristic
community. None of this geology or vegetation community occurs anywhere near the pipeline alignment. Indeed the
soils along the alignment are generally acidic. This is as far from the “like for like” principle that should apply to
offsets as you could imagine.

The EVC’s Ecological Vegetation Classes are also modelled on a landscape scale which lacks the detail of what
actually occurs on the site. Other reports from this area include Legg M, 2017 Post Fire Flora Survey & Weed
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Management plan for Crib Point –Stony Point Foreshore Reserve, which shows a much finer level of detail into the
EVC’s present in that section of the pipeline

It is also an assessment at one point of time without taking into account changes that are occurring over time.

An example of this is Mangrove Shrubland. Mangroves develop in areas of infrequent but extreme tidal inundation.
All around the world people are trying to restore these protective vegetation communities. This has also taken place
in Westernport involving many volunteers, organisations and
schools. The Mangroves adjacent to the crib point Jetty have
starting to recover, refill their niche and move back towards their
original distribution.

By using historical aerial imagery the regeneration of these
mangroves can be mapped over time. Two sites were chosen,
one north of the Crib Point Jetty and one to the South (see
picture at right). The other pictures are of each site in 2005 and
2019
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This regeneration will be impacted as will all the coastal vegetation in that area with the construction and the
infrastructure being proposed at the jetty.

One aspect which does not appear to have been considered is wave action. The impacts of wave action is generally
overlooked but has had an enormous impact on coastal communities.

The maps that have been provided are conflicting and confusing. For example the EVC map has the construction area
for the pipeline extending to the south of the Crib Point Jetty, whereas neither the Google Earth link provided by AGL
or the hard copy map book include any works in that section (south of KP1). At KP18 the works project area on the
Google maps link is far smaller than on the hard copy which includes an area of remnant vegetation.

Conflicting maps show a lack of attention to detail and a laissez faire approach to project footprints.

A number of threatened species and vegetation communities may have been overlooked.

The Green Scentbark (Eucalyptus
fulgens) occurs in the northern area of
where the pipeline cuts through, with
one record less than 200m from the
pipeline. EC133 Natural Damp Grassland
of the Victorian Coastal Plains an EPBC
listed community occurs throughout the
northern coastline of Westernport but
does not appear to be part of a targeted
search. This vegetation community is
difficult to identify from aerial
photography particularly if it has been
mown. One potential site is KP7 just
north of Hodgins Rd Hastings (photo
insert)

The risk to the environment and the threats are consistently understated. The works impact on a number of FFG
listed threatening processes

The following processes have been listed as potentially threatening processes in accordance with Section
10 of the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988. This list is current as of December 2016. The most recent
amendment was contained in the Victorian Government Gazette G 49, p. 3124, published on 8 December
2016.
Degradation of native riparian vegetation along Victorian rivers and streams.
Habitat fragmentation as a threatening process for fauna in Victoria.
Increase in sediment input into Victorian rivers and streams due to human activities.
Infection of amphibians with Chytrid Fungus, resulting in chytridiomycosis.
Invasion of native vegetation by ‘environmental weeds’.
Predation of native wildlife by the introduced Red Fox Vulpes vulpes.(..along potential access track)
Spread of Pittosporum undulatum in areas outside its natural distribution.
The discharge of human-generated marine debris into Victorian marine or estuarine waters.
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The spread of Phytophthora cinnamomi from infected sites into parks and reserves, including
roadsides, under the control of a state or local government authority.
Use of Phytophthora-infected gravel in construction of roads, bridges and reservoirs.
Wetland loss and degradation as a result of change in water regime, dredging, draining, filling and
grazing.
All of these threatening processes have not been adequately mitigated in the EES

An example of that is the Cinnamon Fungus (Phytophthora cinnamomi) mitigation measures. Currently Phytophthora
might be only in isolated pockets within the site, but disturbing the soil, with its associated compaction and pooling
of water, provides perfect infection sites (PC is a motile spore and mud sticks to people, vehicles and animals.
Clearance will lead to an increase of movement by some species particularly foxes while limiting the movement of
cryptic native species; and reduced indigenous soil biota which could compete with or inhibit Phytophthora (e.g.
Rhizobium in the nodules on the roots of Acacias) There is no consideration of the potential direct spread along each
section or movement of contaminated material or vehicles on the site (i.e. coming to the site with a clean vehicle is
no guarantee that a small patch of contamination isn’t going to be spread across that section of works). There is no
mention of even basic wash off or hygiene procedures when leaving the site. There is a presumption that the
Phytophthora is outside the site and the risk is bringing it in, whereas the risk goes both ways.
Water and catchment values – To minimise adverse effects on water (including groundwater,
waterway, wetland, estuarine, intertidal and marine) quality and movement particularly as they might
affect the ecological character of the Western Port Ramsar site

There will be numerous adverse affects on both inland hydrology and marine quality. The most notable of these will
be the pumping in of water containing marine organisms, and then releasing it in a chlorinated form at 7degrees
lower, back into the marine environment. No amount of mitigation is going to adequately negate these impacts to
the surrounding water body and its biodiversity. The soil/sediment testing around the jetty has been limited both in
sample size and contaminant analysis, and references to monitoring & measuring changes as a mitigation lack logic
given there is no baseline data
Cultural heritage – To avoid or minimise adverse effects on Aboriginal and historic cultural heritage.

In Victoria, Aboriginal Cultural Heritage is protected by the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act (2006) and the Aboriginal
Heritage regulations (2018).

One of the four purposes of the Aboriginal Heritage Act is to provide for the protection of Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage and Aboriginal Intangible heritage in Victoria

The EES confines it’s assessment to historical artefact records based on desktop surveys, and targeted archaeological
excavations which result in the disturbance rather than the protection of sites. Then during construction, as stated in
the report salvage equates to destruction. The Aboriginal Heritage Impact Assessment (AHIA) written by Biosis is
inadequate and ultimately leads to the recorded destruction of cultural heritage
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Further marine geological reports have not been provided and assumptions have been made about areas that are
yet to be assessed

There is no mention anywhere in the report about Intangible Heritage-the stories, the totems, the connections or
the living culture

Another purpose of the Aboriginal Heritage Act is to promote respect for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage, contributing
to its protection as part of the common heritage of all peoples and to the sustainable development and
management of land and of the environment

We feel that there has been little respect for Aboriginal Cultural Heritage by the proponents of this project. It’s all
been reduced to counts and measurements of artefacts, while employing traditional owners as archaeologists,
overlooking or participating in the destructive assessments of their sites and cultural heritage. To claim this as part of
the consultation is overstating it. The implication throughout the report is that traditional owners can make some
changes here & there and then sign off on the CHMP (Cultural Heritage Management Plan), but it’s worded as a fait
accompli as if they don’t appear to have the power to refuse it. This type of issue is currently coming to the surface
all over Australia and can no longer be ignored. The reality is there are a number outstanding CHMP’s and until they
are signed off by the BLCAC (Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation) the project application cannot be
accepted.

As traditional owners they feel a responsibility at a visceral level for the protection of land and sea and want to see it
sustained and managed properly. We respect and support them
Social, economic, amenity and land use – To minimise potential adverse social, economic, amenity and
land use effects at local and regional scales.

The communities along the pipeline route have seen a lot of change over the past 40-50 years.

The Shapiro report (1975) highlighted the uniqueness of Westernport Bay and since then the WPPC (Westernport
Protection Council) has struggled to stop it turning into Henry Bolte’s vision of a “Rhur of Victoria”. Three years of
“the Seagrass Story” – a community theatrical event involving local puppeteers, performers and schools helped in
changing the perceptions of the area as an industrial wasteland and community backwater to a place of beauty and
biodiversity. More recently cultural gathering places such as Willum Warrain have been setup, boardwalks through
saltmarsh for people to reconnect with nature, friends groups weeding out bushland reserves and protecting
seagrass, Landcare biolinks, a diverse range of Victorian Tidy Towns projects, nature based tourism and the MPSC‘s
new rejuvenation plan for Hastings-the gateway to Westernport have helped create alternative employment, a
greater community cohesion and commitment to protecting the special place we live in

The Community at Crib Point has had to deal with two wild fires, (the most intense being around the old derelict
bitumen plant) and social disadvantage over many years. They want to feel safe and supported and able to have a
say in the sort of place they want to live in. The risk management assessment does nothing to reassure them, with
many risks left out, or understated; or the mitigation over-stated. The community wants industries that don’t
destroy the environment or people’s connection to cultural heritage
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A floating, noisy, light polluting, FSRU(Floating Storage Re-gasification Unit) with its potential risks; pumping out
dirty, cold, chlorinated water; with LNG carriers coming in and out of the Jetty; and trucks going up and down the
roads will have a huge impact on amenity, nature based tourism, community feelings of safety, ability for self
determination and well-being.

Waste management – To minimise generation of wastes by, or resulting from the Project during
construction and operation, including accounting for direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions.

This is a complex equation that has been handled superficially in the report leaving many gaps, some of which may
be immeasurable. Direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions would have to include the whole production chain,
starting with energy consumption and methane gas emissions at the extraction source, transport often over the
world, gasification & degasification, pipe-line construction, operation and maintenance, to the point where the gas is
burnt by the consumer.

It would also have to account for the waste produced by the FSRU including the methane produced by the rotting of
marine organisms killed in the process.

It has been impossible to properly assess various aspects of the EES report. With COVID lockdown we have been
unable to check anything onsite, the maps are conflicting and confusing and the time frame has made reading
through all of the sections and putting a report together as a community group very difficult and an added stress
in this already stressful time
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Dear Sir/madam,
My name is Roger Fernando and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Of the two bays, (Port Phillip being the other), Westernport Bay has been less impacted by
human activity. This project has the potential to compromise the environment significantly. I
don't want to see that happen.
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 g reen 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. Historically, when
we mine or transport fossil fuels, there is always the risk of contamination. An environmental
disaster in this beautiful marine habitat would be devastating in its scale and magnitude. This
does not take into account any leakage of methane (a much more potent greenhouse gas) into
the atmosphere.
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.
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My name is Paul Roche and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a unique wetland and conservation area and that is extremely
important to me and it\'s protection is paramount to me. 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).
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My name is Dr Margaret Seldon and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
is a beautiful unspoiled part of Victoria with a close community. We have clean
beaches and lots of wildlife - at Somers we regularly see dolphins, and the shore is
providing breeding grounds for endangered red-capped Plovers. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). see attached doc

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

Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Dr Margaret Seldon
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My name is Eliza Shannon and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It important to me as an upcoming Marine Biologist in the area. It is a home and a
vital ecosystem for many animals ranging from seals, to whales, to birds, and of
course humans rely on this environment every day for a range of different reasons.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most 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,
Eliza Shannon
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My name is Susie Kirk 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 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.
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My name is Alicia Polman and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I have visited the area in the past, to visit friends in the area, but also because of the
natural beauty the area offers. Birds, wildlife, water - it is a peaceful and beautiful
part of Victoria and it would be a shame to exploit.
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, as well as human-inflicted negative impacts
on marine 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. Not to mention the effects of climate
change on mental health.
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 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.
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,
Alicia Polman
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My name is Abbey Kirk and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws.
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My name is Antony Roche and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
love Westernport for its natural beauty and its marine life and wildlife. I am
extremely concerned that it should not be industrialised any further than it already
is. 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). The proposed gas
terminal must not be approved.
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My name is Ian Gray.
Earlier in my life I spent many years holidaying at Somers, and enjoying the beaches,
townships and hinterland of Western Port Bay. I now spend large parts of the year at
Blairgowrie and frequently travel into the Western Port Bay hinterland. I also sometimes
sail in its waters. I feel strongly about this 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
make this proposal unacceptable under its current form but the issue that concerns me
most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria . I am also
concerned about the need to protect and preserve the marine and wetland environment.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as
well as other marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of very large gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with a pristine and protected
wetland. An industrial development of this scale is likely to deter tourists, who will seek
less environmentally-compromised places to visit and spend time in. I have been able to
enjoy this environment and I want my grandchildren, and subsequent generations, to
have the same opportunities. 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 intended to maintain their ecological character and
prevent their degradation. In my opinion it is inconsistent with the principles of the
Ramsar Convention to build and operate a gas import terminal in this environment.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have profound impacts on marine wildlife. There is
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. 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).
Like millions of Australians I consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous immediate reality. The planet is on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil
fuels. Victoria has set strong emission reduction targets, and the Australian Energy
Market Operator has recently noted that Australia could be 90 to 100 per cent fuelled by
renewables by 2040.The AGL development would add to Victoria’s nett CO2
emissions and is inconsistent with those targets and ambitions. I note in he EES that
CO2 emissions are rated as a high “residual” risk during operations of the FSRU.
Australia should not be embedding industrial processes which increase carbon
emissions- to do so undermines achievement of this country’s international climate
commitments.

In terms of the immediate natural environment, small marine organisms which make up
the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most
affected by this proposal. On the available information it appears 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, as I understand it, nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This quantity of colder
chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current,
inevitably 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 stated above, the negative impact of
the proposed development on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be
unacceptable. There are other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to
ensure that it meets its energy needs. The availability of renewable energy is
increasingly becoming the best option to meet future energy needs and that option,
rather than the kind of development proposed by AGL at Crib Point, should be given
priority.
Sincerely, Ian Gray
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CRIB POINT SUBMISSION – August 2020
My name is Helen Fallaw and I visit Westernport Bay often.

We've had a holiday house at Ventnor, Phillip Island on the shores of Westernport for over 30 years.
I'm also a frequent visitor to Merricks and Shoreham. Westernport is a unique marine environment
that must be preserved.

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

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

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

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

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay
Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Helen Fallaw
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My name is John Teague and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
Learned to surf here as a kid, it’s a special place that deserves to remain as
such.Commerce and greed make the future ugly. Use some commonsense people as the world becomes more crowded our native flora fauna and wildlife all
sufferCoexist 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 ha
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My name is Mitchell Bagley and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport bay
is a well maintained marine and coastal reserves which inhabits a vast array or
native wildlife in and out of the water. This area focuses on maintaining a safe
environment for humans to live alongside the native wildlife. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty
is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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
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My name is Sam gaudion and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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).
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My name is Taylah Paton and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

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

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

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

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

incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

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

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,
Taylah Paton
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My name is Katherine Hamilton and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. The
ecological communities that live within the westernport bay should be protected. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and th
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AGL Westernport submission
My name is Dr Ruth De Souza and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It's an extraordinarily beautiful place with an incredible range of fauna. It's also somewhere that
the community use. It's the main reason that I live where I do. So I can both see it from my
home and walk around it.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic
to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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,
Dr Ruth De Souza
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Dromana VIC 3936
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Inquiry and Advisory Committee
AGL Crib Point Gas Import Project
Environment Effects Statement
Blue Wedges formed in 2003 in response to the proposed Port Phillip Bay and Yarra River
Channel Deepening Project (CDP), and during that time we acquired considerable experience in
the operation of the Environment Effects Act 1978 (EEA) and its EES process. We were a major
submitter to both the CDP 2004 EES and 2007 S-EES.
We now wish to record our opposition to AGL’s Gas Import proposal on a number of grounds
and submit the following issues and concerns:
At the outset we point out that – as is unfortunately usual in EES documents – the various
Chapter issues are assessed largely in isolation of one another. Separating matters such as
biodiversity, visual and landscape, noise, social impact etc., serves to minimise the
interrelationships between each facet of the environment and hence the project’s overall
impacts on the land and seascape, humans and other species.
As such it is not possible to gain an holistic view of the likely interactions between various
environmental impacts, human and other species stressors and the resulting long term effects.
An EES does not provide that essential information.
This strategy of course serves the proponent well in discouraging holistic assessment of overall
cumulative impact and synergistic relationships between say marine biodiversity and local
amenity – although most would agree that if marine or terrestrial biodiversity is diminished,
then local amenity will also be diminished. Who wants to look out over a once pristine coastal
scene to see, say, the results of diminished water quality, and more noise and air pollution being
emitted over the seascape and landscape, etc?
EES EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The Executive summary describes AGL and APA as joint proponents. Do both companies share
liabilities equally? Do they remain two separate legal entities or have they created a new
company for the specific purpose of this project? This is relevant to the financial risk taxpayers
may be exposed to in the event of a number of possible outcomes including either or both
companies failing to complete the project, or parts of the project, thereby leaving unfinished
work and/or environmental damage without adequate restoration or damage to other public
infrastructure; impaired local amenity etc.
We trust this matter has been considered by the relevant Authorities, including the levying of an
Environmental bond to be collected from the proponent/s and held in trust by government on
1

behalf of the people of Victoria. The bond should only be refunded to the proponent/s upon the
satisfactory completion of the project, and all ancillary undertakings met.
AGL’s Project justification includes that “Victoria needs to find alternative sources of gas supply
...Whilst Australia is a major exporter of Natural gas, most of this gas is produced for from
demand centres and not available to customers in the SE states”.
This assertion - presumably deliberately to bolster the project's justifications - overstates
Victoria’s supposed remoteness from existing gas supplies elsewhere in Australia. Maps below
show there is already an existing pipeline link from inland Queensland gas fields and potential
links with NT and Timor Sea gas fields.

The proposed Pilbara pipeline will link to Eastern seaboard pipeline network. See below map
included in a 2018 report ‘West-East pipeline to benefit local market' See:
https://www.pipeliner.com.au/2018/05/15/west-east-pipeline-to-benefit-local-market

2

Whilst we don’t necessarily support a transcontinental gas pipeline, we point out that there is
ample potential to link the North, West and SE Australian gas markets by existing and proposed
pipelines.
Map Figure 2-4 of the EES Main Report also depicts existing pipelines in NT,SA, Victoria, NSW,
Tasmania, Bass Strait and Queensland, however it has excised the WA gas resource (and its

3

potential availability via pipeline to SE states) from the Map, thus giving a misleading under
representation of the total gas resource availability within Australia.
Instead, with its narrowly focussed Terms of Reference, AGL’s EES misleads the public into a
belief that there is no alternative other than a project which one vested interest (AGL) wishes to
promote.
The community is left stuck in an outmoded Business as Usual mindset which has already
condemned Victoria and Australia to various infrastructure projects already redundant or not fit
for purpose for the very different future we face.
Given Victoria and Australia remains a major exporter of LNG - this finite non renewable
resource; perpetuating the current approach to infrastructure project assessment is not
assisting a sustainable use of the existing resource, nor protecting the remaining resource for
priority domestic use – as any responsible sovereign state should.
For projects involving import and export of valuable non renewable resources in particular it is
negligent of government not to include these considerations in an EES.
Although the Inquiry Committee may dismiss this as being outside its Terms of Reference, it
should be noted that the present Terms of Reference do not allow a realistic assessment of
what is necessary to secure a liveable future, viz: Our global commitments to reduce GHG
emissions and Victoria's Climate Change Act 2017 which requires a target of net zero GHG
emissions by 2050 with five yearly targets from 20211. Five of these target dates fall within the
supposed 20 year life cycle of the project- a project which facilitates an ongoing growing
consumption of a GHG emitting fossil fuel.
As such, the Inquiry is unable to make a positive contribution to our collective future.
PROJECT RATIONALE
It unfortunate, but not uncommon, for businesses to encourage communities to believe that
corporate interest invariably translates to societal wellbeing. As is the case in this EES, the
proponent uses emotive and biased language to stress that the Project is necessary (our
emphasis) to provide an additional source of supply, suggesting that we will all be worse off if
this project cannot proceed, and precisely as it has been designed by the proponent.
It is surely more correct to say that the project as described is one option, and not necessarily
the only or most suitable option for the very different future we face. This use of language is
facilitated by the Terms of Reference which allow the Proponent to propose only one design
and one option for meeting what the proponent has determined is the “projected” need for
more gas in SE states.
Of course the proponent’s desired outcome is modelled on a set of desired business driven
outcomes (private financial benefits) to the - usually completely different - desired outcomes of
the wider affected community whose burden would be to accommodate and live with the
imposition of the project and its ongoing impacts into our public and private realm.
To promote purported benefits of the Project emotive language around security and certainty of
supply is used. It is not convincing however whether increasing reliance on imports of overseas
1
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gas supply would necessarily provide a more secure or stable source of energy supply for
consumers, as asserted by AGL. Surely increased reliance on international markets for domestic
supply exposes Australians to the vagaries of international markets and any risks associated
with reliance on what may well be a future of increasing complexity and instability between
trading nations.
The EES spruiks shared community benefits from the $7.5 million AGL Community fund, but fails
to list any disbenefits, such as taking focus away from renewable investment, reduced amenity
for the local community, or wider shared disbenefits.
Are the project forecasts still appropriate for possible unforseen long term changes in society
and since CoVid 19, and other issues including:





Climate change affecting available arable land, food production, demand for industrial
gas for food production and manufacturing
Changing resource availability: Peak oil, Peak phosphate etc.
Changes to government legislation (carbon pricing, air pollution regulation etc.)
Changing social norms - Consumer behaviour, loss of social licence to operate near
where we live

Chapter 2, Page 2-18 states: Economics of gas transport Figure 2-15 and Figure 2-16 illustrate
the economics of LNG imports compared with diverting gas from Queensland. The figures are
taken from worked examples appearing on the ACCC website15 and haulage charges from the
AEMO. Whilst LNG prices and foreign exchange rates will continue to fluctuate and at the time
of reading will differ to the worked example, the critical factor is the economics of transporting
gas by pipeline compared with LNG transport by ship and therefore the logic remains valid.
What appears to have been ignored in this assessment is any $ value being attributed to the
intact ecological services which would be lost or diminished by the project – some of which
even the proponent concedes would occur.
Surely, until ecological services - Blue carbon storage, habitat, amenity etc, (as per Costanza et
al 1997)2 is included in the Cost-Benefit analysis, asserting that the “logic remains valid” is at
best, misleading.
In 1997 Costanza estimated the economic value of 17 ecosystem services: atmospheric and
climate control, erosion control, water supply, waste treatment, nutrient recycling,
pollination, food production raw materials, recreation etc.
For the entire biosphere (mostly outside the market) its value was estimated value was $33
trillion per year, when Global GNP was a mere $18 trillion per year.
Over 20 years hence, the body of knowledge on the economic value of Natural capital has
been growing for several decades with evidence that the value of Natural capital continues to
far exceed the global GNP of the world’s nations combined.
There is no longer any excuse to omit these resources from any Cost-Benefit analysis for
projects such as AGL’s proposal for Westernport, which demand the use, alteration or
degradation of this irreplaceable natural resource.

2

Costanza et al. ‘The Value of the world’s ecosystem services and natural capital’. In Nature, Vol 387 15 May 1997.
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MARINE, TERRESTRIAL AND FRESHWATER BIODIVERSITY
The EES asserts that water temperature and Chlorine discharge associated with discharged
seawater used for cooling in the FSRU would not impact mangroves, salt marshes and seagrass,
sub tidal reefs or fauna such as waterbirds. It discounts impacts on wetland birds as they are
supposedly not in the direct project vicinity. However, along with so many other species, birds
are sensitive to various disturbances such as vibration, noise, light – all of which, even the
proponent concedes, will increase if the project proceeds.
Considering the impact of chlorine discharge in isolation from other habitat disturbance for its
predicted impact on wetland birds is unhelpful for gaining a realistic long term view of various
species reliance on the habitat if its current undisturbed state was allowed to continue.
It is misleading to state that a small loss of RAMSAR resources in the project specific section of
WP Bay will not have significant impacts on species reliant on the area, without also taking into
account the loss of migratory species habitats elsewhere - in Westernport Bay and globally.
Chlorine discharged during the cooling process from the FSRU will release at its peak up to 47
kg/day. Releasing 100 micrograms per litre, we understand this to be more than the safe levels
identified by CSIRO for marine waters3. The safe level to protect 99% of species is just 6
micrograms per litre. This pool of chlorine, identified as being over safe limits for marine waters,
is modelled to extend over an area of 5 hectares around the FSRU ship.
The EES offers assumptions that the discharged Chlorine would dissolve swiftly, however we do
not see any analysis of the cumulative impacts of any secondary products which could be
produced in synergy with other particles in the water.
As EES Terms of Reference facilitate taking a narrow view of project impacts, we are concerned
that cumulative impact of project related habitat loss and ongoing habitat loss in other RAMSAR
areas in Westernport Bay and worldwide is inadequate to ascertain the real cumulative impacts
on the various migratory and other species that rely on Westernport Bay.
GREENHOUSE GAS (GHG)
This narrowly focused chapter fails to assess the total impacts of the project, summed up in its
opening statement:
This chapter accounts for the potential greenhouse gas impacts associated with
construction and operation of the Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
This assertion is a hugely misleading assessment of the GHG contributions of the project.
Despite up to 4 tugs featuring in the many visualisations in the EES, tugs have not been included
in the project’s GHG emissions assessments.
As tugs are an essential component of the safe arrival and departure of the LNG carrier for up
to 40 times per year, it is clear that, if ever operational, the project would be contributing
ongoing cumulative GHG impacts adding to national and global GHG emissions.
It was well established over a decade ago that GHG from shipping contributes:
3

https://setac.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/etc.4661
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•

Up to 5 % of global GHG emissions4

•

Double global aviation GHG emissions

•

Double Britain’s total GHG emissions

Shipping’s GHG emissions are growing fast as population and trade continues to grow. It is
axiomatic that further port expansion and shipping movements can only entrench this
problem, such as:
•

Under Business as Usual, GHG from shipping will have risen 72% over 2007 levels by
20205

•

Is incompatible with our internationally agreed 2°C goal that worldwide emissions be
at least halved from 1990 levels by 20506

•

So as shipping emissions keep rising they will consume proportionally more and more
of the agreed 2°carbon budget.

If global shipping was a country:
•

It is the sixth largest producer of GHG emissions

•

Only the US, China, Russia, India and Japan emit more GHG than the world’s shipping
fleet7

•

BUT GHG emissions from shipping are still excluded from Australian and international
emissions reductions plans, and the UN’s 2016 Paris Agreement8

This project appears to wilfully ignore our responsibilities to meet globally agreed GHG
emissions targets.
AIR QUALITY
The EES forecasts no air quality impacts, but concedes some predicted exceedances for NO2,
although considered “negligible”. Is AGL seriously suggesting that NO2 and other noxious
emissions (eg: SO2) will not interact with the surrounding air shed and body of water (and thus
the marine environment), or become part of the air shed over the nearby landscape?
As already noted, tugs for berthing and launching are excluded from GHG and other air quality
emission assessments. Given up to 4 tugs could be operating at any one time, for up to 40
deliveries per year, with 36 hours of operations for each delivery, this is a significant- perhaps
deliberate – omission, which must add to the human health burden discussed elsewhere.
12.8 Operation Impacts
The operation of the FSRU would emit various pollutants primarily from the use of gas-fired
boilers to regasify the LNG in closed loop operation, and combustion within the dual fuel
4

www.theguardian.com/environment/2007/mar/03/travelsenvironmentalimpact.transportintheuk

5

Ibid
http://ec.europa.eu/clima/policies/transport/shipping/index en.htm
7
http://oceana.org/reports/shipping-solutions-technological-and-operational-methods-available-reduce-co2
8
Paris Climate deal must include aviation and shipping http://www.transportenvironment.org/road-paris-climatedeal-must-include-aviation-and-shipping and http://imers.org/aviation-shipping-and-paris
6
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engines (see Risk ID AQ7). As described in Chapter 4 Project description, the dual-fuel engines
would operate on boil-off gas from the LNG cargo under normal operations and could also
operate on light fuel oil (such as marine diesel oil) or heavy fuel oil if required. (Our emphasis)
Marine diesel oil would primarily be used during emergencies or during non-routine
maintenance.
The health impacts associated with diesel engine exhaust are well known. DEE contains a
mixture of gases and soot - particulate matter. Other substances, including carcinogens, may
stick to the soot. Because soot particles are very small, they can easily move deep into the lungs
causing a range of short and long-term health problems, including cancer. Regular exposure to
high levels of soot, over a long period of time, increases the risk of getting lung and bladder
cancer9.
Table 12.5 assesses only one scenario of liquid fuel operation of the FSRU, and it appears to
only assess diesel operation – Heavy fuel oil is not included. We also note that Figure 12-6
Liquid fuel scenario air shed measurement must obviously exclude tug boat emissions
The introductory paragraph to this chapter however notes that heavy fuel may also be used;
but it seems this scenario has not been assessed. Heavy fuel (bunker oil) is the residue from
the crude oil refining process, and is the cheapest, dirtiest, high sulphur fuel that no-one else
on land is legally able to use to operate a business or other activity.
A heavy fuel oil operation scenario should therefore also be included in Table 12.5, and its
potential impacts on humans and other species should be assessed.
The liquid fuel scenario in Table 12-5 discussion concedes that NO2 concentrations exceed the
SEPP design criterion when combined with background concentrations but there does not
appear to be any assessment of SO2 – another carcinogenic pollutant emitted from especially
heavy fuel oil.
In the air, SO2 and NOx convert to fine aerosol particles. Once in our lungs, particles are small
enough to enter the blood, and can cause emphysema, heart failure, birth defects and
premature deaths.
Shipping emissions, with its significant concentrations of SOx and NOx causes around 50,000
premature deaths p.a. in Europe alone, at an annual cost of €58 billion10
US studies11 have demonstrated:
•

Shipping emissions cause 60,000 deaths p.a. worldwide

•

Cost $330 billion p.a. treating lung and heart diseases

•

When the US EPA proposed implementing a new coastal buffer zone (we recall this
required ships switching from bunker to diesel oil approx. 20 miles off the coast) it
estimated this would save more than 8,000 US lives a year12.

Given AGL’s proposal entails massively increased shipping movements in the area, it is
9

Cancer Council https://www.cancer.org.au/cancer-information/causes-and-prevention/workplace-cancer/diesel
http://www.transportenvironment.org/what-we-do/shipping/air-pollution-ships
11
US National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Report February 2009
10

12

Health risks of shipping pollution have been underestimated' UK Guardian 9th April 2009 reporting on US National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration Report February 2009
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unacceptable that its EES appears to omit heavy (bunker) fuel oil from its assessment
scenarios, despite acknowledging that bunker fuel may be used “if required”. However, “If
required’ is not defined. Consideration of cumulative impacts of diesel and heavy fuel oil
emissions on the local population is also excluded from these assessments.
Even if things are better than 10 years ago, and the shipping industry is less polluting than it
has historically been (yet to be demonstrated as far as we are aware), there is still a massive
health burden arising from past and present shipping emissions to address. As such AGL
should be assessing cumulative health impacts on humans and the environment arising from
their total emissions sources, and what its operations would add to the current health burden.
As far as we are aware, other than a couple of studies of GHG emissions, there have been no
Australian studies on human health impacts associated with air pollution from our port
operations. Until that occurs we are operating in the dark on what the real impacts of
shipping and its support operations are. Consequently we cannot assess the additional
impacts this project would add to the existing, but ignored, present day impacts of shipping
pollution.

Technical Report G - Air Quality Impact assessment
Page 13-14 states: Based on emissions data provided in Table 4-11 and Table 4-12, NOx, CO, VOC
and particulate emissions are predicted to equal or exceed the scheduled premises thresholds
when the FSRU operates on gas with three boilers at 100 per cent load. Given the low sulphur
content in natural gas being burnt in the FSRU, emissions of SO2 from the gas-fired FSRU are
expected to be negligible and have not been included in the assessment.
Yet again, this assessment omits the use of up to 4 tugs (with their unavoidable polluting
emissions) in all berthing – arrival and departure - operations. We note it is stressed that the
tugboats to assist with mooring the LNG carrier are operated by PoHDA; however this should
certainly not justify their pollution impact being excluded from AGL’s EES emissions modelling.
SO2 emissions were assessed for the liquid-fuelled FSRU scenario (two engines at 25 per cent
load) which has higher sulphur content. SO2 emissions are predicted to exceed the scheduled
premises threshold in this scenario. (Our emphasis)
It noteworthy that even in the gas operation scenario, it is conceded that NOx, CO, VOC and
particulate emissions are predicted to equal or exceed scheduled premises thresholds; and that
in the liquid fuel scenario it is assessed as two engines at only 25% load. It is not specified
whether this is diesel fuel or heavy (bunker) fuel – or how often this scenario might occur.
We reiterate our discussion on human health impact of especially NOx, SO 2 and particulate
matter on human health. We see no detailed studies in the EES of potential immediate or
cumulative impacts of these pollutants and carcinogens on local communities, as has been
found elsewhere in the world when communities are exposed to diesel and heavy fuel oil
shipping emissions.
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4.4.1 Operational pollutants of interest
The FSRU has been assessed as the major source of Project air emissions during operation.
Again, the unavoidable additional air pollution misleadingly omitted from the assessment is the
emissions from the essential 4 tug boats.
4.4.2 Exclusions from the operational assessment
Emissions from a berthed LNG carrier were not included in the operational modelling scenarios
based on the following justifications:
• LNG carriers would be berthed for only 16 per cent of the year
• Berthed LNG carrier fuel consumption is negligible (6 per cent) in comparison to the FSRU
• It is unlikely the FSRU engines would operate at 100 per cent when unloading from the LNG
carrier
• AERMOD modelling indicates that results have a low sensitivity to LNG carrier emissions.
LNG carriers being berthed for “only” 16% of the year is 58 days per year. We suggest most
people would consider 58 days per year to be a significant amount of additional exposure to
unavoidable toxic air pollution being delivered right where you live.
Nor is “unlikely” defined in relation to the FSRU engines operating at 100% when unloading
from the LNG carrier.

NOISE AND VIBRATION
Noise levels at Woolleys Beach, Jacks Beach and Warringine Park were measured in the
absence of the petroleum vessel docked at Berth 1. Why?

Table 13-3 Risk Assessment
FSRU and Receiving facility noise: We could not find an assessment of cumulative impacts
of noise plus vibration. Up to 4 tugs will be operating to berth the LNG carrier, so as well as
noise in the audible range for humans we expect there would be vibration/ultra low
frequency noise transmitted through water/ground (as is often experienced in Mornington
Peninsula residences near the coast of Port Phillip Bay even when ships are several kms off
the coast).
Although this chapter concludes that No vibration impacts were noted for the operation stage
of the Project, it is unclear whether our above observations about the impact of noise AND
vibration occurring simultaneously have been included in the assessment.
It appears Nitrogen injection into the pipeline could occur at the Receiving facility up to
900 times per year, AGL should assess the cumulative impact of the frequent noise
associated with Nitrogen delivery and injection as an additional human stressor – especially
when in conjunction with other noise emissions from other berthing operations - even if
AGL considers it to be at acceptable dB levels when assessed as a standalone noise
10

emission. What has been assessed in isolation does not reflect what would be experienced
in reality.
Technical Report H - Noise and vibration impact assessment
1.1.1
States that exposure to adverse noise is known to have detrimental physical and psychological
effects on human health. However it is now well accepted that this is also true for other species,
some of which, like the nearby residents, have little opportunity to avoid the intrusion into their
habitats.
4.3.2.6 Operational vibration impacts.
Yet again the operation of up to 4 tugs for up to 80 ship arrivals/departures per year is excluded
from this assessment.
Types of Vibrations - Table 15
Records the types of vibrations discussed in this report. We note this excludes tugs and ship
engines.
8.0 Operation Impact Assessment states: The risk of human disturbance because of ground
vibration generated by the operation of the Project is considered Very low. Accordingly, it has
not been assessed.
The decision to omit ground vibration assessment appears to be based purely on an assumption.
Table 72 provides spectral analysis for various equipment and operation scenarios. Assumed
power level however is reported per flue, per boat, per fan, per pump, per truck – and all at
significant dBA levels.
What is not apparent is how many of each piece of equipment is operating at any one time, and
the predicted summation effect of say, multiple flues, boats or fans operating at the same time.
An immutable physical law governs the increase in Sound Power/Pressure Level (SPL) when two
or more sounds occur in unison. This appears not to have been assessed or reported. It should
be.
8.4.1.5 Tugboat exhaust (L3)
The report states: Sound power levels were based on information provided by the Port of
Hastings for a tugboat with two 2000 kW diesel engines. The measurements did not include
specific measurements of the exhaust however the size of the engine was used to calculate the
sound power level of 105 dBA for each tug boat.
We query the Proponent’s use of the term ‘Sound Power Level’ rather than ‘Sound Pressure
Level’. Sound Power Level is the acoustic energy emitted by a source which produces a Sound
11

Pressure Level at some distance13. While the sound power level of a source is fixed, the sound
pressure level depends upon the distance from the source and the acoustic characteristics of
the area in which it is located.
Thus in order to assess actual impacts on residents, what is more useful and less deceptive, is to
be advised the overall Sound Pressure Level and especially its dBA at the location of interest
when all 4 tug boats are operating, and the period of operation. This would better account for
possible reflection/refraction from other nearby surfaces (including the body of water) and any
summation with other operational noise, including any Ultra Low Frequency noise/ vibration.

LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL
There appears to be little analysis of the likely impact of 900 deliveries of Nitrogen to the
holding facility each year on the surrounding landscape. The proponent has acknowledged
there will be traffic increases in various locations; however the visual impact of 900 trucks
seems not to have been considered.
Likewise the visual and other amenity and safety impacts of those extra 900 truck trips on
roads from wherever Nitrogen is produced until it reaches Crib Point via Peninsula Link and/or
Westernport Highway, and the resulting round trip appears not to have been assessed.
AGL states: …..Landscape provides a sense of place, history and identity to many people.
Landscape also fosters economic benefits by supporting livelihoods such as agriculture,
forestry and other land management activities as well as recreation and tourism. Landscape
is also widely acknowledged as generating indirect health and wellbeing benefits.
This fails however to acknowledge or account for the significant economic value of Natural
Capital (as per Costanza et al already cited) and more recent research by Deakin University
which has established that Port Phillip and Westernport Bays have 15% of State’s coastal salt
marsh, 35% of its Mangroves, and 35% of its Seagrass.
These habitats provide a range of ecological “services” which benefit humans and other
species – including spawning grounds for fish and other species which drive primary food
production, erosion control and coastline stability, recreation, air quality etc.
Seagrasses, salt marshes and mangroves in particular are amongst the most effective carbon
sinks on the planet – up to 40 times terrestrial habitats14. Deakin University study’s No. 1
recommendation is to prioritize conservation of Blue Carbon hotpots.
It is unfortunate in the extreme that the AGL project would be sited in an area which is yet to
be valued for its natural capital.
Figure 14- 1 Landscape and visual study area records an ‘urban settlement’ (yellow) at Hastings,
but not at Crib Point. Does AGL believe the only relevant 1things at Crib Point, other than
coastal foreshore would be the FSRU and Receiving facility?
13
14

https://www.acoustical.co.uk/acoustitips/i-sound-power-sound-pressure-technical

http://www.ppwcma.vic.gov.au/Resources/PublicationDocuments/117/PPW%20Blue%20Carbon%20Report%20Ma
rch%202014.pdf
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14-6 Operation impacts
The impact of tugs has been excluded from air quality, noise and vibration impact and risk
assessments. The impact of tugs has also been excluded from this visual assessment.
The presence of up to 4 tug boats at work during arrivals and departures of the LNG carrier
would further diminish the visual amenity, along with the visible and odorous air pollution the
tugs emit.
Figure 14-12 Artists impression of FSRU lighting from 103 the Esplanade with petroleum vessel
moored at Jetty. There does not appear to be a visual impression of the FSRU, petroleum vessel,
AND an LNG carrier. Presumably this scenario could occur? If so, why not include it in the
assessment?
SOCIAL IMPACTS
Using the usual emotive language, the proponent asserts the project would “provide gas supply
certainty and security for Victorian gas customers and assist to place downward pressure on gas
prices”. This is purely an assertion or desired business outcome, and is not supported by
rigorous evidence.
If the completed project doesn’t provide gas supply certainty and security for Victorian gas
customers and assist to place downward pressure on gas prices, will AGL compensate the
community for any negative social, environmental and economic impacts arising from the
project?
If AGL is certain of its assertion that the project will provide gas supply certainty and security for
Victorian gas customers and assist to place downward pressure on gas prices, it should be
agreeable to enter into an Agreement/social and environmental bond/legally binding
undertaking to compensate the community for any losses arising from the project. If it does not
readily agree, it should be required to.
The chapter concludes with a statement ….. In addition, the proposed community
fund is seen as a beneficial potential impact for communities such as Hastings and
Crib Point in relation to making large contributions towards the funding of social
programs.
This suggests a community fund would be contingent upon the project becoming
operational, and the community accepting AGL’s predicted “minimised social
effects”. If the fund is contingent upon the project happening, isn’t that a bribe?
It is also relevant to ask what AGL has planned for the community fund once the
project concludes 20 years hence.
Would AGL continue to support the community which will have had perhaps
unpredicted negative impacts imposed on it from matters such as the 20 years of
air pollution, noise and vibration associated with AGL’s project? Or reduced
property values? Or other negative social impacts?
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CONCLUSION
Aside from the EES not providing adequate rigour in its scientific studies to justify imposing itself
on the ecology and amenity of Westernport; rigorous economic justifications for this project are
difficult to find.
Contrary to the proponent's emotive warnings of the need to provide price certainty to gas
consumers, Australian gas prices are diving15 as they are worldwide16.
According to OpenNEM17 gas in the national electricity market has declined by 29% since 2014
and renewables have increased by 70%. The official market operator believes by 2040 the role
of gas is going to be smaller and the gas glut on the world market may last the decade. A glut
means lower prices, and if so, there will be ample gas from our own gas fields to meet the falling
domestic demand.
Indeed, just today (25th August 2020) twenty five internationally renowned Australian Climate
scientists and lead authors with the IPCC have collectively warned that Australia’s support for
gas as a “transition” fuel over several decades is not consistent with a safe climate nor the Paris
Agreement18 to which Australia is a signatory19.
These concerned scientists collectively warn that there is no role for any expansion of the gas
industry; that the combustion of natural gas is now the fastest growing source of CO2 to the
atmosphere; that on a decadal time frame methane is a far more potent greenhouse gas than
CO2, and that in Australia the rapid rise in methane emissions is due to the expansion of the
natural gas industry.
They also warn that the rate of methane leakage from the full gas economy, from exploration
through to end use, has far exceeded earlier estimates, and that the use of gas as a transition
energy source was quickly making the situation worse.
As the AGL LNG FSRU proposal for Crib Point is entirely predicated on a business case of
delievering LNG to assist in the “transition” to renewables, it would be morally bankrupt for
your Inquiry to recommend that this project should be endorsed and supported by our Planning
process.
The public resources – human and ecological - that would be expended to support this project
would be squandered in making our future much less safe. How hollow AGL’s and government’s
justifications for this project to deliver future jobs, prosperity and certainty sound when we
understand these promises would indeed deliver a future with an unstable climate and all the
alarming human, ecological and economic consequences that would bring.
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https://www.aer.gov.au/wholesale-markets/wholesale-statistics/gas-market-prices
https://www.macrotrends.net/2478/natural-gas-prices-historical-chart
17
https://opennem.org.au/energy/nem
18
In itself, Prof Wil Steffern advises that Australia's Paris climate targets are weak, set politically and had no
scientific basis and that even if they were to be met Australia would still not be doing its fair share to mitigate
global warming under the Agreement.
19
https://www.theage.com.au/environment/climate-change/australia-s-chief-scientist-is-wrong-on-gas-sayleading-experts-20200824-p55oty.html
16
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How much more responsible it would be for AGL and – government – to use those resources to
develop strategies to instead limit our use of natural gas and move quickly and seamlessly to
renewables. Such vision make us investors reconsider AGL as a long term investment.
As responsible citizens increasingly chose renewables over dinosaur fossil fuels, if this project
proceeds it seems likely AGL would be left, in the quite near future, with a stranded asset – in
other words a liability.
AGL may be able to write off its LNG FSRU plant at Crib Point when it has inevitably become a
liability, and pass that liability to its remaining shareholders. Sadly however the citizens of
Victoria and Westernport residents would be left with another unwelcome, unwanted,
redundant, ugly and permanent scar on the state’s irreplaceable Natural capital and our local
environment.
That is a cost too great to bear.

Jenny Warfe
President
Blue Wedges Inc.
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My name is Juliet Le Feuvre and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport is quite unique, unlike anywhere else in Victoria. It has incredibly rich marine and bird
life, right on Melbourne's doorstep. It's still a wild place with mudflats, seagrass and mangroves and I
would like to keep it that way.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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 wit h.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and
reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is
generated through renewables.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals.
The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own
figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year
lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed
with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping
operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern
Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right
whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment ass essment 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,
Juliet Le Feuvre
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My name is Narelle Huxley and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is an area of high environmental significance. It is home to a wide variety of Marine
animals of which many are already under threat due to Climate change. The works that would be
undertaken would negatively impact the landscape.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment

but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Narelle Huxley
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My name is Josh Sorati and
I live in the Westernport
Bay area.
I feel myself very lucky to
have grown up on some of
the worlds best coastline,
and it makes me sick to
think of what will happen if
agl build the gas import
terminal.
I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the
Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a
submission to the
environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety
of issues which should
deem this proposal
unacceptable under its
current form and that I will

point to in my submission
but the issue that concerns
me most is the impact on
our internationally
recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project
like the gas import terminal
which AGL is proposing
would introduce new risks
to the local community and
visitors to the area. These
risks include exposing
people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may
leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental
fire and explosion as noted
in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5
kms away and Wooleys
Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed

only preliminary
quantitative risk
assessments on these risks
and have deemed the risk
acceptable on that basis. It
is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies
and the EES should not
continue until we have an
independent expert to
provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia.
People come to see the
little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as
well as other incredible
marine and wetland
wildlife. The
industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the

form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of
the area and be
inconsistent with the
perception that it is a
pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact
Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse
ecosystems on earth. They
combine land and water
which allows them to be
home to at least 1350
species including migratory
birds like the critically
endangered OrangeBellied Parrot. Half of the
Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for

prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the
most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around
the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat
for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather
than being subject to
potentially damaging
projects like this gas
import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved
AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each
day which could have a

disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know
about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by
AGL is not comprehensive
and in some cases totally
inappropriate.
Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in
high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay
- clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken
these laws. Combining the
poor impact assessments
and the fact that the plan

currently does not meet
the legal requirements this
proposal should not
continue.
Millions of Australians
consider climate change
not to be a threat in the
distant future but a
dangerous reality we face
right now. We are on track
for several degrees Celsius
of warming by the end of
the century if we do not
curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of
renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil
fuel projects not only a
threat to our environment
but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL
should be investing more in
renewables and supporting

consumers to move away
from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This
proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not
consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe
climate.
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,
Josh Sorati
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Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee, I have uploaded my response to
this submission. Thank you for your time to read and consider it. Best wishes,
Sacha

Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
I am concerned at the lack of site specific marine research that has gone into
the Environmental Effects Statement (EES) for the proposed Crib Point Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit (FSRU). Under the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) and Australia’s obligations
under the Ramsar convention, we as a local and global community expect the
highest level of research from this EES. This has sadly not been the experience
of reading the technical reports and I urge the inquiry and advisory committee
to consider that this report is inadequate and below the industry standard.
There is insufficient site-specific research to demonstrate the environment
effects, therefore there is no way to mitigate the potential impacts of this
proposal. The EES leaves too many questions unanswered that we must know
before proceeding with developing in a listed Ramsar Wetland, Nationally
Important Wetland and Protected Area. Western Port and its surrounds have
also been recognised internationally, with UNESCO’s Man and the Biospheres
program. This places it alongside 13 other such reserves in Australia, including
Wilsons Promontory, Uluru-Kata Tjuta, and Kosciuszko National Parks. It
perplexes me that AGL have chosen such a globally recognised and
environmentally significant area as a site for a high risk development.
Location for the proposed FSRU project.
Whilst focusing on the location of the proposed FSRU, I would like to note that
Viva Energy announced on June 16th 2020, its vision to transform its Geelong
Refinery into an energy hub by developing a new Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG)
import terminal. Viva has identified Geelong Refinery as an ideal location for
these projects because: 1. it is an existing industrial facility with complementary
services on site; 2. it has experience operating of major hazard facilities; 3. it
has access to an efficient working port; 4. it is well located to service the
Victorian gas market; 5. it is in close proximity to the gas transmission system
(~6.5km); 6. it has ample land to develop other opportunities (solar farm, gas
powered generation, strategic oil and/or fuel storage). Reading this list of
location suitabilities for the project makes one question why Western Port
would ever be considered? In comparison, it is situated in an area of
outstanding natural significance that requires a big financial investment to
develop and the longterm projections for LNG don’t look good as the global
market shifts towards renewables.
Over the decades industrial activity around Vivo Energy’s proposed FSRU site,
Corio Bay, has resulted in pollution of the bay. Corio Bay, also known as
GeelongPort, is Victoria’s second largest trading port and handles over 600
vessel visits every year, with a majority of the shipping activity linked to the
bulk liquid berth at Refinery Pier. Geelong Grammar School have announced

they will be keeping a close eye on the development of the FSRU proposal for
Corio Bay as they are concerned about the environmental effects of the project
and risks of explosion. I raise this comparison to show that the project
proposals are the same, except for location. Vivo’s proposal is for a better
serviced and industrialised port, that is not situated in a Ramsar wetland or
UNESCO biosphere, and there is still opposition for fear of the environmental
and community effects. AGL’s proposal is for the Port of Hastings, a relatively
small port that services 100-150 medium-size ships a year (Port of Hastings
Development Authority), situated in a high biodiversity protected area, and
requires clearing of 15 hectares of native vegetation (almost half of which is
endangered vegetation types) for a 56km pipeline to Pakenham.
Western Port is unique for many reasons, but its most outstanding attribute its
diversity of marine environments and high biodiversity of species. It is also
home to a globally unique bryozoan reef biotope, recognised by an international
community of bryozoan scientists as being highly significant and worthy of
protection (Fathom Pacific, 2020). Furthermore, Western Port has 3 of
Victoria’s 13 Marine National Parks within its boundaries and the Mushroom
Reef Marine Sanctuary just outside its western entrance. Its nutrient cycling
processes are significant in supporting fish stocks and in turn larger marine
mammals and predators. Additionally, its role as a blue carbon sink should
receive significantly more attention and credit towards its support as a carbon
offset program and nature-based climate mitigation initiative. The seagrasses,
salt-marshes and mangroves of Western Port form part of the most effective
carbon sinks on the planet. They can bury carbon at a rate 35-57 times faster
than tropical rainforests and can store carbon for thousands of years. Recent
global data estimates these habitats contribute 50% of carbon burial in the
oceans, termed “blue carbon” (McLeod et al., 2011). When degraded or
destroyed, these ecosystems emit the carbon they have stored for centuries
into the atmosphere and oceans and become sources of greenhouse gases. A
report for the Port Phillip & Westernport Catchment Management Authority
(2014), stated Port Phillip and Westernport have a total blue carbon stock of
1,025,203 Mg and a total carbon value of $15,378,048, over the top 30 cm of
sediment at $15 Mg-1 . It was noted that because the sampling was confined to
the top 30 cm of sediment and organic carbon is stored at depths up to several
metres, the carbon estimates given here are highly conservative. The true
economic value and total carbon storage of these habitats will be even greater.
To jeopardise their health in anyway would be incredibly unwise.
Chlorinated Seawater Discharge
The nutrient cycling systems within Westernport are priceless and form part of
our lifeline in increasingly unstable climatic variations. To risk the health of
these systems with toxic discharge such as chlorine, is my greatest concern
with this proposal. At the discharge ports of the FSRU the chlorine level will be
a maximum of 100µg/L (AGL EES, Technical Report A, Part 2, Annexure H, S4.1).

That’s 94µg/L over the safe limit set by CSIRO to protect 99% of the marine
species in the area (AGL EES, Technical Report A, Part 2, Behaviour and
Regulation of Chlorine in Waters Associated with AGL Gas Import Jetty Project,
S6). The EES acknowledges the operation will have periods of higher than safe
levels of chlorine discharge. However, the conclusion of the report says
chlorine will return to chloride in several days, so there is no long-term
accumulation of chlorine in the system. This does not factor in that the FSRU
will be pumping out 468 million litres of this unsafe chlorinated water everyday
continually replenishing the pollutant. Furthermore, that the maximum exposure
of chlorine to marine life will be 500µg/L whilst being circulating around the
heat exchangers. This is 83 times over the safe limit set by CSIRO. The EES has
conducted no qualitative studies to demonstrate the effects of this type of
chorine exposure on the plankton, larvae and propagule assemblages of
Western Port. This cannot be ignored. Brungs (1973) stated from his research
on the use of chlorine to treat wastewater, “in areas receiving wastes treated
continuously with chlorine not to exceed 0.002 mg/l for the protection of most
aquatic organisms.” Whereas the Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for
Fresh and Marine Water Quality (2000) state that concentrations of toxicant for
the protection of aquaculture species must be less than 3µg/L.
The quantity and concentration of chlorine being pumped into a Ramsar
wetland is call for concern. Saeed et al. (2016) states that in seawater, chlorine
produces a mixture of hypochlorous acid (HOCl) and hypochlorite ion (OCl − ).
These rapidly react with the bromide ion to form a mixture of hypobromous acid
(HOBr) and hypobromite ion (OBr − ). The acute oxidants formed by
chlorination are short lived and are not persistent in seawater, but can be quite
toxic whilst they are present. Further complicating the environmental concern
of chlorination is the production of numerous, and more persistent, compounds
formed by complex reactions between chlorine/bromine and the organic
constituents of seawater, collectively described as chlorination by-products
(CBPs, Saeed et al., 2016). Saeed et al. (2016) states that many CBPs are
persistent and may be toxic to marine organisms subjected to long-term
exposures. This is echoed by the Australian and New Zealand Guidelines for
Fresh and Marine Water Quality (2000) where they state “chlorine does not
persist for extended periods in water but is very reactive and its by-products
persist longer.” There is no mention in the EES of CBPs persisting in the
environment, even though this concept is widely accepted by peer reviewed
literature and governmental agencies.
Historically, it has been common practice to maintain a residual level of chlorine
in wastewater plants (CCREM 1987), but awareness of the environmental
effects of chlorine has resulted in moves to reduce this residual (Sydney Water
1996b). Throughout the 1990s, the chlorine concentration in wastewater
pumped into the ocean at Gunnamatta Beach averaged 350,000 m3/day and
8µg/L (Clean Ocean Foundation). The chlorine was used to kill pathogens in the
waste water, but it had a deadly effect on the ocean ecology. The effluent

discharged was pumped into the ocean by Melbourne Water and the toxic
plumes killed red and brown algae within and beyond the intertidal zone (Clean
Ocean Foundation). Oceanic tidal flow and currents moved the plume east
towards Cape Schank further impacting the kelp forests ecosystems (Clean
Ocean Foundation). It is imperative that we question why the EES did not
include tidal variation in the modelling of the chlorine plume for Western Port,
but did in the modelling of the cooler water discharge? Again this highlights
negligence and a huge gap in the knowledge of the environmental effects,
which is essential for mitigating impacts. Western Port possesses a 2-2.5 metre
tide with strong current flow. It is a dynamic environment in which dispersion
will undoubtably occur, potentially jeopardising the health of the ecosystem.
Most at risk from chlorine pollution is plankton; phytoplankton, larvae,
zooplankton, fry, mangrove propagules and seagrass pollens, because they
cannot escape the inflow of the pipes. We must call for more research into the
specific effects of chlorine exposure on these organisms using the known
exposure levels reported in the EES of 500µg/L, 100µg/L, 50µg/L and 12µg/L,
and 6µg/L (corresponding to exposure in the pipes, outflow, seafloor, mixing
area and surrounds), modelled through time. Without doing this we risk
ignoring a direct driver of ecosystem shift and collapse. Not to mention the
accumulative impacts on ecological processes and linkages that can extend
impacts over a larger area i.e. from tides, fish and bird movements travelling
through these areas. To put it simply the EES does not satisfy the requirements
of the community and EPBC Act by discharging hundreds of millions of litres of
cold chlorinated seawater directly into an area of outstanding ecological
significance, a Ramsar wetland, significant biotope for endangered species and
area of high recreational value.
Underwater Acoustic and Sound Modelling
The lack of foundational scientific research is persistent within this EES, with
the entire underwater acoustic modelling being performed without any ambient
noise recordings taken for the site (AGL EES, Technical Report A, Part 2,
Annexure 1). Without knowing the ambient sound from the Crib Point area, nor
the substrate of the seabed, the results presented have no practical or
applicable use. It is a simple and inexpensive exercise to anchor a noise logger
near the site area for an extended period of time to record the site sound
profile. Instead, this was not done and the assumption was made that “the
existing harbour operations create a noise field that already alters the natural
sound field and impacts the marine receptors in the surrounding area” (AGL
EES, Technical Report A, Part 2, Annexure 1, S1.5). Furthermore, conclusions
were drawn from modelling FSRU’s that operated in completely different
soundscapes. Benthic substrate and the depth of the water column are integral
measures in determining how sound travels underwater (Hawkins and Popper,
2017). It is discouraging to read an underwater noise impact assessment
drawing conclusions, when it was founded on assumptions and modelled from a

totally unrelatable situation, with reference to sound propagation and
soundscapes. This is not scientific and not an acceptable level of due diligence
required for an EES proposing a major development in an environmentally
significant area.
Marine Mammals
Due to the lack of site specific data in the underwater noise pollution report I
will refrain from commenting in detail on the environmental effects, as I believe
it’s unwise to draw conclusions from models based on assumptions. However,
may it be noted that the EES states marine mammals that enter “the wider
area” around the jetty may experience acoustic masking, and behavioural
responses such as avoidance (AGL EES, Technical Report A, Part 2, Annexure 1,
5.1). Wider area has not been defined in the EES. This effect was reported to be
a “minor and negligible” impact on the population level, but “may lead to
consequences for individual marine mammals…”. The EES has not considered
that at the community level there are at least one pod of resident Burrunan
dolphins that frequent the area (Marine Mammal Foundation, Dolphin Research
Institute). More research is needed to understand the environmental effects on
these dolphins and how they use Western Port. Not just so we can understand
the direct impacts of the proposed project on individuals, but also to
understand their foraging areas and potential impacts on prey availability. The
EES states that if fish were to stay 12-48 hours within the operation area they
will subject themselves to irrecoverable injury from the sound pollution.
Therefore, this level of noise is likely deter fish from the area (AGL EES,
Technical Report A, Part 2, Annexure 1, S4.4.2), which may alter the foraging of
Burrunan dolphins and ecosystem dynamics of crib point and its surrounds.
Sharks and Rays
The impact of underwater noise on sharks and rays has largely been dismissed
in the EES as they “have a poor hearing sensitivity” and “are not known to use
acoustic signals for communication.” (AGL EES, Technical Report A, Part 2,
Annexure 1, S4.4). Sharks, like bony fishes, possess an inner ear and a lateral
line, which are sensitive to underwater vibrations and sounds. Compared to
marine mammals, sharks have a very narrow hearing range but are known to be
particularly sensitive to very low frequencies (Chapuis et al., 2019). The EES
never states the actual intensity or frequency of sound that will be emitted from
this operation, which makes it unclear whether it will or won’t effect sharks and
rays. Although there is inference made that the sound emitted would be low
frequency, as it was hypothesised to mostly affect baleen whales and seals. In
2019 there were 34 active FSRU operations around the world (International Gas
Union, World LNG Report, 2020). Therefore the sound an FSRU emits should be
available and not missing from the EES as it is integral in understanding the full
extent of underwater noise impacts on marine life.

Invertebrates
The EES states that organisms identified as most at risk from noise pollution
are the invertebrates (AGL EES, Technical Report A, Part 2, Annexure 1, S3.3).
The worst-case consequence for individual animals can be expected to be
moderate to Major. Once again the report concludes that on a population level
the effects will be negligible. This is frequently the conclusion drawn from this
EES, however the population level is never described. In the marine
environment a community of animals in which interbreeding occurs (population)
can be vast due to dispersion of eggs on currents. By drawing this conclusion
of effects being negligible on a population level does not give the reader any
indication of the full extent of the impacts. Again reducing our understanding to
mitigate impacts. Furthermore, it is concerning that noise pollution from the
operation will damage and displace invertebrates and fish from the crib point
area. As invertebrates are at the base of the food chain this will undoubtedly
have flow on effects of food availability for migratory seabirds and waders,
marine mammals, sharks, rays and other predatory fish. However, to what
extent we cannot know for the lack of site-specific research in understanding
these effect.
Conclusion
In conclusion, there must be further investigation into the several aspects of
marine environmental effects covered in this submission:
– Firstly, adding the variable of tidal flow to the modelling of the chlorine
plume discharged from the FSRU.
– Further research into CPBs and their persistence and toxicity in the marine
environment.
– More research into the effects of chlorine on the planktonic assemblages of
Western Port measured against all possible concentration exposures of
over time; 500µg/L, 100µg/L, 50µg/L and 12µg/L, and 6µg/L
– Ambient noise profiles for the operations area must be recorded, as well as
benthic substrate and water depth profiles to understand sound
propagation in the environment.
– As a result, the entire underwater noise impact report must be redone with
the new sound scape data for the site and modelled with a known
frequency and sound pressure from an FSRU operations.
– Additionally, more research is needed to develop a baseline understanding
of resident Burrunan dolphins, so we, the community and AGL can
understand any possible disturbances to these iconic resident animals.
It is evident that this EES is poorly researched and does not reflect the totality
of potential impacts on marine life; which is particularly distressing as it is
planned to be built in a Ramsar wetland. With respect to the EPBC Act and
Australia’s obligations under the Ramsar convention, we must not accept this

poor level of assessment to be a guide in mitigating marine impacts from AGL’s
proposed FSRU for Crib Point. Too much is at risk to go ahead with an EES that
does not provide enough supporting evidence for its predictions.

Sincerely, Sacha Guggenheimer
Marine Biologist
Local resident and business owner
Sacha is a marine biologist with experience researching marine mammals,
specifically in bioacoustics.
– She participated in the Behavioural Response of Australian Humpbacks to
Seismic Survey (BRASS) projects,
– conducted acoustic profiling of the Southern Ocean aboard Whale Song
with the Centre for Whale Research,
– was a founder of the Great Australian Bight Right Whale Study, SA,
– and has worked with the Centre for Marine Science and Technology, WA, on
pygmy blue whale population monitoring using acoustic mark and
recapture.
She now lives in Balnarring Beach and is Director of a reef-safe sun and
skincare company.
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My name is Maree Goozee and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport is
known to be one of the most biologically diverse bodies of water in Australian and is
home to many rare and endangered marine life. With awareness if climate change,
our wetlands, wildlife and marine life must not be extinguished. 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 inapprop

