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Submission to the Crib Point gas import jetty & gas pipeline project
I have a 75 year connection with Westernport Bay as my father bought a holiday house in the area the year I was
born. I am so privileged to now live permanently in this corner of paradise.
It is paramount that the tranquillity, natural beauty, wildlife, vegetation and marine ecology is preserved. Turning the
area into an industrial hub which will only add to global warming and destruction of our planet for short-term gain is
short-sighted and unacceptable.
Global warming and greenhouse gas emissions are by far the biggest problems that Victoria and the world faces and
granting permission for AGL’s project to proceed would further perpetuate and contribute to this impending
catastrophe. Instead AGL should be encouraged to invest in renewable energy.
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 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. Because of the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Australia has committed to the Ramsar Convention. 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.
The increased number of huge ships coming into Westernport Bay will likely bring unwanted organisiams and marine
life from other parts of the world. The number of shells found on Westernport beaches have already diminished
exponentially.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the
most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being
subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of
water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife, the valuable surrounding
seagrass nurseries and mangrove areas of Crib Point.
The popular beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is enjoyed by both residents and visitors. 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.
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.
The constant lights and noise, plus the risk of accidents and the points above all indicate that this stop-gap proposal
by AGL for short-term profit, must not go ahead.

Lynn Trakell
29 August 2020.
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I have lived on the Peninsula for over 25 years and walk on different beaches every
day. The natural environment is a vital part of my wellbeing, and that of everyone I
know on the Peninsula. My belief is that industrial constructions have no place in
delicate natural environments, and the technology of the proposed endeavour is out
of date and a bad pollutant.
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Western port bay is an extremely diverse and special biosphere for marine life. It
needs to be protected from the dangers that the AGL gas pipelines and
infrastructure will have in relation to pollution and water temperature rising. It’s
time to stand against big companies such as, AGL and move forward towards
renewable energy!
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My name is Valerie Newman and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I have been holidaying at Somers for 75 years. My father bought a cottage there in 1945. We have had
many very happy times there. It has always been a quiet area, not like the hords of people who holiday on
the other side of the Mornington Peninsula.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who
access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress
and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As
well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly
around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will aﬀect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay
- clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the
century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and
energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad
business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to
move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into
the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further aﬀecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised

wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.
Sincerely,
Valerie Newman
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My name is Mitchell Skvor and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It's my home and provides everything for me, including seafood, exercise and
entertainment.
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,
Mitchell Skvor
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I write to this submission on behalf of myself and my family who have a long
standing association with Phillip Island and Western Port Bay. After reading widely
through the pros and cons, we are satisfied, beyond reasonable doubt that the
proposed Crib Point Gas Import Jetty will have an overall detrimental affect on the
health and economy of not only the greater Westernport area, but the wider
Australian community. It is an unnecessary SHORT TERM solution to Australian
energy needs. It will have a long term negative impact on the health of both the
human population and the natural environment of Westernport Bay. The future
income of Australia will increasingly depend on a healthy environment and the Crib
Point Gas facility will not ensure this. I demand that the Crib Point facility not
proceed as planned and that there be no Gas Processing plants built on such a
sensitive area.
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Natalie Greenfield
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My name is Natalie Greenfield and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Hastings is my home. I live here with my husband and children, and our children will
grow up here. I want it to be safe for them.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the
local community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
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 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,
Natalie Greenfield
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My name is Christine Larsen.
I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western Port is an enormously diverse and complex ecology.
Its mangroves and sea grasses are a nursery for fish as well as a first
line defense against erosion.
It is in diverse ways a unique and restorative place for community.
Loss of fish, whales, shorebirds and a myriad other life forms would
badly impact local tourism, and community amenity.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to
the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I
will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the
mental and physical health of the communities who access them.
The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced
by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas
of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of
ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in
all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse

ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the
Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most
significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible
array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by
AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could
have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect
marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by
AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL
has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate
change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables
and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a
threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is
not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Christine Larsen

28.08.20
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My name is S Findlay and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is important to me and many Victorians as a place to live and visit.
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,
S Findlay

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

Pamela Abell

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

AGL_Gas_Import_

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Westernport Bay

as attached

3671

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

June,Geoff Fischer

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Cribb_Point_Sub

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

as attached

3672

My name is June Geoff Fischer and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is important because we need to look at the careless way we have interacted
with much of our environment, in the name of progress. We have a chance here to look at
alternatives, and come up with more sustainable solutions.
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.
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,
June Geoff Fischer 29/08/2020
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My name is Patricia Elmore and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
They are unique wetlands area which support the marine environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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 impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Patricia Elmore
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My name is Tayah Carr and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
I grew up in Westernport Bay, and appreciate the unique, protected area for it's history and
environmental importance. Vast unique species, and natural landscapes are among what locals,
my family, and my work community (Crib Point) hold most dear.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety
and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased
prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments
in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport
Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution
to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate
change.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year.
Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over
the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the
number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of
strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low
consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the
Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend
on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Tayah Carr
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My name is Rhondda Booth and I have lived on Phillip Island
for 27 years and holidayed here with my children for many
years before moving permanently to the Island. Westernport
Bay is a beautiful place, home to animals found in very few
places around Australia, many of which are endangered. It is
also home to a significant wetlands which homes many
migratory species (and is a RAMSAR lusted site). We have
seen increasing effects on the environment because of climate
change, most recently the summers catastrophic bushfires. To
be considering the increase in use of gas when the world needs
to turn to renewable energy is Bewildering and 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 soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how
noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their
EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise
in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed
FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins
and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable.
There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Rhondda Booth
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My name is Samantha Booth and I am a Phillip Island
permanent resident with a long connection to Westernport Bay,
having been holidaying on Phillip Island from childhood and
living and working around the area for many years prior to
moving permanently to the Island.
Westernport Bay is home to so many iconic and unique
species, including endangered and critically endangered
animals. It is also the site of a significantly important Ramsar
Wetlands. A project that threatens the fragile environment and
special wildlife, while increasing reliance on fossil fuels at a time
when the world wants alternative “green” solutions that will not
contribute further to climate change, is inherently a bad idea.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular
spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES
notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and
the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy
less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all
of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas

tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could
impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their
role in the fight against climate change rather than being
subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already
bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has
contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any
more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could
have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a
threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we face right
now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL
should be investing more in renewables and supporting

consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the
ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most
impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn
into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder
chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport
Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Samantha Booth

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

3677

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

Patricia Stuart

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

AGL.docx

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

See attachment

Westernport is an important area for both migratory and local birds, fish
hatcheries in the mangroves and an unspoilt environment for many other
native species. It's a great area for kayaking, boating, fishing in peaceful
surrounding, a lovely area to live.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
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,
Trish Stuart
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I have many reasons for objecting to this gas terminal and I am sure they will be
covered by many others. So I am concentrating on, should this project go ahead, the
inappropriateness of the development for this area. The overall size of the terminal
for Crib Point is ridiculous. It is huge!!! The length of the MCG and 17 storeys high.
There is nothing more than 2 storeys high in Crib Point. It will be an eyesore from
land and sea. Crib Point has not been used for port industry for many years. It has
developed as a residential area. This huge, ugly and environmentally unfriendly
development will also effect the property value, liveability and the whole
demeanour of Crib Point and Westernport.. Please do not let this go ahead - do not
wreck this pristine environment and people’s lives. Thank you for this opportunity to
have my say. Chris Lane
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There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is
proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the
facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical
Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. 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. Thank you
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I have lived in this area for 43 years and spent many, many hours walking and
swimming at our beaches. When we first were here there was blobs of black oil all
over our beaches and rubbish everywhere. Over the decades locals have cleaned
tons of rubbish, tons of weeds and planted hundreds of mangroves and reinstated
wetlands all over Westernport Bay. Today this Bay is beautiful, with lovely clean
water, has important fish breeding areas and has world wide recognition for the
importance of the wetlands and resulting pristine waters. Westernport Bay is one of
the few and diminishing number of Pristine Healthy Bays left in our polluted world.
This special area is now under threat from a last gasp grab at the dollars to be made
from an outdated, unwanted fossil fuel industry, which continues to contribute to
climate change and the devastating weather/ fire / flood events already
experienced. Please do not let this happen. The Environment Effects Report
submitted by Environment Vic needs to be given detailed consideration. Please
leave Westernport Bay in its pristine state for our descendants and the world.
RENEWABLES FROM 2020

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

3681

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

Rhonda Whitehead

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Submission_re_A

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

as attached

AGL

My name is Rhonda Whitehead and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport bay is a unique environment, wetlands, seagrass, creeks and shallows. It has a
big tidal shift and flow.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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
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our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Rhonda Whitehead
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There are so many reasons for objecting to this proposal of AGL's. For me, the key
reason is that we should not be investing in a significant infrastructure project which
continues dependence on the fossil fuel, gas, when we know without doubt, that for
the future of life on earth, fossil fuels must be replaced by renewable energy. We
have the knowledge and the technology to transition to renewable energy from
now, with advances being made across the world in battery storage - it is a falsity to
argue that gas is necessary for the transition period. We should not be enabling
short term gain at the expense of long term well being. Of course there are
immediate environmental reasons for objecting to the AGL project. These include
the effect on flora, and fauna of a major interruption to the ecology of Westernport.
The impact on fish, on birds, on animals and on the wetlands and bushland of
Westernport environs would be, in my view, criminal - we have surely learned from
the past, and grown beyond believing that the physical world is ours to colonise in
any way we wish. There is time for AGL to shift tack, indeed they have already
shown long term willingness to do so. It wouldn't take much for them to think
creatively about how they can play a valuable role in the immediate transition
toward energy production of which we would all be proud.
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My name is Natasha Cleary and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I care about the animals who call Westernport Bay home. Humans are destroying so much of
the natural world and it is not sustainable. We must protect these areas where such diversity
exists.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
signiﬁcance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of
a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasiﬁcation Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and ﬁsh. Westernport Bay is also the
most signiﬁcant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we
do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in

Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in
soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent
with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per
year. Using their own ﬁgures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative
because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher
than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike
would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent
with the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Natasha Cleary
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I live in the Westernport Bay area (just under 5km from the proposed FSRU site). I was born on the
Mornington Peninsula, went to school here and am now raising my own children here.
Westernport is a very special place, indeed a unique place – no where else do you get mangroves
this far south! It is such an important diverse ecosystem which supports a wide variety of life. If this
area is destroyed the knock on effect for feeding, breeding and migration patterns for many animals
will be destroyed. It is an important recreational and educational area too!
-

My family love exploring, learning about and experiencing nature. We are weekly visitors to
the Westernport beaches, mangroves such as Woolley’s, Jacks, Somers and Balnarring
Beaches, the boardwalk from Jacks Beach to Hastings and Coolart Wetlands.

-

We regularly see dolphins off the beaches, have seen Humpback Whales in the Shipping
Channel (on a whale watching trip) and off Cape Schanck, have seen Little Penguins on
Philip Island and on one occasion of Stony Point, as well as Fur Seals off Philip Island and at
Hastings Jetty

-

My children go to school in Crib Point where their environmental education program is a key
component of the curriculum. The pupils and my children regularly go to Woolley’s Beach
opposite where the FRSU is proposed, my eldest was part of a school project recording
videos of the migratory waders that use Westernport. He regularly quotes facts about the
ecological value and species diversity within the Bay learned from school and field
excursions.

I thank the Crib Point IAC 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 make this proposal unacceptable under its current form as set out below but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
1. 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.
2. 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.
3. 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.
4. 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 shameful 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.
5. The proposal also introduces a new source of and greater existing risk of ships running
aground, colliding with each other and smaller vessels. I would hate to think what damage oil
slicks would do in Westernport, to the penguins, seals and shearwaters on Philip Island, the
mangroves, sea-dragons and other flora and fauna in the Bay. These must be protected.
6. Climate change is real and is a global threat now – this was plainly evident for us all to see
the last summer with bushfires all over our state and country. 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 will enable
climate change. The proposal’s greenhouse gas emissions purposeful omit to include the
emissions that would be generated by use of the natural gas this project will deliver. By the
figures given in the EES those emissions equate to 7.3% of the state’s total greenhouse gas
emissions. How the Victorian Andrews Government can contemplate such a project when it
has a policy of net zero emissions by 2050 is beyond comprehension?
7. 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.
8. On 3rd January 2015 we evacuated following CFA warnings of the uncontained 120ha
bushfire from Hastings travelling south to Crib Point – it was only due to sheer dogged efforts
of the CFA that houses bordering Warringine Oark in Hastings and along Woolleys Beach Rd
and the Esplanade, as well as the Victorian Maritime Museum and remaining refinery storage
tanks were not totally destroyed with the fire only metres away. Most of Warringine Park and
the boardwalk we use from Jacks Beach to Hastings was raised to the ground.
Almost a year later on 18 January 2016 there was an uncontrolled grassfire which destroyed
a home and impacted the former refinery site (see image below showing its location). The
nature of the proposal means that there are inherent risks. Both of these demonstrate that to
construct an LNG receiving facility at this location is unnecessarily playing with local people’s
lives. LNG accidents and mismanagement of potentially flammable and explosive to happen
with catastrophic consequences, you only need to look at the aftermath of the Buncefield, UK
and Beirut explosions to see that. Locating the FRSU and MNG receival facility at Crib Point
is an unacceptable risk to the local community.

9. As a local and mother, I am particularly concerned about the predicted air quality emissions
(particulate matter that can affect asthmatics and formaldehyde a known carcinogen) and the
potential health effects that that may cause. The lack of baseline air quality monitoring and
subsequent deficiencies in air quality modelling does not fill me with confidence that this
technical assessment presents an accurate picture of the future air quality if the proposal
were given the go-ahead.
I have seen massive changes in the land uses on the Peninsula and in Westernport in my lifetime
particularly with loss of habitats and urban encroachment I dread to think what the future will be for
my kids and future generations if this proposal goes ahead. What example are we setting future
generations if this proposal gets approved, it is okay to destroy internationally designated RAMSAR
wetlands and UNESCO biosphere reserves, and we don’t care about future generations? To approve
such a proposal would be selfish and would deprive them of the environment we currently enjoy, for
what – a questionable short term solution when we should be focussing on medium and long term
investment in renewables and protecting our existing environment.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally

recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.

Yours sincerely,
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My name is Anne Kennedy and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport Bay is
still healthy. I love its wildness, clean waters and marine life and vibrant villages. . Its
important ecosystem deserves protection. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. 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.
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 and 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 the perception that it
is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. 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). Small marine organisms 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 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, 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, Anne Kennedy
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Western port is a sanctuary for sea life and plants , that will definitely change once
you have dirty ships leaking contaminated into the bay it is only a narrow strip of
water and it will be affected, we have some of the cleanest beaches in Victoria in
this area . Also many people have spent millions of dollars on properties to live and
holiday around this bay and the affect to change this area into some dirty corridor of
gas filled ships is ludicrous . The government talks about reducing emissions what
about acting and not allowing this to go through so we can keep this unique area
safe for generations
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Western port bay is home to many sea creatures and plant life , we have the
penguins which one of Australia’s most visited attractions, why would you want to
risk that with dirty gas filled ships passing through this unique strip of water leaking
contaminates into the bay . I walk along the beach Every day and swim often ,
Balnarring beach was named one of the cleanest beaches in Victoria. We are
supposed to reduce green house gases and look to cleaner energy, we are going
backwards by allowing this type of industry to go ahead .
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My name is Cathy Paul and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port Bay is a unique area to Victoria consisting of rare wetlands area home
to many migratory birds as well as the spectacular penguins, whales and seals which
visit and/or nest in the area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.
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,
Cathy Paul
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My name is Stephen Paul and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port Bay is a unique area to Victoria consisting of rare wetlands area home
to many migratory birds as well as the spectacular penguins, whales and seals which
visit and/or nest in the area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.
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.
Stephen Paul
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The Westernport bay together with French Island and Phillip Island are of world
renown and unique natural heritage. A gas import terminal is incompatible with the
protection of this globally significant natural environment for future generations.
However compelling the short term commercial interests of this project may be,
they pale in significance to the enduring natural characteristics of this still relatively
pristine environment, which cannot and should not be compromised.
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Submission in response to the AGL/APA EES
My name is Steve Jones and I live in the Westernport Bay area, in Bittern. I came to live here 20
years ago, due to the peaceful environment, particularly the Woolleys Beach reserve area. As a
photographer I regularly spend time recording the beauty of the Woolleys and Jacks Beach locations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. I support the points that Environment Victoria make, summary over page.
I would also like to add the risk of bushfires and the Bushfire State Planning Policy Amendment
VC140 released by Minister Wynne in late 2017.
Around 2015, we had a significant bushfire in this area. My house, at 143 Woolleys Road, was only
saved by a last-minute change of wind direction. There was already spotting and small fires in the
paddocks opposite us.
The area planned for the FSRU is in a designated high-risk bushfire area, with some areas subject
to bushfire management overlays.
When the last big fires occurred, many people were unable to leave the Bittern/Crib point area
because the roads were clogged. We only have the option of Stony Point Road (which I understand
is a military access road and can be blocked off in times of emergency), Woolleys Road, which gives
right of way to Frankston-Flinders Road, and South Beach road as exit points. South Beach Road, in
turn gives way to Woolleys Road. Further down, Jacka and Disney streets were also clogged.
Subsequently, a 2017 application for aged care residential units in Woolleys Road was vetoed at
VCAT. A major deciding factor was the planning amendment by Richard Wynne, which states that in
planning decisions, the preservation of human life takes precedence over all else, where bushfire
risk is a consideration.
See decision:
“Just as importantly, I consider that the current application to develop a retirement village with
up to 492 residents aged 50+ years of age in a designated Bushfire Prone Area would be at
odds with the unambiguous policy direction in Clauses 10.04 and 13.05 that planning
authorities and responsible authorities (and the Tribunal on review) must prioritise the
protection of human life over all other policy considerations”. (bold is my emphasis)
J.A Bennett, Senior Member (2018).
The FSRU process of re-gassifying; 900 trucks per year carrying nitrogen over our roads and railway
lines (which already have a high incidence of accidents); and the general FSRU operations will carry a
significantly higher risk of fire. Accidents do happen and even the EES acknowledged that, in the case
of trucks.
Mitigation risks can’t address unforeseen human error. That increased risk endangers the life of
this community. The EES significantly downplays the risk to human life due to increased bushfire
risk, because of this project.

Steve Jones AGL EES 1

In keeping with bushfire state planning policy, that increased risk to human life, alone, should be
enough to veto this project. It should not be in this locality.
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.
This is no longer an industrial area.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
The current shipping activities are generally quiet and low key.
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.
Tourism
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, Ramsar and the Environment
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.

Steve Jones AGL EES 2

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,

Steve Jones
Bittern

Steve Jones AGL EES 3
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Westernport Bay is important to me as i’ve been coming here for for over 20 years
to surf and enjoy what its unique untouched environment provides. People choose
to live here and visit westernport bay because of the beauty and way you can
immerse yourself amongst its environment. A gas import terminal will ruin all
aspects to the environment , marine life and the peoples livelihood who live 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 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. 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.
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My name is John Tucker and I live in the Westernport Bay area.

The Bay is important as an environment that is relatively undisturbed.
Industrial development will threaten this with an adverse impact on the
bird life and marine ecosystems that can presently be enjoyed close to
the state capital.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister
for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The 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 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,
John Tucker

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

Kerrie Tucker

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

AGL_Submission.d

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

As attached

3694

My name is Kerrie Tucker and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I care about Westernport Bay because it is an area which has very important
ecological value. It has beautiful wildlife and we must protect the habitat and stop
inappropriate development.We also must stop greenhouse emissions.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues 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.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. would
be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria
can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Kerrie Tucker
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Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee, I would like to make a submission
to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal including two components: ● Gas Import Jetty
Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib Point
Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the jetty,
and the Crib Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty. ● Pipeline Works
consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57 kilometres
long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian
Transmission System east of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the
Pakenham Delivery Facility to monitor and regulate the gas, two above-ground
mainline valves to enable isolation of the pipeline in an emergency and a facility to
enable in-line inspections of the pipeline. My partner and I live on a farm in The
Gurdies. She owns a business in Cowes and I run a farrier business. Since purchasing
the farm we have planted of 15,000 native grasses, shrubs and trees, rehabilitated
our dams and cleaned up the seasonal creek which now flows freely and is a home
to many native species. Our creek eventually runs into Westernport Bay. Where the
creek runs through adjoining and neighbouring properties they have also
contributed on their properties. To get everyone together, eliminate the weeds.
stabilise the creek banks and revegetate has taken 5 years of hard work. To now
have clean water flowing through to Westernport Bay has easily made the work
worthwhile. We use Westernport Bay for fishing, swimming, beach-walking and the
views over this magnificent area are a constant source of inspiration. It is a truly
wonderful resource and we feel honoured to live in this area. I think it is truly
staggering that anyone would want to endanger this environmentally beautiful and
fragile area by pumping up to 47 Kg's of chlorine into the water daily. It is
absolutely frustrating that governments do not act for the future of the people, and
are prepared to risk a pristine natural area for the sake of misplaced investment in
redundant resources. The Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO’s) recently
published the “2020 Integrated System Plan (ISP)”. The ISP the suggests the
cheapest way to develop our national electricity market is through renewables. It
also assumes that as coal power stations retire, they will be replaced with
renewables because the cost of wind and solar technology are the cheapest and
obvious replacement. Summing up, it makes no sense to risk Westernport Bay to
allow yet another RAPACIOUS fossil fuel company, whose ONLY interest is the
money they can make, operate in this ecologically, environmentally and
recreationally important area. Sincerely, Shane Ellis.
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My name is Andrew Molloy and some of my earliest recollections are from the late
1950s enjoying picnics with my family on the westernport beaches around Stony
Point and Crib Point surrounded by mangroves. I witnessed the destruction of the
beach at Stony Point that was done to put the Port of Hastings facility in and could
never make sense of such destruction and certainly such actions would not be
allowed today. Westernport Bay is such a beautiful and unique environment that is
slowly recovering from the previous effects of inappropriate industry being allowed
so to be having a discussion about the proposed AGL terminal for an outdated fossil
fuel just doesn’t make sense in 2020. Its time the state government realised its
responsibilities to its citizens and environment that we are custodians of and not to
large corporations. The diversity of this region is just unbelievable and I’m now in my
mid 60s and i still marvel at the uniqueness of this whole area and want to ensure it
can be enjoyed for future generations. From what i can see the risks associated with
this proposed plant cannot be accepted and proceeded with and I’m sure any fair
minded review and enquiry can arrive at the same conclusion for the benefit of the
local community, wildlife and health of our ecosystem. Sincerely Andrew Molloy
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My name is Jenny Detez and I care deeply about the environment in Westernport
Bay and surrounds. Westernport is beautiful - a nature haven and irreplaceable.
The protection of the marine life it sustains, the natural environment it is placed in,
and its RAMSAR status is of utmost importance to me. I am fortunate to have a
holiday house on the Mornington Peninsula, and along with my extended family
and friends, we have enjoyed the natural environment here for many years. It is
too precious to destroy. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and
the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a range of issues which should
prevent this proposal being implemented. First and foremost, is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. If the project is implemented,
dumping up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into Westernport Bay each day
could be a disaster for the marine wildlife. The impact assessments and modelling
prepared by AGL have found to be not comprehensive and relevant by Environment
Victoria. 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 proposal should not continue as the plan does not
meet the legal requirements. The local community near Crib Point will be impacted
by the changed environment of their much loved Woolley Beach and they will be be
affected by increased heavy traffic and light and noise pollution from the jetty area.
The potential affect of this project on tourism is of deep concern, for both the
Mornington Peninsula and also Phillip Island, both of which are tourist destinations.
The installation of a gas import terminal is is out of step with the worldwide goal to
reduce Climate Change and is totally inappropriate in an area that is defined by the
perception of a pristine and protected wetland. I am dismayed that AGL states the
Project is needed to meet the shortfall in gas supply from 2024 when I read that
many experts state that Australia has enough gas, in fact we export more than we
use domestically. Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. Victoria have other more viable and suitable
options to pursue to meet our energy needs more sustainably, without exposing the
unique and protected wetland ecosystems of Westernport Bay and the local
community to any harm. Sincerely, Jenny Detez
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My name is Sarah Woods and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay is
a vital environmental area contributing strongly to the health and wellbeing of
locals. By allowing this project to progress we will decrease tourism, stunt housing
prices and will force families out of the area. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local community. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Phillip Island is the second most
tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins
and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. 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. 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. Regards, Sarah
Woods
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Westernport Bay is a recreational and Leisure area that is used consistently and with
environmental protection in place. The walks, wetlands and bird life are unique and
will be affected by any change to the ecology and environment. The marine life is
also in danger and in the event of any disaster or event with the pipeline or any of
the infrastructure, the bay will never recover.
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My name is Astrid Werner and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay protects important wetlands and marine wildlife. Much natural habitat in
Australia on land, coasts and sea has already been destroyed. We need to preserve what is left.
The bay is also an important recreational area for humans. We need it unspoiled!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush
or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point
jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as
the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Astrid Werner
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My name is Michael Thornborrow and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I live on the foreshore at Cowes. I walk on the beach daily, l fish in Western Port all year round and l swim in it 9
months of the year. Western Port is the fundamental element of my recreation and overall wellbeing.
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-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would
be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake
and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half
a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Michael Thornborrow

My name is Michael Thornborrow and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I live on the foreshore at Cowes. I walk on the beach daily, l fish in Western Port all year round and l swim in it 9
months of the year. Western Port is the fundamental element of my recreation and overall wellbeing.
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-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would
be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake
and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half
a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Michael Thornborrow
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I visit Westernport Bay frequently, and it is a place of great significance to me and
my family. It's a place that is close to Melbourne and brings people together, with
one another and with nature. Having such a unique natural area, with international
significance so close to Melbourne is also really valuable as it provides a place for
many Melbourneians to come and connect with a really special marine
environment. The construction of a gas terminal at Westernport Bay is concerning
for a number of reasons, one being the negative impact it will have on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. It will impact both local
communities and visitors of the area too, as there is an unacceptable risk of fire,
explosion and exposure to toxic hydrocarbons. This project will also impact the local
economy through its impacts on tourism and recreation activities. Areas like
Westernport Bay need protection, as wetlands are some of the most biodiverse
ecosystems in the world, not to mention the fact that Australia has committed to
promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. Furthermore, we are
experiencing a climate crisis and we do not need more gas import terminals, as
renewable energy sources and electrification will soon displace our need for gas.
Overall the proposed gas terminal poses too many risks to the local marine
environment, local economy, and the overall climate, and is largely uncessary due to
the emergence of renewable energies, and should not be given approval.
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My name is Emma Bakker and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I care deeply about the wetlands, the animals and birds that live there and the
marine life. I am also deeply concerned about the looming impact of climate change.
It makes me feel sick to think about AGL plonking a dirty, polluting gas terminal right
in the middle of that, which will not only impact the marine life, but also the
surrounding area and all who live there and use the bay, not to mention the climate
impact of new gas projects.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The 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 likely 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.
AGL would draw this water from the Bay and use it to regassify their liquefied gas.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. AGL have completed what can only be described
as preliminary quantitative risk assessments on some of the potential consequences
of their gas import terminal. AGL does not address the chronic effects of chlorine,
CPOs and associated HOCs on benthic communities and seagrass. Additionally due
to flaws in calculation methodology for plankton intake we do not know how much
damage could be done to the cornerstone of the food chain.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. would
be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria
can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Emma Bakker
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My name is Sue Byrne and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Peaceful, clean water for recreation. The rock pools and sea life; dolphins sea dragons , so many
varieties of fish and bird life. It is a beautiful environment, so much to observe and learn from. It is
a precious asset to conserve and protect.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure
to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The
impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions
in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could
impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site
for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion.
The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being
subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not

know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
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 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,
Sue Byrne
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This would spell disaster for the animals, birds and marine life that call it home, and
increase climate pollution from more dirty fossil fuels we don’t need.
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My name is Angela Matkovic and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I grew up in the area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues 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 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,
Angela Matkovic
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Dear IAC, Please extend the filing date until now, so I can comment - I have only just
learned of the proposal. This proposal is outrageous and must not be entertained
for a second. Australia values nature and values beauty. It is easy for the proposers
to say what can be gained (money, gas), but who of us can know what, exactly, will
be lost - to all future generations?!? I’ve spent a lot of time around and on
Westernport Bay and Corner Inlet, as I used to live in Geelong, and they are very
tidal. The notion of putting all of the polluting stuff at the Crib Point deep-water
harbour would be so that it should drain out into Bass Strait. However, this ignores
the effect of incoming tides, which will carry effluent back a long way over the
mudflats where it will probably collect in mangroves, seagrass etc due to the tidal
nature of the back part of the bay. Companies can come up with better ways of
doing these things, but just can’t be bothered; it’s snouts in the trough, and the
greediest pigs shove in first. We have recently seen that the WHO is corrupt; the
TGA (Therapeutic Goods) is corrupt or incompetent; the Vic Govt is corrupt &/or
incompetent ... so why would the EPA be any different??? In olden times you would
just hang someone, or get together with flaming torches and pitchforks to protest
against injustice and that would fix things for a while. Not sure what to do about
Denial Andrews these days, though. Psychiatric assessment, perhaps?!? Come on,
put a stop to this madness - NOW!!! It would be, simply put, insane and wickedly evil
to go forward with this proposal!!! Seriously, what is the IQ of these people???
Thank You for taking the time to read my comments, and I very much look forward
to Your repsonse. Kind Regards, Jason Ford
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My name is Roslyn Webster and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It is a beautiful area, close to Melbourne. It is a wonderful place to go and just be, to be
outside enjoying nature.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased
risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest
homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close
to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present
preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent
expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island
as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced
for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact

assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage
to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the
Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will
displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO
adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period.
They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was
previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the
impact on the local community would be unacceptable. There are many other viable,
and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Roslyn Webster
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Submission regarding the EES for the proposed AGL gas import jetty and pipeline at
Crib Point
My name is Lisa Magnusson and I want to talk about the environment in Westernport
Bay, and the threat posed by the AGL gas development.
Westernport bay is not only a beautiful and peaceful place, it is an important biodiverse
area. It contains a Ramsar listed wetland, which is home to a number of threatened
species.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas
of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but
a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects
not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL
should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from
gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500
per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are
conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship
strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The
conclusion that a ship strike would have a low consequence to the visiting Southern
Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation Management Plan for
Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact
on 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 Magnusson

Fitzroy North 3068

