Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

3003

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

James Morgan

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

1. Importing liquified natural gas makes no sense from a net-energy perspective. The
financial quirk that makes it a lucrative proposition for AGL at the moment could
(and should) evaporate with the stroke of a politician’s pen. 2. The floating
regassification ship will be a monstrous eyesore for me as a French Island resident 3.
The increase in shipping will impact me as a regular commuter between Stony Point
and Tankerton. 4. AGL proposes to import and evaporate 3 million tonnes of
liquified natural gas plus 30 thousand tonnes of liquid nitrogen each year. The latent
heat associated with this evaporation will cool 150 billion litres of water by 1 degree.
The thermal impact of discharged process water has been insufficiently considered.

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

Shannon Hurley

Organisation:

Yes. Victorian National Parks Association.

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

VNPA_submission

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

See attached.

3004

be. Our expert team of marine consultants and scientists would like to point out the following
concerns, which the EES has failed to address:



AGL’s Gas Import Facility has the potential to cause severe biological and ecological harm
over large areas, which may be irreversible.



In our view, the EES fails to directly address the many impacts on marine biodiversity from
the gas import jetty facility as directed in the procedures and requirements made under
section 8B(5) of the Environment Effects Act 1978 and the EES Scoping Requirements.



The methodology of the marine biodiversity components of the EES was fundamentally
flawed and are not considered as scientifically valid.



The structure and implementation of the EES has no scientific rigour and the information is
not considered reliable for environmental decisions and management, being largely opinionbased and without supporting evidence.



The EES has failed to adequately address the following potentially significant impacts on
marine biodiversity including:
o

Failure to address catastrophic incidences and threats - ship collisions, oil spills and
potential gas explosions;

o

Specific impacts on the variety of Ramsar natural values and listed waterbirds;

o

The impacts on marine biodiversity from chlorine discharge and release of toxicants
are overall, unacceptable;

o

Impacts on listed threatened species and communities under the state’s FFG Act,
and EPBC Act, and other sensitive marine species and communities.



Critical biological impact assessments were absent from the EES.

We provide further detail in the following sections of our submission.
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MARINE BIODIVERSITY
The following comments are relevant to the following reports:


Chapter 6: Marine biodiversity



Technical Report A: Marine biodiversity

1. Chlorine discharges and the release of toxicants
Key issues:


The impacts on marine biodiversity from chlorine discharge and release of toxicants are
inadequately assessed and, overall, unacceptable.



The FSRU operation proposes to use chlorine dosing to prevent biofouling within heater
exchange units. Chlorine compounds in seawater can result in the production of hundreds of
different types of chemicals - many known as carcinogens, mutagens.



These chemicals raise the potential contamination as a threat of major concern for
Westernport Bay, and are not considered properly in the EES.



The EES concluded there were low environmental risks, but the conclusions are not
supported by valid science and evidence.



Contaminants that have the potential to cause long-term, irreversible and ecosystem-wide
impacts on significant species, communities and ecosystems are not addressed.

a. Chlorine guidelines exceeded for the marine environment
The FSRU operation proposes to use chlorine dosing to prevent biofouling within heater exchange
units. Chlorine compounds in seawater can result in the production of hundreds of different types of
chemicals - many known as carcinogens and mutagens with long-term toxicity.
CSIRO recommends the guideline value for chlorine release to protect 99% of species for marine
waters (as stated in the EES Technical report A: Marine biodiversity, page 263) as:
“Where the concentration is intermittent or variable over time, such as the tidally varying conditions in the
North Arm of Western Port, the recommended short-term Guideline Value is 6.0 µg/L for 99% species
protection.”
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What is concerning is these guidelines for chlorine will be exceeded dramatically (94 μg/L over the
recommended limit), as stated in Chapter 6 of the EES:
“The worst-exposed biota would be exposed to chlorine concentrations of zero up to 100 μg/L and down to
10 μg/L in five minutes.”

Adding to our concern is the presence of LNG carriers next to the FSRU, which creates the effect of
‘pooling’:
“The obstruction of the discharge ports by the adjacent LNG carrier reduces dilution in the tidal currents
and causes more accumulation of partly diluted discharge under the two vessels”.

b. Potential contamination of Westernport Bay
The FSRU operation proposes to use chlorine dosing to prevent biofouling within heater exchange
units. Chlorine compounds in seawater can result in the production of hundreds of different types of
chemicals - many known as carcinogens, mutagens.
We have concern for how the suite of chemicals can cause considerable toxic effects and impacts
over considerable distances, on the ecosystem of Westernport Bay.
Other studies have shown that considerable concentrations of chemicals have been detected in
sediments and benthic fishes, indicating dispersal into bay-wide environments and ecosystems, yet
the EES claims it will not be an issue.
These chemicals raise potential contamination as a threat of major concern for Westernport Bay and
are not considered properly in the EES.

c. Impacts of chlorine discharge on environmentally sensitive areas and marine species
The EES comments on the minimal impact or dismisses impact entirely that chlorine discharge will
have on ecologically significant areas, waterbirds and marine biodiversity with the following
statements in Chapter 6:
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“Under all modelled operating scenarios, chlorine concentrations over 6 μg/L are confined to the dredged
port basin within the operating Port of Hastings and are not predicted to extend to the more ecologically
significant areas of Western Port including seagrass beds and intertidal mudflats.”
“Only organisms sensitive to a low level and short duration of exposure to chlorine would be affected
during the passage through the FSRU or in the plume around the discharge ports – others would survive
this short-term event.”
“In summary, in the worst-case scenario, the area of potential impact for residual chlorine and seawater
temperature change extends over 20 hectares around the proposed FSRU location. Mangroves, saltmarsh,
seagrasses, subtidal reefs and waterbirds (including wading birds) would not be impacted by the seawater
discharge associated with the seawater usage of the FSRU.”

There is no evidence to back up these statements, nor is there consideration for the range of
environmental factors that can influence this. Furthermore, the EES fails to even identify significant
marine species and communities within the project area.
Due to the absence of thorough ecosystem approach to the impact assessment, this raises the
question as to the impacts from the use of chlorine and associated toxicants, and the potential impacts
up the food chain.
Given the above, it is our view that the EES fails to directly address the impacts of chlorine
discharges and other toxicants on marine biodiversity from the gas import jetty facility as directed
in the procedures and requirements made under section 8B(5) of the EE Act and the EES Scoping
Requirements, as stated on page 21. This impact is therefore inadequately assessed and, overall,
unacceptable.

2. Marine pest invasions
Key issues:


Marine pest invasions have the potential to be catastrophic marine incidents, an issue the
EES fails to adequately address.



The EES fails to properly account for the increased risk of marine pest invasions due to the
25-40% increase in shipping activity (additional 40 ships per year) that would result from the
project.
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Marine pest invasions can permanently alter ecosystems – such as Japanese Kelp or
Northern Pacific Sea Stars, which have devastated swathes of habitat types in Port Phillip
Bay already – this potential impact is not adequately assessed by the EES.

It is well established that the risk of marine pests being introduced has increased due to a rise in
international and domestic maritime vessel traffic1. AGL’s gas import facility will exacerbate this
existing risk by increasing shipping in the area by up to 40 ships per year. This is an increase of up to
25-40% each year, a substantial and elevated risk to Westernport Bay.
Marine pests can devastate marine ecosystems and can be catastrophic events. The seriousness with
which they should be treated was not acknowledged in the EES, considering the significant impacts
on maritime industries, the marine environment and the community. 1
It is in the national interest to protect the marine environment from this threat of introduction,
establishment and spread of marine pests, as once established, marine pests can rarely be
eradicated and their negative effects are long lasting. It is critical to prevent the introduction and
spread of marine pests to ensure that potentially significant consequences for Australia’s marine
environment and industries are minimised. 1
We consider that the potentially catastrophic impacts that marine pest invasions could have on
Westernport Bay is severely underestimated. The EES does not adequately address the additional
risk for what could be a 25-40% increase in shipping – the prime way marine pest invasions occur.
Given the above, it is our view that the EES fails to directly address the impacts of marine pest
invasions from the gas import jetty facility and associated operations, as directed in the
procedures and requirements made under section 8B(5) of the EE Act and the EES Scoping
Requirements, as outlined for pests on page 15.

3.

Matters of national environmental significance – general comments

Key issue:


1

The EES fails to address the impacts on matters of national environmental significance.

MarinePestPlan 2018–2023. National Strategic Plan for Marine Pest Biosecurity. Australian Government.
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The existing conditions sections in Technical Report A of the EES describes the listed species,
communities and wetland sites, without any attempt to predict the biological impacts or to properly
apply this to the risk assessment.
The risk assessment is also presented before the impact assessment, which presents problems in the
validity of the risk assessments in the first instance.
There is no acknowledgement of the gaps in knowledge, and the EES uses speculation to cover up
these knowledge gaps.
Minimizing or disregarding conservation issues is not consistent with best practice and the
application of the precautionary principle, which underpins legislation such as the Marine and
Coastal Act 2018, in which it is a:
“….guiding principle for the management of the marine and coastal environment that if there are threats
of serious or irreversible environmental and other damage, lack of full certainty should not be used as a
reason for postponing measures to prevent environmental or other degradation.”

Best practice impact assessments include holistic ecosystem assessments, particularly with regard to
ecologically sustainable development and cumulative impact assessment. In our view the EES fails to
address the impacts on matters of national environmental significance.

4. Listed threatened species (under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 and the

Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999) and marine species
and communities of high conservation value.
Key issues:


The EES fails to address the impacts on listed species under the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act 1988 (FFG Act) and the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act), and other sensitive marine species and communities.



The assessment does not meet the guiding principles set out in the Marine and Coastal
Act 2018, of an ecosystem-based approach, assessment of cumulative impacts and
ecologically sustainable development.



A number of species of high conservation concern found only in the Crib Point region
were not recognised or addressed in the EES.
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Literature was decades out of date and little of it is targeted at informing potential
impacts and consequences.



The assessment was overgeneralized and made few actual biological predictions. There
was a reliance on the risk assessments, which are scientifically invalid.



There is a considerable diversity of species and habitat types in the North Arm region,
with each of these having differing susceptibilities to different impacts. Some are high
priority ecological features and some are of high conservation concern.

a. Protected species listed under the FFG Act and EPBC Act
The EES fails to address the impacts on listed species under the EPBC and FFG Acts in general. We
provide a couple of examples below:
Burrunan dolphins (listed as threatened under the FFG Act)
There are knowledge gaps on the status of a potential population of the Burrunan Dolphin (Tursiops
australis) in Westernport Bay, listed as a threatened species under the state’s FFG Act. Without
understanding population dynamics of this species, and the areas they utilise, it is impossible to
understand the potential impacts that AGL’s gas import facility could have, and therefore what
mitigation measures to put in place to reduce these risks.
There are two other populations of the Burrunan Dolphin in Port Phillip Bay and Gippsland Lakes,
however there are knowledge gaps for Westernport Bay. There has not been thorough surveys to
attempt to fill this knowledge gap, and the EES did not attempt to address these knowledge
shortcomings, and therefore mitigation to reduce the potential impacts.
Burrunan Dolphins are particularly susceptible to extinction because of the small, localised
populations, such as in Port Phillip Bay and Gippsland Lakes, particularly if they occur close to urban
areas where there are anthropogenic threats. Such populations are more likely to exhibit low levels
of genetic diversity, which leaves them less able to adapt to environmental changes.2 The EES fails to
adequately assess potential impacts on this significant species and its habitat, either within the
immediate project vicinity and more broadly.

2

K. Charlton-Robb, A. C. Taylor, S. W. McKechnie (2014). Population genetic structure of the Burrunan dolphin (Tursiops
australis) in coastal waters of south-eastern Australia: conservation implications

8

The population in the Gippsland Lakes experiences a three-fold increase in the estimated population
in winter, to that which exists in the system for the rest of the year. 2 If the same were to occur in
Westernport, this coincides with peak shipping times and we have concerns this could potentially
put this species (a potentially significant population) at risk.

Great White Sharks (listed as vulnerable and migratory under the EPBC Act, and as threatened
under the FFG Act)
Great White Sharks (GWS) are known to utilise the northern reaches of Westernport Bay in the
Northern Arm, the location of an important food source (largely snapper) for the GWS.
In our view, the EES understates the impact the project could have on the GWS population, as shown
in Technical report A:
“ They (Great White Shark) are highly mobile, and it is likely that individual great white sharks will pass
through the North Arm from time to time.”

There has been no monitoring to back up this claim, and/or the connectivity between the project’s
potential impacts and the North Arm of Westernport Bay. Furthermore, the GSW Recovery Plan
states that foraging areas, aggregation areas, and sites to which white sharks return on a regular
basis may represent habitat critical to the survival of the species.3 With the lack of field work and
assessments of project impacts on species such as the GWS, there is potential for impacts to reach
this important area for the GWS. The EES fails to consider these impacts.

b. Other high conservation species not considered
We are concerned that there are species of high conservation concern that were not addressed as
part of the EES. These include both listed species, and species with high vulnerability to threats.

3

Recovery Plan for the White Shark (Carcharodon carcharias) 2013. Australian Government.
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c. Inadequate science
We are concerned that much of the literature used as information on marine species was decades
out of date and little of it was targeted at informing potential impacts and consequences.

d. Ramsar wetland values
See Section 8 of this Submission, below.

Given the above, it is our view that the EES fails to address potentially significant impacts on listed
species under the EPBC Act and FFG Act, and other sensitive marine species and communities. This
is a severe oversight, against state and federal legislation.

5. Species movement restrictions in the North Arm
Key issues:


There is reasonable evidence that the FSRU may restrict the movement for some faunal
groups, with potential consequences to biomass, production, and food-webs.



Impacts to connectivity via North Arm could have ecosystem-level impacts across broad
areas of Westernport.



Combined changes to the environment from seabed scouring from discharge flows,
propeller scour, deflection of tidal currents, changes in temperature and turbidity plumes is
expected to lead to changes in distribution and the nature of biotopes.

We note that the North Arm has a high diversity of species and habitats, which are inevitably
connected to the southern ecosystems of Westernport Bay.
Restriction in the movement of species can be caused from behavioural disruption and barriers
including visual, light, noise, vibration, odour, toxicant, temperature, turbidity and other cues.
We are concerned that the FSRU could restrict the movement of faunal groups, with potential
consequences to biomass, production, and food-webs.
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We are concerned that the EES has failed to assess the combined impacts arising from the project
that may restrict species’ movements.

6. Failure to address catastrophic incidences and threats - ship collisions, oil spills and

gas explosions
Key issues:


The EES fails to directly address catastrophic threats and events, including a major oil spill,
gas explosion or incident. This is concerning given similar events have occurred previously in
the region.



Up to 40 additional ships into Westernport Bay will increase shipping activity by up to 2540% every year. This increases the risk of these events significantly, as well as risk of ship
grounding on sensitive habitats.

a. Catastrophic events not addressed – major oil spills, explosions, ship collisions
The EES fails to directly address catastrophic threats and events, including a major oil spill, gas
explosion, incident, or ship collision. This is deeply concerning given similar events have occurred
previously in the region, for example:


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



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

A fundamental flaw in the EES is that major spills appear to have been lumped together with minor
spills, despite the fact that they differ significantly in terms of impact. This has resulted in a lack of
consideration – or glossing over – of catastrophic impacts. This approach of excluding the range of
possible events is certainly contrary to the precautionary principle, which is a requirement of state
legislation, including the Marine and Coastal Act 2018.
We are concerned that the EES acknowledged, rather than genuinely considered, the impact of
major oil spills beyond the FSRU area. Given this valuable ecosystem is highly interconnected, this is
a severe oversight which has the potential for bay-wide impacts.
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The increase in shipping activity was not factored in, with up to 40 additional ships into Westernport
Bay increasing shipping activity by up to 25-40% every year. This also increases the risk of ship
grounding on sensitive habitats.
The occurrence of a single “rare” event can have serious immediate and long term effects to
individuals, communities and the environment and these worst case scenarios were not considered
as part of the EES assessments.
We are concerned that the EES dismisses the issue by stating ‘the risk of a collision with another
vessel is negligible’ (Technical Report A, page 400) rather than properly assessing the impacts on the
marine life if this were to occur. This is major oversight.

b. Fuel and chemical spills, discharges
Key issues:


The EES does not assess potential impacts from diesel spills on sensitive marine communities
and marine life, and downplays these impacts on important wetland features such as
mangroves and seagrass.



The EES lacks specific details to accurately assess the impacts of fuel spills on Westernport
Bay, thereby significantly compromising the assessment of environmental effects.

We have concerns over the risk of fuel and chemical spills and the lack of specific detail in relation to
the impacts of spills on marine life. The lack of specific details significantly compromises the
assessment of spill effects.
Equally concerning is the dismissal of the risk of diesel spills, as the EES only considers potential
impacts on particular areas.

The EES fails to adequately consider the potential impacts arising from ship collisions, oil spills, gas
explosions, ship grounding, and fuel and chemical spills. These potential environmental effects are
unacceptable, and we consider that an inadequate assessment of such impacts does not meet the
Minister’s scoping requirements for the EES.
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7. Hydrodynamic modelling
Key issues:


Based on the hydrodynamic studies in the EES, we consider that there is likely to be a
significant underestimation of, or total failure to address, many factors required to estimate
marine biodiversity impacts.



In general, the claims within the EES regarding hydrodynamic impacts are not supported by
evidence or sound methodology.



The failure to assess impacts due to the above factors is alarming given the hydroconnectivity between Crib Point and the northern channels of Westernport Bay.

The hydrodynamic modelling within the EES is not comprehensive and given the resulting impacts
on marine biodiversity, this level of assessment is unacceptable.

8. Westernport Bay – a RAMSAR wetland of international importance
Key issues:


As set out above, the EES fails to adequately assess marine biodiversity impacts arising from
the project. This is unacceptable given the marine environment in which the project is
proposed forms part of an internationally significant Ramsar wetland.



The EES failed to address significant components of marine biodiversity which contribute to
Westernport Bay’s ecological character.

Westernport Bay was designated a wetland of international significance under the Ramsar Convention
on Wetlands of International Importance in 1982. The ecological character of Westernport Bay is
unique. It has many critical components, connections and processes that contribute to its ecological
character, including important habitat for more than a hundred waterbird species and a diversity and
abundance of fish.
Westernport Bay’s environment and supporting ecosystem has strong ecological linkages between
the coastal and marine habitats across different areas of the bay which drive the ecological character
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of Westernport Bay and are fundamental to Westernport Bay’s ecological character description, as
outlined in Westernport Bay Ramsar Wetland Ecological Character Description.4
We are concerned the EES did not address significant components of marine biodiversity which
make up Westernport Bay’s Ramsar ecological character. We are also deeply concerned that the
EES did not adopt an ecosystem-based approach to its assessment of impacts on marine
biodiversity.

9. Ecosystem assessments and cumulative impacts – inconsistent with the Victorian

Marine and Coastal Act 2018
Key issue:


By failing to consider ecosystem-level impacts, provide for ecosystem-based management
and or adequately assess cumulative impacts, the EES is inconsistent with state legislation
and policy.

Any project or use of the marine and coastal environment needs to consider ecosystem-based
management, which is not only best practice, but a core principle of the Marine and Coastal Act
2018, Marine and Coastal Policy and the Westernport Ramsar Management Plan. This means looking
at ecosystem connections and impacts.
The EES failed to consider ecosystem-level impacts or provide for ecosystem-based management.
The EES also failed to adequately assess cumulative impacts. This directly ignores state legislation
and policy and best practice. For example, there was minimal consideration given to the connections
between marine life and different areas between the coastal areas, the intertidal areas and the
submerged marine environment.
Important principles set out in state legislation and policy were inadequately considered in the
EES, such as the principle of ecosystem-based management and the requirement to assess
cumulative impacts. Given the significant potential impacts the project poses to marine
biodiversity, we consider this to be unacceptable.

4

Westernport Bay Ramsar Wetland Ecological Character Description
https://www.environment.gov.au/system/files/resources/95deb742-85da-4785-8206-7ec139bdfaa8/files/19ecd.pdf
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10. Poor science
Key issues:


The marine biodiversity component of the EES was done very poorly.



The methodology of the EES was fundamentally flawed and cannot be considered as
scientifically valid.



There was either no review of types of impacts on certain aspects of marine or wetland
biodiversity, or considerable knowledge gaps in determining what the impacts could be, with
no or minimal supporting evidence to be confident in the level of impact the project could
have.



The lack of supporting evidence has led to the downplaying of major issues, such as
toxicants, oil spills and marine pests.

Our view is that the marine biodiversity field studies lack adequate scientific backing. For all the
types of marine and wetland impacts that could occur, the EES provided insufficient supporting
evidence for its predictions. This has led to minimising and downplaying major issues, such as
toxicants, oil spills and marine pests.
In many cases there was no supporting evidence for the predictions of impact of the project on
biodiversity in the EES field program. This was the case for the risk assessment, mitigation and
management framework sections.
The marine section of the EES was done to a very poor standard with no, or minimal, science to
back up many issues arising from the project. This resulted in a downplaying of what could
ultimately be significant impacts on Westernport Bay.
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TERRESTRIAL IMPACTS
11. General concerns
Key issues:



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



The pipeline is proposed to go through Warringine Park, a covenanted Council reserve of >
100 hectares between Hastings and Crib Point.



Many predictions of impact (such as artificial light impacts on wildlife) have inadequate
supporting evidence to back up the claims within the EES.

12. Threatened species
Key issues:

•

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

•

Within the pipeline works area, the project has the potential to impact on large number of
threatened species, including:

•

o

8 EPBC Act listed species,

o

19 FFG Act listed species;

o

30 Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning Advisory List species

o

a total of 32 threatened species potentially impacted.

Significant species in the gas import jetty works area that the project has the potential to
impact on include:

o

9 EPBC Act listed species,

o

13 FFG Act listed species;

o

30 Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning Advisory List species

o

a total of 42+ threatened species potentially impacted.
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•

The pipeline directly impacts on one of only four-five populations in Victoria of the
threatened Merran’s Sun-orchid.

Southern Brown Bandicoot (listed as endangered under the EPBC Act, and threatened under the
FFG Act)
VNPA supports many parts of the submission made by DG Nicholls, from the Southern Brown
Bandicoot Regional Recovery Group, with respect to the nationally-endangered Southern Brown
Bandicoot. We support the following statements:


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



It (the EES) fails to recognise the very substantial efforts by state and local government to
manage this environment to provide the conditions for the continued survival for this
species (and other species, including the endangered Growling Grass Frog, Litoria
raniformis).



These impacts negate the good efforts of the Victorian Department of Environment, Land,
Water and Planning as it implements the EPBC legal requirements of the Melbourne
Strategic Assessment.



There are incremental threats that endanger the government and community efforts to
secure local populations of the Southern Brown Bandicoot Isoodon obesulus. These include:



o

vegetation removal or modification for roadside safety or bushfire risk reduction,

o

increased vehicle traffic on quiet rural roads resulting in bandicoot roadkill,

o

increased density of domestic pets (cats and dogs) leading to increased predation,

o

increased property and infrastructure development reduces habitat

o

climate change drying soils thereby reducing bandicoot food supply.

The AGL/APA EES systematically notes many of these environmental effects, however, there
is little evidence in AGL’s plans that indicate appreciation of the cumulative loss that occurs
with each of these intrusions.
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We are also concerned that the project will directly impact on 16/35 sites containing likely habitat
for EPBC listed Southern Brown Bandicoot through vegetation removal.

OTHER MATTERS
13. EES process
We wish to draw to the IAC’s attention to the particularly challenging nature of the public exhibition
period for this EES process.
The public exhibition period coincided with Stage 3, and then Stage 4, restrictions imposed due to
the coronavirus pandemic.
We note that the Minister for Planning issued amended procedures and requirements on 1 June
2020 for the public exhibition period. However, circumstances changed markedly after that date, as
reflected by the Premier’s Declaration of a State of Disaster and the suspension of Parliament and all
but essential Court and Tribunal business. The VNPA and other groups requested that the Minister
suspend the public exhibition of the EES until the further restrictions were eased, but our request
was refused.
We note the above, because we consider that our ability to properly engage in the process has been
impacted by the coronavirus lockdown.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this EES. We look forward to presenting further detail
and evidence at the public hearings.
Yours sincerely,

Shannon Hurley
Nature Conservation Campaigner
Victorian National Parks Association
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My name is Rita Coffey and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Why when climate change is becoming so dramatically obvious would we still be thinking in terms of Gas
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from
the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not
acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins
and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be
home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of
the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport
Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline
from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL
has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels. Renewable energy has
become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6
hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian
Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly
accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the
2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought
due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge
in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the
impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate
studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife
would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that
we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Rita Coffey
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My name is Ishani Clegg and I visit Westernport Bay often.
This area is close to my heart for so many reason. An iconic part of Melbourne and a
source of joy and a home for many - humans and wildlife alike. The thought of it’s
beauty and the ecosystem being jeopardised breaks my heart.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys
Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative
risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It
is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue
until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This
is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these

laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from
fossil fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that
firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the
area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Ishani Clegg
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My name is Felicity Waddell and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Though I live 1.5 hours away, I can see Westernport bay from the hills of Seaview. It is a beautiful sight.
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,
Felicity Waddell
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Response to the AGL EES for the FSRU at Crib Point. 22/8/20 To Whom It May
Concern, I object to the proposed AGL FSRU and Gas Import Jetty at Crib Point in
Westernport Bay. The AGL EES for this Gas Import terminal at Crib Point has
highlighted many adverse possibilities that affect land, protected environment,
marine environment and the contribution to greenhouse gases, among many other
issues arising from the construction and ongoing industry in processing gas in this
manner. The potential cost to environment, the surrounding marine life in
Westernport Bay and effect of increasing carbon emissions has no measurable price
that “affordable gas” (under this proposal) in Victoria could justify. I have particular
concerns around the drawing of water from Westernport Bay to be used to
transition the imported product from liquid to gas. I wonder what the effects of
returning the chlorinated water back into the Bay will have on the protected
wetlands, the marine life in general and the very important carbon sequestering
seaweed that lies in the Bay? The report has not addressed the impacts of this
clearly or even addressed a contingency plan should things not go according to plan.
I have concerns for the future for the many other users of the Bay. People such as
surfers, swimmers, paddle boarders, school children and tourists that they will be
swimming in water that is polluted and potentially harmful to them. What about the
people who grow mussels or catch fish? What is the cost to tourism on the
Mornington Peninsula and French and Phillip Islands in Westernport Bay if the Bay is
ruined? I wonder why AGL seek to import lower quality gas? The future for this
State and country needs innovative locally grown industries, not imports. We are
learning this the hard way currently with the restrictions we are facing in the
pandemic. Most countries must keep a reserve for their domestic use. Is this double
dipping on AGL’s behalf? I also wonder why AGL don’t become a progressive
company that seeks out innovative 21st century technologies to generate
sustainable profits rather than being stuck on old models for profit generation.
Given Australia (and Victoria) has committed to reducing our output of greenhouse
gases for the near future how can we justify projects such as these? Surely any
Government that wants to lead Victoria (and Australia) honourably and
courageously into a sustainable future needs to have the vision to step into good
quality projects for power generation and not keep rehashing old, “band aid”
technologies for the quick buck. Gas is always going to be an energy with a finite
resource. I am opposed to this project and as an indirect shareholder I suggest that
resources available to AGL be used to create something useful. Government should
also think about utilising their staff, time and dollar resources in a more efficient
manner. Yours sincerely Anton Middendorp
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My name is Kelly-Ann Thompson and I have family who live in Westernport
Bay.
I have enjoyed the natural, unsullied beauty of Westernport Bay from
Cowes for most of my 45 years. This little town is already overrun by
tourism in Summer. The negative impact upon our wildlife and beaches is
apparent. I am also a supporter of clean energy production.
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 OrangeBellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also

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

middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our
demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98
and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted economic
support according to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon.
With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new
gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for
Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce
emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of
our electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like
plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half
a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity
of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the
current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Finally, it’s difficult for me to understand how this plan makes sense both economically
and with respect to our nation’s energy trajectory. Australia is rapidly moving toward a
renewable energy portfolio. How long before this project seems out of touch,
antiquated, and completely absurd? 5 years? To serve in public office is to steward the

present and future of one’s constituency; it is to leave a legacy. Along with those here,
please consider the voices of dissent that will come too late from generations yet born.
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,
Timothy Gordon
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My name is Eleanor PEARSON and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The intact country that Australian has left is priceless.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to
the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by
AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws
prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of
the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the
century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away
from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal
is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into
the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.

Sincerely,
Eleanor PEARSON

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

3012

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

James Coffey

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

CribPointInquiryJa

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Please see attachment

James Coffey

Adams Estate.

I work and live on and near Phillip Island. I’m an all weather year round surfer and regularly use
these waterways. The idea of gas whether imported or local is historically fraught with problems and
it’s way beyond what we need for the future. When will we start thinking environmently and
sustainably about our waterways and beaches.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
I know this is the perfect opportunity to try and slide this Gas plant through because we’re so
distracted by the current virus and our government is desperate for revenue.

But I plead not to do this,

Yours sincerely

James Coffey representing surfers, fisherman and those who love our waterways.
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My name is Patrick Barnewall and I visit Westernport Bay often. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to
weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue.
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My name is Tom Keddie and I visited Westernport Bay regularly before we moved
away from Melbourne. Westernport bay provides such a variety of natural
environment for people to experience, from the surf at Pt Leo to wetlands and seal
colonies. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Wetlands are
among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. 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. 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,
Tom Keddie
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Tuesday 25th August 2020
My name is Peta Campbell and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Holidaying at Shoreham for 68 years. A shared family home here since the mid 1950s and love the
clean, natural beaches and bushland 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.
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,
Peta Campbell
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My name is mike ufer and I live in the Westernport Bay area, Westernport Bay is a
VERY beautiful area, I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel
project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes
to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the
site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these
risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They
combine land and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species
including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of
the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site
for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves
in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion.
The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and
animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate.
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Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee Inquiry into AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works
Proposal
26/08/2020
Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee, I would like to make a submission to the Inquiry
into AGL’s proposal including two components:
•

•

Gas Import Jetty Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib
Point Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the jetty,
and the Crib Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty.
Pipeline Works consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57
kilometres long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian
Transmission System east of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the Pakenham
Delivery Facility to monitor and regulate the gas, two above-ground mainline valves to
enable isolation of the pipeline in an emergency and a facility to enable in-line inspections of
the pipeline.

As a child I grew up in the eastern suburbs of Knox. With 4 other siblings my parents had to think of
ways to keep us all occupied and this is where I began my love for the water. Our warm summer
family holidays were spent in the pristine waters of sandy point and Wilsons prom. Enjoying the sand
dunes building jump ramps and boogie boarding down the dunes. Getting lost through the shrub
along the tops of the dunes and relying on my older siblings to get me back safely. As a family we
would all be hanging to get into the surf beach and have our boogie board wars on the wave. As they
would crash over us we would tumble all over each other and try knock each other off.
This love for boogie boarding turned into surfing, my dad began to teach me and it was so frustrating
to see how easy he made it and I couldn’t get it. I now living in Mitcham get any chance I get to go to
the beach for a surf or just to be with it. Growing up I always felt this great sense of peace and home
around the water. The clean beautiful water flowing in and out with a essence of chaos all at the
same time, made me feel like my craziness (
anger tantrums as mum would say) wasn’t so
bad.
I remember early 2000’s I started to notice that the summers started to not be like the summers
before. It was always hot and cold, hot and cold being so erratic. It would be so devastating because
we as kids would just want to get into the ocean or be in the dunes but the weather was just not on
our sides anyways.
As I got older and started to educate myself, I noticed how these changes were not so random
anymore and our impact on climate change was effecting those summers spent at our holiday
house.
So to here that AGL want to build an FSRU at Crib point in Western port bay is devastating. To think
we need to add to more of the devastation we caused on this planet. When will we begin to find
ways to work with the lands we are on instead of destroying it to make a profit on? What is the
actual cost going to be when we have no more earth to even make projects like this anymore?
In addition to the strong local community opposition to the project, Westernport Bay is a wetland
sanctuary for some of Victoria’s most loved species! Do we plan to kill all the species on this planet..
just because they don’t have a voice doesn’t mean they have a say. There unheard voice turns into
land devastation, eco systems dying out and the land becoming not inhabitable anymore.

AGL’s proposal poses many threats to the environment and local community. Whilst assessing this
project, I ask and encourage you to consider the following reasons why AGL’s proposal should not go
ahead:
1. We need to protect our wetlands. Wetlands are amazing places. Combining land and water,
they are home to an incredible array of plants and animals and are among the most
biodiverse ecosystems on earth. Recent research has shown that they 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, not being subject
to potentially damaging projects like AGL’s proposal.

2. AGL plans to dump toxic wastewater, breaching Victorian laws. If the project is approved
AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water each day. They would draw this
water from the Bay and use it to thaw the frozen gas. The water would be chlorinated to
destroy all living material, and cooled by around 7 degrees Celsius before being dumped
back into the Bay. Other impacts could include the clearing of wetlands, dredging of the Bay
floor, chemical and petroleum leaks and spills, local noise and light pollution, and disruption
to marine life..Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) in its clause 22 prohibits
the Environmental Protection Agency from granting to a corporation a permit to discharge
wastewater in high conservation value areas. Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site and a high
conservation value area under Victorian legislation. AGL is seeking to proceed with their
project despite existing legislation prohibiting their proposed operation.

3. AGL’s Environment Effect Statement does not properly address the risk of oil spills.
Increased ship traffic in Westernport Bay increases the risk of accidents such as oil spills.
AGL’s EES does not include an oil spill modelling / impact risk assessment. Due to existing
operations oil tankers would pass directly by the FSRU. We have already faced oil spills in the
past such as the Ethane pipeline incident in Port Phillip Bay. An oil spill within the
internationally important Ramsar wetland of Westernport Bay could be catastrophic. It is
simply not acceptable for a high-impact, low-probability event such as an oil spill to not be
fully addressed in the EES, and we should demand that AGL investigate this risk and
mitigation options in more detail.

4. AGL has a history of deceptive and misleading behaviour, making them unfit to build and
operate a facility like this. Since 2003 AGL has incurred more than $7 million worth of fines,
in some cases for deceptive and misleading behaviour. On the basis of AGL’s poor track
record, and the incredibly high risks involved with this proposal, is AGL really fit to build and
operate a gas import terminal in Westernport Bay?

5. Imported gas can be as bad as coal for the planet. For gas to be a lesser evil than coal for
electricity production, methane leakage should remain below 3.2% during the whole supply
chain, otherwise gas becomes just as polluting, if not more polluting than coal. Recent
studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much methane is released
to the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the
United States have levels of leakage of 2-17%. Despite these findings the Australian Industry
and Government report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas emissions
based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements

Thank you for taking the time to read through my submission and to help contribute to the
environment assessment of crib point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
Sincerely,
Brandon Fredericks
Mitcham, Vic, 3132
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My name is Amy Leeworthy and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
bay is a precious paradise we must protect. My heart breaks at the thought of the
destruction the gas terminal might do to our marine life, and the wider
environment. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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. 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. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without destroying this precious place. Sincerely, Amy Leeworthy
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see email to Crib Point.IAC@delwp.vic.gov.au 26/8 re: Consideration of EES
incompatible with Victorian Local Government Act.
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My name is Stephanie Larcombe and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It upsets me that our government make decisions that will affect all of our
futures with absolutely no consideration for the environment - simply thinking
about the monetary value of deals. I know this. I work at an oil refinery. We need
a big change. When Iâ€™m lying on my death bed, Iâ€™m going to care more about the
future of Australia for my children and my family; not the money in my pocket. I
would HOPE that our government would think the same, if they have any empathy. I
would LOVE to be proven wrong. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions
in Victoria. Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and
physical health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature
and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental
grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households
can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution
can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community. Not
to mention the mental health issues that arise from realising your government
cares more about making money than improving or for the least maintaining the
environment their citizens have to live in. It doesnâ€™t sit well with me, and
Iâ€™m not even in the area. It would also sway me from voting for anyone who has
any say in passing these decisions! Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and
the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form
of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. And it certainly doesnâ€™t encourage tourists to come to a
place that our own government shows no care for. 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. And it proves dishonesty and in-transparency within our system. Certainly
not great for anyoneâ€™s reputation. 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 also concerning
to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport
Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. 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. And that would
not include dishonesty and failure to adhere to the promise made in regards to our
wetlands. Please, take this seriously. Sincerely,â€¨Stephanie Larcombe
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My name is Tim Brace and I visit Westernport Bay often. In summary its an
important home to birds and animals which makes visiting Philip island very special.
Its a major tourism destination for Victoria. Victorians live and holiday in and around
the bay to escape major industry, metropolitan Melbourne and enjoy nature I thank
the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay. Yours sincerely Tim Brace
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My name is Stephen Dodd and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
My wife and I enjoy regular scuba diving and snorkelling in Westernport bay. It is a beautiful
underwater environment with unique species such as weedy sea dragons, nudibranchs and varieties
of fish. It is vital that this precious place is protected.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact
on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a
nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in
Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly
around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key
habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the
century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and
energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad
business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to
move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas
import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs
- would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled
into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This
enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with
the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Stephen Dodd
Moorooduc,
Vic 3933
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I object to the construction of the AGL and APA Gas Import Jetty and Gas Pipeline
Project. The Mornington Peninsula is such a magical part of Australia, with Western
Port a key feature. Western Port for me contains amazing coastal photography
opportunities. I feel passionate about its unique flora and fauna. It makes me sad to
think that cold, chlorinated water will be pumped into the water, to facilitate the
gas. It makes me sad to think that the families who live in Crib Point will be impacted
by noise, visual eyesores and living within a blast zone. It makes me sad to think that
roads that are already under stress and full of pot holes will be damaged more by
the huge trucks that will visit the small townships, while making chemical deliveries.
It makes me sad to think small and vulnerable communities can be ‘paid off’ with
promises of community grants. This project should be relocated elsewhere. No AGL
for Western Port!
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My name is Cameron Stops and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I have a small yacht based at Yaringa and sail on Western Port most weekends.l spend a lot
of time on the water enjoying the tranquility and unique wildlife. Such a fantastic wildlife
environment so close to Melbourne should be preserved.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
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.
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,
Cameron Stops
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A Submission in Response to AGL’s Proposed Gas Import gas Jetty and Pipeline to be
located at Crib Point, Westernport, Victoria
“Drop a pebble in the water: just a splash, and it is gone;
But there's half-a-hundred ripples circling on and on and on,
Spreading, spreading from the center, flowing on out to the sea.
And there is no way of telling where the end is going to be.
Drop a pebble in the water: in a minute you forget,
But there's little waves a-flowing, and there's ripples circling yet,
And those little waves a-flowing to a great big wave have grown;
You've disturbed a mighty river just by dropping in a stone.”
James W. Foley

Thank you for giving me this opportunity to express my thoughts and concerns in regard
to this matter.
I have three questions in regard to AGL’s proposal to build an LNG gas import jetty at
Crib Point in Westernport, Victoria.
Does Victoria need to import LNG gas ?
Is an LNG Import Gas Jetty and its high emissions in accord with Victoria’s Climate
Change Policy 2017?
Is Crib Point in Westernport, Victoria the appropriate location for an LNG import gas
jetty?

1) Victoria can meet its potential gas supply shortfall in other ways with initiative and
commitment from the Victorian government.
2) The operation of an LNG terminal in Crib Point will contravene Victoria’s Climate
Change Act Policy 2017
3) The Ramsar wetlands of Westernport within which Crib Point is located is in an
area of high conservation significance and unique ecological character. AGL’s

LNG gas import jetty and associated pipeline will negatively impact the health
and vitality of this environment and endanger the myriad of interconnected
ecosystems which coexist within it.

Let’s look at these points in more detail.
1) AGL’s Rationale for the Import Gas Terminal
In the EES Summary Document AGL uses as its justification for this proposal AEMO’s
predicted potential gas shortfall in Victoria by 2024. AGL’s proposition is that by
importing gas from other states and overseas this LNG terminal will provide gas security
and certainty for Victoria as well as putting downward pressure on gas prices.

AGL’s representation of the complex issues around gas supply and pricing in Victoria is
not complete. We need to be aware of a number of significant issues that AGL does not
take into account when proposing to establish an LNG terminal in Victoria.
Specifically:
Importing gas from overseas ( which AGL states will be most likely) will not lower domestic
prices. Gas is a global commodity and as such is determined by global supply, demand and
pricing.
Australia is the world’s leading exporter of gas and Victoria is a net exporter of gas. We have
enough gas for the short to medium term.The main factor influencing supply certainty and
security and domestic pricing is the lack of governmental regulatory controls. This allows an
artificial price construct controlled by the major gas companies in Australia. If Victoria legislated
for a domestic reservation policy ( as is the case in Western Australia ) we would have enough
gas to meet our needs while we direct and diversify investment into the establishment of
renewable energy supply.

Demand for renewable energies such as solar, wind and battery storage is lowering costs and
driving worldwide research and investment into alternative technologies to fossil fuels. In
Victoria more and more consumers and industry are turning towards renewable energy to
maintain liveability and sustain economic growth. AEMO’s 2020 GSOO predicts a general
flattening of consumption in all sectors in the period to 2039.

AEMO's Draft 2020 Integrated System Plan (ISP)3 projects that investment in a portfolio of
variable renewable energy (VRE), storage, and new transmission infrastructure will be the
lowest-cost way of replacing coal fired power plants

Victorians could reduce their gas consumption from between 98 and113 petajoules by
2030 using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a report by
energy consultants Northmore Gordon.

2) An LNG Import Gas Jetty in Westernport is not in line with Victoria’s Climate Change
Policy Act 2017.
Gas is not the “clean coal” as was once perceived. The mining, processing , and
transportation of LNG gas around the world is playing a major role in the escalating
climate crisis. An LNG gas terminal in Victoria will impede targets set in the new Climate
Change Act passed by the Victorian government in 2017. The Act establishes a longterm emissions reduction target of net zero by 2050. The emissions the LNG terminal
will produce fly in the face of this target.
“The Victorian Government recognises the overwhelming scientific consensus that human
activity is causing climate change and that global greenhouse gas emissions need to decline to
net zero by the second half of this century if the goals of the Paris Agreement – to limit global
average temperature increases to well below 2oC above pre-industrial levels and to pursue
efforts to limit the increase to 1.5oC – are to be met.”
“We established the Climate Change Act 2017 to provide a statutory foundation for
action in Victoria to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to net zero by 2050; and to
ensure the state’s economy, community and natural environment are resilient to the
impacts of climate change.”
https://www.climatechange.vic.gov.au/ data/assets/pdf file/0016/443014/VictorianGreenhouse-Gas-Emissions-Report-2019.pdf

It is without doubt that AGL’s proposed LNG gas Import Terminal is
not in accordance with the Victorian government’s legislated
commitment
“to drive action on climate change across government and the
economy.”

●

Methane, the chief component in natural gas, is responsible for 25% of global
warming to date.

●

Measured by global warming impacts, the scale of the LNG expansion under
development is as large or greater than the expansion of coal-fired power plants,
posing a direct challenge to Paris climate goals.

●

Due to falling costs of renewable alternatives, the expansion of LNG
infrastructure faces questions of long-term financial viability and stranded asset
risk. GLOBAL ENERGY MONITOR REPORT | JUNE 2019 | 3 THE GROWING
ROLE OF LNG
https://globalenergymonitor.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/NewGasBoomEmbargo.pdf

Australian scientists, including many world-leading experts and lead authors with the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, have written a letter to Chief Scientist Dr
A.Finkel. In this letter they express their concern that the Australian government is being
misled. Professor Steffen said the scientists' decision to take the unusual step of
speaking out about the Chief Scientist was prompted in part by elements of Dr Finkel's
address to the National Press Club in February, as well as other public comments he
has made about gas.
"We are making a definite and profound statement that the advice the Chief Scientist is
giving is in opposition to the evidence the Australian scientific community has gathered
about the climatic system and the way it is changing," Professor Will Steffen, the
founding director of the Australian National University's Climate Change Institute.
In this letter it was clearly stated:
●

"The combustion of natural gas is now the fastest-growing source of
carbon dioxide to the atmosphere, the most important greenhouse gas
driving climate change”

● “There is no role for an expansion of the gas industry.”

https://www.smh.com.au/environment/climate-change/australia-s-chief-scientist-iswrong-on-gas-say-leading-experts-20200824-p55oty.html
To be allowing an LNG terminal to operate here is only giving license to further
environmental degradation and increased pollution. I am concerned and disturbed about
the possibility that the Victorian government might use the Covid 19 pandemic and this
potential gas shortfall to argue for a quick fix gas led economic recovery. This is not the
solution. An LNG plant in Westernport will not provide long term job security, it will not
lower prices. It will add significantly to emissions and environmental degradation. It is
crucial that Victoria’s Climate Change Strategy for the next five years beginning 2020 is
not a quick fix.

Environmental Effects of the Construction and Operation of an LNG gas Jetty and
associated Pipeline in the Ramsar Wetlands of Westernport Victoria

Western Port is visited by Australian fur seals, whales and dolphins, as well as many
migratory waders and seabirds. It is listed under the Ramsar Convention as a wetland
of international significance. The Ramsar wetlands consists of a coastal embayment
incorporating vast and relatively undisturbed mudflats with salt marsh vegetation. It is
considered an internationally important feeding and roosting area for numerous species
of summering waders, many of which are listed under the bilateral Migratory Birds
Agreements (with China and Japan).

I live in the coastal community of Shoreham on the edge of the Ramasr wetlands. I am
fortunate to be able to enjoy the beautiful ever changing seascape of Westernport . I
walk regularly on the beach and love how the intertidal nature of this bay transforms the
shoreline every day.
At night when we look over the bay we occasionally see the bright lights of a cruise ship
anchored, and the oil rigs which stay for weeks. Even from our position on the edge of
the Ramsar wetlands these lights are very bright. It is easy to imagine the effect a large
FSRU will have on Crib Point and its residents. They will not be able to escape the

noise, vibration, lights, and daily impact that operating this gas industry will have on
their environment and its liveability.

The EES claims that the construction of this terminal and pipeline, and its ongoing
maintenance and operation will have some adverse effects on the environment but it
claims these will be minimal, unlikely, or can be managed and mitigated. I have read the
EES Report. The conclusions presented in the EES fail to reassure me that damage to
this fragile and vulnerable part of Victoria will be negligible.
Despite the vast array of research, data, modelling, and numerous graphs and charts
within its 11,000 pages there are areas which lack credibility and require more scrutiny.
In particular:
● The toxic discharge of hundreds of thousands of litres into the bay on marine
biodiversity and the flow on effect that could have on numerous other
ecosystems within the bay especially birdlife and fish populations
● The impact the increased number of ships entering and exiting the bay will have
on the whale population, and the potential likelihood of more exotic marine pests
colonising parts of the bay
● The existing condition of the bay and wetlands and the impact of other
environmental challenges that are facing Westernport will need to be managed
carefully for the long term preservation of this bay.
1) a.Management of the toxic discharge of chlorinated waste water into
Westernport Clause 22 in the State Environment Protection Policy (SEPP)
Waters 2019 prohibits the EPA from granting a corporation a permit to discharge
wastewater into areas of high conservation value. In a public submission by AGL
Energy in June 2018 on a draft environmental regulation AGL suggested that the
clause should be clarified so that in circumstances in which there is an
'unavoidable exceedance of an environmental quality objective, measures to
minimize environmental risks can be included in the application'. They were also
concerned about the impact of clauses 21 and 22 on vessels in Victorian ports
and advocated that the Policy should enable risk-based decision making about
wastewater discharges in Victorian
ports.https://www.water.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0021/395031/SEPPWaters-Summary-of-Comment-and-Response-Report.pdf

It is simply not acceptable that risk making assessment decisions be
handed over to corporations. AGL proposes that “once the FSRU is
operating, a marine monitoring program would verify that actual

environmental impacts are not greater than predicted. If any unexpected
circumstances are detected, appropriate action would be taken to meet the
environmental responsibilities of AGl and APA” (p 18 of EES Summary
Document). Given that AGL in its technical reports does not present an
accurate profile of all the risks associated with the waste water discharge
then essentially they are asking us to give them license to conduct
an ecological experiment in Westernport.
b.The behaviour of chlorine in marine water From my reading it is
clear that CPO’s are highly toxic to marine biota and their effect on each
ecosystem is unique. We cannot assume that because they are relatively
short-lived they do not cause harm. They may react and cause harm in
unknown ways. We can not assume that if they are not adversely affecting
some species that they will not harm others. Each ecosystem needs to be
understood and monitored very closely to determine the effect of the
introduction of chlorinated water into its unique marine environment. The
guideline values in Technical Report A- Annexure A are general in nature.
It does not deal specifically with the behaviour and effect of CPO’s (
chlorine produced oxidants) in Westernport. More research needs to be
done in this area.
C. Shipping numbers Shipping will increase by over 40% with the
number of ships expected to enter Westernport. This percentage could vary
and there is no stated limit on the number of ships allowed to enter
Westernport. As these LNG carriers are very large ( approximately 300
metres in length) their impact on the bay will be significant. Each ship
requires a pilot and four large tug boats to guide it into port. The
environmental risks of this increase is not addressed sufficiently by the
EES.
These include noise, air and light pollution on humans and wildlife
especially birds; the risk of accidents and oil spills; scour and turbidity
from vessel wash; the risk of striking whales and the importation of marine
pests with the ships is a very real concern.

In Conclusion:
In the long term there is no gas certainty and security. Short term solutions such as
establishing LNG gas import terminals will only add to emissions, with no guarantee of
lower prices. As the global demand for energy continues to grow and if its reliance on
fossil fuels remain unimpeded the consequences to the health and biodiversity of our
environment will remain unchecked. At least two thirds of Victoria's wetlands have been
lost since settlement.
AGL is proposing to moor this FSRU at Crib Point for the next twenty years. Twenty
years is a long time. Twenty years ago climate change was considered by most to be a
figment of the imagination of a bunch of “greenies”. Not so today. Climate change and
climate crisis are part of our everyday conversations and the evidence is irrefutable.
Not a day goes by where it is not making headlines in papers all over the world.
The Australian Medical Association has called climate change a medical emergency
and there is a proven direct link between human health and loss of biodiversity. We can
no longer hide the issues in a container of landfill to China. We can no longer trust that
the recyclables in our waste bin is going to be disposed of responsibly. We can no
longer afford to postpone addressing this very real issue of climate change. Fortunately
we don’t need to risk further environmental damage on our wetlands. Instead we can
turn our attention towards sustaining the growth of alternative renewable energy in
Victoria with clear policy and a long term commitment.
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Paul Dicintio
St Kilda, 3182
August 26, 2020
My name is Paul Dicintio and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I love Westernport Bay, I surf here often, and being so close to Melbourne the environment
is impeccable. it is so important to me that this priceless environment is not reindustrialised and is protected for future generations and the amazing marine life.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of

wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Paul Dicintio
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Shoreham

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

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing
our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by
between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology
and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy
consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria
could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas
import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These
measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under
most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated
by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our
electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Thomas Herriott
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EEC for AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
Submission by The Devilbend and Hastings Landcare Group
The Devilbend and Hastings Landcare Group (DHLG) area includes the proposed pipeline
from Mapsheet1 to Mapsheet 13 in the EES Attachment VII. Membership of DHLG is open to
all private landholders along the Hastings foreshore extending north of Crib Point beyond
the Kings Creek catchment stretching west to Devilbend and Woods Reserves. DHLG
recognises the importance of adherence to the Western Port Ramsar Site Management
Plan, the management plans of the CribPoint and Warringine Reserves and the Western Port
Biosphere.
A number of organisations have responsibilities within the Ramsar Site Management Plan
including the Mornington Peninsula Shire, DELWP, Parks Vic., Melbourne Water, CMA, and
local govt NGOs. DHLG strongly endorses the EEC submissions from all of these bodies and
those of the Devilbend Foundation Inc (DFI), Environment Victoria, BirdLife Australia and
Western Port Protection Council.

Protecting Flora and Fauna
The Project destroys valuable habitat for flora and fauna which cannot be recovered
Terrestrial fauna and their habitats, including arboreal and ground dwelling bird species, will be
severely influenced by the proposed Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project.
(1) Habitat Loss, degradation and fragmentation is an issue that has greatly affected the
Mornington Peninsula and beyond since European settlement in the early 1800s.
Incremental loss happened at first as peri-urban villages replaced single houses. Farmlets
and paved roads then replaced tracks. Abrupt changes followed as large subdivisions,
factories and freeways occurred. Many species have declined dramatically this century
along the proposed pipeline route due to habitat, loss, degradation and fragmentation. The
project will continue this trend.
(2) Global warming, bought on by the release of greenhouse gases, as the fossil fuels, gas, oil
and coal are oxidised during power production, transport and industry, crept up in
awareness slowly since the 1980s but now is causing a rapid rise in intensity of droughts and
bushfires in SE Australia. The sudden loss of millions of animals and their habitat in the
summer of 2019/20 is the consequential outcome of high greenhouse gas emissions.
(3) The inadequate federal EPBC Act and the state FFG Act fail dismally in the protection of all
species and ecosystems. Furthermore, they do not adequately deal with global warming and
greenhouse emissions.

Pest plants and animals, direct habitat removal through commercial/industrial development
and biological resource removal are all identified as high priority threats to the plants and
animals of the Western Port Ramsar Site. Whilst there has been a large and coordinated
program to control predators and pest plants within the Ramsar Site, this work needs to be
maintained. DHLG and DFI each have programs to this effect.

The DHLG believes that the proposed pipeline construction will have a severely detrimental
effect on the management strategies listed in the Western Port Ramsar Site Management
Plan. These strategies are the responsibilities of various organisations (DELWP, CMA, Parks
Victoria, Local government, Melbourne Water, NGOs) and are linked to existing programs/
activities. Furthermore, they involve other stakeholders (adjacent landowners, Seagrass
partnership, Western Port Biosphere, Ramsar Protection Program, Bass Coast Landcare
Rabbit Strategy)
Significant habitat including saltmarsh and mangroves will be removed / or degraded during
site clearing. Priority locations of habitat and buffer zones have not been referred to in the
EES. The necessary communications with the various organisations and other stakeholders
where changes to their many programs has not been adequately dealt with in the EES
Documents. (Ref 1)
The costs to the community and these organisations will be significantly greater than
recognised within the EES documents.

Economics
The Project must not go ahead on economic grounds. The societal costs are ignored in EES
“Australia has plenty of gas, but our bills are ridiculous. The market is broken”
Right now, two projects have been proposed to import gas from overseas to supply eastern
Australia. This is an absurd prospect. Australia is a resource-rich country, and exports more
gas than any other nation. Why then, would we need to ship it in?
The rate of liquified natural gas (LNG) exports from Australia has skyrocketed over the past
two decades. In the past ten years, this coincided with a trebling in the price of gas on the
east coast.
The situation points to a dramatic failure of management and regulation. The result is that
households are struggling with soaring gas bills, and the future of Australia’s manufacturing
sector is at risk.
It is unconscionable that Australian governments have allowed LNG producers
untrammelled export growth without credible safeguards for the domestic market. The
crisis could be de-escalated with stronger export controls and a regulatory regime more
focused on the public interest. (Ref 2)

High Emissions from leakage from wellhead, pipeline and liquefaction

The EES ignores Australia’s rising LNG emissions contravening our Paris obligations
Australia, the world’s largest exporter of coal, has seen its greenhouse gas emissions rise as
a result of LNG expansion in WA and Queensland. Politicians have pushed for natural gas
arguing that it emits about half the greenhouse gases of coal during consumption. The
difference is offset however, by leakage from wellhead valves, pipelines and liquefaction
equipment.
The federal government admitted in August 2019, that Australia’s emissions grew 0.6
percent as LNG output jumped 19 percent. Australia now, on a per capita basis, ranks on top
with Saudi Arabia, ahead of the United States. Emissions do not recognise borders.

In Australia, emission reductions in electricity, agriculture and transport have been offset by
emissions associated with gas exports.

Export Market

False claims that LNG help reduce emissions of market countries
Australian LNG exports have risen fourfold since 2011. They largely go to Japan, China and
South Korea and make up about 2.5 percent of the Australian economy. The Government
falsely argues Australian LNG exports help reduce global emissions, but gas is competing
with nuclear and renewable energy in Japan, the world's biggest market. (Ref 3)

The Results of climate change due to burning LNG

More intense storms, droughts, bushfires, species loss, dying reefs caused by greenhouse
gases including LNG
As a result of the climate catastrophe caused by the burning of fossil fuels Australia has
more massive bushfires than ever before and the Great Barrier Reef is dying. These
devastating bushfires have altered perceptions of the economy and climate change by
damaging the tourism business and disrupting many other parts of the economy.
The lasting effects will be significantly greater than those of Covid -19. The increased
temperatures and rising sea levels will have a catastrophic effect on the flora and fauna in
this area.
The seven most common myths about gas are • Gas is still a fossil fuel and breaks the
carbon budget. • Elevated methane levels negate any ‘advantage’ over coal. • A major
international review of LNG infrastructure found that the threat to the climate from LNG is

‘as large or larger than coal’. • There is no evidence for Australian gas ‘reducing emissions
overseas’ and the concept of burning more fossil fuels to reduce emissions is perverse •
New gas projects will only lock in another 40-60 years of carbon pollution and are highly
risky projects that will risk billions of dollars into stranded assets • Large-scale, low cost
renewables can now displace both coal and gas, and • Complying with the IPCC and Paris
Agreement goals means reducing gas, not increasing it. (Ref 6)

The Project Proposal is allowed because of climate denying politics

Government’s obstructive behaviour against climate action is unconscionable
Despite this shocking situation, at the recent climate conference in Madrid, the United
States, Brazil and Australia joined to undercut efforts to slow down climate change. If our
governments fail to act for our country and the planet then community must do so.
A new analysis published by the Academy of Technology and Engineering (ATSE), which
represents almost a thousand leading Australian scientists and engineers, has detailed how
Australia will miss its international commitments to reduce emissions. The ATSE said that
the Morrison government’s plans to try and use surplus Kyoto era permits towards meeting
its 2030 Paris Agreement targets ran contrary to the whole purpose of the international
agreement to reduce emissions. (Ref 4)

Investors are now Divesting from Fossil Fuel Companies

Bad commercial and environmental decisions are recognised by investors
It has now become toxic to invest or lend to the coal and LNG companies. There is a push by
the community against the banks and financiers not to associate with those companies.
There is a strong movement by investors to divest share in fossil fuel companies (Ref 5)
This will have severe consequences to AGL’s value.

The WA story influences us in Victoria and locally

Ineffective controls on high emitting foreign-owned Chevron (Ref 6)
LNG pollution from WA is breaching the Paris Agreement. LNG production in WA is the
fastest growing pollution source in Australia and has been the primary driver of recent
national emissions growth. Chevron and Woodside are responsible for most of this pollution
and there are no effective controls on their operations. Chevron have been recalcitrant in
their CCS requirements. Current controls on carbon pollution from WA LNG projects were
found to be costly and inadequate. (There are untallied emissions from Cooper basin too)

Australia and the Paris Agreement

Australian Government lacks ambition and intent to comply with its obligations (Ref 7)
Australia is one of a long list of countries that need to take drastic action to meet the goals
of the Paris Climate Agreement, according to research think tank Climate Analytics.
Climate Analytics partners on a project called the Climate Action Tracker, which monitors
the impact of climate policies in 32 countries that produce about 80% of global emissions.
Action Tracker estimates that based on countries’ current policies, temperatures will likely
rise by more than 5 degrees Fahrenheit by the end of the century, which could be
catastrophic. According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, meeting the

Paris goals is still feasible. It won’t happen unless countries implement far more ambitious
policies on climate. (Ref 7) This would stop this project.

Renewable Energy Transition needed to cut emissions

Victoria needs rapid transition to cheap non-emitting solar and wind energy
Australians have had to pay high prices for gas. Gas can no longer compete with cheaper
clean renewable energy with battery storage. Renewable energy is designed with a focus on
security, reliability and the lowest cost to consumers. Federal government is slow to act and
does not seem to be able to stand up to heavy polluters. (Ref 8)
Renewable energy zones are quickly being developed by state governments. Internationally,
progressive corporations are taking the lead. Apple, IKEA, eBay, Google, Tesla and Nike have
already shifted to 100% renewable. We need to be ambitious in our transition. We have
10years to cut our emissions in half and another 20 years after that to get them to zero.
Major German energy companies are making a rapid green energy transition. Renewables are
becoming clear profit-makers that are attractive to investors. The coal phase-out law in Germany
affecting lignite and hard coal power plants is little more than a footnote to an already expiring
business.
The increasing profitability of renewables has been reflected in share prices, with European utilities
now outperforming the overall market on the MSCI Europe index. New opportunities such as green
hydrogen could provide further opportunities down the line.
What many did not consider possible years ago is now happening: the restructuring of the energy
giants is in full swing. The decarbonisation of the energy sector is strategically accepted by them and
integrated into long-term business models. There is time to transfer to renewables and make this
project even more unnecessary.

Conclusions and Summary
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

The Project destroys valuable habitat for flora and fauna
The Project must not go ahead on economic grounds. The societal costs are ignored in EES
The EES ignores Australia’s rising LNG emissions contravening our Paris obligations
Industry and government claims that LNG help reduce emissions are false
Greenhouse gases from LNG intensify storms, droughts, bushfires, species loss and dying of
barrier reefs
Government’s obstructive behaviour against climate action is unconscionable
Investors act on bad commercial and environmental decisions
There are Ineffective controls on high emitting foreign-owned companies

Australian Government fails to comply with its treaty obligations

Victoria needs rapid transition to cheap non-emitting solar and wind energy

The Devilbend and Hastings Landcare Group concludes that the project should not proceed.
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I am concerned the development will have a detrimental effect on the environment,
the wildlife and coastline. I enjoy visiting the beaches here and want my
grandchildren to grow up with the same beauty & wildlife such as penguins, seals
and birds.
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My name is Sue Busbridge and I visit Westernport Bay often. Our family has a close
connection to the community and surf areas of the bay. I’m concerned for all types
of wildlife the damage that could be done by AGL. My children spent a lot of time in
the are around western port bay growing up. 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 life. Please do
not allow The AGL development. Sue Busbridge

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

3032

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Grace Mills

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

The ocean is the greatest ecosystem on the planet and it needs to be protected at all
costs. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
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My name is Penelope Gilbert and I visit Westernport Bay often. I lived in Balnarring.
I ran outdoor/environmental education camps based on W. P. Bay. I have a personal
and professional relationship with the place. There is a calm and wild quality to the
bay which no other place has. I love the bay as it is. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to
the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay clause 22
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My name is Caren Heilberg and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I grew up down there and I’d like future generations to enjoy the area as I did. The gas terminal will
have a huge and I believe negative impact on the local community and it’s environs.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
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 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,
Caren Heilberg

My name is Ashlee Cahir and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It’s a quiet place to go to relax and be in nature.Especially in these times as an essential service nurse it is
valued so much more.My children and I often walk the beach and it’s tracks near Crib Point enjoying the animals
that call it home.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally
impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence
of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them
to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot.
Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than
being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we
face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil
fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have
also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins
and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals
from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Ashlee Cahir
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My name is Johnny Carr and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It is a beautiful part of Australia. We have spent time as a family there on
many occasions enjoying all the natural surroundings it has to offer. Also, we
love that it is a RAMSAR site. Fell very privileged to be able to visit such a
unique spot.
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.
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,
Johnny Carr
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QUESTION; Is the A G L gas import terminal absolutely necessary ? I do not
believe so for a number of reasons. 1st there is the very contentious permanent
environmental damage to the area. 2nd Has the company fully explored the viability
of co- locating their import terminal infrastructure, alongside the existing gas
handling facilities with either Esso-BHP’s operations or for that matter Beach
Petroleum’s operations also in Gippsland. Surely with the declining production
from Esso-BHP’s fields, there is the opportunity to strike a commercial, mutually
beneficial agreement that would handle whatever gas that was needed for the
market at any given time. There would no doubt, a requirement for some
appropriate engineering to be constructed, to enable both parties, to operate,
interdependently. By following that path the capital cost to A G L would be
significantly less than the expenditure for the proposed, Crib Point Terminal. 3rd
after what we have all seen with recent devastating explosions both in Beirut & last
week in the gas hub in Corpus Christi, Texas. Both were accidents, both caused,
unnecessary deaths, to say nothing of obliterating many structures whether
dwellings or infrastructure, leaving people countless people homeless! What
responsible Government or caring corporate citizen, as A G L purports to be, even
contemplate putting, such a potentially explosive situation in place. No matter
how many regulations are put in place, accidents DO happen ! The very size of A G
L’s ships loaded with gas would, if the unthinkable happened, it could obliterate not
only Crib Point, Hastings, but the shock wave would, with nothing to hinder it, cause
a complete demolition, across the bay at both French & Phillip Islands. Imagine
what that would inflict on the tourist trade, centred on the latter.
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My name is Timothy Shannon and I visit Westernport Bay often.
What happen to renewable energy and carbon foot!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to
the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas supply chain is above 3.2
per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much methane is released to
the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have levels
of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the Australian gas industry and federal government report far
lower emission intensities for unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on
reliable measurements. Gas is not a climate solution.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would
be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake
and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a
billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Timothy Shannon
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My name is Sophie Nettlefold and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I cherish Western Port for its natural assets - its unspoiled beaches, clean
water, abundant flora and fauna etc. - and for the communities built around it.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is
likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport
Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing
our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by
between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology
and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy
consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria
could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas
import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These
measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under
most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated
by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our
electricity is generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs
without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sophie Nettlefold
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My name is Nicola Campbell and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I have holidayed on Westernport Bay for my whole life (37 years) and want my seven
month old daughter to be able to appreciate and enjoy this wonderful natural
environment in the same way. We need to protect our natural environment for future
generations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by
the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES
notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of
ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters
or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced
for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy

(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius
of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil
fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move
away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to
build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe
climate.
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,
Nicola Campbell
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The proposed actions by AGL will significantly damage the Westernport
environment. For example: - The mangrove community . The breeding grounds for
South Australian whiting. Damage to the sea floor Also the very real possibility of
introducing foreign invasive organisms via ballast exchange The possibility of oil
contamination. Besides these adverse affects to our precious Westernport it does
not appear to stack up commercially. Yours sincerely ROBIN HICK
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Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Inquiry into AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works Proposal
24/08/2020

Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,

I would like to make a submission to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal including two components:
Gas Import Jetty Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib Point
Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the jetty, and the Crib
Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty.
Pipeline Works consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57 kilometres
long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian Transmission System east
of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the Pakenham Delivery Facility to monitor and
regulate the gas, two above-ground mainline valves to enable isolation of the pipeline in an
emergency and a facility to enable in-line inspections of the pipeline.

A lifetime spent on the Mornington Peninsula, VIC. I may only be 26, but none-the-less, that means
26 years calling the Peninsula’s land, bay & sea my home.
This is also my family’s home. We have been fortunate to call the Mornington Peninsula home for 3
generations. My grandparents, my parents, and now myself and my two siblings.
I have fond memories of the ocean. I like to think it is engrained in my personality. Whenever I leave,
I always find myself crawling back – whether that be overseas, always finding my way to a beach, or
commuting specially to find the salty seas.
But there is something special about familiarity. The hours I’ve spend on Mills Beach, Mornington
are countless – it really is my second home.
If I’m not busy swimming or stand up paddle boarding in the water, I’m happy on the sandy shore, or
admiring the views whilst pondering on the tracks.

I was deeply saddened when I learnt about AGL’s Gas Import Terminal proposal. After experiencing
the intrusion on the bay in Mt Martha, I know the devastating effects it has on the diminishing
shorelines, as well as the demolishment of habitats of the local land and marine animals. There is no
mercy.

This project cannot go ahead. It poses so many threats to the environment and the local community.
community. Whilst assessing this project, I ask and encourage you to consider the following reasons
why AGL’s proposal should not go ahead:

1. We must protect our community. This is our home, and we should not feel unsafe. If this
proposal is built, this could put our lives and livelihoods at risk. Toxic hydrocarbon leaks are
entirely possible, which in-turn increases the risk of accidental fire and explosions.
2. We must protect our wetlands. Recent research has shown that they 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, not being subject
to potentially damaging projects like AGL’s proposal.
3. Imported gas can be as bad as coal for the planet. For gas to be a lesser evil than coal for
electricity production, methane leakage should remain below 3.2% during the whole supply
chain, otherwise gas becomes just as polluting, if not more polluting than coal. Recent
studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much methane is released
to the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the
United States have levels of leakage of 2-17%. Despite these findings the Australian Industry
and Government report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas emissions
based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements.
4. AGL plans to dump toxic wastewater, breaching Victorian laws. If the project is approved
AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water each day. They would draw this
water from the Bay and use it to thaw the frozen gas. The water would be chlorinated to
destroy all living material and cooled by around 7 degrees Celsius before being dumped back
into the Bay. Other impacts could include the clearing of wetlands, dredging of the Bay floor,
chemical and petroleum leaks and spills, local noise and light pollution, and disruption to
marine life. Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) in its clause 22 prohibits the
Environmental Protection Agency from granting to a corporation a permit to discharge
wastewater in high conservation value areas. Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site and a high
conservation value area under Victorian legislation. AGL is seeking to proceed with their
project despite existing legislation prohibiting their proposed operation.

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.

Sincerely,
Jenny Dixon
Mornington. VIC 3931
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It is a unique biodiversity ecosystem and should be protected. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
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My name is Florence Townshend and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port is home to an incredible array of native species and it is integral that we do all we
can to protect and preserve these precious ecosystems. Having grown up on the Mornington
Peninsula the idea of the bay being ruined is heartbreaking.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic
to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in
soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor
the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on 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,
Florence Townshend
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My name is Heather Cullen and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It
has always held sentimental value close to my heart, and you can imagine how many
others hold it dearly to their hearts too I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As
well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The
impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental
health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and
the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form
of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the
project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the 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,â€¨Heather Cullen
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My name is Lucie Burns-Warr and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I visit the Bay often, respect its environmental significance and want to see future
generations continue to enjoy it.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Unofficial

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,
Lucie Burns-Warr

Unofficial

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

3047

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Melissa Geyer

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Melissa Geyer and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is an extremely diverse environment with flora and fauna that is
very unique to the area. Not only is it an essential habitat for the local wildlife, but it
is also a beautiful location for fishing and recreational activities. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands
are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay
wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres
of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much
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My name is Florence Townshend and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port is home to an incredible array of native species and it is integral that we do all we
can to protect and preserve these precious ecosystems. Having grown up on the Mornington
Peninsula the idea of the bay being ruined is heartbreaking.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic
to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant
site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand.
Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in
soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor
the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on 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,
Florence Townshend
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My name is Dayne Jeffery-Warren and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Growing up on Phillip and fishing on Westernport bay from a young age, preservation of the delicate ecosystem
including the protected sea grass beds in close proximity to the proposed site is extremely important to me
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife.
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 and dissipation modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and after reviewing the resulting reports, in my professional opinion,
these models are 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,
Dayne Jeffery-Warren
Bachelor of Engineering (Ocean Engineering)
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I submit that this project proceed, whilst there are concerns about the process I
believe this is mainly due to ignorance creating fear of possible unmitigated disaster.
Some sections of the community have mixed up the differences between LNG and
LPG, including fear of a bleve. LNG does not bleve, being lighter than air it rises
above the explosion point. Should it ignite it would burn like a huge gas jet. LPG on
the other hand is heavier than air. as such it vaporises at ground level and any
leakage would/can create massive damage if the LPG finds an ignition point. 3
nautical miles north east of the proposed LNG facility is the Exxonmobil LPG tank
farm. Thousands of tonnes of LPG are stored there, each kg of LPG vapourises
( depending on temperature) to nearly to 2 litres of gas. Should there be any serious
mishap at the facility, it would create far greater devastation, than a mishap with the
proposed LNG facility. It is this ignorance of the two gases that have created the
misconception of the perceived dangers. The other point is the process of the
regassification of the LNG, the moot point being the cooling / heating water that
would be returned to the bay at a much changed temperatures The main thing is
that the viscosity of the water would not change so melding back into the
surrounding water would ensure that the water temperature of the discharged
water would quickly have equilibrium of temperature with the surrounding water
within 50 metres or so. The area proposed for the facility would have minimal
impact, if any on the surrounding mangroves. There are many other benefits to
having this facility given the go ahead. However those benefits do not relate to the
environmental effects, of which this statement pertains too. It must be noted that
the various types of industry that interact with the bay have never had any adverse
results. This includes includes one facility that has been discharging chlorine into the
bay for around 50 years. If the determination of the Minister is that the project go
ahead, there should be a clause that states "In the event of cessation of production
regardless of how far into the future, reinstatement of all natural flora etc be carried
out to as far as practically possible
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Your submission: My name is Jo-Anne Hook and I care about the environment in
Westernport Bay. The bay has a significant environmental place in our state and is
not a place for dirty gas or chlorine or irresponsible commercial activities. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been un
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I have significant concerns with this project. Firstly Westernport Bay plays a critical
role in the marine biodiversity of the region. The bay contains remnants of the
original Koo Wee Rup swamp, where high nutrient fresh water filters into the
aquatic environment. Mangroves naturally occur along much of the shoreline of the
bay, which is widely recognised as critical for the breeding and development of fish. I
have concerns the addition of contaminants through either a spillage at the facility
and/or its normal operations of pumping and discharging seawater are likely to
interrupt this delicate ecology. Modelling of potential impacts of the facility is only
as good as the inputs into it and the assumptions made, none of which can
accurately predict the real impact of the facility in this dynamic environment. The
deepening of the Port Phillip Bay shipping channel is a clear of example of a failed
model which failed to predict significant impacts on coastal processes. Western Port
is also an identified international Ramsar Wetland area - such significance cannot be
meddled with and needs to be protected for future generations to enjoy.

