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My name is David Paonetti and I live in the Western Port Bay area.
my and my family life evolve around Western Port Bay , as we live on the west coast of French
Island
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people
to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable
on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Western Port 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 Western Port Bay.
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 Western Port 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
Western Port Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Western Port 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 Western Port Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Sincerely,
David Paonetti
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My name is Maia Ronchi-Banay and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. A beautiful natural environment that provides an escape for many people.
Peaceful, quiet and calming the environment is home to many walks and swimming
spots. These natural environments are important for humans well being and mental
health I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community. Phillip Island is the second most 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
the bays wildlife. Thank you
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My name is Tennille Hallam and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port bay is a beautiful and important part of the Victorian ecosystem and the
mornington peninsula. As a nursery ground for many fish species the impacts that will be
felt if this gas terminal goes ahead will be devastating and far reaching.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible
array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State

Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
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,
Tennille Hallam
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My name is Else Fitzgerald and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Not only is this area my home, but I'm a writer and Westernport Bay is such an important
and inspiring place for my work. My current book explores the impacts of climate change
on our future, and it is devastating to me to think that this area could be ruined by the
proposed AGL gas project.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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.
Please do not allow this project to ahead. Protect Westernport Bay for the sake of our
climate and our future.
Sincerely,
Else Fitzgerald
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My name is Michael Bower and I live in the Westernport Bay area. We have retired
to Cowes. We walk the beaches almost every day. The pristine nature of the bay for
us especially the view from Cowes beach is important. The number of large gas
capable ships will detract from our quality of 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 the local community. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should
be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like West
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My name is Kellie Mcnamara and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport to me is the bay that I feel at home, I feel as if the whole world slows down. I can dip
into the ocean on a surf board and suddenly the whole world behind me is forgotten. Westernport is
a sanctuary
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables
and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded

assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Kellie Mcnamara
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I do not support this project at all. There is very few to none benefits for the the
local community compare to many draw backs. 1. In the case of a major failure
there would be a catastrophic explosion. 2. The output from the floating processing
plant would have a significant affect on the environment of our wonderful bay. 3.
Significant vehicular traffic through our local area. 4. Only a handful of jobs will be
created with most sourced from outside our local area. 5. Continuous noise from the
floating processing plant. 6. Loss of the use of our local beach. 7. Disruption of the
local community during the establishment of a pipeline.

SUBMISSION AGAINST AGL’S GAS IMPORT JETTY AND PIPELINE PROJECT at WESTERNPORT BAY
Amended August 23, 2020
I am against this development. I am a resident of Mornington Peninsula Shire, living in Mount Eliza
and often using the beautiful nature walks along the shoreline and through the mangrove covered
salt marsh flats, particularly between Hastings and Crib Point. The unique biodiversity of
Westernport Bay has become obvious to me and I greatly appreciate the delicate balance that is
needed to maintain the ecosystem of this whole area.
Therefore the idea of planting a huge monolith of a tanker permanently at Crib Point, daily taking in
copious volumes of salt water thus killing many organisms vital for the maintenance of this
ecologically sensitive area and regurgitating chlorinated water into the bay, is alarming and
abhorrent.
Fact: the resident tanker size would be 300 meters long and 50 meters wide, with an LNG storage
capacity of 170,000 cubic meters On a daily basis it requires the huge amount of 468,000 cubic
meters of seawater, excluding ballast, fire testing and curtain water, to be pumped in from
Westernport Bay then regurgitated back out, pumping toxins post desalination, into the seawater.
Fact: Westernport Bay is a declared Ramsar site for internationally migratory birds, is recognised by
UNESCO as a biosphere reserve, and contains within it three of Victoria’s 13 marine parks.
Fact: Mangroves are, according to AGL’s EES, growing around 420 meters away. These southern
mangroves extend around the northern arm of Westernport Bay.
Fact: Seagrasses are, according to AGL’s EES, growing 450 meters away from AGL’s proposed jetty
site.
My concerns:
1. Desalination: This continual process as mentioned above must result in detrimental changes
to Westernport Bay’s unique ecosystem, threatening the Ramsar site and more. Chlorine is
used to convert the incoming seawater to prevent biofouling. Then the chlorinated water is
discharged at a warmer or cooler temperature than existing surrounding seawater. Even
though AGL’s EES report stresses the proposed gentle nature of water flow in and out, the
constant movement conflicts with natural tidal ebb and flow. Toxins enter the seawater and
there is also the possibility to dislodge sediment. The nature of seawater input into
Westernport Bay is forever changed and the follow-on effect is detrimental to this whole
biosphere.
2. Mangroves: There are relatively few southern mangrove colonies in Victoria and
Westernport Bay holds one of them. Mangroves are high salinity tolerant plants and
support micro ecosystems. Changes over time to the salinity of Westernport Bay brought
about by continual desalination and toxification of the water threaten this delicate micro
ecosystem.
Mangroves also act as natural and self-sustaining stabilisers of the coast. “They are a major
source of nutrients in the overall bay nutrient pool and havens for young fish and other sea
creatures. They provide nesting sites and food for migratory birds and numerous insects.”
(www.seagrass.com.au – Ecosystem Challenges – Westernport Seagrass Partnership)

The Westernport Bay mangroves are home to the smaller Mangrove Goby fish which general
species is listed as vulnerable. They are also reportedly home to the Pale Mangrove Goby,
which species is rare. A variety of small and juvenile fish are mangrove dwellers.
Mangroves and saltmarshes co-exist and can be severely impacted upon by pollutants such
as oil and biocides. The future of Mangrove colonies is endangered by AGL’s LNG project.
3. Seagrasses: Historically, much seagrass has already been lost in Westernport Bay. Further
loss of seagrass in Westernport Bay would see a decline in small fish production as they live
in and around and feed around the seagrass areas. This in turn would see a decline in the
overall fish population and diversity in Westernport Bay. “Seagrasses depend on clean clear
water to photosynthesize, grow and reproduce. Turbid and sediment laden water restricts
light and smothers plants.” (www.seagrass.com.au).
There is a danger of increased turbidity and there is an increased threat of pollution from
AGL’s LNG project due to the daily input and output of massive water quantities, putting the
already vulnerable seagrass population under further threat.
Conclusion
The AGL EES downplays any effect on the Westernport Bay ecology, including the vital roles of
mangroves, saltmarshes and seagrasses. Its model inadequately addresses any effect on
Westernport Bay’s delicate and valued ecosystem by the massive daily desalination process,
including the killing of vital microorganisms during intake and gurgitation of toxins into the water.
This is unacceptable. And I believe is against Victorian EPA regulations, to say the least.
From the aspect of maintaining and conserving Westernport’s sensitive and unique ecology, its
greatly valued international sites, and from many other aspects including social and economic, for
the good of Victoria as a whole, this project must not go ahead.
Lois Logan.
Amended submission, August 20, 2020.
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My name is Louise
Seymour and I care about
the environment in
Westernport Bay.
It is home to a diverse
number of marine life and
is an extremely important
part of the local
ecosystem. We should be
protecting these
ecosystems as they impact
us all.
I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the
Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a
submission to the
environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety
of issues which should
deem this proposal

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

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

industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of
the area and be
inconsistent with the
perception that it is a
pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact
Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination.
Recent research has shown
that wetlands have the
potential to capture and
store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands should be
protected and enhanced
for their role in the fight
against climate change
rather than being subject
to potentially damaging

projects like this gas
import terminal proposed
by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or
drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss
of approximately 35 per
cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We
cannot afford to lose any
more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved
AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each
day which could have a
disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know
about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in

Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by
AGL is not comprehensive
and in some cases totally
inappropriate.
Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in
high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay
- clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken
these laws. Combining the
poor impact assessments
and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet
the legal requirements this
proposal should not
continue.
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,
Louise Seymour
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My name is Tonianne Delaney and I live in Balnarring in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport has always been important to my family who have been living in this region for over
160 years. Over the years uses have moved in a more appropriate direction ie no commercial fishing,
reduced farm runoff to a listing as a Ramsar site. We are the lungs of the 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.

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only
around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay
Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.

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

Sincerely,

Tonianne Delaney
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As a resident of the Mornington Peninsula, I am writing to express my opposition to
AGL's proposed gas import terminal in Westernport Bay's Ramsar listed wetland site
of 'international importance'. The fact that we are experiencing a climate crisis as
well as having one of the worlds worst records for the extinction and lack of
protection for threatened fauna, why is such a damaging project even being
considered? This proposal is not consistent with ensuring a safe climate future. This
project would lock us in to a fossil fuel future for how long? Our governments should
be investing in new and existing technologies that can reduce our reliance on gas
and ensure a cleaner future. Our bay supports hundreds of species of fish, molluscs,
crustaceans, seaweeds, corals, jellyfish and sponges. How can the dumping of
millions of litres of cooled, chlorinated water a day not effect this diverse
ecosystem? There is no accurate modelling that can be done to predict how
destructive this could be. This quote from the DELWP website: 'The Bay is of
significant social, economic and environmental value to Victoria. Areas of its diverse
underwater environment are also protected in marine national parks and
sanctuaries.' I see more value in protecting this Victorian asset than allowing AGL to
build and operate their gas terminal in one of our most precious environments and
an international significant wetland. I support the opinions of Save Westernport, the
Mornington Peninsula Shire, Environment Victoria and Greg Hunt on this project.
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My name is Jade Vigilante and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Another billion
dollar company destroying anything they get their hands on. Turn AGL’s CEO’s house
into a gas terminal, we’ll see how long that last. Because they get paid $700,000 a
year does not mean they are god. Leave westernport bay alone. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most 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).
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My name is Karina Armstrong and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
"If conservation of natural resources goes wrong, nothing else will go right" - M.S
Swaminathan
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay
is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment
and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is
an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is
becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its
Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now
assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due
to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Karina Armstrong
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My name is Sarah Clisby and I live in the Westernport Bay area. We have an
amazing, unique ecosystem that is like nowhere else in the world. The ocean is my
happy place and I love nothing more than seeing animals in the water. I have seen
Humpbacks, Seals, Dolphins, Penguins and many sea birds in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the
most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows
them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up
of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the
Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a
key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the
project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how
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My name is Cory Saunders and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I live in Crib Point with my wife and three young children. Westernport is very
important to me because I live very close to the bay and spend a lot of time fishing
on it in our boat and also spend a lot of time at the local beaches.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. As a professional, I work from home and increased noise pollution in the area
will adversely affect me and my job. The impacts of noise and light pollution can also
result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife. As an avid
fisherman I am extremely worried about the effect this proposal will have on the
diverse fish breeding grounds of Westernport. Fishing in Westernport is a huge
tourist draw card and if fish stocks are polluted or diminished it will directly affect the
local communities.
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,
Cory Saunders
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My name is Mary Lukis and I have been living in this area for the last 20 years and
appreciate the amazing beauty and wildlife in this region.We are incredibly lucky to
have this beautiful bay and I am lucky to regularly walk the lovely beaches. 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 i
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My name is Harvey Roche and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It is
a unique environment that is rich with wildlife. I live near and visit there often to go
to the beaches. 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 i
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Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
Environmental Effects Statement Review
by David Day, Shoreham
Summary;
The project represents unacceptable risks to the environment of Western Port Bay and should not
be supported. The reason for this conclusion is based on the review of the Risk Assessment
Framework and deliberations used in the Environmental Effects study.

I am an Operations Manager with over 40 years in Victorian Manufacturing business and am acutely
aware of the need for jobs and the reliance that many industries have on Gas. I also have used risk
assessments as an important tool to consider hazards in the workplace and to make informed
business decisions.
I believe the risk assessment processes in the EES, which relies on residual risk analysis has the effect
of downplaying risks. The process used does not adequately consider cumulative risks which underly
potential hazards and raises the impact on a situation. In this EES case, the hazard is to an area of
great value to the community now and into the future.
I find the risk assessment is biased, having been completed by the project owners and their
nominees. A risk assessment must include consultation with the end users or local community of
Western Port Bay. This has been very poorly done. Some local land holders have been consulted but
there is no detail provided.
The risk assessment framework has no quantitative measures. There are no definitions for terms
used such as short and long term, or likelihood, resulting in a purely subjective assessment, prone to
bias.
There are multiple “plans” to reduce risk which in turn must be managed. There is no audit of these
plans to ensure they are compliant. There is no commitment to the management of these plans by
AGL. For example - who manages the grader operator who has just read multiple plans before he
starts work, to ensure he does not grade where he should not? Who audits adherence to these
plans?
For this submission I will address the major residual risks determined by the EES to highlight the
shortcomings of the risk assessment process. The project identifies 3 residual risks rated as high
from the assessment process1:
• greenhouse gas emissions due to consumption of fossil fuels when the FSRU is operating
• disturbance of known Aboriginal cultural heritage places along the pipeline alignment during
construction
• loss of native vegetation during construction of the Project.
1.

1

Greenhouse Gas emissions. When assessing this risk, the framework does not reflect the
cumulative effects from minor risks and climate change risks.

Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EES Attachment III Environmental Risk Report - Appendix B

Greenhouse gas emission during operation of the FSRU has been rated as a high (major) risk.
The study report says Regassification using the open loop process has significantly lower
greenhouse gas emissions than the closed loop operation. The decision about choice of
process will consider Gas Emissions, Ecology damage and cost of transformation.
Should the Operators select to minimise Greenhouse gas emissions and cost then they
would select the open loop process.
This Open loop process however, increases the likelihood of water pollution and degrading
Marine biodiversity in the Western Port Bay. The Open loop method of operation requires
seasonal cycling of discharge rates to mitigate the damage to marine diversity and has risks
associated with discharge of Chlorine- produced oxidants. While these risks to Marine
diversity (ME5A) and risks associated with cooled discharging (ME15) are rated as medium
to low, in isolation, open Loop operation still has an almost certain likelihood risk of damage
to valuable Marine ecology.2
It therefore follows that the closed loop process should be mandated driving up Greenhouse
emissions and costs.
The major mitigation measure for Greenhouse Gas Emission is the preparation of an action
plan for implementing emissions reduction measures, annual reporting of measures to the
EPA and regular reviews. These are unmeasured responses relying on third party audit, and
do not provide assurance to the community that mitigation measured will be responsive or
successful.
The risk assessment should have also considered the many minor cumulative impacts on
increased Greenhouse emissions effecting the risk of damage to Marine and terrestrial
Environment which, outweigh any economic benefits of the project.
2. Indigenous Heritage respect. The proposal identifies almost certain likelihood of the
disturbance of Artifacts (ACH3) and even severe consequences for unidentified sites (ACF6).
While the likelihood for some of these risks are rated as rare or unlikely, the recent
performance of our industries in this matter does not instil the community with confidence
that we can adequately mitigate these risks with the agreed Cultural Heritage Management
Plan (CHMP). The Indigenous communities of the area are represented by many groups,
many who are sited and some not consulted. Indigenous history and knowledge has been
trampled but not extinguished and every effort should be made to ensure what is left
remains intact.
Again, the Risk Assessment Process is not cumulative in considering a high risk of loss of
Native Vegetation and effects on native fauna. We are quickly losing our undisturbed
Indigenous sites, stressed by urban development, climate induced bushfire, along with the
loss of habitat for indigenous flora and fauna all combining to eradicate evidence of
Australia’s Indigenous heritage, in favour of temporary top up of supply of Gas.
3. Loss of Native Vegetation. There is almost certainty a loss of native vegetation during the
construction phase of the project (FF1). While alone this is a high risk to be mitigated by
rehabilitation strategies, the cumulative effect of medium and low risks to Flora and Fauna
species (FF2 thru to FF15) cannot be acceptable to the community or our Minister. The
2
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protection of the Southern Brown Bandicoot and other species is a focus for the Victorian
State Government funded projects and approval of this construction must be counter to
Environmental Protection Authority and community values.
While the EES presents a series of technical papers which in isolation present risks and statutory
mitigation measures, the risk assessment framework does not readily examine the effects of the
cumulative nature of many medium risks.
This is particularly evident for the Climate Change risk assessment.3 This report only evaluates the
impact on project infrastructure. While it lists the moderate risk of saltwater inundation and high
rainfall events to the facilities, and acknowledges the risk of extreme heat, bushfire and storms, their
increased impact on Native vegetation, Marine and terrestrial diversity, already effected by the
project’s operation, are not addressed.
It is noted that according to the risk assessment in this EES, the likelihood of local Bushfire is rare. It
states that the mitigation measures in event of bushfire includes departing of the FSRU from its
mooring. This seems a questionable measure given the likelihood of extreme heat, power and water
malfunction in the event of Bushfire and the absence of permanent personal on the vessel to
facilitate safe departure. Again, the cumulative risks are not accounted for. The Port of Hastings
Jetty is located in a Bushfire Management Overlay zone and according to DELWP is an extreme
Bushfire risk area.
I am also concerned by lack of focus on public safety, with respect to increases of movement of
hazardous substances on our roads and the negative impact on local businesses during build, out
weighing the few local jobs that the project might create.
A number of the plans to reduce risk are illogical, or meaningless: I have listed some of the Risk ID’s
where there are questionable mitigation measures.
TP11 -where is the proposed alternate route for B double transport to bypass Hastings and
Somerville safely?
NV4 – what is the base measure from which noise will be reduced by 10dB?
NV9 - what is the point of giving locals 24 hours notice when the noise levels at night will be above
acceptable levels?
As Gas for energy is increasingly sanctioned and as renewables become preferred the project
infrastructure will become redundant. The risks of long-lasting negative impacts on a valued
environment must outweigh any short term and questionable benefits to gas prices.
The EES risk assessment downplays the many hazards facing the project build and operation,
compromising community safety and risking ecological damage. I believe that granting approval for
this project would be a very bad decision. The risks are just too great!

3
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My name is Kellie Saunders and I live in Crib Point with my husband and three
young children.
We spend a lot of time on Westernport Bay in our boat fishing. We also spend a lot
of time at the local beaches, including Wooleys beach. We live within 2kms of the
proposed AGL terminal and I’m extremely worried about the high explosion/fire risk
that this terminal would create as as our home is in the blast zone of the proposed
terminal. Crib Point is also in a high bush fire risk zone. We have previously had to
evacuate our home twice when out of control bush fires threatened the Crib Point
Community. To build a gas terminal in high bush fire risk zone is pure lunacy.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current

Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on the local community would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the
unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Kellie Saunders
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the team at Environment Victoria Your submission: My name is Marilyn Bakker and
I have family who live in Westernport Bay. As former residents of the area, we have
family in the area, and still have property in the area, that we may retire to. 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 could affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of concentrwastewater.
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My name is Kathleen Davies. I visit Westernport Bay, and my husband works in the
area. I believe this proposal is unacceptable for 4 main reasons: 1) It increases use
of fossil fuel, hence has a negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions. We are on
track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not
curb our emissions. Climate change is a dangerous reality we face right now. 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. 2) Western Port and its coastline is a wetland of high global ecological
value and must be protected. The unique mudflats, mangrove swamps, tidal
channels and salt marshes provide marine habitat, and also 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. We cannot afford to lose any more wetlands as we face the
climate crisis. 3) Clorinated wastewater will be dumped into the Bay, and may
negatively affect marine wildlife. 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. 4) This project
will negatively affect people's perception of Westernport bay and surrounding areas.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. 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. Thank you again for the
opportunity to submit. As outlined above, the negative impact on greenhouse gas
emissions would be unacceptable, the ecology would be damaged, and local
communities negatively affected. There are many other viable, and more suitable
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs. It is time AGL
led the transition to a de-carbonised energy sources - without exposing ecosystems
and people to harm. Yours sincerely, Kathleen Davies
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My name is Lynne Curtin and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It’s an easy drive from Melbourne and my family enjoys the beautiful beaches, swimming and
walking there. We visit for golf weekends. Most importantly I have friends living at Crib
Point.
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 in its current form but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the
local community.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL has
deemed the risk acceptable on the basis of only preliminary quantitative assessments. It is not
acceptable for AGL 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. 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). Due to poor impact assessments and that AGL’s
plan does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Like millions of Australians I consider climate change to be a dangerous reality that we face
right now. There is evidence that we will experience several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. Corporations like
AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from
gas. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with creating 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 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 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. Victoria needs to pursue other more viable and suitable
options to meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetland ecosystem of
Westernport Bay and the unique wildlife which depend it. And we need to ensure the local
community is not at risk of harm.
Sincerely,
Lynne Curtin
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My name is Jillian Alibertini and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I have lived in
this area for many years and am very concerned about the proposed gas terminal in
our unique bay. There is so much bird and marine life in this area, I worry about the
impact of the chlorination and pollution from this project. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 - claus

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

938

Request to be heard?: Yes
Full Name:

Deborah Hart

Organisation:

On behalf of ClimActs

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

AGLs_Gas_Import

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Please note that I am uploading ClimActs submission on behalf of Ms Coral Bleach.
Thank you for your consideration of it as the deeply serious statement that it in fact
is.

24 August 2020
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Planning Panels Victoria
SUBMISSION: Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project
Dear Sir/Madam,
This Inquiry is just another example of the gross discrimination and outrageous oppression being
inflicted upon fossil fuel doyens in Victoria!
Of course, we should be able to cover Victoria with gas terminals and pipelines as we see fit! After
all, how else could Aussie’s have overtaken Saudi Arabia and Russia to become the world’s biggest
frackers?!
Meanwhile, as substrata devotees, of course you can be assured that our fracking projects would
never disturb any of our giant coal pits and quarries.
We contend that the Magna Carta (on its proper construction) protects fossil fuel billionaires'
entitlement to ongoing compulsory contributions from Victorian energy consumers and taxpayers
and that this entitlement has been insufficiently protected by the Victorian ALP government.
As a result of ongoing egregious failures to protect BUMS rightful rights, elitist, leftist-green laté
sipping energy alternatives (i.e. solar extractors on the roofs of mums & dads houses and wind
exploiters in farmers' fields backed up by cutting edge batteries) have been allowed to undermine
the legacy position of fossil fuels.
We cannot allow this interference in the growth of our beloved gas to grievously infringe our said
entitlement to profits and subsidies (upon which the former entirely rely for basic survival).
As our ‘mates’ in charge of the National Coalvid Commission—that is demonstrably in charge of
Australia—will assert, this Inquiry represents an assault on our supreme effluence and is plainly
unAustralian. We contend that it sounds in compensatory and punitive damages under the Investor
State Dispute Settlement clauses of the TPP, and related neoliberal international agreements that
are intended to safeguard our legacy power over power (in all its manifestations!), and profits to
ensure our continued effluence into the future.
We Stand With AGL! And, with our high-level Attorney, Lignite Pit QC, we will see you in court!!
Ms Coral Bleach
CEO2
Billionaires United Mining Services (BUMS)
PO Box 666
Melbourne Victoria 3000
Website: climacts.org.au

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

939

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Ruth Luckock

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Ruth Luckock and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
is important to me because it is critical to the conservation of a healthy marine
biosphere and for it to be nurtured and enjoyed for the benefit of 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. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws.
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Western Port Seagrass Partnership (WPSP) (https://seagrass.com.au/). 1. Climate
Change effects The emission assessments identified in the EES focus on project
establishment and operation. This may contribute only 0.06-0.23% of Victoria’s total
greenhouse gas emissions. However, the emissions from an energy supply of 160
petajoules per annum (see Chapter 11 Greenhouse gas page 11-11 Table 11-6) is
equivalent to 7.5% of Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions, based on the Department
of Energy and Environment (2017) National Green House Accounts Factors Report
July 2017. This should form part of the EES overall project consideration. We believe
that large diversified energy companies such as AGL and APA should explicitly
consider alternatives to gas usage. Indeed, we believe government policy should
not be encouraging the establishment of new gas infrastructure. There is already a
large gas pipeline system in Melbourne that must become redundant if we are to
reach zero carbon emissions. Businesses, such as chemical companies, for which
access to gas is essential should establish within the footprint of the existing gas
infrastructure. 2. Carbon Offsets An environmental offset strategy should be
developed to apply to all gas imported across the jetty, with preference for offsets
to be applied to the local environment and conservation projects that impact on
Western Port. Revenue could be calculated on the value of the imported LNG.
Terrestrial vegetation offsets are proposed in the EES; a broader offset program is
advocated, primarily directed at sea-grass, mangrove and saltmarsh vegetation
communities that form the base of the ecological food-web, and play a vital role in
‘blue carbon’ sequestration. Improved management planning, including land
purchased as an offset, could reduce the sediment load into Western Port, sourced
from catchments (especially the former Koo-Wee-Rup Swamp, and the north and
eastern Arms) and cliff erosion. Climate change with storm surges threatens
significant natural features, exacerbating current erosion of up to 1 metre/year. This
outcome would be a better approach than a ‘general community fund’ as previously
proposed by AGL. 3. Marine biodiversity A WPSP Beam Trawl study (Kirkman et al
2016) is not referenced in the EES Technical Reports. Findings may add value to
knowledge of local benthic bio-indicator species. See full project report attached to
this submission (Beam Trawl Western Port final report with data). Another attached
reference (WPSP Technical comments plus additional resources) provides added
detail on sampling techniques, recommended references plus monitoring
importance. 4. LNG discharge and processing If processing occurs when both ships
are tied up, a large pool of chlorinated and cold water is trapped; the diffusers are
between the ships, and the pool cannot escape. There should be no release of
chlorinated cold water when the second ship is in.

Technical Comments / Additional Resources
1. The Technical Reports on marine biodiversity provide only a limited assessment of the effect
of temperature or chlorine on the benthic macrofauna that live in the sediments or in the
seagrass. Kirkman et al. (2016) caught 10,000 macrofauna in a 50m2 sample from sub-tidal
species of Heterozostera nigricaulis at Yaringa in Western Port. They used a beam trawl at
night. This is mentioned here because little consideration is given to this species with its
highly productive habitat. In the EES a Ponar grab is used to capture benthic animals. Its
sample size of 0.07 m2 is a long way from the beam trawl sample size of 50 m2. Please note
the correct name for the subtidal seagrass is Heterozostera nigricaulis (Kuo, 2011.
Zosteracea. In:Flora of Australia. Vol. 39 135-143). Please also refer to the Shapiro Report
instead of Western Port Environmental Study (1975) to be consistent.

2. There is little (P 306 EES Technical Report A (Part 1) mention of microphytobenthos which
are the major primary producers colonizing all sorts of substrates and covering vast areas
within the euphotic zones of aquatic systems. These areas provide extensive habitats and
trophic linkages for a large variety of organisms ranging from microfauna to wading birds
and demersal fish. What is the effect of chlorine and a lower temperature on these
ecosystems?
3. Effects of both temperature and chlorine variation on marine organisms is therefore of
technical interest to the proposed development. However, there appears to be limited
research on this topic, in both the EES technical report and general research. A 2019
technical reference based in the Arabian Gulf but generically relevant to Western Port is
recommended to assist further research, viz:
https://symbiosisonlinepublishing.com/toxicology/toxicology-environmental-science26.php
Due to potential uncertainties and risks of these effects on similar species within Western
Port, it is thus highly supported that a commitment to the monitoring program be
implemented over an extended period.
4. *Monitoring
There is the potential for environmental impact at all stages of construction and operation. Strict
inspection and monitoring processes must be established, with comprehensive, open and timely
reporting to the public. Potential issues include (but are not limited to):
•
•
•

Formaldehyde release - public and environmental risks (Ref. Technical Report G: Air Quality
Impact Assessment);
Bunding, spoil storage, runoff during rainfall, including potential of extreme storm events
resulting in sediment discharge to Western Port; and
Effects of chlorine and cold-water discharge
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My name is Luisa McMartin and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
A healthy bay is important to ensure biodiversity, maintaining of amenity and to give
future generations the enjoyment of a beautiful environment without the risk of
catastrophic accidents. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and
the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new
fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is
the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should
be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent
of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468
million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Full submission attached.

My name is Luisa McMartin and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
A healthy bay is important to ensure biodiversity, maintaining of amenity and to give
future generations the enjoyment of a beautiful environment without the risk of
catastrophic accidents.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Luisa McMartin
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My name is Neil Adams and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Western port bay is
a delicate aquatic wetland which I believe is very vulnerable to degradation on a
broad scale if the AGL project is allowed to go ahead. It provides an environment
where ecological diversity is can flourish. 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 t
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My name is Demeter Mock and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport bay is a diverse yet unique ecosystem, unmatched in beauty and
sentiment for the people who have connected with this land, past and present.
Losing Westernport bay, as it remains now, would be another great environmental
tragedy. 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
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My name is Jesse Aldenhoven and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I was born in
Crib Point and have spent my whole life living on or right next Westernport Bay, its
delicate yet incredible ecosystem has provided food, an escape and a place of
tranquility for my family and friends. 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
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My name is Andrea Gallant and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It has not been
destroyed by development. Development is a known cause of climate change, which
negatively impacts peoples\' health and wellbeing, native flora and fauna and
creates detrimental long term economic costs for the community. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Fu

My name is Andrea Gallant and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It has not been destroyed by development. Development is a known cause of climate
change, which negatively impacts peoples\' health and wellbeing, native flora and fauna
and creates detrimental long-term economic costs for the community.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk
of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to
the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide
final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to
the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We
cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

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,
Associate Professor Andrea Gallant
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My name is Marcia Lewis and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It's
part of our marine environment which we need to retain for wildlife given that our
planet is heating and marine waters are also heating creating destruction of marine
creatures and wetlands. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and
the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me
most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil
fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is
the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise
use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate
a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy

My name is Marcia Lewis and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
It's part of our marine environment which we need to retain for wildlife given
that our planet is heating and marine waters are also heating creating
destruction of marine creatures and wetlands.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing
would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in
EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about
1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and
have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present
preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an
independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor

impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and
being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to
be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the
intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria
would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Marcia Lewis
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My name is Jane McDonell and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
has been my home for over 45 years, Whilst it has had some development, it retains
much that is pristine, much that is invaluable in terms of bio-diversity, and carbon
storage. AGL project will threaten and destroy Westernport Bay. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. 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,
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My name is John McMahon and I live in the Western Port Bay area. Capitalism
"going mad" underpins this proposal. Western Port is important to me particularly
because of its vital function in supporting conservation in Victoria. The proposal is
incompatible with the bay being a RAMSAR wetland. The archetypical use of the
platform reimporting Australian gas sent to Japan and back is sheer lunacy. The
Covid-19 effects underscore how Australia must look after our own needs first. In
any event, we should not be encouraging major new investments in fossil fuels. Our
future lies in renewables. There is 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. AGL has 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. 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. 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 Western Port.
Yours faithfully, John J McMahon
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My name is Lori Curran and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
grew up having holidays along the western bay, it is our land, our summers, our
memories. 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. 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
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My name is Oliver Lukis and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I grew up on
the Mornington Peninsula and am deeply concerned about the proposed AGL gas
terminal. It is an area of unique environmental significance and home to diverse
wildlife. I regularly saw dolphins and sea birds, how will they be impacted? 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
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My name is Jenny Thomas and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port is a quiet peaceful bay, used by many for sailing, fishing and
recreation. It is the reason many people have chosen to live on this bay.The AGL
plan will destroy this peace, and put our community at risk.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on 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.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on 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,
Jenny Thomas
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My name is Jasminka and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. Taking
away and destroying our natural environments is not going to help us live better. 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. Melbourne wouldn’t be such a livable city without the surrounding natural
spaces. Don’t mess with that!!! 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 can lead to 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 the
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). WE DONT NEED MORE GAS. RENEWABLES WILL DO. kind
regards Jasminka
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My name is Andrew McInnes and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a natural wonderland. I surf, sail, kayak and I swim in Westernport Bay.
While doing these activities I see dolphins, seals. seabirds and other creatures that live and
feed in and on the Bay. These creatures must survive.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush
or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point
jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate
to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator
and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly
accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual

consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption
will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Andrew McInnes
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My name is D.K. Arnault and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I am
a citizen scientist who has been active halting climate change for 35 years. One of
my great interests is marine biology and Westernport is a typical example of how
such bodies of water are abused worldwide. While Westernport is quite a large
body of water (surface area of 680 square kilometres, not including the islands), it is
shallow with an average depth of only six metres. It’s important to understand that
at low tide there are extensive mudflats, important for the biological life of the bay.
The approximate volume of Westernport is 4.1 cubic kilometres of water. According
to AGL’s data, when the plant is operational it will be making use of 468 million litres
of sea water each day — 170 thousand million litres a year, or 170 million cubic
metres, which is equal to 0.17 cubic kilometres. While it would take AGL’s gas plant
24 years to contribute the equivalent of 4.1 cubic kilometres to the bay, it is quite
likely that life in the bay will begin to die after a single year. The mangroves, and sea
grasses will die off, probably in the first five years. The young fish and crustaceans
will be gone in less time, the inshore fishing industry and recreational fishing gone in
probably two to three years. But the bay will be devoid of life in five to seven years.
I remember going to a symposium in Pakenham on the health of the Westernport
catchment a few years ago. Most of the people there were bureaucrats from state,
federal and local governments, and the dark humour which was circulating that day
was about AGL’s proposal, in effect, it would allow the company to buy gas when it
was cheap, and sell when the price rose. This of course, would be consistent with
the approach taken by the industry in general and would contradict the argument
that AGL was acting out of concern for the people of Victoria. An official from AGL
was present that day in Pakenham, and although he didn’t make a presentation, he
made sure to circulate and speak to as many groups attending the presentations. He
brushed aside the concern about the chlorine in the water which would be released,
as he did the extra heat being added to the bay. I can't say for sure, but I’m not sure
anyone believed him, to be honest. AGL’s proposal represents the death knell of the
bay as an ecosystem, by my estimate in five to seven years, and with it will be gone
the RAMSAR listed wetlands. How does one balance a living, breathing ecosystem
with a business opportunity? How is it the government is even considering this?
Have we not all heard of climate change? Is there not an arm of state government,
the purpose of which is to reverse the damage? Clearly this is not the department
behind this investigation. Is the government schizophrenic? The answer, of course, is
of course. There are those in government who would argue that gas is a transition
fuel, yet AGL’s EIS argues that the pipeline will be in service fo
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My name is D.K. Arnault and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
I am a citizen scientist who has been active halting climate change for 35
years. One of my great interests is marine biology and Westernport is a
typical example of how such bodies of water are abused worldwide.
While Westernport is quite a large body of water (surface area of 680 square
kilometres, not including the islands), it is shallow with an average depth of
only six metres. It’s important to understand that at low tide there are
extensive mudflats, important for the biological life of the bay. The
approximate volume of Westernport is 4.1 cubic kilometres of water.
According to AGL’s data, when the plant is operational it will be making use of
468 million litres of sea water each day — 170 thousand million litres a year,
or 170 million cubic metres, which is equal to 0.17 cubic kilometres. While it
would take AGL’s gas plant 24 years to contribute the equivalent of 4.1 cubic
kilometres to the bay, it is quite likely that life in the bay will begin to die after
a single year. The mangroves, and sea grasses will die off, probably in the
first five years. The young fish and crustaceans will be gone in less time, the
inshore fishing industry and recreational fishing gone in probably two to three
years. But the bay will be devoid of life in five to seven years.
I remember going to a symposium in Pakenham on the health of the
Westernport catchment a few years ago. Most of the people there were
bureaucrats from state, federal and local governments, and the dark humour
which was circulating that day was about AGL’s proposal, in effect, it would
allow the company to buy gas when it was cheap, and sell when the price
rose. This of course, would be consistent with the approach taken by the
industry in general and would contradict the argument that AGL was acting
out of concern for the people of Victoria.
An official from AGL was present that day in Pakenham, and although he
didn’t make a presentation, he made sure to circulate and speak to as many

groups attending the presentations. He brushed aside the concern about the
chlorine in the water which would be released, as he did the extra heat being
added to the bay. I can't say for sure, but I’m not sure anyone believed him,
to be honest.
AGL’s proposal represents the death knell of the bay as an ecosystem, by my
estimate in five to seven years, and with it will be gone the RAMSAR listed
wetlands. How does one balance a living, breathing ecosystem with a
business opportunity?
How is it the government is even considering this? Have we not all heard of
climate change? Is there not an arm of state government, the purpose of
which is to reverse the damage? Clearly this is not the department behind this
investigation. Is the government schizophrenic? The answer, of course, is of
course.
There are those in government who would argue that gas is a transition fuel,
yet AGL’s EIS argues that the pipeline will be in service for 60 years. Ask
yourself where will we be in 60 years: four, five degrees of warming?
On the subject of pipelines, it is roughly 30 kilometres from Crib Point to
Pakenham and yet the pipeline will be 76 kilometres in length. The reason for
this is that the design of the pipeline is peculiar. In its journey to Pakenham
there are approximately 30 changes in direction, twenty-four by my count
right-angle turns. Each one of these changes in direction is a source of
inevitable leaks of methane, and as the years go by the leakage will increase.
It’s worthwhile checking the research from NOAA on this point — but surely
this has been done already.
Sincerely,
D.K. Arnault
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My name is Matthew Crouch and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Any biosphere is extremely important, and the fact that is protected by unesco
already shows that it is not an area to plundered and pillaged for the sake of easy
profits. This can not go ahead. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is
proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the
facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical
Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. 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.
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My name is Linda Drewitt and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay
is a very fragile ecosystem with a huge tidal flow and vast seagrass beds.It is also
Ramsar listed.The proposed gas plant will cause untold damage to the bay and is a
huge threat To the local community if there was an accident.
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My name is Brenda Karnowski and I live in the Westernport Bay
area.
For the past 50 years I have lived, sailed, walked around, and
studied the pristine waters, natural bush land and the unique
wetlands and mangroves that fringe our bay and I am extremely
anxious that this is now going to be under serious threat.
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 ecological processes underpin the important habitats and
the diverse range of animals they support in Western Port.
Understanding if and where nutrients accumulate in marine
systems is an important element of any environmental
management strategy, particularly where nutrients are considered
a major threat.
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 will 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 but we do know that any change in water
temperature, such as the impact on the Great Barrier Reef, will
impact on a sensitive ecosystem that includes plankton.
As you know, Zooplankton form a key component in the marine
food chain, consuming phytoplankton and providing the major prey
items of small pelagic fish such as anchovies and pilchards. Fish
eggs and larvae (ichthyoplankton) are also an important

component of the marine larvae in the water column in Western
Port. 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 starving
marine wildlife. The water system of our bay is very fragile and is
currently already impacted by changes in wind direction, higher
tides and run offs from the land and increased industry in the
northern part of the bay.
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.
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
catastrophic. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay,
the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local
community to any harm.
Yours sincerely,
Brenda Karnowski
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Caragh Robinson
℅
Rennie Street,
Coburg, VIC 3058
Monday 24 August, 2020

To whom it may concern,
My name is Caragh Robinson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The sense of community and the natural environment of Westernport bay is something that
should be protected. Australia is seeing the adverse impacts of fossil fuel endeavours on marine
environments, and we cannot allow the Bay to be damaged.
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.
Besides providing a home for flora and fauna and a defence against climate change, natural
environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who
access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in
loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental
health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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 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,
Caragh Robinson
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I oppose the A G L gas plant for the following reasons, it is unsuitable and dangerous
for the environment,will seriously affect the amenity of Crib Point and Hastings due
to the noise from the plant and the increased traffic on the local roads with trucks
coming from and going to the plant. I am also concerned that we might be loosing
access to Jacks Beach. Westernport Bay is one of the most biodiverse wetlands in
the world and doesn’t need the added stress and risk that this plant brings to the
area. Cheers Marcus Laugier.
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My name is James Round and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I frequently visit
the bay for fishing and surfing and live close to the proposed AGL site... it’s a no, no,
definitely no from 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 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 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. Thanks James
Round
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My name is Liz Brooks and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Living on the peninsula we grow up with an incredible respect and awe for the beautiful
environment we live in. To see it destroyed for profit would be heartbreaking let alone
dangerous. Impacts on native flora and fauna would mostly likely be devastating.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most 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,
Liz Brooks
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Our organisation is the Corinella Foreshore Reserve Committee of Management and I live in the
Westernport Bay area.
Western Port is a precious, comparatively pristine coastal environment, enjoyed by locals and visitors
for recreation/lifestyle choice. It provides a rich, albeit fragile, ecosystem with a variety of marine
and bird life and internationally significant and protected Ramsar wetlands.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of
the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could

meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and
reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated
by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated
through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse
with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Corinella Foreshore Reserve Committee of Management

