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AGL & APA Crib Point Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline Project Submission
to the EES from Mornington Environment Association Inc
Mornington Environment Association Inc (MEA) is a volunteer group dedicated to protect
and enhance both the natural and built environment of the local area and to preserve the
essential seaside character of Mornington. MEA also acts as an auspice for six local Friends
Groups with over 60 volunteers.
MEA is adamantly opposed to the above project on the basis that the EES fails to provide
sufficient evidence to demonstrate that the benefits of the proposal outweigh the adverse
environmental effects.
MEA’s reasons for opposing the project are outlined below:
1. Project “Benefits”
AGL claims the project will meet a projected gas supply shortfall from 2024, lower gas
prices and assist in Victoria’s transition to a low carbon economy. However the validity
of these claims is highly uncertain due to:
•

The impact on gas demand of energy-efficiency improvements, demand - side
management measures and the replacement of gas power stations by cheaper
renewable energy

•

The export-related linkage of Australia’s gas market to historically higher
international gas prices. Imported gas will be purchased at the international price
and suffer the additional costs of transportation and processing

•

The role of gas as an interim power source in the transition away from fossil fuels
rapidly being diminished. The reduction in cost of renewable power and storage
is seeing coal-fired power stations being directly replaced by renewable
electricity plants, displacing gas.

Given the rapidly evolving nature of the energy market the benefit or even the need for
this project four years hence cannot be demonstrated.
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2. Climate Crisis
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council (MPSC) declared a Climate Emergency on the 14th
August 2019 and called for “immediate and urgent action to reverse global warming and
the significant damage that climate change is causing to our economy, society and
environment”. MEA strongly supports this declaration and the key tenet that we must
phase out reliance on fossil fuels. This project exacerbates climate change-related
environmental damage and costs to our community by:
•

Creating a new fossil fuel project with the resultant greenhouse gas emissions.
Additionally, methane leakage during the whole supply chain is not well
documented and some estimates suggest volumes are sufficient to result in gas
becoming just as polluting as coal

•

Hindering the attainment of emissions reduction in Australia’s pledge to the
United Nation’s Paris Agreement on Climate Change (UNFCCC, 12 December
2015)

•

Hindering attainment of Victorian State Government policies and plans such as
Climate Change Framework (DELWP,2016) and Renewable Energy Action Plan
(DELWP, 2017) which seek to assist households, businesses and industry in
switching from gas and other fossil fuels to cleaner and more distributed energy
sources.

3. Environmental Impacts
Westernport Bay is an area of internationally significant environmental values and
biodiversity. It is a designated Ramsar Wetland and a UNESCO biosphere reserve. The
Commonwealth Government has committed to protect the ecological values of the area.
MEA believes a gas import terminal and associated pipeline is a totally inappropriate
development in such a sensitive region. MEA also believes that an EES undertaken over a
relatively short period cannot provide sufficient data to adequately assess the impact of
the project on the environment. Impacts of particular concern that are inadequately
addressed include:
•

Surface infrastructure and pipeline construction that results in the loss of 15 hectares of
vegetation and may impact on 36 threatened species including the Southern Brown
Bandicoot, the Merren’s Sun orchid, the Gaping Sun-Orchid and Dwarf Galaxias. The

longer term impact of the access provided to these sensitive habitats - by the
pipeline easement for instance – is not addressed. These threats include
predation by cats and foxes, damage by human recreation activities, and the
spread of weeds and diseases such as Phytophthora and the Amphibian Chytrid
Fungus.
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•

The passage of an additional 40 container vessels into the Bay. This 60% increase
in traffic increases the cumulative risk of incidents such as groundings in sensitive
habitat, collisions with marine species such as the Southern Right Whale, oil/fuel
spills and marine pest introduction.

•

What secondary chloride products may form from the 300,000-500,000m3/day
of wastewater discharge and whether dispersion of these contaminants may
impact on ecologically sensitive areas

•

The overall biological impact on Westernport’s ecological values from the
numerous day-to-day industrial activities associated with the project such noise,

light, vibration, exhaust emissions, foot and vehicular traffic, litter, fuel and waste leaks
etc

Lastly, the EES admits that many project impacts cannot be adequately assessed and
that on-going monitoring programs are required to enable responses to unforeseen
impacts. MEA believes that Westernport Bay is such a precious resource that this
work should not be left to the proponent. Future funding by the project should be a
condition of permit and the monitoring undertaken by an independent third party,
or the Victorian Government.
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For serious environmental reasons the proposed Western Port AGL floating storage
regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib Point should not be permitted to proceed. Western
Port contains the UNESCO Biosphere, Ramsar Wetlands and three Marine National
Parks and is therefore an environmental and ecological treasure. The fact that the
FSRU will draw in millions of gallons of seawater for its heat transfer process then to
discharge it as a chlorinated cocktail, either hotter or colder depending on the
operating loop at the time, is is an unmitigated polluting crime. The surrounding
biota will be destroyed and sea floor will be scoured. The four to five hectare mixing
area and ship's overshadowing of the seabed adds to the disastrous effect on the
marine life. Added to this is the noise factor, and excessive artificial light. See:
National Light Pollution Guidelines for Wildlife https://environment.gov.au/biodiversity/publications/national-light-pollutionguidelines-wildlife Water Discharge www.gazette.vic.gov.au/gazette/Gazette2018/GG2018S499.pdf Noise - Coming to
terms with effects of ocean noise on marine life including whales and dolphins,
Mardi Hastings, Applied Research Laboratory, Pennsylvania State University,
Pennsylvania USA Western Port Ramsar Wetland https://www.environment.gov.au/system/files/resources/95deb742-85da-4785-826
-7ec139bfaa8/files/19-ecd.pdf Added to all this is the likelihood of whale strike,
incoming marine pests, oil spill, possible channel dredging due to the size of the
incoming tankers and the fact there will literally be a floating bomb on the doorstep
of Crib Point residents. Also, there is clearing of native habitat crucial in the current
biolink project. Plus exclusion of people from what is currently public land, i.e. part
of Woolleys Beach, is an unwarranted and ill-considered insult to Mornington
Peninsula Shire residents and rate payers, potential visitors and objectors to this
project.
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My name is Elizabeth Gofton and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
As someone who works in wildlife rescue and rehabilitation, I care greatly about the environmental health of the
Westernport Bay and understand the need to protect the ecosystems and biodiversity in this region.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to
the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will
have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in Victoria.
Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing
technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore
Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas including new
gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower
energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our
electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is
generated through renewables.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife. AGL
acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have
also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins
and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals
from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth Gofton
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Submission to Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee

elke emerald

You choose our future now
There are so many important points to raise, but I will not consider them all in depth.
As you have no doubt read many submissions concerned with
•

•

•

Environmental factors (the damage to the bay and environs, the foolishness of this project
next to a RAMSAR site, the nonsense of suggesting that raising the water temperature in the
bay will do no harm, the vague promises of air quality monitoring)
Economic factors: after construction, this will not result in much employment, and what it
does will be in the main Fly-in-fly-out; the price of gas will not fall as gas prices are tied to
international levels
Necessity: we do not need to plough resources into non-renewables at this point in this
planet’s and in human history. This planet is shaky, the ecology is failing, and we have the
technologies, and the growing will, to power ourselves sustainably and renewably.

I will not repeat these points or cite the numbers in my submission because others have (The
Mornington Peninsula Shire submission is one such for example) and I know you will have given
these due deliberation. The point I really want to focus on is the wider social and environmental
point: the project of humanity itself, where we are as a species on this planet. I ask: Who are we as a
species on this planet? The really BIG question.
The time has come for us to pull the lens back and consider the broader picture, the wide view. The
planetary and historical view.
We can no longer afford to ignore the wellbeing of the many, and destroy this planet, for the profit
of the few.
As a species, it is time to decide, really decide, and take real action on our decisions:
do we humans wish to stay on this planet?
And, assuming the answer is yes,
what sort of planet do we wish it to be?
These are interesting questions, big questions, philosophical questions, that humans have
wondered over and fought over again and again, perhaps since humans could wonder.
But in order to move forward, let us for a moment, look back, to the industrial revolution.
Imagine the towns and cities of Britain, enveloped in fetid smoke from these wonderful new
industries which were pumping effluent into the air and waterways, reducing the life expectancy of
the population, who toiled dangerously, all for the profit of the industrialists, living 50 miles away in
their clean seaside Manors.
Imagine now the courage it took in the leaders at the time to insist that those industries stop
pumping tons of poisonous smoke into the air and stop poisoning the waterways, stop exploiting
their workers and submitting them to literal life-threatening workplaces. Imagine fronting them,

those industrialists, who were mighty rich and powerful people, and those industries creating great
wealth.
That is the courage we need now – to say clearly and forcefully that, no – the people are what are
important now, we need to care for the people and to do that, care for the planet and all the living
beings on it.
Consider too, the counter arguments the industrialists put forward – they forcefully argued that
industry will collapse if we have to have clean air and water and treat people as humans rather than
exploited beasts of labour.
And yet – the leaders, advocates, politicians of the day had two things – compassion and courage –
they needed convincing and that was hard because in the main they were comfortable in their fine
homes in clean areas of the country – but they had the courage and the compassion and the
foresight.
So – that’s what we call on now. The decision about who we are and what is important is being
made here and now.
What matters? This planet, the environment and its humans?
Or profit for the few, the far away modern-day industrialists and industry shareholders?
Already the local community here has borne? considerable impact of this proposal. And yet the
proposal grinds forward, thoughtless of the environment and the people.
So, what’s it to be – go right ahead, roll over the top of this sensitive ecology? destroy the planet for
profit? disregard the people, ignore the deep ecological and environmental grief and the disruption
to community, locally and globally (we know too much to imagine these projects do not impact the
whole globe)?
Or
Say – no – take your proposal away and come back when you have one that is sustainable,
renewable, provides widespread social and economic good?
Do we as a species move forward with courage and compassion?
Or profit for the few – literally at the cost of the ecology, the environment and the people.
This may sound like overstatement, rhetoric and oratory – but we know how the planetary
environmental systems work now, we can’t pretend we don’t.
We know this is our choice.
So, I ask you – please, make this decision wisely, choose our future wisely. Be the compassionate and
courageous leaders we need.
Reject the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Crib Point-Pakenham Gas Pipeline proposal.

Thank for this opportunity to comment
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My name is Catherine Weiss and I visit Westernport Bay often. I grew up visiting
Westernport Bay regularly because my grandparents had a beach house at Merricks.
So I have a strong connection to the area as it is linked to many memories which are
embedded in the unique environment of the region. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. 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

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

Christine Mofardin

Organisation:

No.

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

AGL_submission.p

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

As attached.

2730

My name is Christine Mofardin and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I live on the Mornington Peninsula and from my home can see across Westernport Bay in all
its beauty. To have that and all the wildlife it supports threatened is beyond words, especially
for an outdated fuel source.
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. The only permanent jobs
are specialised and so will not benefit the local 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. In fact the penguins are the most profitable
tourist attraction in Victoria. 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, myself included. We are on track for several degrees

Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil
fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL
should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas
instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe
levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being
drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would
be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Christine Mofardin
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My name is Miguel Gallego and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

Westernport Bay itself as an area isn\'t particularly important to me, however the effects of this
nasty gas project is disgusting. We can understand the negative effects, and who\'s to say these
negative effects are only limited to Westernport Bay?

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

Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.

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

Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has

so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas supply chain is
above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have previously underestimated how much
methane is released to the atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas
fields in the United States have levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the
Australian gas industry and federal government report far lower emission intensities for
unconventional gas emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable
measurements. Gas is not a climate solution.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish
eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being
pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is
likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day.
This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,
Miguel Gallego
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I strongly oppose the establishment of a pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham, the
operation of LNG floating gas facility and increase in ship traffic into Westernport
Bay due to the environmental and marine impacts. I ask that the IAC consider the
following factors as being relevant: 1) IMPACTS TO ENDANGERED SPECIES – from
construction of an almost 60-kilometre pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham. The
construction of the pipeline will involve the removal of native vegetation to make
way for the pipeline. This is a loss of 15 hectares of native vegetation – almost half
of which is endangered vegetation types. The pipeline component of the project has
the potential to negatively impact 36 threatened species, including: - 8 Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) Act listed species, - 19 Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Act listed species; - 30 Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning Advisory List species - 5 EPBC Act listed migratory species Of particular
note is the nationally-endangered Southern Brown Bandicoot (listed under the EPBC
Act) which has received major investments by governments and communities over a
long period of time. The project will directly result in removal of vegetation from
sites of likely habitat of the Southern Brown Bandicoot. This could result in local
extinctions of this species. 2) INCREASED WHALE STRIKE RISKS – from up to 40
additional ships into Westernport Bay per year. The risk of the vessel /whale
collisions will increase significantly due to increase in shipping activity. Up to 40
additional ships into Westernport Bay represents a 25-40% increase in shipping
every year. The bay is visited by the endangered Southern Right Whale during
winter. Southern Right whales are vulnerable to vessel strike due to their presence
in near shore waters during critical life phases such as breeding, as well as their
profile, lack of dorsal fin, slow swimming behaviour and time spent at the surface. Its
population has failed to recover post-whaling, with an estimated maximum of 300
individuals making up the south-east Australia population (Victoria, South Australia,
Tasmania and New South Wales). Peak shipping would coincide with the peak whale
season. The EES understates the risk of whale strike by LNG carriers, and therefore
understates adequate measures to reduce this impact. In addition to the above
points, I do not believe that the project has taken into account the latest AEMO
2020 Integrated Services Plan and Renewable Integration Study. These reports
outline the roadmap for the NEM and anticipate a high share of renewable
resources. I want the State and Commonwealth Governments to reject the project
in favour of working with the Australian energy industry and regulator to pursue
feasible alternatives for securing a safe and affordable energy supply based on fasttracking the transition to renewables, and without harming our precious
environment or exacerbating climate change.
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My name is Jan Aitcheson and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a registered biosphere with a unique environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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 soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what
we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.

Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other
viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jan Aitcheson
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My concerns about the gas import terminal include the impact on the local
community and wetlands and wildlife as well as the negative greenhouse gas
emissions. There is an unacceptable risk of fire, explosion and exposure to toxic
hydrocarbons in addition to the pollution impacts of continual exposure to noise,
light and visual pollution for the natural environment and for people and wildlife.
This project will also impact the tourism reputation in the area and recreational
activities. It is important to protect wetlands and coastal ecosystems because
wetlands are biodiverse ecosystems that are crucial to mitigating climate crisis. We
are in full support of honouring Australia’s commitment to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. To avert the worst impacts of climate change,
there are alternatives to new fossil fuel projects in Victoria. Renewable energy
sources and electrification will soon displace our need for gas and is an imperative
alternative focus.
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To Whom It May Concern
re: AGL's proposed gas import terminal
My name is Kai Brach. I care deeply about Westernport Bay and its unique
environment.
I've been to Westernport Bay for vacations and hikes many times, always drawn to
its natural beauty. It's a great getaway for urbanites like myself, but more
importantly, it's a critical ecosystem with mangroves and tidal flats that support
many unique species of plants and animals.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I
will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

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

Kai Brach
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My name is Russell Curr and I visit Westernport Bay often. I have been visiting the
bay all my life (I am 70) and cannot imagine the damage this will cause. And the
absolute lunacy of purchasing our own gas back from overseas suppliers. The
wildlife, the wetlands and the beaches are too precious to risk. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewate
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I am conserned about the environment in Westernport Bay and how it will shape
Victoria.
Western Port bay is a unique environment with potential for tourism and industries
that rely on clean, unpolluted and undisturbed ecosystems. With the development of
Melbourne and increased migration to be expected, Victorians also need to consider
planning for a liveable and healthy future. Heavy industrialisation has to be deeply
considered in how it will shape regions.
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. The Mornington Peninsula will also suffer as
an area renowned for its tourism and produce industries.
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,
Kasia Fabijanska
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Submission against AGL’s proposed gas
import terminal.
My name is Philippa Morrison and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is renowned for its unique ecosystem and is a popular place to visit as it offers unspoiled
and natural environments for human recreation and wellbeing.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form
and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who
access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light
pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can
result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL
is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit
the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century
if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage
has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations
like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead
of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
1

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,
Philippa Morrison
26/08/2020
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My name is Rachel Affas and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Rachel Affas
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My name is Mylene Pentland and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
We live on French Island, an ecologically significant environment due to its isolation from
significant animals predators, unique flora including many species only known on the island and
the home it provides to rare and endangered birds.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environmental assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the 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.
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,
Mylene Pentland
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My name is Abigail Browne and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
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,
Abigail Browne
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My name is Meryle Findlay and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I am a keen birdwatcher and photographer. I love the calming mangroves and mudflats of
Westernport and visit regularly to photograph the beautiful wildlife. I am very proud that it is a
pristine Ramsar wetland with a full and complex ecosystem.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables
and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded

assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to
create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Yours sincerely,
Meryle Findlay
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The Mornington Peninsula is a paradise. The proposed build of the Gas Import Jetty
and Pipelines will destroy the bay visually (not just the Jetty but also with big ships
entering the bay) as well as biologically. The use of seawater and with that change of
the bays temperature will have an unforeseeable impact on it's flora and fauna. I am
very concerned about the delicate environment.

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

Judy Jack

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

agl_submission.do

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

I love westernport bay

2744

26/08/2020
My name is Judy Jack and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I am very concerned to honour Australia's commitment to the International Ramsar agreement in protecting
Westernport Bay as a breeding site for international migratory birds. Seagrass meadows and mangroves are vital
fish hatcheries and important for carbon sequestration are already depleted and need protection and restoration
mot more threats.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in
my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally
impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence
of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage
and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in Victoria.
Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing
technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore
Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas including new
gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower
energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our
electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is
generated through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would
be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake
and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half
a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue
to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.

Sincerely,
Judy Jack
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My name is Michael Timlin and I visit Westernport Bay often.

Westernport Bay is a beautiful part of Victoria’s natural landscape and a wonderful
escape from city life. It is a place I have grown up visiting. I want my future children to
be able to do the same one day.

I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse
gas emissions in Victoria.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming
into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will
have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.

Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.

Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas
supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have previously
underestimated how much methane is released to the atmosphere during gas
production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have levels of
leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the Australian gas industry and federal
government report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas emissions
based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements. Gas is not a
climate solution.

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,
Michael Timlin
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Westernport Bay is home to an extremely fragile ecosystem supporting a multitude
of endangered and beautiful creatures and exquisite plant life. This fragile
ecosystem is a critically important part of the whole of biodiversity and the health of
our planet, needing our help to survive - for all of us! I thank the Crib Point Inquiry
and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make
a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form but the issue that concerns me most is the
impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Millions of
Australians, informed by overwhelming scientific evidence, believe climate change is
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. 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. This will
impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination as the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. Australia has committed to promote the
conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance. It is unacceptable and wrong 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 would 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. Continuing use of fossil fuels will
cost us … and the Earth. It is just not worth the risk! Thank you once again for the
opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project.
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My name is Patrick Gilligan-O’loughlin and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is a
very special spot to me personally and I’d hate to see it suffer from an
environmental perspective of this goes 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 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.
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The Mornington Peninsula is a paradise. The proposed build of the Gas Import Jetty
and Pipelines will destroy the bay visually (not just the Jetty but also with big ships
entering the bay) as well as biologically. The use of seawater and with that change of
the bays temperature will have an unforeseeable impact on it's flora and fauna. I am
very concerned about the delicate environment.
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26/8/20
Dear Sir/Madam,
As a regular visitor to Westernport, I would like to make the following submission opposing the
proposed AGL gas plant.
My opposition is for the following reasons:
1. AGL past behaviour - Since 2003, AGL has received $7m in fines for deceptive and misleading
behaviour. In September 2018, AGL were fined $3m by the Victorian Essential Services for failing to
offset emissions levels. AGL is consider to be the world’s largest climate polluter. Given this why
should the community trust AGL? Their past behaviour doesn’t instill the community with
confidence.
2. Poor consultation – residents and concerned parties have been given 40 days to review documents
of 11,100 pages, that AGL has had 2 years to collate. This is at a time when communication is hard
with Covid-19 regulations and it is impossible to meet with others to discuss the issues. How is
anyone who is not on the internet eg elderly, those with English as their second language, able to
review all this where there is limited verbal engagement?
3. Need for independence – is it fair for AGL to be the processes of feedback? How can you be sure
that they haven’t been under representing objections to project false statistics and engagement?
Any processes for this project must be done by an independent operator who have no conflict of
interest.
4. Amenity – Westernport is considered a beautiful, quiet and happy place, and I don’t want to see it
damaged for short-term monetary gain. How will the amenity of this large plant have on the whole
region?
5. Strategic - Given the long-term goal of wanting to reduce our reliance on fossil fuels, why are we
ignoring the climate crisis and pursuing a non-renewable project? Shouldn’t we be investing in
renewable energy projects and prioritising this above all others? The rationale for the project
doesn’t stack up. Why are we exporting our gas, only to import it in another form for a higher price?
Why are we not reducing our demand on gas, rather than increasing it? AGL’s gas though this
terminal would not be cheap. If the government is looking to reduce energy costs for residents, why
would this project be an option?
6. Environmental – I am concerned about the impact on the marine habitat. There are numerous
species of whales, dolphins, sharks and other fish in this area and there has been no baseline
modelling on noise impact. What will increases in pollution have on the local environment? What
are the long-term effects on water quality? Will this lead to flora damages and reduction in seagrass
and salt marshes? Will this reduce the supply of food to marine animals in the region? There are
white mangroves in the region which are listed as rare. These must be protected. What will the
sediments and pollution have on local water birds and land birds? There are 115 water species
considered critical to this sites character and have been recorded in this Ramsar wetland. This
includes Little Penguins, Short tailed shearwaters and the orange bellied parrot. There is research to
suggest there are increases of storms appearing in Westernport. Is a gas plant something that is
going to be safe for this environment? Chlorinated water dumping in the bay is of concern. There is
a belief that up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water will be dumped into the bay each day.
What are the long-term impacts of this?
7. Public Health – Why has the risk to human health been so poorly outlined? What would be the
emergency plans for a fire or explosion, or a leak to the Crib Point community? AGL have only done

preliminary assessments. The EES does not properly address the risk of oil spills. What are potential
impacts of the plant on local communities e.g. dust causing asthma? What is the provision to
monitor noise impacts on the community? What is the impact of diesel fumes from transport
vehicles and trucks and emissions from combustion engines? How will they manage compliance and
risks? I would suggest that complaints need to go to an independent body, not AGL, who will ensure
compliance and disincentives would need to be in place to ensure that AGL would comply with
health and environmental regulations. Given their reputation, they could be a part of an
environmental catastrophe and that is just something that is not acceptable for our future.
Overall, this proposal just doesn’t stack up environmentally or strategically and there are too many
possible issues for the future health of this area. I strongly oppose this project.
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My name is Clinton Scott and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It’s a beautiful place, just far enough away from Melbourne to still be clean and wild.
It’s a place where i make family memories...fishing, holidaying and just being on the
beach. It must be protected.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil

carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Clinton Scott
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My name is Charles Risbey and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Pristine coastal environment close to melbourne. 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 doe
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My name is Peter Lovell and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port has been part of our family’s life for the past 50 years. It is important because of what is is, a place of recreation, a
place to take in the natural environment. A place of beauty that does not need to be compromised.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to
the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES
notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib
Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years.
Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained
most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between
1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect
marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like
Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels. Renewable energy has become the
cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to
guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and
CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year
AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas
consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously
forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most
impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into
the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with
the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable.

There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community
to any harm.
Sincerely,
Peter Lovell
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My name is Peter Bosland and I visit Westernport Bay often.
The amazing wetlands and wildlife of Westernport Bay provide unique vistas,
and our family have enjoyed visiting there for many years.
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 likely enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of HUGE gas tankers and
a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This will negatively 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 were to be approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. AGL would draw this water from the Bay and use it to regassify their liquefied gas. There is so much we do not know about how this
cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. AGL have
completed what can only be described as very preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on some of the potential consequences of their gas import
terminal. AGL does not address the chronic effects of chlorine, CPOs and
associated HOCs on benthic communities and seagrass. Additionally due to

flaws in calculation methodology for plankton intake we do not know how
much damage could be done to the cornerstone of the food chain.
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 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.
For our children's sake, we need to be investing in forward-looking projects to
deliver renewable energy... not fossil-fuel-industry driven, backward looking
projects.
Sincerely,
Peter Bosland
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My name is Russell Jones and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I regularly go fishing in Western Port Bay. It is a delicate environment that could be easily upset.
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.
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My name is Andrew McKinnon and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is a vital
asset to a unique ecosystem. We are of the few privileged parts of the world to
share a habitat with penguins not to mention endangered species. With this should
come responsibility. This bay is worth more to us all as a protected site and deserves
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. 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. 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 year AEMO
adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period.
They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was
previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously
forecast. Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Andrew
McKinnon
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My name is Anda Banikos and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
This area is a fragile coastal ecosystem with internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife, a breeding ground for bird and fish species.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
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.
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,
Anda Banikos
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My name is Ann Paul and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have chosen to live on Westernport Bay for over 20 years because I value the natural
environment of Westernport Bay, its relative lack of industrial development and most
importantly, the role it plays as a RAMSAR listed wetland.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the
risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES
should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as
the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.

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,
Ann Paul
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My name is Mayra Cuming and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It has been a nice natural place where have always been able to go ever since I was a child,
with beautiful beaches, wildlife and water.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying

only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Mayra Cuming
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My name is Andrea Bunyevich and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is beautiful. It is my home.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new
risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as
noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away
and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which
allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically
endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds
which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for
mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The
shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be
protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to
potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

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,
Andrea Bunyevich
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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,

Susan Lovell
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I visit Westernport Bay about once per month, Phillip Island in particular.
Westernport Bay is a unique habitat hosting many important animal and bird
species. I believe that AGL’s gas import terminal would negatively impact the
environment in this region and harm peoples enjoyment of this region. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Thank you once again for the opportunity to
contribute to the environment assessment
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My name is Mitchell Bready and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on 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. 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. 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, Mitchell
Bready
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My name is Bree Lovell and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
From dolphins & seals to shearwaters & sea eagles, Westernport bay is teeming
with flora and fauna essential for the health of our planet and local area and
enjoyed daily on my walks. If it wasn’t appropriate to commercially fish in the bay
how can we let AGL decimate the marine haven and surrounding Ramsar rated
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.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of
the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to
green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief
experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This can
detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive
exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households
can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can
result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands
as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character
and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in
Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of
the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact

assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the
Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a
priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the
atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of
climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally
they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being
subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes
each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Bree Lovell
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I am very concerned about the environmental impact of the proposed Gas Jetty and
pipeline works in Crib Point. I am concerned about the impact of works on the
delicate ecosystem of the Ramsar listed wetlands. I am concerned about the risk of
accident at the plant which could have a devestating impact on both the natural and
human environment. I am concerned about the impact on warming climate of the
burning of fossil fuels of which gas is one. I support renewable and sustainable
energy projects. I visit the Westernport regularly for social and recreational
purposes. I recognize the traditional custodians of this area--the
Boonwurrung/Boonwurrung People who have an enduring and deep love for and
connection to this land and waters. They do not support this project. Yours sincerely
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My name is Kathryn Hart and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Generations of
my family have lived in the Westernport area since the late 1800. I grew up on a
farm in Balnarring in the 1950s when the area was truly rural and I have a strong
connection with and love for Westernport Bay I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which
AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community. 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.
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. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
Current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). Combining AGL's poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not
continue. 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, Kathryn
Hart
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My name is Michelle Gibson and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I was a
ranger at Phillip Island Nature Parks. We do our best to educated people from here
and overseas about the importance of keeping Westernport Bay clean for marine
breeding. I am horrified the VIC government would allow this! I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 Prot
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I live very close to the beach and surf whenever I can. I visit the beach nearly every
single day and spend a lot of my time there. Our beaches are some of the most
beautiful beaches in the world and to see harmful projects like these be proposed
really concerns and confuses me as why would we want to potentially put our
beautiful coastline at risk and even more so hinder our flourishing marine life. I
stand very strongly against the progression of this project as it will not only change
my life but a lot of people’s lives from close and far from the Westernport Bay Area.
We don’t want this to go ahead and neither do our marine life. Quit the crap
government, you’re supposed to be looking after our assets and this isn’t doing your
job right.
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26 August 2020

The Hon Richard Wynne
Minister for Planning
PO Box 1474
Collingwood, VIC, 3066
Dear Minister

AGL Gas Import Jetty and APA Pipeline Project
The Mornington Peninsula and Western Port Biosphere Reserve Foundation (the Foundation) is strongly
opposed to the AGL and APA Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (the Project) proposed for Crib Point in
Western Port Bay.
Western Port was designated as a Wetland of International Importance under the Ramsar Agreement
(1971) in recognition of its significant environmental values. As an excellent example of a saltmarshmangrove-seagrass wetland system, it is one of the most important areas in south-east Australia for
migratory waders, supporting up to 39 species of birds in an annual total of up to 15,000 birds each season.
Western Port is included in international migratory bird agreements between Australia and China, Japan
and the Republic of Korea (CAMBA, JAMBA and RoKAMBA respectively).
The site supports the fairy tern, a species of global conservation significance, in addition to the dense leekorchid which is listed as vulnerable under the EPBC Act. Saltmarsh vegetation within the site provides
important habitat for the orange-bellied parrot, listed as critically endangered under the EPBC Act.
These values were central to the designation of the Mornington Peninsula and Western Port Biosphere
Reserve under the UNESCO Man and the Biosphere (MAB) program in 2003. The Foundation is obligated
by its charter and the principles of the MAB program to facilitate activities to achieve a sustainable balance
between the goals of conserving biological diversity, promoting economic development and maintaining
associated cultural values.
The Foundation understands that the best approach to achieve these goals for any major development
within the Biosphere is through clear and comprehensive community engagement built upon a sound,
scientific evidence base. The Foundation believes that the Environmental Effects Statement (EES) falls well
short on both these points. While there has been extensive community engagement in some quarters,
particularly in regards to indigenous engagement, the extremely short timeline for the public exhibition
process is unacceptable, especially in this time of COVID19 restrictions. For a project that demands serious
examination, this is an unsatisfactory state of affairs.
The EES itself, while extremely complex and detailed, does not adequately demonstrate that the significant
environmental effects of the Project will be managed appropriately and we believe it will therefore
inevitably cause unacceptable harm to the area.

Mornington Peninsula and Western Port Biosphere Reserve Foundation Ltd ABN 15 107 484 408
Hastings, Victoria, Australia
Hastings VIC 3915 t|
| biosphere.org.au

Mornington Peninsula and Western Port Biosphere Reserve
Foundation

Crib Point Gas
Import Jetty and
Pipeline Project
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Submission to the AGL Gas Import Jetty and APA Pipeline Project EES

Throughout the remainder of the document, text in blue type is copied directly from the various chapters
of the EES as indicated. Text in black type is Foundation comment.
The proposed project
AGL Wholesale Gas Limited (AGL) and APA Transmission Pty Ltd (APA) are proposing to develop the Gas
Import Jetty and Pipeline Project (the Project) to supply imported natural gas into the south-eastern
Australian gas market for industrial, commercial and residential gas customers.
The need for an EES
On 8 October 2018, the Victorian Minister for Planning issued a decision determining that an
Environmental Effects statement (EES) was required for the Project as:
• the Project has the potential for significant environmental effects, including on native vegetation and
the habitat of threatened terrestrial and aquatic species listed under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee
Act 1988 (Vic), as well as risk to some aspects of the ecology in the North Arm of the Western Port
Ramsar site.
• there are potential effects from construction and operation of a gas pipeline on water quality of
waterways and the Western Port Ramsar site and on Aboriginal cultural heritage.
• the effects and relevant uncertainties of the Project (should be) rigorously investigated as part of an
integrated assessment process before any statutory approval decisions are made.
Mornington Peninsula and Western Port Biosphere Reserve Foundation
The Mornington Peninsula and Western Port Biosphere Reserve Foundation (the Foundation) was
established within the United Nations Education, Scientific and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO) program
Man and the Biosphere (MaB) in 2002. The central idea behind the MaB program was that conservation
and development should not be mutually exclusive, that we could meet human needs without damaging
the environment on which and all other species depend. This recognizes that development is necessary
to meet human needs but should be done with as little as possible detriment to the natural
environment.
The Foundation was given its charter by UNESCO in recognition of the natural values of the Western Port
environment. This followed its listing as a Ramsar Wetland and its inclusion in international migratory
bird agreements between Australia and China, Japan and the Republic of Korea (CAMBA, JAMBA and
RoKAMBA respectively). Further, developments within the Biosphere Reserve that affect particular
species, both floral and faunal, would trigger a referral under the Commonwealth Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act, 1999.
Any major proposal that would significantly modify the Western Port environment should be regarded as
harmful until proven otherwise. The Foundation views the Project through the lens of whether the
changes that result will cause undue detriment to the natural environment and the species that depend
upon it for survival? From this perspective comments made upon the EES may appear to be
predominantly negative.
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Balancing conservation and development
The Foundation considers it inevitable that the project will result in harm to the Western Port
environment. With no gas terminal in Western Port currently, there is relatively little disturbance to its
natural values and the marine and birdlife that depend upon its waters have adaptations that have led to
the bay having a rich biota. An active community of concerned citizens would like to see it remain that
way.

As an organisation that has stewardship over aspects of the Western Port environment, the Foundation
looks for a high degree of confidence that if the project does go ahead, the risks posed can be
mitigated. This EES has yet to deliver that high degree of confidence.
The project proposes taking in very large volumes of sea-water and therefore biota, as well as the
discharge of chlorinated and low-temperature sea water into Western Port. The effects on the natural
environment of the discharge will be to a greater or lesser extent dependent upon project
implementation.
The future for gas
The Foundation accepts that gas has immediate and required uses in the Victorian community. Whether
there will be a greater or lesser need into the short term, medium term and long term is a moot point.
The Paris Agreement, entered into by nations around the world to limit the use of carbon-based fuels
lists Australia as a signatory. While gas as fuel has lower emissions than coal and oil, it is nonetheless
carbon-based and its use will decline as non-carbon based fuels rise. The AGL APA project will challenge
Australia’s capacity to achieve the targets that it has accepted in signing the Paris Agreement.
With the pace of change internationally on the use of carbon-based fuels, it is extremely unlikely that the
policy settings governing gas projects will persist over the life of the project. It is quite likely therefore
that the portability of the FRSU would see it removed before the end of the proposed 20-year life-span,
leaving the land-based infrastructure as stranded assets within the Western Port environment. Is there a
requirement that AGL and APA make good and remove and remediate plant and infrastructure after the
life of the project?
In an article in The Age, 23 July 23 2020, Australia is sponsoring a failing gas industryi, Bruce Robertson, a
gas/LNG financial analyst with the Global Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis, wrote as
follows:
“The very last thing the world needs is more gas. Far from seeing the “gas-powered recovery” our politicians
desire, we are seeing a gas-fired depression around the globe. In the US, the number of operating drill rigs has
fallen 73 per cent in the past 12 months. And US LNG exports have more than halved so far in 2020.
Domestically, the industry is faring little better. On Tuesday, Santos, the proponent of the Narrabri gas
project, wrote off a further $950 million from its failed Coal Seam Gas to Liquefied Natural investments in
Australia. Its total write-downs since 2014 are close to $8 billion.
Globally, renewables continue to overwhelm new fossil fuel and nuclear power station builds.
Since 2010 renewables have grown by about 148 per cent while nuclear plus fossil fuels have declined by 38
per cent.
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This year alone, 200 gigawatts of renewable power plants have already been built, compared with only 100
gigawatts of fossil fuel energies and nuclear. Fewer gas power plants have been built in 2020 than in 2001.
Investors are fleeing the gas industry and investment is flooding into renewables.”

The proponent AGL, on their websiteii states as follows:
AGL Greenhouse Gas Policy April 2015
“Continued use of coal and gas for power generation by mid-century is likely to be dependent upon costeffective deployment of very low emissions technology, such as Carbon Capture & Storage (CCS). Long-term
policy certainty is a pre-requisite for decarbonisation to occur efficiently and affordably for consumers. Both
renewable and lower-emission fossil fuel generation will form an integral part of the energy generation mix
throughout the transition to a low-emission global economy.”

There is nowhere in the world that CCS is in operation in the stationary energy industry beyond
extremely expensive and minuscule trial programs. Within the concept of low-emissions technology,
‘low’ is a relative term and a target to fully decarbonise industry will require ‘no-emissions
technology’. It is difficult to see that any carbon-based fuel has a future within the life-span of this
proposed project.
Environmental performance of AGL
There are inevitably risks in a proposal that involves large quantities of natural gas, regasification using
sea water as a heat exchange, chlorination, transport of large volumes of liquid nitrogen and the
disturbance of acid sulphate soils. The question to be asked relates to the capacity of AGL, as the
proponent to mitigate these risks. Even with risk treatments in place, there is always the potential for
failures to occur.
In the quite recent past, AGL has suffered failures, examples of which are documented in Appendix One.
Even one breach of environmental standards is one too many. Risk plans and associated mitigation
measures cannot completely preclude accidents. To site a project where, if an accident was to happen,
unacceptable detriment to the environment would occur, is simply not justifiable.

************************************************

From this point forward the Foundation’s comments focus on elements from selected specific chapters
of the EES.
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EES Chapter 1

Introduction

The Draft evaluation objectives from Table 1.1 below consistently focus on minimisation rather than
avoidance. ‘Avoid’ is what is needed. ‘Minimise’ is a relative term, accepting that there will be adverse
effects. ‘Offsets’ are an admission that there is damage to be set against making good elsewhere. Offsets
are a deficit response. If vegetation and species are in any particular location, it is because the set of
environmental conditions that meet specific needs is present. An offset will not replicate the vegetation
and species; it will be a salve not a solution. ‘Don’t cause the need to offset’ is the preferred response.
Table 1-1: 1 Draft evaluation objectives
Energy efficiency, security,
affordability and safety

To provide for safe and cost-effective augmentation of Victoria’s natural
gas supply in the medium to longer term.

Biodiversity

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

Water and catchment
values

To minimise adverse effects on water (including groundwater,
waterway, wetland, estuarine, intertidal and marine) quality and
movement particularly as they might affect the ecological character of
the Western Port Ramsar site.

Cultural heritage

To avoid or minimise adverse effects on Aboriginal and historic cultural
heritage.

Social, economic, amenity
and land use

To minimise potential adverse social, economic, amenity and land use
effects at local and regional scales.

Waste management

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

EES Chapter 2
2.2.6

Project rationale

Infrastructure constraints

In this section, a range of alternative transport options are considered but ruled out as uneconomic.
Clearly, uneconomic is a judgement and will lead to a proposal that incurs the least cost. Whichever
option is adopted, there is a cost and so a price to be paid. But who pays the price? Is it the proponent,
where the price is passed on to the consumer, where there will be a greater or lesser preparedness to
pay with all manner of market interventions including transfers? Or is the price to be paid by the
environment?
2.3

Gas is an important enabler of the energy transition?

In this section AGL states that gas is an important enabler of the energy transition. It is recognised that
AGL has a track record in this context and is to be congratulated.
2.5.2

Siting

It is noted that Australian Industrial Energy (AIE) is planning to develop a gas import terminal at Port
Kembla to service the New South Wales market. AIE also considered Port Botany and Port of Newcastle
in its assessment of sites. Of these locations, the Port Kembla site was preferred during the AIE
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EES Chapter 3

Project Development

3.2

Gas Import Jetty Works design development

3.2.1

Seawater intake

Intake grille and screens
Grilles to be fitted to the FSRU seawater intakes would reduce the likelihood of larger mobile marine
animals and drifting debris from entering the seawater heat exchange system and consist of a screening
grille with vertical dimension spacing of 100 millimetres by 100 millimetres.
Does a ‘grille with vertical dimension spacing of 100 millimetres by 100 millimetres’ mean that the grille
has a mesh size of 100mm x 100 mm? If so, there will not just be ‘plankton and other small biota’
passing into the FSRU. For example, a one-kilogram King George whiting would fit through such a grille.
The ‘vertical dimension spacing’ would need to be an order of magnitude smaller to limit entrainment to
‘plankton and other small biota’. Otherwise, the productivity of the waters of Western Port would be
seriously challenged. There would be significant effects on the food resources available to the migratory
birds that led to the listing of Western Port as a Ramsar site while the anglers of Western Port would
certainly note a precipitous decline in their catch.
3.2.6

Regasification assessments

Potential impacts on the marine environment
The use of seawater for regasification and other processes on the FSRU has the potential to impact small
marine biota from entrainment and the return of cooler water to the sea (including exposure to residual
chlorine in discharge seawater). As more seawater is used in open loop mode than in closed loop mode, the
risk of impacts are (sic) higher.
As described in Section 6.3 in Chapter 6 Marine biodiversity, 53 individual potential risks to the marine
environment from the construction and operation of the Project were identified and assessed in detail. The
marine risk and impact assessment carried out for the Project identified that the main risks to the marine
environment are associated with seawater use by the FSRU including:
entrainment of plankton and other small biota in seawater taken into the FSRU for warming the LNG
from a very cold liquid to a gas at ambient temperature, and other purposes
• discharge of chlorine-produced oxidants and products from the electrolysis of seawater used to
control biofouling in the piping network and heat exchangers on the FSRU
• discharge of seawater colder than ambient, and also discharge of seawater warmer than ambient,
from alternative modes of operation on the FSRU.
•

Entrainment of plankton and other small marine biota
Natural mortality rates for plankton and invertebrate larvae vary from about five per cent per day to
more than 20 per cent per day. For the peak rate of gas production, the predicted rate of entrainment is
0.22 per cent after 14 days or 0.40 per cent after 28 days. This corresponds to an additional mortality rate
for plankton of 0.014 per cent per day (assuming complete loss of viability of all plankton passing
through the chlorination and piping system). The predicted contribution of entrainment is unlikely to
have a significant effect on the Western Port ecosystem. There would be only a slight reduction in
abundance amongst plankton species and a slight loss of fish eggs and larvae.
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There are no data provided to show which marine species would actually be entrained in the seawater
intake system and in what numbers. This one of the most basic elements required to assess the impacts
of this project on marine life.
The impingement of larger marine organisms is not adequately discussed in the AGL assessment of risks
associated with the FSRU seawater intake. The presence of many fish species in the vicinity of the
proposed project suggests that the issue of impingement needs to be addressed.
There is a further significant concern. Rather than the percentage of plankton and invertebrate larvae
that is removed, what is the mass and/or volume of biota taken out of the food chains and webs, ie the
percentage decrease of food items in the surrounding marine environment? What is the impact on the
macrofauna of Western Port? Has this been modelled?
There is a small predicted decrease in primary productivity from phytoplankton in North Arm. There is no
loss of organic carbon or nutrients due to entrainment. The organic carbon and nutrients in the plankton
entrained will remain in North Arm and be cycled by bacteria and infauna.
It is claimed that there will only be a ‘slight reduction in abundance amongst plankton species and other
small marine biota’ with a ‘small predicted decrease in primary productivity’. The issue is that as a result of
entrainment, they’ll be ‘dead’, they’ll be ex-plankton. As an energy source within food chains and webs,
there is quite a difference between living and dead organisms so the claim of ‘a small predicted decrease’
is quite misleading.
The predicted entrainment effects from the FSRU on fish larvae and eggs would be highest in spring and
summer when fish larvae and eggs are present in large numbers, reflecting the strong seasonal pattern in
North Arm of Western Port. Spring and summer also coincide with the period when the majority of larvae
that are important in terms of conservation, fishing and ecological values may be present in the water
column in North Arm of Western Port.
The FSRU is expected to operate at the average rate of production for most months of the year
including all spring and summer months. To ensure that there is not high entrainment in the peak season
for the majority of fish eggs and larvae expected to be present in the water column in North Arm of
Western Port, a limit on the continuous amount of seawater that can be drawn into the FSRU for
regasification purposes is proposed during spring and summer (over any 14–day period).
The likelihood that a significant proportion of fish larvae would be entrained in the spring and summer
period is very small. The modelling and assessment carried out for the Project also identified that the
percentage of fish eggs and larvae that are predicted to be entrained into the FSRU is very small
compared to the predicted loss via flushing to Bass Strait. The fish species that are present in North Arm
are highly fertile and common throughout Western Port and elsewhere. Fish larvae and juvenile fish also
enter Western Port from other breeding and nursery areas via Bass Strait
Discharges
The ‘worst-case’ modelled scenario for temperature and chlorine is when the FSRU is operating in open
loop at peak regasification (i.e. all three regasification trains are operating with the largest seawater
discharge rate) and an LNG carrier is berthed adjacent to the FSRU. The LNG carrier when berthed
adjacent partially obstructs the discharge ports on the starboard side of the FSRU, decreasing the efficacy
of mixing.
Among the concerns regarding discharges relating to the release of chilled water and of chlorinated
water, Dr Angela Freeman has made comments as follows:
There is no discussion or modelling of the impacts (of chilled water) on the marine biota and
environment at a local level over a prolonged period of operation (365 days/year for 20 years).
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Although AGL considers the impact of chlorine on marine fauna to be negligible in the context of the
whole of Westernport, the impact in the Crib Point region over a prolonged period of time is not
considered. It is important that any potential long-term degradation of this area due to the presence of a
chlorine plume over a 20-year period is included in the modelling.
3.2.6 Selection of the proposed FSRU regasification mode
Open loop gives energy benefits and carbon emission reductions at the expense of entrained biota and
biota downstream in the discharge of chilled water and the chlorinated stream. The entire exercise
involves trade-offs; the question is which are acceptable?
To minimise potential entrainment impacts during periods of the year when fish eggs and larvae are
more prevalent in Western Port’s North Arm, a 14-day average (mean) flow of 312,000 m3/day is
proposed between September and February (inclusive).
If development approval is given, strict adherence to seasonal variation in intake volumes would need to
be given as a threshold condition against which rigorous monitoring must occur.

EES Chapter 4
4.3.1

Project description

Floating storage and regasification unit

The FSRU would use seawater for a range of purposes, including:
regasification to convert stored LNG into natural gas
emergency fire water
water curtain, a spray to ensure there is no direct contact between LNG carrier and the hull of the
FSRU if LNG were to escape during unloading operations, is to protect the hull from cryogenic
temperatures.
The cryogenic exposure of carbon steel causes embrittlement, possibly resulting in structural failure.
The escape of LNG during unloading operations is a scenario that must be considered to have some
likelihood for it to be included as above in the EES. If this were to occur, there would be a failure of the
FSRU. In ‘EES Technical Report K - Safety, hazard and risk assessments’, all references to cryogenic liquid
hazards and treatments refer to hazards to personnel, there is neither reference to, nor mitigation of,
risks because of cryogenic exposure to carbon steel. This appears to be an incompetent risk assessment.
Proposed mode for regasification for the Project
To minimise potential entrainment impacts during periods of the year when fish eggs and larvae are more
prevalent in Western Port North Arm, a 14-day average (mean) regasification flow of 312,000 m3/day is
proposed between September and February (inclusive).

8

Submission to the AGL Gas Import Jetty and APA Pipeline Project EES

low environmental impacts, with FSRUs moored at jetties at industrial ports or out in open water.
Further, the documentation provided by AGL in the EES does not include consideration of any other sites
for the proposed project other than Crib Point.
EES Chapter 6: Marine Biodiversity and accompanying Technical Report A.
The risk assessment for impacts fails to adequately identify or assess the risks involved, many examples
exist but some are provided below.

The use of marine water which will be used to cool and heat the gas, will have significant impacts on the
Western Port environment including the death of entrained animals. The volume of water to be used is
downplayed by separating the water used between various processes such as ballast, water curtain, for
cooling and heating. However, when added together it could be >700 ML/day or >260,000 ML/yr
particularly under open loop operation (>53 ML/day for ballast, >5 ML/day for water curtain, ~187
ML/day for cooling & ~468 ML/day for heating -under open loop operation).
Heating and cooling of seawater will vary temperature by up to 50C which will have a significant impact
on the marine ecosystems by disruption of biological cues and ecological processes.
The treatment of this water via chlorine, will result in three impact pathways which are not adequately
addressed, or even identified, in the risk assessment:
a) chlorine and chlorine by-products (chloramines) released into the waters every day of the
operation over long time periods which are likely to be toxic to aquatic life around the FSRU
b) the death of entrained and “biofouling” organisms which will colonise the pipe system (the
purpose of chlorine treatment), will mean that these dead and rotting organisms will accumulate
nearby on the sea floor. As they rot, oxygen will be used which could drop the dissolved oxygen
levels to zero which would then result in the loss of all gill breathing organisms locally, and
animals avoiding that zone.
c) A zone of poor water quality (from the chlorine treatment, the temperature variations and the
low dissolved oxygen) will become a barrier for migrating organisms. For example, Australian
Grayling larvae (an EPBC species listed as vulnerable) returning to Western Port would need to
pass by the FSRU. The area of hostile water quality will inhibit their ability to recolonise areas
into the western side of Western Port adjacent to the FSRU (likely to be the major route for
catadromous fish moving from freshwater, to marine environments and back again in Western
Port.

@

Entrainment of marine organisms (plankton to fish) is not assured due to the large size of the
openings in the grille, aimed at avoiding entrainment of “larger organisms”, with the planned 100mm x
100mm, which is large enough to entrain a wide range of fish and other marine organisms. The
statements that larger, older fish larvae may be able to avoid the FSRU intake by active swimming” is an
extraordinary statement with no evidence or data provided to suggest that this is the case
The entrainment of fish and other marine organisms is dismissed with no evidence. Is there any reason
why fish and other organisms would “sense danger” and swim away? Marine organisms commonly swim
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through underwater structures such as shipwrecks and there is no reason given to assume that they
would not do the same when approaching the FSRU water intake grille.
Further, low dissolved oxygen levels at the sediment-water interface (resulting from the processes listed
in b above) will also encourage the process of nutrient streaming from the sediments on the sea floor.
These nutrients will promote the growth of nuisance algae and phytoplankton which could be toxic or
reduce habitats for other species or amenity for humans.

@

The purpose of the environmental protection overlays on the Westernport Bay and its environs is to
protect the area from environmentally damaging development. The AGL proposal does not fit with
legislation to prevent dumping of waste-water in the Bay. The long-term impacts on marine organisms
and the marine environment of the dumping of 465,000 m3 of cooled or heated chlorinated seawater in
the Crib Point region of Westernport Bay, 365 days/year for 20 years, in this area are unknown.
This issue has not been addressed in the EES.
@

Although AGL considers the impact of chlorine on marine fauna to be negligible in the context of the
whole of Westernport, the impact in the Crib Point region over a prolonged period is not considered. It is
important that any potential long-term degradation of this area due to the presence of a chlorine plume
over a 20-year period is included in the modelling.

EES Chapter 7: Terrestrial and Freshwater Biodiversity and Technical Report B.
This chapter aims to assess the impacts of the project on the terrestrial and freshwater species. The
report concentrates on the impacts of the pipeline but does not address the impacts of species which
migrate between marine and estuarine habitats to freshwater habitats and therefore is deficient.
It is also flawed as it concentrates on the presence or absence of threatened species and downplays the
risks due to the lack of presence of these species in surveys which were undertaken in limited time
periods. The EES report has undertaken searches of databases but has had limited success in identifying
species present. The Victorian Biodiversity Atlas database, however, contains species records collected
over many years with a variety of techniques.

Our searches of the Victorian Biodiversity Atlas database for species present within a two-kilometre
radius around Crib Point indicate there are 46 listed species under the FFG Act or EPBC Act from a
total of 547 species present (see Appendix Two). This includes multiple waterbirds, Southern Brown
Bandicoots, Swamp Skinks, Glossy Black Skinks and multiple sun-orchids. The potential impact on
these species is not adequately addressed in the EES.
The pipeline cuts across native vegetation, wetlands and creeks and includes 57 creek crossings of which
four will not be avoided. It also crosses significant areas of swampy and wetland areas which includes
habitat for at least four nationally listed species:
➢
➢
➢
➢

Southern Brown Bandicoot
Growling Grass Frog
Australian Grayling
Dwarf Galaxias
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The potential impact of the pipeline works on these and other species is dismissed without due
consideration.
The following further comments on Chapter 7: Terrestrial & Freshwater Ecology are provided by Foundation staff
member Stephen Brend.

The AGL- APA EES states “All terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity risks associated with the Project’s
operation are rated as low or very low.” Foundation analysis of the EES does not lead to the same
conclusion. The footprint of the Gas Import Jetty and 55km pipeline suggest that there will be more than
a low risk, especially as the pipeline will not be completely revegetated after construction. This will
create a “habitat free” corridor along the pipeline’s length. Part of the route will cross previously cleared
land but will also cut through existing native vegetation and waterways.
There is no evidence presented that Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) and other mitigation strategies
will fully offset the environmental impacts of construction and operation, which include removal of 1,603
hectares (one-third) of the swamp scrub at Gas Import Jetty Works and a further 15,352 hectares along
the pipeline. Concerns about AGL-APA’s assessment of these impacts was only increased by their noting
the lack of revegetation along the pipeline’s right-of-way (ROW) was only commented on in Chapter 14
(Landscape and Visual: “Vegetation clearing would therefore continue to have a landscape and visual
impact once the pipeline was operating”), not when discussing terrestrial ecology.
There are additional concerns about the impact of the proposed development on the avian-fauna of the
region, particularly shorebirds which are an integral part of Western Port’s listing as a Ramsar site, a
wetland of international importance. Specifically, the proponents state:
•
•
•

“[surveys] did not highlight any significant usage (our emphasis) by waders and waterbirds of habitats within the immediate vicinity of the Crib Point Jetty”
“It is therefore unlikely that waders/water-birds that may use the surrounding area at
Crib Point would be adversely impacted by noise (our emphasis) from the Project.” And
“It is likely that Lewin’s Rail and Eastern Great Egret would temporarily lose small areas
of suitable foraging or dispersal habitat within areas of agricultural land that becomes
seasonally inundated due to this land being used for construction of the pipeline. Noise
and vibration impacts as well as lighting impacts from HDD may also temporarily
displace these species from the immediate vicinity of the construction works. These
impacts are considered unavoidable and are short term.”

The assessment of insignificant usage is not, in the view of the Foundation, adequately justified as
observations point to shorebirds commonly using all parts of Western Port’s shoreline. Secondly, noise is
only one aspect of the disturbance likely to be experienced by birds; they are known to be disturbed by
movement, for instance. Finally, to describe a potentially life-threatening event as “short-term” or of
“low to very low impact” is disingenuous. This is made explicit in a related comment “Construction
activities associated with the Pipeline Works are likely to have a localised impact on Glossy Grass Skink
through mortality of individuals and removal of habitat within the ROW.”
The Foundation considers that this chapter unrealistically downplays the likely impacts of the
development on terrestrial and freshwater ecology.
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EES Chapter 8: Surface Water
Risk assessment for water crossings all underestimate the risks and risk pathways as the consequences
are generally rated lower than others would rate these threats and the mitigation measure are overrated in their effectiveness to reduce the risk.
In particular, the following observations are made:
a)

b)

c)

The EES provides different data on the number of creek and river crossings - how each will be treated
– between chapters. Chapter 7 states only 4 creek crossings (out of 57) will be trenched whereas
Chapter 8 says 38 of the 64 crossings will be trenched - which means there will be the potential of
large amounts sediment into the streams in more than 50% of the crossings.
Chapter 8 attempts to devalue the streams by saying they have been subject to clearing and
alterations but these changes do not prevent these waterways from having significant ecological
values
Industry accepted mitigation measures to prevent water quality impacts rarely work in practice, so
turbidity will be a real problem in the waterways from this project, causing increased nutrients, loss
of aquatic vegetation and loss of fish and macroinvertebrates and potentially causing water-bird
losses.

EES Chapter 10

Contamination and acid sulfate soils

10.5.2 Acid sulfate soils
Coastal acid sulfate soils (CASS) occur naturally along many parts of Victoria's coastal zone and, if left
undisturbed, are largely benign. However, if disturbed, i.e. water drains from the soil and air enters, they
can react with oxygen and produce sulfuric acid. This can be detrimental to the environment with
impacts that include acidification of water and soil, de-oxygenation of water, poor water quality,
dissolution of soil, rock and concrete, and corrosion of metals. Sometimes impacts can be extreme,
resulting in fish kills.
Desktop review
The Australian Soil Resource Information System (ASRIS) indicates that 16 kilometres of the pipeline
alignment intersects an area with a high probability of occurrence of ASS, generally within the upper one
metre of soil. A high probability refers to greater than 70 per cent chance of ASS occurrence.
Previous investigations were undertaken for the Project by Monarc in August 2018 and Construction
Science in January 2019. Monarc identified the presence of AASS and PASS soils at two out of 10
sampling locations at Woolley’s Road in Crib Point. Construction Science also identified the presence of
ASS (four locations) and PASS (one location) soils at the Crib Point Receiving Facility.
Field investigation
The ASS investigation was undertaken in conjunction with the contaminated soil investigation between
29 November 2018 and 26 April 2019, where a total of 180 soil samples were collected and analysed. The
investigation concluded there is a presence of ASS throughout the proposed pipeline alignment,
including areas adjacent to 44 watercourse crossings. Of these, trenchless construction methods are
proposed for 17 of the watercourse crossings and open trench method for the remaining 27
watercourses.
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It is estimated the open cut trench sections of the Pipeline Works and the Gas Import Jetty Works would
disturb approximately 91,500 m3 and 2,500 m3 of soil (in-situ) respectively. Both sets of works are
therefore classified as having high hazard under the Best Practice Guidelines for Assessing and Managing
Coastal Acid Sulfate Soils (CASS BPMG, 2010) which may only proceed with an approved environmental
management plan.
10.5.3 Contaminated marine sediments
Desktop review
The Crib Point Jetty was established in 1965 to provide berthing facilities for import of crude oil to the
former Western Port BP refinery. The jetty has two berths (Berth 1 and 2) located in the northern and
southern portion of the jetty. Berth 1 is currently in operation for the import of refined petroleum
products. Berth 2 was decommissioned when the Western Port BP refinery was closed in the 1980s.
Jacobs undertook a baseline environmental contamination investigation of the Crib Point Jetty in 2018
for the Port of Hastings Development Authority (PoHDA). Six different contaminants were identified in
marine sediment below the Crib Point Jetty. Concentrations of arsenic, benz(a) anthracene,
fluoranthene, phenanthrene, pyrene and Tributyltin (TBT) all exceeded the ANZECC and ARMCANZ
(2000) ISQG trigger values. The exceedances were considered generally low and may be considered
acceptable for current use of the Crib Point Jetty. No sampling was undertaken from Berth 2.
In accepting exceedances of the ANZECC and ARMCANZ (2000) ISQG trigger values, what is the basis for
the exceedances being considered generally low and so may be considered acceptable for current use of
the Crib Point Jetty? This could be seen as self-serving in the presentation of comparative data rather
than absolute data.
Field investigation
A total of 20 marine sediment samples including four samples from reference sites located
approximately 500 metres north of Berth 1 and south of Berth 2 were collected during the two rounds of
sampling undertaken by CEE on 1 March 2019 and 18 July 2019.
Field investigation indicated that contamination from historical and/or existing activities at the Crib Point
Jetty is limited to Berth 1, where concentrations of TBT exceeded the Sediment Quality Guideline Value
(SQGV). Note that Berth 1 is located outside of the Project Area and is not impacted by the proposed
Project activity and that no construction works are proposed beneath the jetty as part of the Gas Import
Jetty Works.
PFAS compounds were detected above the laboratory limit of reporting (LOR) at three locations within
Berth 2. However, Australian guideline values for maintaining ecosystem health for PFAS in marine
sediments is currently not available. Therefore, in the absence of guideline values for PFAS in marine
sediments, it is considered that based on low concentrations of PFAS (that is, within the same magnitude
of the LOR) the existing beneficial use of protecting water dependent ecosystems and species is
protected.
Is the plain English interpretation of the statement ‘PFAS compounds were detected above the
laboratory limit of reporting’ mean that PFAS compounds were detectable and so should be reported to
authorities? If so, how far above the laboratory limit of reporting were they? If, as stated, there are no
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guideline values for PFAS in marine sediments, what is the basis for the conclusion that existing
beneficial use is protected?
The marine sediment investigation concluded that no contamination exceeding the adopted guideline
values has been identified at Berth 2 and the existing beneficial use of protecting water dependent
ecosystems and species at Berth 2 is protected, and contamination from historical and/or existing
activities at the Crib Point Jetty is limited to Berth 1 only. Impacts from contaminated marine sediments
are therefore not addressed further in this risk assessment.
If there was no sampling at Berth 2, as is stated, of course ‘no contamination exceeding the adopted
guideline values’ will be found! What are the adopted guideline values and on what are they based? A
map showing the precise locations of the samples taken would be of assistance to provide confidence
that a total of 20 marine samples is best practice.
10.7.1 Impacts from disturbance of contaminated soils and acid sulfate soils
Contaminated soils (Risk ID C1)
A minor quantity of contaminated soils is expected to be encountered during construction of the Project.
Although limited in extent, the majority of the contaminated soils are expected to be encountered near
the Crib Point Receiving Facility, adjacent to the former Western Port BP refinery and the rail corridor in
Hastings during excavation and/or trenching.
Yet in 10.5.2 above
“It is estimated the open cut trench sections of the Pipeline Works and the Gas Import Jetty Works
would disturb approximately 91,500 m3 and 2,500 m3 of soil (in-situ) respectively. Both sets of works
are therefore classified as having high hazard under the Best Practice Guidelines for Assessing and
Managing Coastal Acid Sulfate Soils (CASS BPMG, 2010) which may only proceed with an approved
environmental management plan.”
It would be at least arguable that 91,500 m3 and 2,500 m3 of soil, an amount of which would be acid
sulfate soils should not be considered a minor quantity of contaminated soils.
Acid sulfate soils (Risk ID C2)
Soil disturbance activities undertaken during construction of the Project such as excavation, trenching,
horizontal directional drilling (HDD) and thrust boring have the potential to encounter ASS and oxidise
PASS.
Acid leachate generation during the construction of waterways crossing using the open trenching
method is considered unlikely due to the ephemeral nature of the waterways; and the likelihood is
further reduced with the construction to be undertaken during no flow conditions only, as prescribed in
mitigation measures MM-SW03 and MM-SW04 (refer to the Chapter 8 Surface water).
In the event of high rainfall during the proposed construction phase, what duration of delay to pipeline
construction would be considered when the waterways have flows? Is a month-long delay with on-site
plant idle, plausible? Economically tolerable? What about a week-long delay?
In Table 10-4: Contamination and ASS mitigation measures, MM-CO3 refers to an Acid Sulfate Soil
Management Plan which is to be developed. There are many statements such as ‘the duration of
stockpiling of untreated ASS will be minimized’, it will ‘include a procedure for managing unexpected
discovery of ASS/PASS’, ‘if ASSs are to be stockpiled for an extended time’, ‘run-off that has the potential
15
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to be impacted by stockpile material will be captured (where practicable)’. Several them are relative
rather than absolute, their applicability is arguable and some statements are conditional.
There is very strong advice in several jurisdictions to avoid any disturbance of acid sulfate soils. Appendix
Three contains the advice from Water Quality Australia’s National Acid Sulfate Soils Guidance for the
dewatering of acid sulfate soils in shallow groundwater environments and from the Victorian
Government’s then Department of Sustainability and Environment’s Victorian Coastal Acid Sulfate Soils
Strategy.

EES Chapter 12: Air Quality
Our concerns with this element of the EES centre on two points:
•
•

No air quality monitoring data is available for the Western Port area (Dandenong being
the nearest EPA certified monitoring centre) and
“The operation of the FSRU would emit various pollutants primarily from the use of gasfired boilers and combustion within the dual fuel engines to regasify the LNG” which
leads onto the conclusion that “The operation of the Project would require a licence
and/ or Works Approval for the FSRU air emissions as the scheduled premises threshold
is exceeded for NOx, CO, VOC and particulates when the FSRU operates on gas with
three boilers at 100 per cent load.”

AGL-APA’s own research indicates emissions from the FSRU are projected to exceed permissible
(unlicensed) limits for all pollutants. We contend that this is an issue that demands more detailed
examination.

EES Chapter 13: Noise and Vibration
The focus of this chapter is human amenity. There is, however, reasonable grounds for assessing the
impact on wildlife. For instance, if pressure testing (which the Foundation completely accepts as a
necessary safety safeguard) warrants notification of nearby residents it is only reasonable to assume that
there would be similar disturbance to birds and other animals. That this is not adequately discussed
illustrates another weakness of this EES. It is not as comprehensive as its size may suggest.
Regarding issues with noise and vibration, the Foundation wishes to raise three points. The first is the
on-going but seemingly unstated impact of the development. As an example, neighbouring properties
would always need to be notified if LNG carriers are due to arrive at night. Similarly, “Noise generated by
the Project’s operation would include continuous noise from the Pakenham Delivery Facility, Crib Point
Receiving Facility and the FSRU.” Secondly, AGL-APA state “All unavoidable night work would require
approval by an independent and qualified representative appointed to the Project.” The question is,
what happens if the approval is not given? The last point concerns the proposed offers of respite, which
include gifting of pre-purchased movie or restaurant vouchers. In a post-COVID-19 world, such offers are
no longer appropriate. In any case, night works would likely last longer than a movie or dinner.

EES Chapter 14: Landscape and Visual
As with so much of this EES, the Foundation considers that the proponents’ assessment of impact
subjective, despite terminology and phrasing which suggests objectivity. This is clearly illustrated in this
chapter, with a prime example being the conclusion that “the Project is considered to have a negligible
to minor landscape and visual impact across the four identified landscape character areas.” Earlier in the
chapter this point was discussed, finding that the FSRU would have moderate visual impact but “the
16
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operation of the Gas Import Jetty Works is considered to have a minor impact on the landscape
character”. This statement is accompanied by several visualisations, including the example Figure 14.10
below.

Figure 14-10: Visualisation of the FSRU and LNG carrier from Woolley’s Beach North facing east
(United Petroleum carrier present on left).

In the view of the Foundation, the words ‘moderate’ and ‘minor’ are unrealistic. There will clearly be a
significant impact on views across the bay. Furthermore, new infrastructure would include a 20m high
nitrogen storage tank, stainless-steel vaporiser towers, firewater tanks and nitrogen unloading facilities.
As noted earlier, the Foundation has concerns with the observed fact that “vegetation clearing would…
continue to have a landscape and visual impact once the pipeline was operating.” This represents a
potentially significant ecological impact, as well as a visual one.
The final issue with the contents of this chapter is that, once again, another element of the project’s
impact is only assessed from the viewpoint of human “receptors”, in this case light-spill. The Foundation
can accept the statement “that no receptors in the surrounding area are subject to increased lux levels
from direct light sources” but feels greater examination of the impact of lights on birds and aquatic biota
is demanded. This this was not conducted is a significant omission as permanent, new lighting could
alter bird and fish behaviour.
Light is a significant environmental determinant. It is known to disrupt the migration paths of many
insects and is used by fishing fleets to attract marine life for capture. Further, in Bundaberg, Qld, shelter
belts are being planted to screen the light spill from the city. Beach-nesting turtles, which usually orient
to moonlight, are unable to find suitable nesting sites when they crawl towards the city lights. That the
research on this environmental factor within the EES process is so scant is a serious deficiency.

17

Submission to the AGL Gas Import Jetty and APA Pipeline Project EES

EES Chapter 15: Transport
Road safety is a general issue as well as being relevant to this proposal. The Foundation respects the
analysis that the proponents have done in this chapter. Unfortunately, the results are not positive. Major
concerns are as follows:
• “There is also an increased crash risk with school and public buses due to interactions with plant and
heavy machinery and non-conforming intersection layouts.”
• “An estimated maximum of 900 trucks per year would be required to provide the liquid nitrogen for
the preparation of a rich LNG shipment. it is anticipated that up to five truck deliveries would occur
daily”
• “As up to 12 truck movements a day (intermittently during the year) would occur for a 20- year
duration, interactions between school/public buses and B-double vehicles may increase the risk of
crashes on roads within Hastings.”
Any increase in road usage leads to a higher likelihood of accidents and, obviously, it is unavoidable that
a project of this scale will lead to increased traffic. However, the burden of the risk would seem to be
carried by local residents and the wider public. Certainly, it is not confined to AGL-APA. In this respect,
the Foundation questions whether the costs and benefits are proportionate.

EES Chapter 16: Safety Hazard, Risk
This chapter is a useful summary of AGL and APA’s assessment of the Health and Safety aspects of the
proposal. Here the Foundation only wishes to draw attention to the statement “The odorant to be
stored at Crib Point Receiving Facility …. is flammable. In addition, a significant release has the potential
to cause general discomfort or nausea in the local community.” As with the issues surrounding road
safety, the Foundation suggests examination of whether the risk of exposing neighbours to harm is fair
and justifiable.

EES Chapter 23

Climate change risk

Excerpt from Table 23-1: Summary of climate hazards
Hazard
Extreme
heat

Extreme
rainfall

Sea-level
rise/coastal
flooding
and
erosion

Bushfire

Description
Temperatures in Victoria over the last two decades have increased steadily and climate projections
indicate there will be an increase in average temperatures and extreme temperatures.
Extreme heat includes days where the maximum temperature exceeds 35°C and heatwaves, a period
of three or more days of unusually high maximum and minimum temperatures. On average, there are
currently 14.2 days a year above 35°C, per records from the Viewbank weather station (station
number 86068). This is projected to increase to an average of 24 days in 2090 under RCP8.5
Recent climate data and future projections show longer periods with little rainfall and conversely
more intense rainfall events. As temperatures increase the water cycle intensifies with more
evaporation which is what results in more intense rainfall events.
Increased extreme rainfall intensity will likely increase the extent and depth of flooding across the
Project Area.
Key impacts of sea level rise include associated erosion and exacerbated storm surge and storm tides.
Crib Point has been identified as an area of risk from coastal erosion in the Western Port Coastal
Villages and Surrounding Settlements Strategy. Storm surge, elevated sea levels resulting from
atmospheric wind and low pressure, and storm tide, sea levels resulting from the combination of
storm surge and astronomical tides may also impact the area. Modelling for storm tide and storm
surge is complex. No modelling for storm tide and storm surge has been undertaken as part of this
EES climate change risk assessment
Climate change is likely to result in more intense and frequent bushfire weather in the future.
Historically, the Project Area had an average of 2.7 severe fire danger days per year. This is
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Days per yr > 40 °C (0 current)

↑1

↑2

Average rainfall

2030

2070

Average annual

↓ 0-8 %

↓ 0-23 %

Catchment stream flows (worst case)

↓ 25 %

↓ >50 %

2030

2070

2 hour

↑ 25 %

↑ 70 %

12 hour

↑ 22 %

↑ 61 %

24 hour

↑ 17 %

↑ 50 %

72 hour

↓2%

↑ 48 %

Sea level rise / storm surge

2030

2070

↑ 0.17 m

↑ 0.49 m

Storm tide – max. height, 1:100 year ARI (current 1.14m, Rosebud)

1.35 m

1.78 m

Storm tide – max. height, 1:100 year ARI (current 2.09m, Somers)

2.28 m

2.74 m

↓ to

↓ to

2.6 sq km

3.3 sq km

2030

2050

No. of very high and extreme forest fire risk days (~ 9 days current)

↑1–2

↑5–7

No. of very high and extreme grass fire risk days (~ 95 days current)

↑ 7 – 15

↑ 9 – 30

Extreme rainfall

Sea level rise

Storm surge – change to 1:100 year ARI
Inundation area Western Port

(1:100 year storm surge)

Fire weather

The report, conducted from 2006 – 2008, was based on climate change projections using data
contributed to the 4th Assessment report of the IPCC. The emissions trajectories from which the data
was generated are generally accepted as highly conservative within the context of current emissions
scenarios.
The data that relates to extreme temperatures (individual days, runs of above 40 degree days in
heatwaves), storm tides and storm surges, extreme winds and storms) suggests that considerable more
research is needed, modelling and risk plan updating is required before the project could be
contemplated.

Clearly, a report written in 2008 should not be considered the last word in assessing climate risk.
However, it is highly relevant to the Project Area as CSIRO specifically applied their climate models to
Western Port. That further modelling has not been conducted for this project is a serious omission

Coastal inundation is now more common and, as shown through the Bruun Rule, covers a greater area of
the coast. When storm surges coincide with high tides, as they will as the incidence of extreme weather
rises, increased areas of inundation, and to greater depth for a longer time, require that localised
modelling to assess impacts to be essential.
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understood that a controversial project of this size can make stakeholder engagement difficult. The
proponents are bound to receive a lot of criticism, not all of which may be well founded.
Nevertheless, the Foundation finds the analysis presented in the EES questionable. AGL-APA say “the
number [of respondents] concerned about the Project reduced over time” which may be true but
completely belies the fact that more than half the respondents remain “somewhat” or “very concerned”,
and that “somewhat concerned” remains the overwhelmingly most common response (the second most
common is “fairly unconcerned”, which is hardly ringing endorsement).

The Foundation’s conclusion is that despite ongoing Stakeholder Engagement initiatives and efforts, AGL
and APA have failed to secure community backing for the project. It is hard for them to claim otherwise

EES Chapter 27: Conclusion
The conclusion regarding biodiversity, “there is negligible risk to the ecological character and no significant
impacts for threatened and listed species”, simply cannot be supported by the evidence presented
The environmental impacts of the use of sea-water and associated entrainment, impingement and
discharge of chilled and chlorinated water, have been significantly under-researched. The proposed
management of acid sulfate soils and possible groundwater contamination does not provide confidence
that there will be no adverse environmental consequences.
The conclusion states that risk studies continue to be developed as the detailed design of the project
progresses. Within this it is implicit that the proponent considers that the project should be approved
before these are completed.
The marine and terrestrial life of Western Port does not have a voice. The affected communities, from
Crib Point through to Pakenham, can at least give their responses. It is both the marine and terrestrial life
and the regional communities that would bear significant, and in the view of the Foundation,
unacceptable costs through approval of the proposed project.
The Staff of the Foundation who reviewed relevant chapters would welcome the opportunity to appear
before a panel convened by the relevant department to provide any further clarification needed upon the
many comments in this response.

In light of the many omissions, short comings and misrepresentations in the EES, it is not
possible for the Foundation to offer support for this Project.
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APPENDIX ONE
A

Environmental group slams watchdog after second Hunter power station coal ash problems

Joanne McCarthy
Newcastle Herald
January 17, 2019
“We are aware from testing that some of the coal ash from our Bayswater and Liddell power
stations show elevated levels of heavy metals including chromium, cadmium and copper,
exceeding limits set by the Environment Protection Authority,” said AGL’s executive general
manager of group operations, Doug Jackson.
He acknowledged failures in our own practices”
https://www.newcastleherald.com.au/story/5856141/agl-admits-hunter-power-station-coal-ashbreaches/

B

AGL Macquarie fined $15,000 for incident at Bayswater Power Station

NSW EPA
Media Release
28 August 2019
“The NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) has fined AGL Macquarie Pty Limited $15,000
for an alleged breach of its environment protection licence at the Bayswater Power Station near
Muswellbrook NSW.
It is alleged that in February 2019, a discharge of slurry from the power station’s lime softening
plant entered a tributary of Wisemans Creek, resulting in water pollution that made its way to a
nearby River Red Gum Endangered Ecological Community.”
https://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/news/media-releases/2019/epamedia190828-agl-macquarie-fined$15000-for-incident-at-bayswater-power-station

i

https://www.smh.com.au/environment/climate-change/australia-is-sponsoring-a-failing-gas-industry20200723-p55ew6.html

ii

https://www.agl.com.au/-/media/aglmedia/documents/about-agl/who-we-are/corporate-governancepolicy/corporate-governance-policies-charter/20170530-agl-greenhouse-gas-policy.pdf
iii

(http://cmar.csiro.au/e-print/open/2008/prestonbl b.pdf)
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Table 1: Species present in a 2km radius of Crib Point (VBA database search 13 Aug 2020)
Scientific Name

Common Name

Victorian Advisory List

Austrolestes analis

Slender Ringtail

Microcarbo melanoleucos

Little Pied Cormorant

Calamanthus fuliginosus

Striated Fieldwren

Acacia verticillata

Prickly Moses

Poa labillardierei

Common Tussock-grass

Selliera radicans

Shiny Swamp-mat

Phyllostachys spp.

Bamboo

Eudyptula minor

Little Penguin

Turnix varius

Painted Button-quail

Phaps chalcoptera

Common Bronzewing

Phaps elegans

Brush Bronzewing

Ocyphaps lophotes

Crested Pigeon

Lewinia pectoralis

Lewin's Rail

Hypotaenidia philippensis

Buff-banded Rail

Poliocephalus poliocephalus

Hoary-headed Grebe

Ardenna tenuirostris

Short-tailed Shearwater

Thalassarche melanophris

Black-browed Albatross

Vulnerable

Thalassarche cauta

Shy Albatross

Vulnerable

Phalacrocorax carbo

Great Cormorant

Phalacrocorax sulcirostris

Little Black Cormorant

Phalacrocorax fuscescens

Black-faced Cormorant

Near threatened

Phalacrocorax varius

Pied Cormorant

Near threatened

Morus serrator

Australasian Gannet

Pelecanus conspicillatus

Australian Pelican

Hydroprogne caspia

Caspian Tern

Thalasseus bergii

Crested Tern

Sternula nereis

Fairy Tern

Chroicocephalus novaehollandiae

Silver Gull

Haematopus longirostris

Pied Oystercatcher

Vanellus miles

Masked Lapwing

Pluvialis fulva

Pacific Golden Plover

Charadrius bicinctus

Double-banded Plover

Charadrius ruficapillus

Red-capped Plover

Numenius madagascariensis

Eastern Curlew

Limosa lapponica

Bar-tailed Godwit

Actitis hypoleucos

Common Sandpiper

Vulnerable

Tringa nebularia

Common Greenshank

Vulnerable

Calidris ferruginea

Curlew Sandpiper

Endangered

Calidris ruficollis

Red-necked Stint

Calidris acuminata

Sharp-tailed Sandpiper

Gallinago hardwickii

Latham's Snipe

Threskiornis molucca

Australian White Ibis

Vulnerable

Near threatened
Endangered

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Near threatened
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Victorian Advisory List

Threskiornis spinicollis

Straw-necked Ibis

Platalea regia

Royal Spoonbill

Near threatened

Egretta garzetta

Little Egret

Endangered

Egretta novaehollandiae

White-faced Heron

Cereopsis novaehollandiae

Cape Barren Goose

Chenonetta jubata

Australian Wood Duck

Cygnus atratus

Black Swan

Tadorna tadornoides

Australian Shelduck

Anas superciliosa

Pacific Black Duck

Anas castanea

Chestnut Teal

Anas gracilis

Grey Teal

Biziura lobata

Musk Duck

Circus approximans

Swamp Harrier

Accipiter fasciatus

Brown Goshawk

Elanus axillaris

Black-shouldered Kite

Falco longipennis

Australian Hobby

Falco peregrinus

Peregrine Falcon

Ninox boobook

Southern Boobook

Trichoglossus molucannus

Rainbow Lorikeet

Glossopsitta concinna

Musk Lorikeet

Calyptorhynchus funereus

Yellow-tailed Black-Cockatoo

Cacatua galerita

Sulphur-crested Cockatoo

Eolophus roseicapilla

Galah

Platycercus elegans

Crimson Rosella

Platycercus eximius

Eastern Rosella

Podargus strigoides

Tawny Frogmouth

Aegotheles cristatus

Australian Owlet-nightjar

Dacelo novaeguineae

Laughing Kookaburra

Todiramphus sanctus

Sacred Kingfisher

Hirundapus caudacutus

White-throated Needletail

Cacomantis pallidus

Pallid Cuckoo

Cacomantis flabelliformis

Fan-tailed Cuckoo

Chrysococcyx basalis

Horsfield's Bronze-Cuckoo

Chrysococcyx lucidus

Shining Bronze-Cuckoo

Hirundo neoxena

Welcome Swallow

Rhipidura albiscapa

Grey Fantail

Rhipidura leucophrys

Willie Wagtail

Myiagra cyanoleuca

Satin Flycatcher

Petroica phoenicea

Flame Robin

Eopsaltria australis

Eastern Yellow Robin

Pachycephala pectoralis

Golden Whistler

Pachycephala rufiventris

Rufous Whistler

Colluricincla harmonica

Grey Shrike-thrush

Vulnerable

Vulnerable
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Grallina cyanoleuca

Magpie-lark

Falcunculus frontatus

Eastern Shrike-tit

Coracina novaehollandiae

Black-faced Cuckoo-shrike

Epthianura albifrons

White-fronted Chat

Acanthiza lineata

Striated Thornbill

Acanthiza pusilla

Brown Thornbill

Acanthiza chrysorrhoa

Yellow-rumped Thornbill

Sericornis frontalis

White-browed Scrubwren

Poodytes gramineus

Little Grassbird

Stipiturus malachurus

Southern Emu-wren

Malurus cyaneus

Superb Fairy-wren

Artamus cyanopterus

Dusky Woodswallow

Daphoenositta chrysoptera

Varied Sittella

Dicaeum hirundinaceum

Mistletoebird

Pardalotus punctatus

Spotted Pardalote

Zosterops lateralis

Silvereye

Melithreptus lunatus

White-naped Honeyeater

Melithreptus brevirostris

Brown-headed Honeyeater

Acanthorhynchus tenuirostris

Eastern Spinebill

Caligavis chrysops

Yellow-faced Honeyeater

Nesoptilotis leucotis

White-eared Honeyeater

Ptilotula penicillata

White-plumed Honeyeater

Phylidonyris novaehollandiae

New Holland Honeyeater

Manorina melanophrys

Bell Miner

Manorina melanocephala

Noisy Miner

Anthochaera chrysoptera

Little Wattlebird

Anthochaera carunculata

Red Wattlebird

Anthus australis

Australian Pipit

Neochmia temporalis

Red-browed Finch

Strepera versicolor

Grey Currawong

Cracticus torquatus

Grey Butcherbird

Gymnorhina tibicen

Australian Magpie

Macronectes giganteus

Southern Giant-Petrel

Corvus coronoides

Australian Raven

Corvus mellori

Little Raven

Pardalotus striatus

Striated Pardalote

Spilopelia chinensis

Spotted Dove

Turdus merula

Common Blackbird

Alauda arvensis

Eurasian Skylark

Acridotheres tristis

Common Myna

Sturnus vulgaris

Common Starling

Tachyglossus aculeatus

Short-beaked Echidna

Antechinus agilis

Agile Antechinus

Victorian Advisory List

Vulnerable
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Scientific Name
Trichosurus vulpecula

Common Name
Common Brush-tailed
Possum

Pseudocheirus peregrinus

Eastern Ring-tailed Possum

Petaurus breviceps

Sugar Glider

Phascolarctos cinereus

Koala

Wallabia bicolor

Black-tailed Wallaby

Tadarida australis

White-striped Freetail Bat

Nyctophilus geoffroyi

Lesser Long-eared Bat

Chalinolobus gouldii

Gould's Wattled Bat

Vespadelus regulus

Southern Forest Bat

Vespadelus vulturnus

Little Forest Bat

Rattus lutreolus

Swamp Rat

Rattus rattus

Black Rat

Mus musculus

House Mouse

Oryctolagus cuniculus

European Rabbit

Canis familiaris

Dingo & Dog (feral)

Felis catus

Domestic Cat (feral)

Arctocephalus pusillus doriferus

Australian Fur Seal

Eubalaena australis

Southern Right Whale

Critically endangered

Dermochelys coriacea

Leathery Turtle

Critically endangered

Pygopus lepidopodus

Common Scaly-foot

Lissolepis coventryi

Swamp Skink

Lampropholis guichenoti

Garden Skink

Saproscincus mustelinus

Weasel Skink

Niveoscincus metallicus

Metallic Skink

Drysdalia coronoides

White-lipped Snake

Notechis scutatus

Tiger Snake

Acritoscincus duperreyi

Eastern Three-lined Skink

Pseudemoia rawlinsoni

Vulnerable

Limnodynastes tasmaniensis

Glossy Grass Skink
Southern Bullfrog (ssp.
unknown)
Spotted Marsh Frog (race
unknown)

Pseudophryne semimarmorata

Southern Toadlet

Vulnerable

Crinia signifera

Common Froglet

Litoria ewingii

Southern Brown Tree Frog

Pseudocalliax tooradin

Ghost shrimp

Corvus spp.

Ravens and Crows

Eulamprus spp.

Unidentified water skink

Larus pacificus

Pacific Gull

Near threatened

Isoodon obesulus obesulus

Southern Brown Bandicoot

Near threatened

Eulamprus tympanum tympanum

Southern Water Skink

Acacia aculeatissima

Thin-leaf Wattle

Acacia gunnii

Ploughshare Wattle

Acacia howittii

Sticky Wattle

Limnodynastes dumerilii

Victorian Advisory List

Vulnerable

Vulnerable

Rare
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Acacia longifolia subsp. longifolia

Sallow Wattle

Acacia mearnsii

Black Wattle

Acacia melanoxylon

Blackwood

Acacia paradoxa

Hedge Wattle

Acacia pravissima

Ovens Wattle

Acacia longifolia subsp. sophorae

Coast Wattle

Acacia suaveolens

Sweet Wattle

Acaena novae-zelandiae

Bidgee-widgee

Acianthus exsertus s.l.

Gnat Orchid

Acrotriche serrulata

Honey-pots

Adiantum aethiopicum
Aira caryophyllea subsp.
caryophyllea
Paraserianthes lophantha subsp.
lophantha

Common Maidenhair

Allium triquetrum
Amperea xiphoclada var.
xiphoclada

Angled Onion

Amyema pendula

Drooping Mistletoe

Lysimachia arvensis

Pimpernel

Anthoxanthum odoratum

Sweet Vernal-grass

Aotus ericoides

Common Aotus

Aphelia gracilis

Slender Aphelia

Arctotheca calendula

Cape Weed

Astroloma humifusum

Cranberry Heath

Atriplex cinerea

Coast Saltbush

Atriplex prostrata

Hastate Orache

Atriplex paludosa subsp. paludosa

Marsh Saltbush

Avena fatua
Avicennia marina subsp.
australasica

Wild Oat

Euryomyrtus ramosissima
Banksia integrifolia subsp.
integrifolia

Rosy Baeckea

Banksia marginata

Silver Banksia

Billardiera scandens s.l.

Common Apple-berry

Bossiaea cinerea

Showy Bossiaea

Bossiaea prostrata

Creeping Bossiaea

Allittia cardiocarpa

Swamp Daisy

Briza maxima

Large Quaking-grass

Briza minor

Lesser Quaking-grass

Bromus hordeaceus

Soft Brome

Burchardia umbellata

Milkmaids

Bursaria spinosa subsp. spinosa

Sweet Bursaria

Caesia calliantha

Blue Grass-lily

Victorian Advisory List

Silvery Hair-grass
Cape Wattle

Broom Spurge

Grey Mangrove

Rare

Rare

Coast Banksia
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Cakile maritima subsp. maritima

Sea Rocket

Caladenia clavigera

Plain-lip Spider-orchid

Pheladenia deformis

Bluebeard Orchid

Callistemon sieberi

River Bottlebrush

Carpobrotus aequilaterus

Angled Pigface

Cassinia aculeata subsp. aculeata

Common Cassinia

Cassytha glabella

Slender Dodder-laurel

Cassytha pubescens s.s.

Downy Dodder-laurel

Allocasuarina paludosa

Scrub Sheoak

Centaurium erythraea

Common Centaury

Centaurium tenuiflorum

Slender Centaury

Centrolepis aristata

Pointed Centrolepis
Common Mouse-ear
Chickweed

Cerastium glomeratum s.l.
Chamaescilla corymbosa var.
corymbosa

Victorian Advisory List

Blue Stars

Chenopodium glaucum

Glaucous Goosefoot

Cirsium vulgare

Spear Thistle

Clematis aristata

Mountain Clematis

Clematis microphylla s.l.

Small-leaved Clematis

Comesperma volubile

Love Creeper

Erigeron bonariensis

Flaxleaf Fleabane

Cortaderia selloana

Pampas Grass

Cotoneaster pannosus

Velvet Cotoneaster

Cotula australis
Crassula decumbens var.
decumbens

Common Cotula

Cryptostylis subulata

Large Tongue-orchid

Hesperocyparis macrocarpa

Monterey Cypress

Cynodon dactylon

Couch

Cynosurus cristatus

Crested Dog's-tail

Cyperus eragrostis

Drain Flat-sedge

Dactylis glomerata

Cocksfoot

Rytidosperma setaceum

Bristly Wallaby-grass

Daucus carota

Carrot

Caladenia dilatata s.s.

Green-comb Spider-orchid

Deyeuxia quadriseta

Reed Bent-grass

Dianella longifolia s.l.

Pale Flax-lily

Dianella revoluta s.l.

Black-anther Flax-lily

Dianella tasmanica

Tasman Flax-lily

Dichondra repens

Kidney-weed

Arthropodium strictum s.l.

Chocolate Lily

Dillwynia cinerascens s.l.

Grey Parrot-pea

Dillwynia glaberrima

Smooth Parrot-pea

Dillwynia sericea

Showy Parrot-pea

Spreading Crassula

Poorly known
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Distichlis distichophylla

Australian Salt-grass

Diuris orientis

Wallflower Orchid

Drosera auriculata

Tall Sundew

Drosera pygmaea

Tiny Sundew

Drosera aberrans

Scented Sundew

Ehrharta erecta

Panic Veldt-grass

Ehrharta longiflora

Annual Veldt-grass

Epacris impressa

Common Heath

Epilobium hirtigerum

Hairy Willow-herb

Eragrostis brownii

Common Love-grass

Erica lusitanica

Spanish Heath

Erigeron karvinskianus

Seaside Daisy

Eucalyptus botryoides

Southern Mahogany

Eucalyptus leucoxylon

Yellow Gum

Eucalyptus ovata

Swamp Gum

Eucalyptus radiata s.l.

Narrow-leaf Peppermint

Eucalyptus viminalis

Manna Gum

Euphorbia paralias

Sea Spurge

Euphorbia peplus

Petty Spurge

Exocarpos cupressiformis

Cherry Ballart

Exocarpos strictus

Pale-fruit Ballart

Foeniculum vulgare

Fennel

Gazania linearis

Gazania

Fumaria muralis subsp. muralis

Wall Fumitory

Gahnia filum

Chaffy Saw-sedge

Gahnia radula

Thatch Saw-sedge

Gahnia trifida

Coast Saw-sedge

Galium aparine

Cleavers

Galium australe s.l.

Tangled Bedstraw

Genista linifolia

Flax-leaf Broom

Genista monspessulana

Montpellier Broom

Geranium solanderi s.l.

Austral Crane's-bill

Gladiolus undulatus

Wild Gladiolus

Glossodia major

Wax-lip Orchid

Glycine clandestina

Twining Glycine

Crassula tetragona subsp. robusta

Shrubby Crassula

Euchiton japonicus s.s.

Creeping Cudweed

Gamochaeta purpurea s.l.

Purple Cudweed

Euchiton sphaericus

Annual Cudweed

Gonocarpus tetragynus

Common Raspwort

Goodenia geniculata

Bent Goodenia

Goodenia humilis

Swamp Goodenia

Grevillea rosmarinifolia

Rosemary Grevillea

Victorian Advisory List

All infraspecific taxa included in
Advisory List
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Hakea teretifolia subsp. hirsuta

Dagger Hakea

Hakea ulicina

Furze Hakea

Hedera helix

English Ivy

Ozothamnus ferrugineus

Tree Everlasting

Coronidium scorpioides s.s.

Button Everlasting

Hemichroa pentandra

Trailing Hemichroa

Hibbertia riparia

Erect Guinea-flower

Hibbertia stricta s.l.

Upright Guinea-flower

Holcus lanatus

Yorkshire Fog

Hovea heterophylla

Common Hovea

Hypericum gramineum

Small St John's Wort

Hypochaeris radicata

Flatweed

Hypolaena fastigiata

Tassel Rope-rush

Imperata cylindrica

Blady Grass

Indigofera australis subsp. australis

Austral Indigo

Isolepis hystrix

Awned Club-sedge

Ficinia nodosa

Knobby Club-sedge

Isopogon ceratophyllus

Horny Cone-bush

Juncus kraussii subsp. australiensis

Sea Rush

Juncus procerus

Tall Rush

Juncus revolutus

Creeping Rush

Kennedia prostrata

Running Postman

Kunzea ericoides s.l.

Burgan

Lagenophora stipitata s.l.

Common Bottle-daisy

Lagurus ovatus

Hare's-tail Grass

Lepidosperma carphoides

Black Rapier-sedge

Lepidosperma concavum

Sandhill Sword-sedge

Lepidosperma filiforme

Common Rapier-sedge

Lepidosperma laterale

Variable Sword-sedge

Lepidosperma curtisiae

Little Sword-sedge

Lepidosperma neesii

Stiff Rapier-sedge

Leptorhynchos tenuifolius

Wiry Buttons

Leptospermum continentale

Prickly Tea-tree

Leptospermum laevigatum

Coast Tea-tree

Leptospermum myrsinoides

Heath Tea-tree

Leptospermum scoparium

Manuka

Leucopogon parviflorus

Coast Beard-heath

Leucopogon virgatus

Common Beard-heath

Lindsaea linearis

Screw Fern

Lobelia gibbosa sensu Willis (1973)

Tall Lobelia

Corunastylis ciliata

Fringed Midge-orchid

Lomandra longifolia

Spiny-headed Mat-rush

Lonicera japonica

Japanese Honeysuckle

Victorian Advisory List

Rare

Poorly known
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Pyrorchis nigricans

Red-beaks

Malus pumila

Apple

Medicago minima

Little Medic

Medicago sativa subsp. sativa
Melaleuca armillaris subsp.
armillaris

Lucerne

Melaleuca decussata

Totem-poles

Melaleuca ericifolia

Swamp Paperbark

Melilotus indicus

Sweet Melilot

Microlaena stipoides var. stipoides

Weeping Grass

Microtis unifolia

Common Onion-orchid

Modiola caroliniana

Red-flower Mallow

Monotoca scoparia

Prickly Broom-heath

Myoporum insulare

Common Boobialla

Microtis arenaria

Notched Onion-orchid

Olea europaea

Olive

Olearia ramulosa

Twiggy Daisy-bush

Opercularia ovata

Broad-leaf Stinkweed

Opercularia varia

Variable Stinkweed

Oxalis corniculata s.l.

Yellow Wood-sorrel

Oxalis exilis

Shade Wood-sorrel

Oxalis incarnata

Pale Wood-sorrel

Oxalis perennans

Grassland Wood-sorrel

Oxalis pes-caprae

Soursob

Oxalis purpurea

Large-flower Wood-sorrel

Parapholis strigosa

Slender Barb-grass

Paspalum dilatatum
Patersonia occidentalis var.
occidentalis

Paspalum

Cenchrus clandestinus

Kikuyu

Pimelea humilis

Common Rice-flower

Pimelea octophylla

Woolly Rice-flower

Pinus radiata

Radiata Pine

Pittosporum undulatum

Sweet Pittosporum

Plantago coronopus

Buck's-horn Plantain

Plantago lanceolata

Ribwort

Platylobium obtusangulum

Common Flat-pea

Poa annua s.l.

Annual Meadow-grass

Poa clelandii

Noah's Ark

Poa morrisii

Soft Tussock-grass

Poa poiformis

Coast Tussock-grass

Poranthera microphylla s.l.

Small Poranthera

Prasophyllum lindleyanum

Green Leek-orchid

Prasophyllum elatum

Tall Leek-orchid

Giant Honey-myrtle

Victorian Advisory List

Rare

Long Purple-flag

Vulnerable
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Laphangium luteoalbum
Pteridium esculentum subsp.
esculentum

Jersey Cudweed

Pterostylis nutans

Nodding Greenhood

Pultenaea pedunculata

Matted Bush-pea

Pultenaea stricta

Rigid Bush-pea

Ranunculus lappaceus

Australian Buttercup

Romulea rosea

Onion Grass

Rubus fruticosus spp. agg.

Blackberry

Rubus parvifolius

Small-leaf Bramble

Rubus anglocandicans

Common Blackberry

Rumex crispus

Curled Dock

Samolus repens var. repens

Creeping Brookweed

Sarcocornia quinqueflora

Beaded Glasswort

Schoenus apogon

Common Bog-sedge

Schoenus brevifolius

Zig-zag Bog-sedge

Schoenus lepidosperma

Slender Bog-sedge

Tecticornia arbuscula

Shrubby Glasswort

Senecio glomeratus

Annual Fireweed

Senecio quadridentatus

Cotton Fireweed

Senecio tenuiflorus s.l.

Slender Fireweed

Solanum nigrum s.l.

Black Nightshade

Billardiera fusiformis

Bluebell Creeper

Sonchus asper s.l.

Rough Sow-thistle

Sonchus oleraceus

Common Sow-thistle

Sphaerolobium vimineum s.l.

Leafless Globe-pea

Spinifex sericeus

Hairy Spinifex

Sporobolus africanus

Rat-tail Grass

Senecio pterophorus

African Daisy

Austrostipa flavescens

Coast Spear-grass

Austrostipa mollis

Supple Spear-grass

Austrostipa pubinodis

Tall Spear-grass

Stylidium graminifolium s.l.

Grass Triggerplant

Suaeda australis

Austral Seablite

Taraxacum officinale spp. agg.

Garden Dandelion

Tetragonia tetragonioides

New Zealand Spinach

Tetratheca ciliata

Pink-bells

Thelymitra antennifera

Rabbit Ears

Thelymitra aristata

Great Sun-orchid

Thelymitra carnea

Pink Sun-orchid

Thelymitra X irregularis

Crested Sun-orchid

Thelymitra ixioides s.l.

Spotted Sun-orchid

Thelymitra X macmillanii

Crimson Sun-orchid

Thelymitra rubra

Salmon Sun-orchid

Victorian Advisory List

Austral Bracken

Rare
Vulnerable
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Victorian Advisory List

Themeda triandra

Kangaroo Grass

Thysanotus patersonii

Twining Fringe-lily

Tradescantia fluminensis

Wandering Jew

Tricoryne elatior

Yellow Rush-lily

Trifolium repens var. repens

White Clover

Triglochin striata

Streaked Arrowgrass

Vicia sativa

Common Vetch

Viola hederacea sensu Willis (1972)

Ivy-leaf Violet

Viola sieberiana spp. agg.

Tiny Violet

Wahlenbergia communis s.l.

Tufted Bluebell

Wahlenbergia gracilis

Sprawling Bluebell

Watsonia meriana var. bulbillifera

Bulbil Watsonia

Watsonia borbonica

Rosy Watsonia

Xanthorrhoea minor subsp. lutea

Small Grass-tree

Xanthosia pusilla spp. agg.
Agapanthus praecox subsp.
orientalis

Heath Xanthosia

Allocasuarina paradoxa

Green Sheoak

Cotyledon orbiculata

Pig's Ear

Caladenia tentaculata

Mantis Orchid

Drosera peltata s.l.

Pale Sundew

Pauridia vaginata

Yellow Star

Pterostylis sanguinea

Banded Greenhood

Thelymitra X merraniae

Merran's Sun-orchid

Endangered

Thelymitra pallidiflora

Pallid Sun-orchid

Endangered

Acacia verticillata subsp. ovoidea

Ovoid Prickly Moses

Billardiera mutabilis

Common Apple-berry

Fraxinus angustifolia
Rytidosperma setaceum var.
setaceum

Desert Ash

Dianella brevicaulis
Eucalyptus leucoxylon subsp.
megalocarpa
Eucalyptus viminalis subsp.
pryoriana
Eucalyptus sideroxylon subsp.
sideroxylon

Small-flower Flax-lily

Mugga

Rare

Prasophyllum spicatum

Dense Leek-orchid

Endangered

Cassytha glabella f. glabella

Slender Dodder-laurel

Cassytha glabella f. dispar

Slender Dodder-laurel

Lepidosperma gunnii

Slender Sword-sedge

Lomandra filiformis subsp. filiformis

Wattle Mat-rush

Sphaerolobium minus

Eastern Globe-pea

Olearia ramulosa var. ramulosa

Twiggy Daisy-bush

Poa poiformis var. poiformis

Coast Tussock-grass

Agapanthus

Bristly Wallaby-grass

Large-fruit Yellow-gum

Endangered

Coast Manna-gum
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Scientific Name

Common Name

Hypericum grandifolium

Large-leaf St John's Wort

Thelymitra ixioides s.s.

Spotted Sun-orchid

Thelymitra pauciflora s.s.

Slender Sun-orchid

Vicia sativa subsp. sativa

Common Vetch

Hakea sericea s.s.

Silky Hakea

Aeonium arboreum
Crassula multicava subsp.
multicava

Golden Aeonium

Rhaphiolepis indica

Indian Hawthorn

Geranium sp. 2

Variable Crane's-bill

Thelymitra arenaria

Forest Sun-orchid

Agonis flexuosa

Willow Myrtle

Coleonema pulchellum

Pink Diosma

Chlorophytum comosum

Spider Plant

Nephrolepis cordifolia

Fishbone Fern

Homalanthus populifolius

Bleeding Heart

Centipeda elatinoides

Elatine Sneezeweed

Xanthosia huegelii

Heath Xanthosia

Echium candicans

Pride of Madeira

Hakea laurina

Pincushion Hakea

Hakea salicifolia subsp. salicifolia

Willow-leaf Hakea

Hakea drupacea

Sweet Hakea

Pittosporum tenuifolium

Kohuhu

Melaleuca hypericifolia

Hillock Bush

Thelymitra peniculata

Trim Sun-orchid

Thelymitra brevifolia

Peppertop Sun-orchid

Hakea petiolaris

Sea-urchin Hakea

Breutelia affinis

Common Breutelia

Rosulabryum billarderi

Common Thread-moss

Chaetophyllopsis whiteleggei

Grey Woollywort

Chiloscyphus semiteres s.l.

Common Crestwort

Ptychomnion aciculare

Paper Moss

Thuidiopsis furfurosa

Golden Weft-moss

Corymbia ficifolia

Flowering Gum

Grevillea spp./cv.

Grevillea (cultivated)

Grevillea robusta

Silky Oak

Orchidaceae spp.

Orchid

Poaceae spp.

Grass

Melaleuca linariifolia

Flax-leaf Paperbark

Cladia aggregata

Common Coral-lichen

Thelymitra reflexa

Gaping Sun-orchid

Rosmarinus officinalis

Rosemary

Poranthera microphylla s.s.

Small Poranthera

Victorian Advisory List

Shade Crassula

Endangered
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Scientific Name
Trachymene composita var.
composita

Common Name

Muehlenbeckia complexa

Maidenhair Creeper

Crassula ovata

Jade Plant

Adriana spp.

Bitter-bush

Aloe spp.

Aloe

Caesia spp.

Grass Lily

Caladenia spp.

Caladenia

Callistemon spp.

Bottlebrush

Cupressus spp.

Cypress

Euchiton spp.

Cudweed

Freesia spp.

Freesia

Fraxinus spp.

Ash

Goodenia spp.

Goodenia

Hakea spp.

Hakea

Hovea spp.

Hovea

Dimorphotheca spp.

Cape Marigold

Juniperus spp.

Juniper

Kunzea spp.

Kunzea

Lavandula spp.

Lavender

Narcissus spp.

Narcissus

Oxalis spp.

Wood Sorrel

Photinia spp.

Photinia

Pelargonium spp.

Stork's Bill

Poa spp.

Tussock Grass

Prunus spp.

Prunus

Pterostylis spp.

Greenhood

Phoenix spp.

Date Palm

Rosa spp.

Rose

Austrostipa spp.

Spear Grass

Thelymitra spp.

Sun Orchid

Nasturtium spp.

Watercress

Wahlenbergia spp.

Bluebell

Watsonia spp.

Watsonia

Rumex spp. (naturalised)

Dock (naturalised)

Campylopus spp.

Swan-neck Moss

Rhizoclonium spp.

Filamentous Green Alga

Cladonia spp.

Candelabra Lichen

Usnea spp.

Old Man's Beard

Argiope keyserlingi

St Andrew's Cross Spider

Vulpes vulpes

Red Fox

Carduelis carduelis

European Goldfinch

Ardea alba

Great Egret

Victorian Advisory List

Parsnip Trachymene

Vulnerable
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Table 2: Listed Species in 2km diameter of Crib Point (VBA database search 13 Aug 2020)
Scientific Name

Common Name

Victorian Advisory List

Lewinia pectoralis

Lewin's Rail

Vulnerable

Thalassarche melanophris

Black-browed Albatross

Vulnerable

Thalassarche cauta

Shy Albatross

Vulnerable

Phalacrocorax fuscescens

Black-faced Cormorant

Near threatened

Phalacrocorax varius

Pied Cormorant

Near threatened

Hydroprogne caspia

Caspian Tern

Near threatened

Sternula nereis

Fairy Tern

Endangered

Pluvialis fulva

Pacific Golden Plover

Vulnerable

Numenius madagascariensis

Eastern Curlew

Vulnerable

Limosa lapponica

Bar-tailed Godwit

Actitis hypoleucos

Common Sandpiper

Vulnerable

Tringa nebularia

Common Greenshank

Vulnerable

Calidris ferruginea

Curlew Sandpiper

Endangered

Gallinago hardwickii

Latham's Snipe

Near threatened

Platalea regia

Royal Spoonbill

Near threatened

Egretta garzetta

Little Egret

Endangered

Biziura lobata

Musk Duck

Vulnerable

Hirundapus caudacutus

White-throated Needletail

Vulnerable

Macronectes giganteus

Southern Giant-Petrel

Vulnerable

Arctocephalus pusillus doriferus

Australian Fur Seal

Eubalaena australis

Southern Right Whale

Critically endangered

Dermochelys coriacea

Leathery Turtle

Critically endangered

Lissolepis coventryi

Swamp Skink

Vulnerable

Pseudemoia rawlinsoni

Glossy Grass Skink

Vulnerable

Pseudophryne semimarmorata

Southern Toadlet

Vulnerable

Pseudocalliax tooradin

Ghost shrimp

Vulnerable

Larus pacificus

Pacific Gull

Near threatened

Isoodon obesulus obesulus

Southern Brown Bandicoot

Near threatened

Acacia howittii

Sticky Wattle

Rare

Atriplex paludosa subsp. paludosa

Marsh Saltbush

Rare

Avicennia marina subsp. australasica

Grey Mangrove

Rare

Caladenia dilatata s.s.

Green-comb Spider-orchid

Grevillea rosmarinifolia

Rosemary Grevillea

Poorly known
All infraspecific taxa included in
Advisory List

Juncus revolutus

Creeping Rush

Rare

Corunastylis ciliata

Fringed Midge-orchid

Poorly known

Melaleuca armillaris subsp. armillaris

Giant Honey-myrtle

Rare

Prasophyllum lindleyanum

Green Leek-orchid

Vulnerable

Thelymitra X irregularis

Crested Sun-orchid

Rare

Thelymitra X macmillanii

Crimson Sun-orchid

Vulnerable

Thelymitra X merraniae

Merran's Sun-orchid

Endangered

Thelymitra pallidiflora

Pallid Sun-orchid

Endangered

14

Scientific Name
Eucalyptus leucoxylon subsp.
megalocarpa
Eucalyptus sideroxylon subsp.
sideroxylon

Common Name

Victorian Advisory List

Large-fruit Yellow-gum

Endangered

Mugga

Rare

Prasophyllum spicatum

Dense Leek-orchid

Endangered

Thelymitra reflexa

Gaping Sun-orchid

Endangered

Ardea alba

Great Egret

Vulnerable
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Diana Williamson

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Balnarring Beach

Attachment 1:
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Submission:

My name is Diana Williamson and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I have lived
in this area for many years because of its tranquility and access to this beautiful
body of water with lovely flora and fauna. This unique character needs to be
protected from crass commercialism and short sighted state government. The
beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by
the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES
notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of
ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters
or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy
less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Australia has
committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood
as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It
is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of
the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently
does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue. 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. AGL 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 whales in the area. Noise
would also affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point. Victoria has more
suitable options to ensure that we meet our energy needs without destroying these
precious wetlands. Sincerely, Diana Williamson
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Request to be heard?: No
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Dina Charpentier

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
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Submission:

I am writing this submission as a concerned Australian citizen who is also a Canadian
citizen. I chose to adopt this beautiful country and have come from another
beautiful country where nature is extremely valued. Western Port Bay is a special
area that my family has enjoyed for the past 20 years. The Western Port side of the
Mornington Peninsula is still in many ways undeveloped compared to the Port Philip
side and that is its charm. We have brought many international guests to marvel at
the beaches and small towns such as Somers, Merricks beach and Flinders. Our son,
daughter-in-law and two grandchildren have made Somers their home after
spending many special times at Merricks Beach. My husband and I are appalled that
this unique area with its diverse ecosystems is being considered for Gas Import Jetty
Works and a pipeline. In this time of concern for climate change and the push for
more sustainable and renewable resources why would the government allow a
private company to build such a structure with the potential of destroying wildlife
and fragile ecosystems? The quality of life of the small communities lining Western
Port Bay will be adversely affected. We have enough natural gas in Australia to meet
the needs of our citizens and a shift away from importation is possible. Please
consider the environment, the people and their communities, tourism and especially
climate change to say no to AGL’s proposal. Sincerely, Dina Charpentier
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Stacey Ferrando
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No
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Attachment 1:
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A attached.

My name is Stacey Ferrando and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport bay is often overlooked for its diversity and ecological importance. the area contains
RAMSAR listed wetlands and an abundance of wildlife. Mangroves might not 'look pretty' to
everyone, but they are vital for the health of marine life, stabilising coastlines and preventing
erosion, acting as a carbon sink and maintaining high species diversity. In the times that we are living
through, it's devastating to think that these points can be dismissed for the sake of the AGL
proposal. Westernport bay mangroves, Ramsar listed wetlands, marine life and local fishing need to
be protected.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most
is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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. Noise disruptions will also
detrimentally affect our marine wildlife. Species such as dolphins and whales - which frequent the
area, rely on noise signalling for communication and this project and ongoing maintenance will be
disruptive for them.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria
and an internationally significant wetland.
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,
Stacey Ferrando
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My name is Alex Streich and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The Westernport Bay area is not only a beautiful place to visit, it contributes
significantly to tourism revenue in Victoria and is home to multiple ecologically
significant biomes and wildlife populations.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of

storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
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,
Alex Streich
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My name is Annette Bunyevich and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
A precious environmental treasure needing huge protection, not toxic commercial
exploitation! So many vital layers; its unique Wetlands ecosystems, marine animals,
vegetation, water quality, community health and enjoyment of the natural environment!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk
of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to
the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts

to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands
are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite
occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands
such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a
defense against the impacts of climate change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Annette Bunyevich
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Westernport bay is very special to me as an amateur fisher and a keen bird watcher.
The greater opportunities to pursue these interests were major factors in relocating
to the Westernport side of the Mornington Peninsula. Ecosystems are finely
balanced so it is unlikely that marine life will not be impacted by the release of
chlorine, however dilute, and the change in water temperature in the vicinity of the
FSRU. Such changes could lead to a reduction in fish stocks or the favouring of
particular species. Could this lead to the need to limit fishing in general or in some
seasons? Boating activities create considerable income not just on the Peninsula but
on the islands and all around the bay. Considerably more jobs are tied in to that than
would be generated by the operation of the FSRU. Tourism is probably the largest
income and employment generator for Westernport. My other great interest,
birdlife, is very dependent on a clean environment and aquatic and migratory
species are particularly reliant on the Westernport wetlands which is why they have
been granted Ramsar status. The bright lights at night will also doubtless have a
negative impact on all the creatures in the area, the birds, swamp rats, possums etc.
Almost daily I go down to Woolleys Beach Reserve to see how the bay is looking and
to check in with the bird life. It was very distressing, when for a couple of days,
driving to a place for exercise was not permitted under lock-down rules. While the
reserve is within walking distance, the weather has been such that it was too risky in
case of sudden downpours and anyway the round trip would take more than an
hour. AGL does not spell out what the alternative to the picnic area and reserve
might be, but it cannot possibly replace what we have now.
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My name is Matt Dearling and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a
crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities who access
them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to
mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise
and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in
a community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so 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 sho
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My name is Celia Sexton and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
My family has been rooted in Westernport since the 1880s.
Of the rich seabird and rock-pool life of my childhood in the 1950's and 60's only a fraction
remains, so that any additional threats could break the ecosystems completely.
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 three issues that concern me most.
One is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
There is an ongoing unacceptable risk of impact on the wildlife of the Bay and wetlands of
the sterilised and chlorinated water used in the plant.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal.
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.
If the level of chlorination is found to be insufficient to kill marine life, then the stated
level of chlorination would inevitably be increased until the the mechanism is protected
from contamination.
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). Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the
plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this provision, should make the AGL
proposal untenable.
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.
This wetland is a critical part of the habitat of endangered migratory birds. Australia
cannot legitimally liase with countries such as China and Korea where wetlands are at risk
of land reclamation development if this critical weland is being endangered by this type of
industrialisation.
The risk of oil spills or other accidents is composed of two parts: the risk of an accident
occurring, and the level of environmental damage resulting from an accident.
The
likelihood of an accident increases with the number of ships in the bay.
The level of damage would be dependant on the tide flow and wind direction at the time
of the accident. The Westernport seagrass beds are subject to unusually large tidal
exposures, so an oil spill could contaminate the whole area including the coasts of French
Island.

The second issue is the impact on the people of the Westernport area.
This area has been seriously impacted by the Corona virus pandemic and resulting
restrictions, as the economy is heavily dependent on tourism. If there are long term
restrictions on travel to regional areas and interstate, Westernport will become even more
important as an escape destination.
For the regeneration of the tourism based jobs, the area must be able to offer beauty and
escape from the industrialisation of the city, rather than huge gas tankers, a monstrous
floating factory, and fencing off of currently popular shoreline areas.
The third issue is concerning the need for the terminal, and the world-wide damage of the
use of gas.
The problem of the shortage of gas is artificial, a question of inappropriate contracts
sending Australian Gas overseas. The question of short-term gas availability should be
solved in the same way as it arose, ie on paper.
Gas is not a climate solution, just a short term energy source, only needed because 19th20th Century infrastructure is already in place.
Why go "back to the future" when 21st Century solutions are rapidly becoming available,
and more economical?
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas
supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have previously
underestimated how much methane is released to the atmosphere during gas production.
It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have levels of leakage of 217 per cent. Despite these findings the Australian gas industry and federal government
report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas emissions based on default
emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements.
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,
Celia Sexton
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My name is phil balcombe and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport is such a
wonderful playground for great watersport activities, the diversity of fish is
incredible. The tidal flow is amazing. To dump so much fresh water into the bay is
just wrong. This plant is not required. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to
be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high
noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion
zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend
with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent research has shown that wetlands
have the potential to capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of
years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against
climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this
gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or
drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL
could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which
could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport.
The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation
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This is a submission representing the Flinders Community Association of which I am
the Vice President. This submission should be read in parallel with the submission as
an individual. That is to say there is one submission from the community.

Liquid Petroleum Gas and the Cribb Point instillation.
The proposal is to import liquefied petroleum gas, to convert it to gas vapour at
a complex instillation, and send it up a pipeline to Cranbourne.
The gas will arrive as a liquid at -163degrees C. The infrastructure will involve
the removal of some of the shoreline vegetation at Cribb Point.
To get the liquid gas to where it has to go it has to be volatilised, or converted to
a gas (vapour) rather than as a compressed liquid. To do this sea water is to be
used to warm the liquid gas . The sea water expelled back to Westernport will
for most of the process be about 5-7 degrees less than when it went in.
Additionally the water will be chlorinated so that marine organisms sucked into
the system will not foul the pipes and filters. This process results in complex
toxic organo- chlorine complexes. They will be released with the chilled water
back into Westernport.
Westernport is a RAMSAR nominated environment. It has Bass Strait as open
ocean to its south with seals and fairy penguins (both important tourist
destinations) and mud flats and mangroves up to the north. Westernport
alternates environmentally with saline environments as the tides ebb and flow.
The mangroves and mudflats are one of the breeding grounds making up the
beginnings of the fish populations and other organisms that support the
biodiversity of Westernport and the migratory sea birds that live there or
migrate here. These contribute to the fishing potential of the seals, penguins and
the southern oceans.
The idea of releasing mega litres of sea water (468000 cubic meters
or468,000,000 litres) per day at 5 to 7 degrees less than ambient during this
process is an experiment of huge proportions with outcomes that cannot be
positively predicted. It is a figure that defies comprehension, 468 million litres
each day. The result of the large scale warming of the liquid gas to volatilize
and the cooling that will have on seawater will have far reaching effects and
long term effects on the marine ecosystems of Westernport’s planktonic,
benthic environments and the tidal mudflats. That amount of chilled water
cannot be insignificant. It will probably have an effect on the commercial
mussel farm close to Flinders. We have no information on the effect of organochlorinated residues and a cold water plume in the ecosystem or the effect on
fishing, sea birds, seals penguins or anything else.

The submission has been well put together and comprehensive, however it is
unable to accurately predict the long or medium term effects on the biology of
Westernport. It is an ecological experiment of astronomic proportions and the
outcome is unknown whatever algorithm is used and with so many “unknowns”
in the equation, the formulae can be slewed to suit the result. The statement
tells us that the tidal currents push and pull rather that circulate the water; this
means that the same area of sand cobble or mudflat will be subjected to a lower
temperature environment for longer. The overall biology of Westernport
depends not on penguins, whales, fish, or seaweeds. It depends on what is going
on at millimetres above the sediments, the surface of sea grasses (periphyton) or
mangroves. This is where the food web supporting the entire bay exists. Not the
big things, but the microscopic. These are the entities that are so sensitive to
temperature, flow, and chemicals such as organochlorides. These are the ones
that will be killed off. I note that “gassing “will be reduced during the
spring/summer months when there is an increase in reproductive propagules in
the water. This will reduce, not eliminate the effect, however by how much is
unknown. The effect can only be negative.
You might think that this will not have much effect on things. Let me give an
example of something major that happened many many years ago when the
sewage outfall started at Boag’s Rocks near Gunnamatta. This changed the
salinity of the sea water from 36mg/l down to 21mg/l . The plume of diluted sea
water moves easterly and is diverted somewhat out to sea by Cape Schanck.
This change is salinity has dramatically changed the marine environment at
Cape Schanck; all the big kelps are gone for example. It will eventually come
around West Head and modify the southern end of Westernport.
Do we really have the right to alter the natural environment at Cribb Point or
anywhere else??Penguins eat small fish such as sardines that depend on the rest
of the food web down to the inhabitants of the silts. The penguin parade on
Phillip Island is the 3rd most tourist attraction for Victoria. Change the
temperature of the sea water and you lose (among other things) the penguins.

Neil Hallam B.Sc, Ph.D (Melb)

Formerly Assoc. Prof. School of Biological Sciences, Monash University
Clayton
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My name is Margaret Tilleard and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I value that so close to Melbourne there is this wonderful environment to live in.
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.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas
supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have
previously underestimated how much methane is released to the atmosphere during
gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have

levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the Australian gas industry
and federal government report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas
emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements.
Gas is not a climate solution.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the 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,
Margaret Tilleard
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Hi, my name is Benjamin Vasic. I have many friends who live around Westernport
bay and visit the area frequently. I completely oppose the proposed AGL gas import
terminal. Westernport bay supports a great variety of wildlife and native plants
species. Both of which are found placed under continually increasing pressures of
human development. Westernport Bay is home to Ramsay listen wetlands which
Australia has made commitments to protect. The proposed gas import terminal
threatens beyond reason these natural features which are part of why the bay is
valued to begin with. Australia as it stands is one of the biggest exporters of natural
gas in the world, to then import it back in such a way that threatens so much which
is valued by the local community is completely senseless and another example of big
companies profiteering at the expense of the natural world and those who depend
on it. AGL's plans to release millions of tonnes of chlorinated water 7 degrees below
that of which surrounds it will majorly distrupt ecological systems which is
unacceptable. Please reconsider this project as it is not necessary nor
environmentally viable. Thankyou, Benjamin Vasic
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My name is Mick Moylan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is a vital part of our coastal ecosystem especially for fish breeding and mangroves.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to
toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue
until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of
seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most
significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants
and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas
in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria
could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals
like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for
consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our
electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of
our electricity is generated through renewables.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year.
Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over
the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative because the
number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of
strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low
consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the
Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment 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,
Mick Moylan
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My name is Marie Ferguson and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I have lived in
the area all my life and have enjoyed the natural beauty of the surroundings. I want
this environment to be preserved for my grandchildren. 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. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the
strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse
ecosystems on earth. 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. 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 unacceptable. Sincerely,
Marie Ferguson
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My name is Andrew McFarlane and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I love the environment and our community. I am deeply concerned regarding the impact
this dirty gas import terminal will have on the environment and our 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.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but
a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The

plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not
consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated
water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Andrew McFarlane
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My name is Lauren Burns and I live not far from the Westernport Bay area.
Western Port Bay is home to amazing Ramsar listed wetlands and is seasonally visited by
Southern Right and Humpback whales. Phillip Island is an environmental jewel, located
within 2 hours of Melbourne, home to the the world famous penguins.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors
alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush
or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point
jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already
bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to
lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts

to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for
gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules
by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a
recent report written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government
policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas
import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower
energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even
when a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and
less polluting as more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine
mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per
year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16
chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these numbers are conservative
because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than
the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would
have a low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with
the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment 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,
Lauren Burns
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EES Response
Introduction
I am a former corporate executive with 40 yrs experience in international engineering and
manufacturing and would regard myself as favourably disposed to appropriate industrial
development.
From over 50 years of boating, fishing, walking and camping on and around Westernport I believe
I know it reasonably well.
My property at Crib Point is most individually aﬀected by the proposed project.
I would not attempt judgement on the economic rationale for the gas importation project as the
future of energy provision and usage in Australia is subject to a plethora of competing
technologies, interests and views including unpredictable international factors and government
policy.
However, it doesn’t take a wizard to figure out that if there is a perceived need and a valid
business case for Australia to import gas while simultaneously being the major exporter then
something has gone seriously wrong between energy planning, business practice and
government policy.
Nor will I comment on much of the environmental and bio scientific issues addressed in the EES
as I don’t feel qualified except to say that I place little stock in the AGL response to much that
runs counter to their case. The reason is my feeling that in several meetings with AGL since 2018
issues have consistently been downplayed and important information omitted.
My remarks will be confined to the suitability of the project location in Westernport and the
impacts on the local area, community and my property.
FSRU and associated facilities at Crib Point.
The existence of the crib point jetty is a matter of historical accident. Jetty was built in the 1960s
as part of a failed strategy by the then Bolte government to make Westernport the pre eminent
industrial region in Australia including, nuclear power, steel mills, international airport on down. I
am old enough to remember this period.
This policy was abandoned in its infancy, mainly on environmental grounds and the Crib Point
jetty remains as a legacy facility from that time.
In recent years the jetty’s use for petroleum import has been low key and relatively benign to the
local community.
For a few days each month, sometimes twice a month, for two or three days some annoying noise
and light is tolerated from tankers oﬄoading fuel to the United Petroleum pipeline but for most of
the time the area is very quiet and the coastal nightscape only interrupted by a few distant jetty
lights.
Local people and visitors frequent the Wooleys beach reserve daily throughout the year and
picnics and barbecuing are common during summer, both day and night. Kayakers use the beach
whenever weather is suitable. It is the only local foreshore reserve available to Crib Point for these
activities.
The local roads are relatively quiet and appropriate for the currently abundant use of cycling,
walking, horse riding etc
The Mornington Peninsula Shire Plan:
“In relation to Crib Point specifically, the Plan states that Crib Point will preserve its small ‘country
town on the coast’ character, being predominantly low scale with a mix of historic and newer
buildings set against canopied streetscapes and further that its coastal location will be reinforced
through improved pedestrian access to the foreshore and enhanced coastal vegetation.”
The proposed development is impossible to reconcile with the current situation and these
aspirational values.

As detailed in the technical reports, the noise, visual and light disturbance would likely make
Woolleys Beach Reserve untenable for current use. The only mitigation suggested is to relocate.
But really there are no other viable locations in Crib Point for these activities with beach access
and the ability to launch and retrieve kayaks at other than high tide. Also the currently used
kayaking corridor north under the jetty would be closed.
The consequence of the project would be loss of the Wooleys Beach Reserve amenity.
Additionally the eastern vessel exclusion zone would be doubled further increasing the hazards
for coastal boating for kayaks and other small craft forced to go seaward in bad weather which
Westernport frequently delivers at short notice.
As detailed in the technical reports the current traﬃc load on the Esplanade and Wooleys Road is
light. The section of the coastal Trail between Jack’s beach and Wooleys Beach reserve runs
alongside the roadway and I personally walk this road daily. It is very quiet.
The proposed plan would have up to 12 “B Double truck movements each day for nitrogen
delivery on top of increased employee traﬃc.
There has never been mention of this factor in community briefings.
Apart from the resultant noise and traﬃc hazard these local roads are not designed or certified for
these vehicles and their loading. These roads are currently maintained with patching and
resurfacing but Stony Point Rd, Wooleys Rd and The Esplanade would need to be redesigned and
rebuilt.
These are not trivial changes. They would permanently destroy the character of the area.
The report also describes this as a safe road. It is far from this. I have personal knowledge of eight
fatalities in a three km section of this this road that the trucks would use. I have seen the carnage
and the blood. Over the years these incidents resulted in speed restrictions, street lighting and
roadside barriers which have all helped but to describe this road as safe is ridiculous. It is narrow,
with several blind corners and concealed driveways and it’s record says otherwise.
My point is that this project is inappropriate and out of scale for this location.
It is not just a ship hooking up to a pipeline occasionally. It is permanent, noisy and visible
installation with substantial shore based facilities and heavy incoming daily transport. It will totally
and permanently change the character of the area to the detriment of the local community.
It is a throwback to the 1960s.
I have seen how attitudes toward Westernport have changed over the decades from being
considered a muddy, tidal mosquito infected backwater to being seen and appreciated for its
unspoiled natural beauty and diversity.
The great increase in visits for boating and other recreational purposes speaks for itself.
It’s mangroves, marshlands and seagrass beds have drawn international recognition for
conservation value.
I can honestly say that I don’t know anyone outside of AGL who supports this project. There is no
local support. People across the Peninsula appear united in their opposition.
Declaration of the so called $8.7m Community Fund is a cynical attempt to buy support and
indicative of AGL attitude to this project.
Actually I can also see this as bad business for AGL. If this were to go ahead widespread
resentment would run long and deep. This is not a good look for a corporation dependent on a
broad retail base.
Governments, both State and Federal are charged with responsibility to protect and preserve this
unique place and need to draw a line through development that changes and deteriorates the
character and amenity of Westernport.
Development also needs to be consistent with the declared strategy for Crib Point to remain and
prosper as a quiet low key coastal village.
History will judge this as significant turning point for Westernport and the local community.

Light and noise
The LVIA and noise technical reports well cover the impact at my property on the Esplanade.
The location is incorrectly referred to as Jacks Beach; it as more correctly Golden Point.
Some extracts from the reports referring to my property:
“The viewpoint is located around 1.5 kilometres from the proposed FSRU/LNG carrier, however as
noted above it is the focal point of the night time view and as such is highly susceptible to the
eﬀects of the proposed FSRU/LNG carrier light sources. “
“In contrast to the other public viewpoints considered in this assessment the residential receptors
in the vicinity of 103 The Esplanade would be used at night times and would be susceptible to
changes to the night time views from the FSRU/LNG carrier. As residential dwellings the views are
considered to be of high value to the occupants. In addition, and significant to the Project, the
inhabitants of these dwellings are considered likely to be familiar with the existing frequency and
duration of the current United Petroleum vessel’s movements and periods of berthing at the Crib
Point Jetty. In contrast to the infrequent and irregular night time use of the public locations, the
residential dwellings with outlook to the berth are likely to perceive the FSRU as a fixed object and
ongoing change to the night time view, increasing the sensitivity of this viewpoint.
Whilst the considerations around the night time use of this receptor point to a higher sensitivity
viewpoint, the low number of five dwellings with similarly close proximity views to the Jetty means
that there is a very low number of people likely to be aﬀected at these receptors. Balancing the
higher sensitivity characteristics of this view with the low number of people likely aﬀected
moderates the sensitivity of this viewpoint to medium.”
“emissions and lighting from the FSRU may aﬀect residential amenity for a small number of
dwellings located to the north and within the Low Density Residential Zone.
While operational noise may be audible at the dwellings, noise mitigation strategies identified
in Technical Report H: Noise and vibration impact assessment, would ensure that residents
continue to enjoy a high level of acoustic amenity.
Lighting from the FSRU would be visible at dwellings located to the north along the Esplanade
and in particular the dwelling located at 103 the Esplanade. Night time views at these dwellings
are largely characterised by darkness, a visual setting that is valued by the residents. The
exception to this is when the United Petroleum vessel is docked. The lighting associated with
United Petroleum vessel is reported to significantly detract from residential amenity at these
dwelling locations, suggestive a high level of sensitivity to the changes that would result from the
Works.
Aﬀected residents and in particular the resident of 103 the Esplanade may experience reduced
satisfaction with their residential amenity if the Works proceed. Notwithstanding, the property
would remain habitable.”

“However, there are likely to be times when receptors located on the Esplanade are exposed to
cumulative noise impacts above the Recommended Maximum Levels if United Petroleum were
operating at the same noise level or higher than the Gas Import Facility.”

“Noise modelling also shows that there would likely be an increase in background noise levels as a
result of Gas Import Facility operation.”

“When ambient noise levels are similar to the background noise levels, it is likely that noise from
the operation of the Gas Import Facility would be easier to distinguish in outdoor locations from
other sounds in the environment, i.e. when the existing environmental noise is low, noise
generated by the project would not be masked.”
The noise impacts here are understated as instrumented measurement falls short in evaluating the
perceived character and quality of the noise.
This is generally a very quiet place with the dominant noticeable noise being birds, wildlife, wind
and at night insects.
The periodic interruptions by United fuel unloading mentioned above are a very diﬀerent thing to
the introduction of constant and industrial character noise.
While the impact of the project on the amenity of my property and others is clearly acknowledged
in the report this is dismissed as being of little concern due to the small number of people
aﬀected.
Well it is of great concern to me and my neighbours, friends and family.
The ownership of this property dates back to a Crown Grant in 1890 taken up by William. A.C
A’Beckett, son of Sir William A’Beckett, the first Chief Justice in the Colony of Victoria. It has been
closely held only changing ownership through sale four times.
I have been here for 34 years.
It is a very special place and considered one of the most desirable foreshore properties in Victoria
due to its tranquility, abundant bird life, foreshore access and panoramic sea views.
This project would be detrimental to the amenity of this property seriously aﬀecting its character
and appeal.
I have been advised that it would have a major impact on market valuation.
These are not trivial aﬀects and I believe should be taken into consideration in reviewing the
merits of this project.
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My name is Kristen Lindesay and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
All of the natural world is important to me.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk
of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to
the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but
a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not
consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Kristen Lindesay
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My name is Kate Monk and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I am privileged to live in an area of global environmental significance, that is
unadulterated by large scale industry. Westernport Bay is a beautiful place teeming
with wildlife and vibrant with natural beauty. It is such a valuable natural resource
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 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,

Kate Monk
Balnarring
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EES SUBMISSION
My name is Suzanne, I live close to Dandenong-Hastings Road, and we often go to
Hastings and Crib Point to walk our dog along the foreshore and ride Mountain
bikes in Warringine Park. My in-laws have owned two holiday houses on Phillip
Island, so our family have regularly stayed there, enjoying swimming, fishing and
boating in Westernport Bay. I have always considered it a special place. I can
remember going to Phillip Island on a High School excursion for Biology, to study
the most Southern colony of the extraordinary mangroves with their aerial roots,
so important in preventing erosion, protecting seagrasses and providing habitats
to a diverse range of coastal and aquatic creatures. The text book we studied was
called ‘The Web Of Life’ (14), aptly named, not only to explain the intricate ecology
of life on earth, but also its fragility.
So how is it that AGL’s project can propose drawing into their floating regasification unit, up to an estimated 468 million litres of seawater a day, alive
with marine biota such as plankton, phytoplankton, fish spawn and eggs,
chlorinate it to prevent this ‘enterainment’ from fouling the pipes, using it to
thaw the frozen liquid back into gas, before spewing this dead water, which will
be cooled by around 7% back into the Bay, a Ramsar Convention listed
internationally significant wetland (9,10)? Especially since Victorian environmental
legislation, State Environment Protection Policy (Waters), clause 22 (11), prohibits
the EPA from granting a permit to a corporation to discharge wastewater in high
conservation value areas. How will this cold, chlorinated waste water affect
marine life in Westernport Bay? What about the risk of oil spills? AGL’s EES does
not properly address the risk of oil spills and the devastating effect this could have
on marine, plant and bird life, including endangered Curlews, long-distance
migratory Shearwaters and the Little Penguins, loved by international tourists.

Also the EES does not fully explore the risk assessment of fire and explosions
from gas leeks, to adjacent Wooley’s Beach, nearby houses only 1.5km away, and
along the proposed -pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham.
Australia already exports more gas than we use, and the South East should have a
domestic gas reservation policy like in Western Australia. AGL claim that Victoria
and South-Eastern Australia will face gas shortages in a few years time if they
don’t go ahead with their polluting project. However they have not considered
the potential for reducing our demand for gas. Energy consultants Northmore
Gordon estimate Victoria could reduce its gas consumption between 98 and 113
petajoules by 2030 using existing technology and targeted economic support. (1)
Appliances powered by renewable energy would reduce energy costs to
consumers in the long term, but even appliances powered by fossil fuel electricity
will lower energy costs for consumers in the short term.(2,3) AGL’s project will also
not help lower the price of gas, as we export most of Australia’s LNG, linking our
gas market with international markets at higher prices. “Any LNG import terminal
will not lower prices in Southern States” (Macquarie Wealth Management). Plus
there are the additional costs of liquefying, shipping, port and pipeline
infrastructure and the FSRU ship, which won’t make the gas cheap.
Any claims about the role gas will play in the transition to renewable energy are
based on old fashioned notions. As coal fired power stations are retired they will
be replaced by wind and solar as they are the least expensive and obvious
alternative technologies (4,5,6,7). Gas can be as bad, if not worse, for global
warming than coal due to the levels of methane leakage during gas production,
which should be below 3.2% but are often much higher, along the whole supply
chain(8). We need to stop building new fossil fuel projects which are polluting the
environment and accelerating the climate crisis. An increase in global warming of
only 1.1% which has already contributed to crippling drought and catastrophic
bushfires in Victoria. AGL are the largest climate polluters in Australia. They have
a history of deceptive and misleading behaviour, which deems them unfit to build
and operate this project (12,13). The AGL gas import terminal and pipeline, does not
make sense on any level. It is just corporate greed at the expense of our beautiful
Westernport Bay!
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10.
11.
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https //environmentvictoria.org.au/2020/06/03/victorian-gas-market-demand-side-measures-to-avoid-forecast-supply-shortfall/
https //renew.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2018/08/Household fuel choice in the NEM Revised June 2018.pdf
https //rmi.org/fossil-gas-has-no-future-in-low-carbon-buildings/
CSIRO and AEMO (2018) GenCost 2018, Updated projections of electricity generation technology costs,
https //www.csiro.au/en/News/News-releases/2018/Annual-update-finds-renewables-are-cheapest-newbuildpower
https //ieefa.org/ieefa-u-s-utilities-are-now-skipping-the-gas-bridge-in-transition-from-coal-to-renewables/
https //aemo.com.au/-/media/files/gas/national planning and forecasting/gsoo/2020/2020-gas-statement-of-opportunities.pdf?la=en
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Text ‘Biological Science The Web Of Life’ Part One and Part Two. Australian Academy Of Science, Canberra ACT. Third Edition.
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Fossil fuel projects are economically, environmentally and socially obsolete and also
unethical. Gas projects have at least a 10% fugitive emission loss cradle to grave,
and methane is a powerful greenhouse gas, 100X more than CO2 in first 20 years
and 20X CO2 in 100 years. It eventually decomposes to CO2 and H2O vapour, both
greenhouse gases. Electrification of static and mobile energy needs, and the great
progress in solar and wind technologies combined with batteries, make gas, oil and
coal stranded assets. Socially the fossil fuel debate is very divisive. Renewable
energy employs many more people than gas projects- the latter no solution for
unemployment. In social media campaigns are starting to cause a huge turnoff of
gas, a return of gas meters to the gas companies, and the use of domestic roof PV,
heat pump and battery technology for heating, cooling, hot water, cooking and EV
charging- cars, SUVs, Utes, small trucks, eBikes etc. (Electric buses, trams and trains
running off solar and wind generated and battery stored energy, high temperature
industrial processes similarly.) Health (physical and mental and spiritual) maintained
by clean air, water, food, native landscape, indigenously enhanced country, native
fauna and flora, all in danger of destruction by the development and use of fossil
fuels, and in the case of the proposed Crib Point development this will be a major
factor. Our children and grandchildren will ask “Grandad, how could you let them
destroy our country, our climate and our health? What were you doing during the
6th mass extinction? This reminds me of the excuses the German Christian
neighbours muttered so unconvincingly “but we did not know” when asked why
they did not save their Jewish neighbours, and what were they doing during the war.
No more excuses for us! You and I know what is going on and what is in store for
future generations if we do not call a halt now to all fossil fuel projects. We are so
fortunate in this country to have the world's best solar and wind resources for
energy and the possibility of clean water and soil. We have destroyed too much of
this country already. Let us stop now our destruction and let the country heal.
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My name is Keith Williamson and I live in the Westernport Bay area.

I have sailed in these waters for 30 years with children and grandchildren enjoying its natural beauty.

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

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

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

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

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know

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

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,
Keith Williamson
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I do not support the AGL Crib Point gas works project and pipeline. The natural
environment of Westport Bay would be destroyed by such a huge industrial
development. This area has remained quite unspoiled by development. This project
would destroy wetlands and natural habitat for kilometres and would risk the
possibility of chemical, gas and contaminated water discharges. Road traffic would
be significantly increased. Roads would need to be built, further destroying the
natural environment. Victoria and Australia should not be developing these fuels.
We should be developing renewable energy forms to reduce our carbon emissions.
Gas is a carbon and methane emitter and an energy source we should not be
developing. It is not necessary. Renewable energy sources, such as solar are
abundant, free, low risk and available. Why should we let a private company
destroy our natural environment so they can make a lot of money, while Victorians
get far less in comparison for it. As a Victorian, I don't want this gas project to go
ahead at Western Port Bay. The area will be ruined for little gain, except for profits
for AGL.
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lMy name is Annie Stephenson, a regular visitor by train to Westernport Bay. A lover
of wild nature, I live in a high-density suburb of Melbourne, so my ideal recreation is
to explore the beautiful shoreline between Hastings and Stony Point. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. I would be grateful if you could answer 4
key questions about the project, with reference to my reasons for asking these
questions. QUESTION 1 : WHY NOT FIND AN ALTERNATIVE SITE ? a) Estuarine
ecosystems are uniquely sensitive biologically. b) The modelling of dispersion of
contaminants within estuaries is particularly complex. c) Issues of dispersion of
contaminants have not been sufficiently addressed in the EES for this estuarine
location. QUESTION 2 : WHY DO THIS PROJECT AT ALL ? a) For purely economic
reasons, the Australian Energy Market Operator advocates getting on with
renewables. b) The AEMO expects South Australia to reach 73% renewable energy
by 3020/2021. c) Gas is a distraction in Victoria. QUESTION 3 : WHAT WOULD BE
THE LONG-TERM JUSTIFICATION FOR COMPROMISING VICTORIA’S LAW ABOUT SAFE
LEVELS OF MARINE WASTEWATER IN A HIGH CONSERVATION-VALUE AREA ? a) AGL
has admitted that this gas terminal would dump 16 times the legal level of cold
chlorinated wastewater (See clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters)) b) The safe limit is set on the basis of facts about biological survival.
Therefore ,we would be jeopardising the long-term prospects of the area’s marine
and economic values, all for the short-term interests of an industry that is fast
becoming peripheral in Australia’s energy mix. QUESTION 4 : COULD AGL
GUARANTEE THAT IT WOULD HAVE SUFFICIENT INSURANCE TO COMPENSATE FOR
POTENTIAL LOSSES TO LOCAL BUSINESS, RECREATIONAL FISHING AND PROPERTY
VALUES ? a) Victorians should not have to pay the price for the historic
mismanagement of Australia’s abundant gas resources, when the dysfunction is
reversible : enough Australian gas could and should be set aside for domestic use
BEFORE exporting it. b) In the few years it would take for this import terminal to
become a white elephant, a stranded asset in economic terms, this sensitive
estuarine ecosystem would risk losing precious biodiversity forever. I would like to
thank the Committee and the Minister for Planning for your attention to my
concerns . In conclusion , I respectfully request that you weigh up the doubtful
future of the fossil-fuel industry against the ongoing prospects of this beautiful
conservation area, and uphold the law , as in SEPP Clause 22, and also our
international Ramsar Agreement , for the enjoyment and profit of present and
future generations.
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My name is Jacob Hinds and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
People can go fishing there 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. Sincerely, Jacob Hinds
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My name is Peter Cook and I often visit Westernport Bay.

The wild beauty and few remaining unspoilt sections of Westernport bay are
precious and must be preserved. The wetlands are crucial in reducing species
extinction. We urgently need to move away from use of fossil fuels and to move
to renewables.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are
a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns
me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.

The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely
to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or
high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby.
The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict
exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship
traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.

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

Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected
and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being
subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed
by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of
wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as
we face the climate crisis.

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

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from
fossil fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new
power production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6
hours of storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when
required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The
fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted
in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual
consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas
consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a
higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally
they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being
subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes
each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped
back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As
outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Dr Peter Cook
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My name is Dove ohalloran wilson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

no natural site should endure anything of these sorts!

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.

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,
Dove ohalloran wilson
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There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas
supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have
previously underestimated how much methane is released to the atmosphere during
gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have
levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the Australian gas industry
and federal government report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas
emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements.
Gas is not a climate solution.
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,
John Cashion
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Fwd: Your submission re: AGL"s proposed gas import terminal
Wednesday, 26 August 2020 4:07:27 PM

My name is Meredith Stone and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is where I walk every day, swim in year round, where I observe the birds,
animals and fish whose life support and home it is. It has been the precious
focus of family life since my children were small and should be protected for
future generations
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is
likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport
Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
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,
Meredith Stone
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My name is David Pope and I live with my wife at
Crib Point in
close to the jetty and at great risk to negative impacts form this
project such as safety, noise , traffic and general loss of amenity. I look forward to
speaking at the public hearing to voice my concerns.
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 .6 kms away and Woolleys
Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative
risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis.
It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue
until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern
Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being
subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by
AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of
wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we
face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine
wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their

attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the
fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but
also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables
and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent
with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
David Pope
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My name is David McCormack and I live in the Westernport Bay area.

Westernport bay is my home and I want to keep it ecologically safe from big developments. The
environmental risks are too great to allow this to 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.

Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.

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

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

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

assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand for gas in
Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030
through using existing technology and targeted economic support according to a recent report
written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas import terminals like that
proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and
reduce emissions under most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is
generated through renewables.

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,
David McCormack
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To whom it may concern,
As a lifetime resident of the peninsula and local to the unique aquatic landscape of Westernport, I
am appalled and deeply concerned by AGL’s thoughtless LNG development proposal. The
proposition threatening to deface and degrade our beloved Ramsar Wetlands, a UNESCO listed
biosphere, seems both reckless and almost entirely apathetic to the local populous.
Whilst AGL cites the project as a path for instating cleaner energy alternatives within Victoria, it is
inappropriate that LNG is considered as an acceptable approach. Often extracted through dirty,
environmentally harmful and destructive methods such as fracking, it is appalling that AGL considers
this process as a viable solution for supplying Victorian homes. Aside from the methods of attaining
and purifying LNG, the use of polluting ships to transport the LNG presents another disturbing
attribute of the development. Generating significant underwater noise contamination and disrupting
fragile aquatic environments, it is unacceptable to continue expanding ocean-based traffic within the
already crammed waterways of Westernport.
Recent carbon emission models such as ACCESS1-0 under emission scenario RCP 8.5 predict
significant mean temperature increases globally by 2045, with average days over 30 degrees Celsius
specifically within Cranbourne set to hit catastrophic levels of 28.71 days in comparison to current
Melbourne averages of 7.8 days. AGL’s development seems to ignore the need for an aggressive and
immediate response to climate change. We need renewables, not counterintuitive, money-driven,
primitive gas projects. How does AGL believe this project presents a long-term solution to
immediate, meaningful reduction of carbon emissions?
The planned daily cycling and chlorination of 450 million litres of organism-enriched seawater is
utterly disgusting. A complete disregard for the delicate biosphere of our beloved Ramser wetlands,
the potential impacts of the process deeply concern me as a frequent visitor to the region. How will
AGL ensure that this process does not create irreversible biological damage to the point of critically
endangering, or worse, causing extinction among our native species? Whilst AGL may not see the
importance in analysing the long-term implications of poisoning billions of ocean microorganisms
with harmful chlorine derivatives, as a local to the region, I strongly wish to protect the delicate
ecosystem for generations beyond my lifetime.
While the project would present as an eyesore to the picturesque ocean countryside views unique to
the peninsula, the development only promises a lacklustre 50 ongoing positions to maintain and
operate the floating storage and regasification unit. All other significant points aside, this presents
very little economical benefit to the people of the local area. Additionally, AGL could decide to staff
the FSRU entirely with non-local, offshore staff.
Thank you for considering my response,
Zander Morris, A concerned local citizen and recent eligible AEC enrolee.

