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MIN072553

Neale BURGESS

mp

State Member for HASTINGS

21 July 2020
Ref: 7057

Mr F. Crump
HASTINGS VIC 3915

Dear Fred
.Than k_you_fox_yoiiiu:ece rxLletiers__ ...

___ _______________ __________________________________ _____

I am totally opposed to the AGL plan, which is being pushed by the Andrews Government.
This isn't really a surprise as you may remember it was the Brumby Government that was pushing the
Boral bitumen plant in exactly the same location.
I advised AGL that if we had won the 2018 election we would kick AGL out of Crib Point in the same
way I told Boral they were no longer welcome in Crib Point, after we won in 2010.
I won't be giving up on this fight. Regardless of how bad the AGL proposal is, if it is allowed to locate
there, we will have no planning argument left to stop massive toxic projects, such as bitumen and
urea plants, which would also mean 24/7 B-double trucks through our little townships.
We all have to fight this with everything we have.
Yours sincerely

,

Neale Burgess MP

State Member for Hastings

6 Eramosa Road East
PO Box 909
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I am strongly against the proposition of a gas project at Crib Point. It is clear, based
off of scientific research that renewable energy is the future to ensure a sustainable
planet. By supporting gas projects, that is denying scientific evidence and
contradicting what needs to be done. Systems need to change, and that involves the
need to eliminate fossil fuels. Gas production adds to methane levels in our
atmosphere, the destruction of wetlands to build the project would remove valuable
carbon storing biota‐ adding to the cliinate problem we are already facing, and
creating. As a surfer, and someone who enjoys experiences in this bay of water, I am
against the dumping of chlorinated water back in to the bay after treatment. I am
against the probability of an oil spill due to increased traffic, which hasn't even been
addressed. I am against the risks of an underground pipeline all the way through to
pakenham. I am against this project, and I am against adding to the damage already
caused (by humans with selfish and greedy motives) to our biosphere, hydrosphere
and atmosphere.
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Ian Haywood
Bittern 3918 VIC
E-mail:
Mob.
12th August 2020
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
8 Nicholson St
East Melbourne 3000
Dear Committee Members,
Submission regarding Underwater Noise
In this submission I would like to concentrate on the issue of underwater
noise generated by the FSRU and associated ships, and its effects on marine
wildlife.
The EES assumed a threshold of 120 dB at which noise would alter marine
mammal behaviour1 , however if we refer to the original paper on which the
guidance is based2 it shows lower thresholds in certain circumstances.
Of particular relevance for Westernport Bay is the Burrunan dolphin (T.
australis) this is a “mid-frequency cetacean” according to Southall et al ’s
classification3 so for non-pulsatile noise behavioural change is seen as low as
80 dB4 .
The EES report computes 120 dB audible at a distances of 1.42–2.09 km
from Crib Point Jetty during various operations5 .
It is important to note the FSRU is quite different to a ship in its noise
1

Kössler MW, McPherson CR, and Lucke K. 2019. AGL Gas Import Jetty Facility: Underwater Acoustic Modelling. Document 01816, Version 1.1. Technical report by JASCO
Applied Sciences for AECOM (Annexure A-J) pg 6; table 5

2

Southall BL, Bowles AE, Ellison WT, Finneran JJ, Gentry RL, Greene CR, Kastak D,
Ketten D, Miller JH, Nachtigall PE, Richardson WJ, Thomas JA, and Tyack PL. 2007.
Marine Mammal Noise Exposure Criteria: Initial Scientific Recommendations. Aquatic
Mammals 33:(4) 411–509

3

ibid. pg 430; table 2

4

ibid. pg 466; table 17

5

Kössler et al. (Annexure A-J) pg 11; table 9

profile over time. A ship either moves through a given habitat, or is docked
with its engines off: wildlife activities may be interrupted for 20–30 minutes
as the ship enters and leaves port, and can then resume. The FSRU runs
continuously, night and day throughout the year6 with a much larger impact
on wildlife functions such as feeding and communication.
120 dB to 80 dB is a ratio of 104 . Let S be the sound energy at Crib Point
jetty and r1 , r2 be the two distances. Using the inverse-square law7 :

S S
/ 2
= 104
2
r1 r2
r22 /r12
= 104
r2 = 102 · r1

(1)
(2)
(3)

I do not suggest that 80 dB noise will propagate 142–209 km from Crib Point,
there are a number of natural obstacles to attentuate the sound, namely
French and Philip Islands, and Mornington Peninsula itself. But it reasonable
to assume noise of this level will extend throughout Westernport Bay and
far beyond its western entrance.
I contend this means the operation of the FSRU effectively denies use of
Westernport Bay for Burrunan dolphins. This is a rare species with a limited
range of habitats8 so the loss of Westernport Bay will have a significant
impact on the dolphin population.
Impact on Seals
The Seal Rock colony (Australian fur seals, A. pusillus doriferus) is discussed
in the EES Report9 but dismissed as a concern as the seals rarely enter
Westernport itself. Otariid seals exhibit significant behavioural change at
100 dB10 so that’s 14–20 km using the equations above. Seal Rock is about
20 km from Crib Point, Stony Point offers some protection, but the noise
at that 100 dB threshold will extend beyond Westernport into their habitat
and potentially adversely affect the colony.
Impact on Penguins
The little penguin (E. minor ) colony at the western tip of Philip Island is
6

AGL/APA Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EES chapter 4 pg 13–18

7

Any VCE-level physics textbook

8

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Burrunan dolphin accessed 10/8/2020

9

AGL/APA Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EES chapter 6 pg 53

10

Southall et al. page 471; table 21
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in a similar position to the seals (about 20 km south of Crib Point; partially
sheltered from the noise by Stony Point), so depending on their approach
penguins will be exposed to 80–100 dB of noise as they enter and leave.
The difference is unlike mammals there is no data to determine at what
threshold penguins will be adversely affected11 . At the risk of labouring a
point, this means we don’t know : penguins could be highly sensitive, or could
be resistant. I think the authors take a great liberty in assuming a lack of
data means no problems and risks can be declared “negligible” by fiat12 .
By way of counterpoint, penguins are not loud birds, even when angered
their squawk is barely 60–70 dB in air13 , it seems unlikely penguins could
swim unperturbed by 100 dB in water.
The Philip Island penguin colony has significant conservation value, iconic
cultural status and high value to the local economy through tourism14 , accordingly it is appropriate to err on the side of caution regarding threats to
its status.
Mitigations
The EES Report, despite a length worthy of Tolstoy, does not discuss underwater noise mitigations, such as mechanically modifying the FSRU to make
it quieter, or placing some sort of underwater barrier. From this one assumes
such mitigations are either not possible or not economic.
Conclusion
The FSRU poses a definite risk to one local species, the Burrunan dolphin,
and potential risk to two others: the Australian fur seal and the little penguin.
The dolphin and the penguin are listed species under the Fauna and Flora
Guarantee Act 1988.
In the absence of any identified mitigation I submit no option is available to
the Committee but to recommend denial of a permit.
Conflict of Interest
I remain, for the time being, an AGL shareholder through my superannuation
11

Lucke K, McPherson CR. 2020. AGL Gas Import Jetty Facility: Underwater Noise
Impact Assessment. Document 002019, Version 2.0. Technical report by JASCO Applied
Sciences for AECOM (Annexure A-I) page 10

12

ibid. page 22

13

While holidaying in the South Atlantic, my wife tried to photograph a rockhopper (E.
chrysocome) chick, eliciting a stern rebuke from its mother

14

Philip Island Nature Parks. Annual Report 2018-19 State Government Victoria

3

fund.
Yours faithfully,

Dr. Ian Haywood
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I oppose the planned AGL works at Crib Point. These works pose a major threat to
the local ecosystem, the biosphere of Western Port Bay is already severely degraded
as huge amounts of silt have flown into the bay since the draining of the Koo Wee
Rup swamp which blanketed and killed vast areas of seagrasses and other sensetive
marine environments. Pumping chlorinated water into Western Port Bay will only
increase pollution. There is a long list of environmental impacts the plans would
have. All of them are negative. AGL energy should be investing in renewable and
clean energy, not more fossil fuels. The evidence is in, we can not continue to make
the wrong choice when it comes to the environment. I, along with many other
community members do not wish to see the AGL plans go ahead. Not just for
aesthetic values, but for the simple fact that biodiversity, environmental health, and
sustainable local industry are the only options for the prosperity of our state, nation,
and planet.
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Please don’t do this

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

76

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Liam McMahon

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

This must be stopped. Australia’s environment has suffered enough in the past 12
months for a severely outdated energy source. Despite our country we are one of the
best in the world to have sustainable energy installed in.
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As a surfer and environmental advocate I do not agree with this project that will
increase pollution and destroy our natural world
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Stop the dumping of chlorinated water
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AGLs plan is a pending ecological disaster. The floating container ship represents a
potential floating bomb with far reaching consequences to the environment, current
infrastructure of Westernport and human life. We should look no further than the
very recent example of the Beirut disaster. Westernport with its surrounding
mangroves provide sanctuary and nurseries for wildlife and marine life. Westernport
currently has robust recreational fishing activity and is increasingly becoming a
tourist attraction with wineries etc surrounding the bay. The revenue generated and
employment associated with tourism far exceed anything that AGL suggests would
be part of the initial build. The tourism employment is ongoing. AGL construction
employment is not. As a country, Australia has one of the worst per capita carbon
emissions and AGL gas proposal only goes to further cement fossil fuels into our
economy when other nations are being far more forward thinking and moving away
from these polluting, short term options. We have seen example after example of
gas companies not offsetting their carbon omissions as they propose (eg, Chevron,
Woodside), so we should not see any attempt to suggest similar in this AGL proposal
is going to be any different. Not having the carbon omission and ecological damage
in the first place is far more effective! The damage to our waterways with the use of
chlorine in the process, particularly to the sensitive mangroves wildlife and marine
life nurseries of Westernport is not justifiable. Again, the long term damage to the
underpinning marine lifecycle cannot be undone once species have been so
threatened. If so, who will pay for the clean up and the return of any species that are
threatened? The tax payer? This is not the solution. In companies, a risk analysis is
generally conducted for both environment and health and safety purposes. If these
are considered too high, the option is generally not to proceed. The AGL project
would appear to be critically and unreasonably high scoring in both its potential
damage to the environment and health and safety as to be not considered a rational
project to proceed with. These risks cannot be engineered out of the project as they
are a consequence of the project. The outcomes cannot be reduced by
administrative or systematic approaches. I implore you to not approve the AGL
project and maintain the environmental integrity of the Westernport region and its
current economic and employment infrastructure.
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I wish to express my opposition to the proposed AGL gas import jetty and pipeline
project. There are two key reasons for this. Firstly, the construction required and
ongoing operation of the Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will likely damage
the valuable ecosystem of Westernport Bay, internationally recognised through the
Ramsar Convention since 1982. Australia is expected to manage Ramsar wetlands so
as to maintain their ecological character, remain informed of any changes to their
character, and notify the Ramsar Secretariat of any changes at the earliest
opportunity. In the Ecological Character Description commissioned by the Federal
government’s DEWHA in 2008, it concluded that: 'The Ramsar site has long been
recognised for its diversity of native flora and fauna, particularly for its ability to
support diverse assemblages of waterbirds and wetland vegetation, including
seagrass, saltmarsh and mangroves. As such, when the site was listed in 1982 it
satisfied the following original criteria which have subsequently been re‐defined: •
Criterion 1(a): the wetland is a particularly good representative example of a natural
or near‐natural wetland characteristic of the appropriate biogeographical region •
Criterion 1(b): the wetland is a particularly good representative example of a natural
or near‐natural wetland common to more than one biogeographical region •
Criterion 3(a): regularly supports 20 000 waterfowl • Criterion 3(b): regularly
supports substantial numbers of waterfowl from particular groups • Criterion 3(c):
regularly supports 1 per cent of the individuals in a population of one species or
subspecies. Following preparation of this description it has been determined that the
site also satisfies the following current criteria: • Criterion 2: a wetland should be
considered internationally important if it supports vulnerable, endangered, or
critically endangered species or threatened ecological communities • Criterion 4: a
wetland should be considered internationally important if it supports plant and/or
animal species at a critical stage in their life cycles, or provides refuge during adverse
conditions • Criterion 8: a wetland should be considered internationally important if
it is an important source of food for fishes, spawning ground, nursery and/or
migration path on which fish stocks, either within the wetland or elsewhere, depend.
Essential elements which support the critical components and processes of the site
are water quality, tidal regime and climate.' Secondly, further investment in gas
production is inconsistent with an effective strategy for tackling climate change.
Investment should be focussed on renewable energy options, support by economic
stimulus measures.
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I am deeply concerned about the claim that AGL will produce a cheaper gas price
from the proposed Westernport based pipeline. Beside the obvious objections I have
to disturbing the ecology and sensitive biology to wetlands ‐ wetlands being highly
sensitive, I take store in the Macquarie report that states an unlikely positive effect
on cost savings to customers, and may lead to an increase. We use the Westernport
regularly to visit Phillip Island where my daughter is required to cross from Crib Point
with regularity. I would like a lot more evidence to demonstrate negligible impact
on this port. There is plenty to suggest that there will be high impact. In summary, I
would like the Federal government to be more stringent in its requirements from
AGL: both to demonstrate more attention to environment and aN enforceable
guarantee that any proposal will result in cheaper prices as purported in the
proposal ‐ before approving it! Thankyou Jocelyn
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Do these callous disregarding politicians ( apart from Greg Hunt ) live in the
westernport area near Crib Point !! Richard Wynne is the planning minister making
this critically important decision on behalf of the community. This is a bad plan and
he's the wrong person to be making this decision. Why is the environmental minister
Lillie D'ambrozio not making this decision ? This area is "RAMSAR" protected
wetlands and biosphere area. I ride my bike like many locals along the crib program
to Hastings boardwalk. I have seen swans ,Japanese migratory birds among many
more including Dolphins and seals amongst many sea creatures. This proposal has
seriously evil consequences for humans and animals of every description and should
sensibly be refused. Like I said Richard Wynne will LOSE and I'm sure he won't want
15 billion litres of Chlorine per year dumped on his backyard !! I stand for common
sense and as other concerned locals we say NO AGL or APA in Crib Pointa
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Over many decades I have been involved in planning and assessment of major
projects, including EESs. My personal experience of Western Port Bay goes back to
childhood, but my professional involvement as a strategic planner in this area go
back to the thorough and innovative research and planning undertaken by the
Western Port Regional Planning Authority under Dick Hamer and Alan Hunt. (A short
cv is attached). I have also been involved more recently in online Q&A activity
between the proponent and interested parties in relation to this specific proposal.
The quantity of documentation relating to this EES is impressive, but it is the
underlying fundamental flaws that I am addressing. In summary: ‐ the overall energy
equation in Victoria, and across Australia, is rapidly changing, and the effects of
major infrastructure investment must consider the likelihood of having to deal with
currently underfunded environmental remediation, such as in the case of the now
demolished Hazelwood Coal Power Station ‐ the demand for fossil fuels, including
gas, are rapidly reducing and being replaced by renewable generation modes and
storage that are cheaper, more reliable, and which have much lower polluting
emissions, raising the question as to the longevity of the need for this proposed
facility, ditto the need to consider remediation funding ‐ the proposal is predicated
on anomalous historical economical policy‐making whereby Australia sells and ships
gas to overseas users at such a low price that it becomes cheaper to ship the gas
back than distribute Australian gas in Australia. Considering the above, my specific
concerns are: ‐ that the known expected emissions from the project will damage the
internationally recognized very sensitive ecology of Western Port Bay ‐ that the risk
of short and long term environmental damage is high, and will probably come at a
significant cost to the government, taxpayers, and the community ‐ that the need for
the facility is very doubtful in economic terms, other than perhaps in the short term,
raising the issue of costly remediation of stranded assets.

WILLIAM R CHANDLER OAM

BArch DipT&RP MEngSc LFPIA MRTPI
Bill Chandler, a highly experienced city planning, transport, and design consultant, is Director of Chandler Consulting
Services Pty Ltd. He specialises in planning strategy and urban design, proposing and critically assessing policies and
projects, and devising functional, attractive, and efficient places for communities to live. He sees COVID-19 as a new
and uncharted situation, a major challenge yet to be met, a work in progress.
Bill was awarded an Order of Australia Medal for services to town planning and urban design. He is a Life Fellow of the
Planning Institute of Australia. He has been honoured at a State and National level with a Lifetime Achievement Award
for his leadership and advocacy for the better planning and design of cities and towns, his work on many major projects,
and his initiatives with Urban Design Forum and the Planning Institute of Australia.
With formal qualifications in Architecture, Town and Regional Planning, and Engineering Science/Transport, Bill has five
decades of professional experience working primarily in Australia, with proactive networking and research experience in
UK, Europe, North America, Asia, and New Zealand. He has undertaken ten overseas tours – short intensive private
initiatives to test a best-practice approach for Australian projects. His tours included Dubai, Shanghai, Singapore,
Venice, Istanbul, various locations in UK, Italy, Germany, Seattle, Vancouver, Washington DC, New York, and Boston.
The major benefit of this travel is first-hand critical observation, and conversations with key people. The main aim is to
analyse policies and projects where comprehensive strategic planning and urban design excellence are crucial
contributors in the transformation of communities and cities that are successfully addressing the challenge of major
change in economic, social, and environmental circumstances.
Bill sees urban sustainability, in the context of global warming and world financial and energy realignments, as an
important focus for the research, and COVID-19 raises a completely new dimension. Specific interests include intensity
and diversity of development, fully integrated access and transport (including walkability and cycling), approaches to
affordable housing, housing/employment interaction, and the central role of urban design in creating and managing
robust and attractive urban places. Bill has worked extensively for all levels of government, the private sector,
institutions, and the community sector on both major projects and detailed design. Key professional roles include:
•
•
•
•

Senior executive roles including Director of Planning and Urban Design, and Director of Marketing and Public Affairs
with Melbourne Docklands Authority during its formative stages
Director and Principal of Chandler Consulting Services Pty Ltd, involved in a wide range of special planning,
transport, and design projects, including consultancy and in-house team projects with government
Director of the Loder and Bayly Consulting Group, prior to the group merging with SKM/EDAW, where he played a
key role in establishing the Brisbane office as well as managing major inter-disciplinary planning and design projects
across Australia.
Early career experience based in London and Singapore, and subsequent international networking.

Cities, towns, and regions are complex and dynamic. In strategic planning work, Bill focuses on evidence-based
technical, economic, physical, environmental, and social interfaces to achieve good outcomes, but recognises the need
to engage with political and emotional opinions that are influential in decision-making processes. Taking a disciplined
but creative approach to situation analysis and problem-solving, Bill employs techniques such as ‘backcasting’ and ‘what
if scenarios’ to address complex issues - particularly where traditional linear analysis and future forecasting is unable to
achieve acceptable and adequate outcomes. In this era of increasing disruption and uncertainty, 20th century planning
techniques are no longer sufficient or good enough.
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With the aim of optimising the benefits of private and public investment, Bill works closely with technical advisors, senior
bureaucrats, political personnel, academics, and private design and planning companies. He has played a major role in
large projects including Brisbane Inner Suburbs Action Plan (Brisbane City Council) and Future Perth Project, (Western
Australian Ministry for Planning). He has also advised on high-level review of government and institutional projects in
Victoria (eg Metropolitan Strategy Melbourne 2030/Melbourne@5Million; University of Melbourne 20 year Campus
Planning and Design Framework; priority project assessment; major activity centres programs, and road/rail projects for
Local Councils and the State Government). In contrasting scale, he still designs houses and streetscapes.
Asking the right questions is invariably a critical precursor to devising the best solutions, where the primary focus is to
achieve the practical benefits of comprehensive, holistic, sustainable, and inclusive planning and design. Bill has also
specialised in land use/transport integration and the built environment, where issues of environmental sustainability,
quality design, and community expectations are an integral part of the solution.
Bill’s experience bridges large scale projects with the implementation of small-scale details. He is particularly skilled at
listening to peoples’ needs and assessing diverse data emanating from various professional disciplines, as well as
considering the communities affected by planning and design decisions. His projects invariably involve working closely
with a range of people with diverse values and interests – developers and investors, local communities, professional
specialists, senior bureaucrats, and politicians – to achieve practical outcomes in complex circumstances.
His breadth of analysis and understanding of urban planning, urban design, and development is extensive. He has
played a key role in a range of projects where the need for the work has been a result of relatively unplanned transitions
involving the complex circumstances of urban change and growth. Recognising that urban design is a primary tool for
both community engagement and project implementation, Bill has been a creative advocate and practitioner, a founder
of Urban Design Forum in 1986, as editor of the widely read Urban Design Forum quarterly over two decades, co-editor
of the book ‘Urban Voices - celebrating urban design in Australia’ (UDF 2013), and is ongoing co-editor of the Planning
Institute of Australia’s monthly magazine, Planning News.
In his Masters study of land use/transport integration (recognised by the Planning Institute of Australia with awards at
both the State and National level), the research highlighted the critical role to be played by Local Government in overall
city planning, development approvals, and urban design in implementing State and Federal government policy.
Bill was independent chairman of the Victorian State Urban Arts Unit, Adjunct Professor at Deakin University, has taught
part-time at Melbourne University and RMIT, and is currently teaching a studio at Monash University. He was a member
of the Victorian Minister’s Design Advisory Council, a member of the Minister for Planning’s Priority Development Panel,
and a member of the Victorian Design Review Panel. He regularly makes presentations to professional and community
groups and is ongoing convenor of Urban Design Forum.
Bill is a past-President of PIA (Vic), and has presented papers at and organised numerous conferences in Australia, New
Zealand, UK, Europe, and USA. His papers have addressed: the globalisation/localisation interaction; the
adaptability/sustainability equations for planning and design; the importance of rational economics in devising and
appraising projects; the effect of the ‘fear factor’; walkability in cities and towns, and the critical importance of innovative
governance and financing tools for implementing robust ideas. All of these concepts and aspects of research Bill is
currently using in advocacy, practical planning, effective design, and action.
Being very active in his local community, Bill has played a leading role in the establishment and management of a
Neighbourhood Centre, festivals, and a local newspaper, all aimed at strengthening communities. As a founding
member of the Lighter Footprints climate change community group, he is committed to advocating for and achieving
effective climate change action. Disturbed by the irresponsible lack of action by politicians and government generally, he
stood as an Independent for Kooyong in the May 2019 Federal election.
Bill enjoys media advocacy, song writing and music, and creative humour in influencing positive change.
For further information, Bill can be contacted at:
Email:
Phone:
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To whom it may concern, My name is Leyla Bulmer and I live in Shoreham, Victoria.
I’m writing this letter to oppose AGL’s gas import terminal in Crib Point,
Westernport. I am seriously concerned about the harmful environmental impact this
development will have on its surroundings. These Ramsar listed wetlands (of
international importance) should be supported for their role in the fight against
climate change. Why aren’t we, as human beings protecting this bay and the earth,
our home? Why do you think it is ok to damage this area further with a gas import
terminal? AGL proposes this as a 20 year‐long project planning to use more of the
earth's precious, nonrenewable resources. They say that this is a transition project.
How is a 20 year‐long plan a transition project? Why aren’t we using renewable
energy resources now? Why aren’t we using ocean energy? Being a bay the tide
might be a cleaver way to generate energy. It’s very unfortunate and pretty
ignorant that Victoria has already bulldozed and drained most of its wetlands. Why
are we continuing to let this happen? What are we going to do when there are no
natural ecosystems left? Has there been any research into the role on the effect of
the collapse of this ecosystem? Has AGL done any research into the effects of the
sound pollution this terminal will create? Both the altered sound and water
temperature will have detrimental effects on the entire ecosystem of Westernport.
Also, why haven’t AGL done extensive research on the temperature change of the
water on the native flora and fauna? Above are some of the points that concern me
most about AGL's proposal but I also support the submissions of Save Westernport,
Mornington Peninsula Council, and Environment Victoria. Regards, Leyla Bulmer
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There are many issues at stake related to AGL’s regasification project in Westernport,
one of which is the protection of marine creatures that inhabit these waters. For this
project, it is proposed that approximately 400 million litres of marine water would be
removed daily, then chlorinated and finally returned 7C cooler, potentially damaging
this precious wetland for migratory birds and sea creatures. What effect will this gas
project have on the superb marine life this wetland is home to? Cooled chlorinated
water is likely to have a detrimental effect by removing microorganisms which are
the base food source for these marine creatures. What is AGL’s plan to protect these
special creatures and their food sources? Westernport is an internationally
significant wetland recognised by the Australian government and should be
protected. Once an industrialised area, it has now become a beautiful, clean location
where local families and tourists alike can enjoy recreation activities in the pristine
environment with its wonderful wildlife in abundance. I have kayaked and paddle
boarded in Westernport waters and been joined by dolphin families, as have many
others. Will the special marine life remain if this gas project goes ahead? It would be
extremely upsetting and a huge environmental loss for our community to have them
replaced by massive polluting tankers connected to this unnecessary gas project,
particularly when Australia has adequate supplies of gas anyway. Westernport is
home to a variety of water birds, invertebrates and fish, including dolphins and tuna
species. The Australian government has committed to promote the conservation and
wise use of wetlands, preventing their degradation, and, as such, is signatory to the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. Human health relies
on healthy ecosystems. The EPA has existing legislation prohibiting the discharge of
wastewater in an area of high conservation value so how can this project possibly be
approved by any government? In conclusion I urge you to reject this project which is
not wanted by our community and will have devastating effects on our local
environment. As the world faces serious climate change issues, why would anyone
even think of importing gas from another country and setting up a regasification
plant anywhere, let alone in a much celebrated, protected, pristine environment?
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I oppose AGL's gas import terminal for the below reasons: Climate change is a very
real and imminent threat. Australia should be focusing on reducing greenhouse
emissions and protecting the natural environment instead of furthering the problem
and valuing short term wealth ahead of the future of our planet, our people, and the
environment. We are already facing so many issues with rising pollution (which this
project will contribute to by polluting our water), greenhouse gas emissions rising
(this project will increase gas emissions), destruction of natural habitats (this project
involves destruction of ecologically valuable wetlands), risk of environmental
disasters like oil spills (this project increases the possibility of events like these).
Australia has so much potential and ability to move towards green energy solutions
that I believe we should be focusing on and supporting for the health of our planet,
our country, our people, and our wonderful wildlife. I cannot understand why AGL
doesn't invest in these options rather than continue to burn fossil fuels, pollute and
destroy natural environments and create a bigger climate crisis. If the future is in
green energy, then this is what we should be moving towards and supporting. If we
start this now, rather than continuing to approve projects which only add to the
irreversible damage we have already done, we will be actively working towards the
solution than continuing to add to the problem we all face.
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I am against the proposed AGL Crib Point Gas project because of potential risk to the
marine environment in Western Port, not only because of the project itself but also
the increased shipping. Western Port has a number of significant ecological
communities and environmental sites in cluding the Western Port Ramsar site.
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I’ve visited Australia twice, as both my adult children live out there. They have not
only made it their home but have become citizens, become engaged to Australian
nationals, started their own businesses and my daughter is due to have twins in
December. A lot of commitment on their parts. I have been overwhelmed by the
beauty, diversity and unique nature of Australian flora and fauna, marine life and
unparalleled countryside. Why would the Australian government wish to jeopardise
this? It would appear that Australia has enough man made problems with the current
rate of climate change ‐ as illustrated by the recent unprecedented bush fire season.
To create a situation which will exacerbate the risk of fire, pollution and irreversible
damage to the ocean and surrounding areas is criminal at best. We do not own our
planet, we are custodians for future generations. My grandchildren will be part of
that future generation which will never forgive the damage to an already fragile eco
system. OUR CLIMATE IS IN CRISIS we need to sit up and take notice. Global warming,
global pandemics, freak weather systems.....how much more must Nature throw at
us until we put our hands up and say “enough is enough”. Coal and gas are not the
way forward. With endless oceans, wide open spaces and the natural power of the
sun, it is Australia’s moral duty to consider all forms of renewable energy.
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Climate Change is the most important issue challenging the health and well‐being of
my family and all human beings across the globe for generations to come. We are
but one of the 8.7 million species that inhabit the earth (Census of Marine Life,
2011). Most of these species will be severely impacted by Climate Change, and many
(as we are now observing daily) will become extinct. We cannot go on polluting our
environment and emitting increasing Co2 and other greenhouse gas emissions into
the atmosphere. We need to act urgently as the consequences of any changes we
make today will be borne out over the foreseeable future. Local evidence of the
impacts of even small temperature changes have already been realised with the
recent droughts and bushfires which have been devastating our communities and
our wildlife ‐ and this is just the start of our Climate trajectory should we not act
now. We need to stop building polluting fossil fuel projects that are driving the
climate crisis and threatening our environment. WE need to be investing more in
renewables AGL proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with the
direction in which we must move to avert catastrophic Climate changes. Can AGL risk
the future reputational o the company by being associated with damage to our
environment? Is the company not concerned about future legal action which people
like myself can bring to bear for aiding the demise of our environment? Individuals,
like myself, are increasingly decrying the mis‐guided and selfish drive for company
profit while inflicting damage to our Climate and environment. We no longer accept
this way of doing business which has brought us to the brink of human extinction. I
believe bigger and better profits can be made by investing in renewable energy
projects which also have the added benefit that they do not contribute to Climate
Change. In summary, I oppose the AGL Proposal on the grounds that it: • Will
exacerbate Climate Change issues • Does not help mitigate fossil fuel emissions • Is
economically ill considered • Will be obsolete in the short tem • Does not contribute
to future technologies and jobs • Does not take into account changing market
demand which is driving to renewables • Positions the company as part of the old
world way doing business and does not portray an innovative company going into
the future. • Opens up the company for future reputational damage, if not legal
action. In short: AGL’s proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe sustainable environment for all.
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Hello I strenuously oppose the proposed gas terminal and associated infrastructure
at crib point in Westernport bay. I have been a regular holiday maker and visitor to
western port for 50 years with my family. According to our environment Dept we are
“a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance, the
Australian commonwealth has committed to promote the conservation and wise use
of wetlands, understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and
preventing their degradation.” This comes with responsibilities to the environment
and to future generations as we are custodians of this land. Westernport is unique. A
shallow bay, rocky reefs, wetlands and mangroves are the birth place for all marine
life. At somers the banksia forests are also unique and there are plants too like the
hop wood plant that only grow here. Unfortunately climate change has eroded our
shores dramatically wiping out this plant in the wild it is now grown by indigenous
nurseries and the residents and like minded people plant it in the hope of some
restoration. Whole swathes of banksias too have befallen the rising tides. I am a
keen snorkeller and I participate in the fish counts and other surveys regularly
conducted to take stock of our marine friends. I have seen the sea grass beds
diminish and invasive species start to take hold. The numbers of fry so common in
the shallows now so few. But Dolphins, gummy, elephant and port Jackson sharks,
snapper, whiting, nudibranch, shrimp weedy sea dragons our marine emblem and
many shells still call somers and Westernport bay home. It is a wonderland of
diversity and beauty equal to the Great Barrier Reef. Look around there is no where
like this beautiful pristine bay it must be saved. The Vic gov has already deemed gas
a waste of time, polluting, costly, over priced. renewables cheaper, battery
technology about to make a giant leap, see Elon musk. It’s a no brainer. Don’t give in
to the bleating of a dying industry, remember the luddites of England. Sure they lost
their jobs but guess what life has gone on, the new technology won out a good thing.
This is not about economics see the bigger picture. It is not your responsibility to line
the pockets of corporations it is about preserving and promoting the flourishing of
our fellow creatures; animals and plants. Learn to live with and not at the expense
of other life as our old biology text book entitled “the web of life” emphasised we
are just a part of it. Thank you for your time, please dont let this go ahead, it’s is
unconscionable Yours sincerely,Sue Ps I have many hours of marine footage of
corals, seaweeds fish and other marine creatures I am willing to share

Hello
I strenuously oppose the proposed gas terminal and associated infrastructure at crib point in
Westernport bay. I have been a regular holiday maker and visitor to western port for 50 years with
my family. According to our environment Dept we are “a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on
Wetlands of International Importance, the Australian commonwealth has committed to promote
the conservation and wise use of wetlands, understood as the maintenance of their ecological
character and preventing their degradation.” This comes with responsibilities to the environment
and to future generations as we are custodians of this land. Westernport is unique. A shallow bay,
rocky reefs, wetlands and mangroves are the birth place for all marine life.
At somers the banksia forests are also unique and there are plants too like the hop wood plant
that only grow here. Unfortunately climate change has eroded our shores dramatically wiping out
this plant in the wild it is now grown by indigenous nurseries and the residents and like minded
people plant it in the hope of some restoration. Whole swathes of banksias too have befallen the
rising tides.
I am a keen snorkeller and I participate in the fish counts and other surveys regularly conducted
to take stock of our marine friends. I have seen the sea grass beds diminish and invasive species
start to take hold. The numbers of fry so common in the shallows now so few. But Dolphins,
gummy, elephant and port Jackson sharks, snapper, whiting, nudibranch, shrimp weedy sea
dragons our marine emblem and many shells still call somers and Westernport bay home. It is a
wonderland of diversity and beauty equal to the Great Barrier Reef. Look around there is no where
like this beautiful pristine bay it must be saved.
The Vic gov has already deemed gas a waste of time, polluting, costly, over priced. renewables
cheaper, battery technology about to make a giant leap, see Elon musk. It’s a no brainer. Don’t
give in to the bleating of a dying industry, remember the luddites of England. Sure they lost their
jobs but guess what life has gone on, the new technology won out a good thing. This is not about
economics see the bigger picture. It is not your responsibility to line the pockets of corporations it
is about preserving and promoting the flourishing of our fellow creatures; animals and plants.
Learn to live with and not at the expense of other life as our old biology text book entitled “the
web of life” emphasised we are just a part of it.
Thank you for your time, please dont let this go ahead, it’s is unconscionable
Yours sincerely,Sue
Ps I have many hours of marine footage of corals, seaweeds fish and other marine creatures I am
willing to share
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I oppose AGL's gas import terminal for the below reasons: Climate change is a very
real and imminent threat. I believe as a nation Australia urgently needs to be
focusing on reducing greenhouse emissions and protecting the natural environment
instead of supporting projects which are detrimental to our environment and will
cause a great deal of irreparable harm to our environment. The actions being
approved of here, seem to blatantly ignore the science, which indicates that these
resources are very detrimental to the long term viability of our environment.
Australia leads the world in numbers of wildlife extinctions. This is not an honour!
The approval of polluting power plants further the problem. These plans value short
term wealth for a few people, ahead of the future of our planet, our people, and the
environment. We are already facing so many issues with rising pollution. This project
will contribute to further pollution of our water. Greenhouse gas emissions will rise
as a result of this project as the gas emissions will increase. Natural habitats such as
ecologically valuable wetlands will be further decimated and destroyed. Further, the
project will unneccessarily increase risk of environmental disasters like oil spills.
Australia has so much potential and ability to move towards green energy solutions.
Our scientists are world class and with the appropriate backing could implement
wonderful and innovative solutions leading to the sustainability of our country and
its inhabitants. I believe we should be focusing on funding activities and industries
that support the health of our planet, our country, our people, and our wonderful
wildlife. Unfortunately the only reason I can see that AGL doesn't invest in
ecologically sustainable options is greed. It is so short sighted and selfish to continue
to burn fossil fuels, pollute and destroy natural environments and create a bigger
climate crisis. We all know the future is in green energy. This is what we should be
moving towards and supporting. If we start this now, rather than continuing to
approve projects which only add to the irreversible damage we have already done,
we will be actively working towards the solution than continuing to add to the
problem we all face.
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To Whom It May Concern, I would like to add my voice to the widespread concern
regarding the AGL proposal for a floating gas facility in Westernport. I am a resident
of Melbourne but have been travelling to holiday at Merricks Beach since I was born
30 years ago. The natural environment and community of Westernport has shaped a
huge part of my history. The damaging impacts of the proposal are widely
documented, with the deployment of chlorinated water into the wetlands impacting
the homeostasis of the eco‐system, disrupting the natural communities and risking
annihilation of species. On top of this, the need for a gas plant at all is under
question – with evidence that with the right government policies, Victoria could
meet its energy needs without new gas. Other documented concerns include the
climate and community impacts, but I also believe there will be a long‐lasting moral
and ethical impact, as the proposal focuses on dollars rather than fundamentally
what is the right thing to do. We have an opportunity to take a positive stance
against the climate emergency – of which, Australia so far has been woefully inept
and embarrassing. We in Victoria can take the lead and demonstrate that our morals
do stand before dollars. This is important for my generation, and all of those to
come. Kind regards, Madeleine Neff

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

97

Request to be heard?: Yes
Full Name:

Hine‐Te‐Ra

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Submission.docx

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

15‐Aug‐2020 The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning I am
writing to express my great concern regarding AGL’s proposed gas import terminal
located at Crib Point, Westernport bay. I am a permanent resident of the Mornington
Peninsula and have been so over 15 years. I would like to ensure the health of
Westernport bay and its inhabitants, rare migrating birds, whales, and other marine
life, for future generations. Is there any empirical evidence that the sensitive
wetlands of internationally recognized importance, hence their RAMSAR listing,
would not be negatively impacted by the presence and activity of this import station?
What are the tidal implications of 450 million litres of chlorinated water that is
proposed to be introduced into Westernport bay each day on native flora and fauna,
and what evidence is there of the long‐term effects on the local environment? The
overwhelming majority of the Mornington Peninsula community and the Mornington
Peninsula Shire council are opposed to this development and for it to go ahead will
be against the interest of the people. In addition, I support all submissions by “Save
Westernport”, “Mornington Peninsula Shire Council”, and “Environment Victoria”
Yours sincerely Hine‐Te‐Ra Marino

15-Aug-2020

The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning

I am writing to express my great concern regarding AGL’s proposed gas import terminal located at Crib
Point, Westernport bay.
I am a permanent resident of the Mornington Peninsula and have been so over 15 years. I would like
to ensure the health of Westernport bay and its inhabitants, rare migrating birds, whales, and other
marine life, for future generations.
Is there any empirical evidence that the sensitive wetlands of internationally recognized importance,
hence their RAMSAR listing, would not be negatively impacted by the presence and activity of this
import station?
What are the tidal implications of 450 million litres of chlorinated water that is proposed to be
introduced into Westernport bay each day on native flora and fauna, and what evidence is there of
the long-term effects on the local environment?
The overwhelming majority of the Mornington Peninsula community and the Mornington Peninsula
Shire council are opposed to this development and for it to go ahead will be against the interest of the
people.
In addition, I support all submissions by “Save Westernport”, “Mornington Peninsula Shire Council”,
and “Environment Victoria”

Yours sincerely
Hine-Te-Ra Marino
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I am making my submission in opposition to AGL's proposed FSRU as a local resident
who loves to walk the unspoilt beaches all year round and swim in the unpolluted
waters of our beautiful bay. I also oppose this project as a citizen who cares about
the environment, the impact of climate change on the earth and its inhabitants and
questions why such a project is necessary when Australia is the world's biggest
producer and exporter of natural gas ‐ a polluting fossil fuel that we need to phase
out. There are just so many impacts of this project on people from the actual
residents of Crib Point to the whole community of Westernport including Phillip
Island and French Island; the very presence of this FSRU so close to a residential area
is dangerous. This monstrosity will be an extremely visible eyesore, 17 storeys in
height lit up day and night, creating noise and vibrations extracting and pumping 450
million litres of chlorinated, chilled water into the bay every day ‐ how can this not be
wrong? How can our government even consider making the dumping of chlorinated,
chilled water in these quantities legal? Another huge concern for me is the
decimation of marine life in our bay......will all the fish gradually die of poisoning or
simply swim out of the bay, never to return, completely destroying this
ecosystem ??? The migratory bird life and Ramsar listed wetlands will also be
affected adversely ‐ we simply do not have proof of how badly affected all the things
that make Westernport such a clean, beautiful and tranquil home for humans, sea,
bird and animal life will be. How can we? This project must not be allowed to
proceed under any circumstances ‐ it is far too great a risk to impose upon our
precious bay. Thank you.
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I wish to make a submission that AGL should not be allowed to set up a gas terminal
on Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has many areas of important habitat, both
marine and terrestrial. I remember holidaying in the bay as a child and hearing and
seeing a koala in the tree next to the house. I worked for the Fisheries and Wildlife
Department in the 1970's, and helped classify the many and varied invertebrates
found on the bay floor The ship AGL will base in the bay will dump colder chlorinated
water with unknown effects on the marine ecosystem. With renewable energy now
cheaper than that provided by gas, there is no economic reason to develop this
project. This project also risks the tourism and recreational businesses of the local
community. I implore you to make the common sense decision to say no to AGL
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We cannot afford new fossil fuel projects in Victoria. Australia’s climate change is not
a distant threat but a dangerous reality now! We need to protect our wetlands as
they play a vital role to the planet: * biodiverse ecosystem * carbon storage *
uniquely water/land playing an important part to each of these elements Much of
our wetlands have been destroyed already. We cannot let this happen.
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Objection to FRSU . Crib Point is a quiet area & a joy to live in . Concerns are about
possible spills & resulting explosions as the gas is very volatile .Noise/lights 24/7 in
the area disturbing residents & wildlife .This is a Ramsar designated area & damage
from processing will be irreversible ,destroying marine & plant & bird life .Our beach
access & BBQ areas will be destroyed . This project is not in line with proposals from
council aiming to promote the area for recreation & linked bay to bay travel & bike
tracks along with access to beaches & parks & information hubs . The township of
Crib Point has evolved over time to become residential & industry is not compatible
with the area .I understand we are part of the port area but the FRSU is in the wrong
place & needs to be the other side of the bay where there is already infrastructure in
place . Our lives will be tainted with constant noise & fear of explosions leading to
bush fires & destruction over a large area . Minister I am pleading with you to deny
the application from AGL as it will not enhance the area or lifestyle of current &
future residents . Sylvia Simons
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I am a general practitioner of some 46 years, 36 of those working on the Mornington
Peninsula. For the last 3 years I have been a member of Doctors for the Environment.
There are many negative aspects relating to AGL's future gas plant in close proximity
to dwellings at crib point. These include adverse effects on climate change and
unspecified damage to the marine life and destruction of wet lands. My questions
relate to the medical issues which appear not to have been answered well. 1. What
levels of air pollution will be produced? It is well documented that dust in the areas
will rise which will increase respiratory symptoms in those with pre‐existing
conditions. Is there any study highlighting the relation between generated dust
particle density and the likelihood of increased asthma and respiratory problems in
this project? This is not just a discussion of cough and wheeze and the need to take
inhaled ventolin more frequently. Although we have better treatments for severe
asthma, emphysema , pulmonary fibrosis , bronchiectasis and their relation to heart
failure, people are still dying of these diseases. It would be naive to think that those
afflicted with these illnessess do not live in the vicinity of the proposed project and
everything will be fine. 2. If the above levels of dust are causing problems who is
authorised to deal with valid complaints and who has authority to investigate the
claims. We only have to look at James Hardy and asbestos to see that cause and
effect are not always investigated and handled well. 3. The visual pollution of the
Floating Unit is obvious to those with a view of the bay and cannot be changed. 4
The noise pollution has not been addressed and in addition to no 3 above is an added
intrusion on many who chose a retreat with visual and auditory calm.
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I grew up in Merricks North and now reside in Crib Point. I am always doing activities on
Westernport Bay, whether it be walking my dogs along the beach, swimming, kayaking, having a
BBQ or fishing with my mates on the boat. We live in a very special place; Westernport Bay is one of
our nation’s 9 UNESCO biospheres and a RAMSAR site of international ecological importance. Every
part of this project is going to have negative effects for our community, wildlife and land.
SOME ISSUES:
•
•
•

•
•

•

•

•

•

There is no avenue for locals to complain- how will you organise this? We want an easy place
to complain if i.e. too much dust, noise, smell etc.
If you breach your right, what are the consequences? Money isn’t enough.
7.5 million dollars given to community from AGL will create huge problems- who is in the
panel deciding where it’s spent? It could be unfair for some groups in community and people
will feel excluded. 7.5 million dollars isn’t even enough to repair the damage this project will
cause when it comes to ensuring there are plenty of corridors for our wildlife, plenty of
outdoor spaces for our community to relax, exercise and socialise and clean air, water and
soil.
AGL have been fined so much for breaches and being deceptive/misleading. I already have
no trust in the company, let alone with such a high risk project such as this.

The Project would source gas from international suppliers for residential,
commercial and industrial customers in south-eastern Australia. We shouldn’t be
relying on anything that isn’t produced/made in Australia. The time is now to invest
all our money into Australian technologies and renewables. We shouldn’t have to
wait for any item to come from overseas. It is a waste of carbon emissions. It is
dangerous now with current restrictions due to Covid. We don’t know if
international borders will be need to be closed more often now.
There are so many listed migratory and threatened species relying on Westernport
Bay. We have already cleared so much land over the years and there isn’t much left
for our wildlife. We can’t reduce their habitat anymore. We need to be increasing
the size of their habitat.
Plankton and other small organisms i.e. weedy sea dragons, in seawater are being
drawn into the FSRU. This will directly affect the larger
organisms/fish/dolphins/whales/sharks/seals etc. Fish from Westernport feed a
large portion of the human population also. A reduction in the smaller organisms will
lead to a huge reduction in larger organisms. Fishermen will notice this and report
this. What will AGL do about this?
The discharge of chlorinated seawater back into Western Port after electrolysis
treatment to control biofouling in the FSRU piping and heat exchangers (biofouling
occurs when marine organisms accumulate and can block or corrode systems or
structures – the electrolysis produces chlorine and other products to prevent their
growth). What ‘other products’ will be produced? When seawater is discharged from
the FSRU it may be cooler or warmer than the seawater in Western Port. What are
the maximum temperatures that this may be? Again, both of these things will further
reduce the population of organisms in our bay due to decreased water quality.
Once the FSRU is operating, a marine monitoring program would verify that actual
environmental impacts are not greater than predicted. If any unexpected
circumstances are detected, appropriate action would be taken to meet the
environmental responsibilities of AGL and APA. Who is in charge of the marine

•

•

•

•

•

•

monitoring program and who will be employed to operate this? Will it be a 3rd party
with people skilled in this area i.e. marine biologists?
More revisions to the pipeline alignment and construction methodology were made
to avoid Southern Brown Bandicoot habitat (such as at Cardinia Creek) as well as the
habitat and populations of Merran’s Sun-orchid, Gaping Sun-orchid and Pallid Sunorchid. How do you know exactly where their habitat is? Have you been tracking
them? Their habitat has already been greatly reduced due to land clearing for
residential zoning etc. It is very difficult to give borders to a habitat when only 10yrs
ago their habitat was much larger and therefore they were more widespread.
HDD is not feasible in some locations. Open trenching would be unavoidable through
areas of suitable habitat for Dwarf Galaxias and Australian Grayling (at the Craigs
Lane Drain, Tooradin Inlet Drain, Hagelthornes Drain and Western Outfall Creek).
This may cause minor, shortterm impacts to these species and the EES identifies
mitigation measures to reduce potential impacts on possible habitat for these
species. How do you know a short term impact won’t have long term effects? They
might cease breeding for a long time. The population might fall dramatically. Will
they be able to rebuild their population? There might never be the right
environmental conditions for them to breed again.
Removing native vegetation can fragment habitat for species such as the Southern
Brown Bandicoot. Reestablishing dense ground cover as soon as possible after
construction would minimise potential fragmentation and connectivity impacts. Any
native vegetation losses would be offset in accordance with the Guidelines for the
removal, destruction or lopping of native vegetation (DELWP, 2017). Unfortunately
habitats are already greatly fragmented due to land clearing and we don’t have
enough corridors for our wildlife in the Peninsula. We can’t afford to fragment their
habitats anymore. If this project was to go ahead they should start planting plants
indigenous to the area now and let them become established and ensure tree
canopies form and wildlife corridors are joined before clearing the other areas. They
can’t decide to plant after they have cleared as they would have already disrupted
the habitats and how do they know the new plants will be enough or grow properly?
Clearing land for pipeline → increased risk of flooding → water not properly
absorbed into ground/by plants and will be more prone to droughts, thus bushfires.
We have already had the most devastating summer and climate change is making
conditions even worse. We can’t keep clearing land.
Key potential impacts on surface water quality without mitigation measures in place
include: • runoff from disturbed areas containing sediment entering waterways •
sediment being discharged to nearby waterways and deposited into the Western
Port Ramsar site from trenching, stockpiling of materials and the creation of
disturbed areas. How much sediment are you talking about? Depending on how
much, it could suffocate the mangroves as could prevent oxygen reaching the root
system.
You have identified 14 registered Aboriginal cultural heritage places within the
construction and operation footprint, Four of these places were previously
registered and an additional 10 were identified during investigations for the CHMPS.
The Project’s construction is expected to disturb some of these places i.e. where you
construct the pipeline through Warringine Park. There might even be more
aboriginal cultural heritage places that we don’t yet know about. Have you consulted

•

with all of the aboriginal communities? What have they said? They have already lost
everything. You can’t take anything else from them. Disturbing 1 of their places is
too much.
The Minister for Planning will appoint a joint Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC).
Who will be on this committee and how will they be appointed? Will they have skills
in marine biology etc? I hope no one has been bribed in this process.

I could go on, but here are some of my concerns.
Thanks,
Brent Morgan
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My husband, two dogs and I live 1.6kms from Woolley’s Beach. We moved to this side of
the Mornington Peninsula because it is more like the country and we fell in love with the
beaches, local walking tracks, birdlife, wildlife and wineries. We walk the pups down to
Woolleys beach and along the coastal tracks most days. It is such a beautiful and
peaceful place to visit daily and makes us feel refreshed and energized when we leave.
We both work full-time (Sonographer and plumber) so this is very important to us. The
last few years my husband and I have changed our lifestyle dramatically to try and help
reduce greenhouse gas emissions as we are currently in a climate emergency. We feel it
is our responsibility to protect Westernport Bay and all its flora and fauna. We are
worried about both the immediate risks to us and the long-term risks if this project is to
go ahead (listed below). Letting this AGL project go ahead is the opposite of what we
should be doing right now in Victoria and will only counteract any positive things the
community are constantly doing to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
Immediate Health risks as live 1.6kms from jetty:
• Dust when being built- having a contractor to visualise this is not enough. How
are you measuring this?
• Noise and light pollution- it will affect our sleep. How are you going to measure
this in our house?
• Diesel fumes- heavy traffic/engines- how will you measure this?
• Combustion emissions- when they re-gasify- sulfuric-oxides and other things
will be released- Is the desktop modeling for emissions 100% accurate?
• Accidents- increased traffic in ocean, increased risk of accidents- i.e. with wind,
ship can get pushed ashore or hit another boat. Storms are becoming more sever
due to climate change and will create more risk to jetty etc.
• Bushfires- crib point a region of high risk. If there is a bushfire and ship will go
out to sea, how quickly can the ship leave and what is the trigger for LNG tanker
to leave? I.e. lightning strike can cause severe fire in 30mins.
• Explosion of FSRU- we will get 3rd degree burns in our house and if we were
walking on the beach at the time we would die. This is ridiculously scary. How
will you deal with this if it happens? What is the process? How will you explain
the consequences to the rest of the world?
• How are you going to monitor all these risks and make sure you’re compliant?
What will the consequences be if you’re not compliant?
Long term health and environmental risks:
• Sense of loss of place and environmental grief, both caused by negative
environmental change. We care deeply and this will cause me extreme stress if
this goes ahead.
• There are strong connections between biodiversity for ecosystems and human
health- You need clean air and water and a stable environment to be able to
grow healthy food. If one small species is lost because of this project then it will
affect our ecosystem and humans health will deteriorate.
• It’s a climate emergency- we need to stop using fossil fuels. We need to
transition away from fossil fuels asap. This project is a 20yr plan, that’s not
transitioning?!
• Half a billion litres of water from sea a day, chlorinate it, cool it by 7 degrees and
dump back into bay. It’s a breach of Victorian laws. We don’t know what the
impacts of this are? It’s bad, but how bad?!
• Oil spills- risk assessment poor, they haven’t taken into account an oil spill in
westernport bay that is a contained space and has currently got a pristine
environment. The oil spill recently in Mauritius is devastating.

•
•

•

•

•

The discharged seawater would contain chlorine-produced oxidants and
products from the electrolysis of seawater used to control biofouling in the FSRU
piping and heat exchangers. What are the other products??
Modelling was developed to understand the potential effects on the marine
environment when cooler or warmer seawater containing chlorine-produced
oxidants was discharged into Western Port. Who was in charge of this
modelling? How accurate was it?
“Water temperature and chlorine associated with discharged seawater from the
FSRU would not impact mangroves, saltmarsh, seagrasses and subtidal reefs, nor
fauna such as waterbirds that use these habitats.” This is a very basic statement
and is inaccurate. It will impact them. If it affects one species or one part of the
food chain/ cycle then it will affect the entire food chain/cycle/ system.
Disappointing that this a statement in the EES summary. Everything in nature is
connected and the more we break these connections, the higher the risk of not
being able to return to what was. We have already seen how easy it is for
flora/fauna to become extinct and we will never truly know what has been lost
as we cannot record everything. Too many endangered/threatened species rely
on what is left in Westernport Bay.
Australians/the Government can invest in/ support much greener projects that
will be truly beneficial to Victoria/Australians. Energy analysts say we don’t
have a shortage of gas in Australia. It only seems we might soon because we send
it all overseas. How about stop sending it overseas and keep it in Australia by
changing the energy policies in the first place? It is a waste of money/carbon
emissions sending it overseas.

UNSW research has disproved the claim that the transition to renewable
electricity systems will harm the global economy- read this article
https://newsroom.unsw.edu.au/news/science-tech/renewable-energytransition-makes-dollars-and-sense

These are only some of the reasons I don’t want AGL’s project to go ahead. Please
contact me for other reasons. Please stop AGL from putting their FSRU in Crib
Point/Westernport Bay Minister Wynne.
Thanks,
Clea Morgan
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Western port is where we fish, surf and swim it's an absolutely stunning area if you
have ever driven through there at sunrise you would know this. One of the reasons is
the serenity, and with increased shipping you would upset the atmosphere and my
mojo. Don't sell off the water for short term profits we need tp be preserving this for
generations to come to enjoy. It's not just for big company's to come in and shit on
and then leave there mess behind for us to deal with. Sincerely Bryce
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I am horrified, absolutely horrified that Victoria is going down the path of destroying our
environment, marine ecology and ultimately our health, the health of every child, young
person, every citizen in Victoria with yet even considering another disastrous proposal !!!
Gas is as bad as coal so not only are we supporting the biggest coal mine in the southern
hemisphere with the Adani coal mine that will destroy the Great Barrier Reef and the
marine ecology there, we are now here in Victoria going down the path of further
destruction to the marine ecology at Crib Point, Hastings, Mornington and beyond by even
considering AGL's horrendous gas pipeline.
The rationale of the project doesn’t add up at all! How on earth can we be transitioning to
renewables when we are even considering this dirty fossil fuel proposal. How can this be
considered a key part of the transitional agenda given it has a 20 year timeframe! How
hypocritical is this?!
The risk to human health has only been assessed on preliminary studies and there are also
massive risks with leakage and other risks associated with any possible explosion in addition
to the irreversible impact of the marine ecology.
There is no clear understanding of how this project will impact our climate given this
is the largest crisis we face today. Protecting our wetlands is paramount because this is
directly tied into our public health, our immunity depends on protecting our environment at
all costs now. We are at a crossroads of the climate emergency and possibly have reached
beyond the tipping point. The most criminal act a Government can do is to even consider
such a proposal.
AGL is not taking into account the emissions the project will produce.
I am extremely concerned about the lack of transparency, accountability and ultimately the
integrity of the assessment process in regards to how each submission will be assessed.
I have a few questions:
1) What are the relative weightings of each of the objectives in the ESS:
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

energy, efficiency, security, affordability and safety
biodiversity
water catchment values and hydrology
cultural heritage
social, economic amenity and land use
6 waste management

2) How were each of the weightings arrived at?
3) How will each submission be assessed against each of the objectives?

3) In the interests of transparency it will be critical for each submission that is assessed to be
made public. How will this occur in the interests of transparency?
I acknowledge and pay my respects to the First Nations People of this sacred land and
waterway, to all Elders past, present and emerging.
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Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline Project
Submission by Anne & Stephen PAUL
15 August 2020
Introduction
We appreciate the opportunity to make a submission.
We have a house in Ventnor, near the Phillip Island Nature Park’s (PINP) Shearwater colony and
Hooded Plover breeding sites along Ventnor beach. We look across the Western Channel of Western
Port Bay, which is relatively close to Gossard Point and McHaffies Reef.
Discussion
We offer the following comments regarding the proposal and EES, with our knowledge of the
Ventnor beach environment, as well as Phillip Island and Western Port bay more broadly.
Accordingly, we will restrict our EES comments to the Gas Import Jetty aspect of the proposal.
However at outset we wish to question the EES Report’s stated assumption of projected gas
shortages, based on Victoria’s past consumption levels. The statement that the AEMO has predicted
a potential gas supply shortage from 2024 appears to be speculative and not to take into account
the rapid uptake and shift to alternative energy in Victoria, with for example the Solar Victoria
initiative by the State Government, nor further advances in sustainable energy technology.
Accordingly, we are unclear why this proposal is even being made. It presents as a short sighted,
highly disruptive and problematic scheme that is diverting scarce resources, with negative multiplier
impacts on Victorian tourism, recreation and the environment.
Gas Import Jetty Proposal
1. We have serious concerns about the validity of the proposal and the impact it will have on
Western Port Bay and Phillip Island. Our primary concern is pollution. This includes oil pollution
of water, wetlands and beaches from increased shipping activity alongside chemical, biological
and thermal pollution of water from the operation of the Floating Storage Degasification Unit
(FSGU).
2. Clearly it is difficult to quantify or accurately forecast the full consequences of chemical,
biological and thermal water pollution from the FSDU on the marine and wetland environment
of Western Port Bay. We fear the negative environmental impacts have been underestimated
and will cause further degradation and destruction of the fragile Western Port ecosystem.
3. This concern includes the impact of water pollution on the extensive Western Port RAMSAR
wetlands, three Marine National Parks, a Marine Sanctuary and Nature Reserves which are
home to flora and fauna including the Australian Fur Seal colony on Seal Rocks, Little Penguins,
Shearwater colonies and Hooded Plovers, as well as diverse marine plants and animals.

4. We believe these environmental concerns are shared by many on Phillip Island, especially the
impact on Phillip Island’s environmental and recreational amenity, which underpins its tourism
based economy and the massive economic benefit this brings to Victoria, especially the Phillip
Island Penguin Parade.
5. While we understand the EES process being undertaken, we wish to emphasise that any decision
must appreciate the unacceptable risk oil and water pollution places on Victoria’s pre-eminent
tourist attraction, the Phillip Island Penguin Parade, and the ecosystem that supports it. Oil spill
trajectory modelling in 2013 by Asia-Pacific Applied Science Associates established that even a
minor oil spill in Western Port Bay could be an environmental catastrophe and cause untold
damage to the local and Victorian economy. Phillip Island Nature Park was highlighted as an
area that is particularly vulnerable. https://www.theage.com.au/national/victoria/penguinsface-serious-risk-if-oil-spill-occurs-20130901-2syu5.htm
6. Ventnor Beach fronts the Western Channel which is the entrance to Western Port Bay. We
already witness significant wave erosion from shipping, especially as the Channel is relatively
close to shore. We are most concerned about the impact of increased shipping, in terms of more
frequent and larger waves, on endangered Hooded Plover habitat and erosion of the sand dunes
containing Shearwater and Penguin burrows and other flora and fauna habitat.
7. It should also be noted that whales are increasingly being sighted from Ventnor’s Gossard Point
lookout.
8. We refer to the 1978 publication Dilemma at Western Port by Fay Marles AM, past Chancellor,
University of Melbourne and Emeritus Professor Weston Bate. It details the late 1960’s push to
industrialise Western Port Bay, with a massive heavy industry complex around the Bay and
French Island, served by an expanded port at Hastings, a nuclear reactor and airport, amid land
speculation and scant regard for the environment. It explores the recognition of the value of
Western Port Bay as an environmental and recreational resource and the ultimate decision to
abandon any further development.
9. We believe the insight of this research holds true in 2020 and that our role should be one of
custodianship and protection of the unique and relatively well preserved Western Port
environment, for all Victorians. Accordingly, we advocate that Crib Point Berth 2 be
decommissioned and not used as a Gas Import Jetty.
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I strongly oppose AGL’s plan to build a gas import terminal in Westernport Bay. As a
mother of two daughters (aged 4 and 6), it is heartbreaking to contemplate the
world we are creating for our children. I fear we have already condemned younger
generations to a much poorer future, but it is not too late to stop the worst impacts.
The recent review into Australia’s environmental protection laws found that our
“natural environment and iconic places are in an overall state of decline and are
under increasing threat” (https://bit.ly/39ruR1X). Building a new gas pipeline
through wilderness and farmland, harming marine life and possibly destroying a
protected wetland, is an act of environmental vandalism.
Westernport Bay is home to one third of Victoria’s endangered species
(https://bit.ly/3kPBMaa). It provides a sanctuary for Weedy Sea Dragons, Australian
fur seals, Southern Right Whales and migratory birds that travel as far as Siberia. An
oil spill would be catastrophic.
As a wetland of international significance, Westernport must be protected, for the
sake of these amazing animals, but also for its potential to capture and store carbon
– a vitally important function in the fight against climate breakdown. As a signatory
to the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands, Australia is legally obliged to conserve
Westernport (https://bit.ly/2DSPjgA).
Australia is extremely vulnerable to climate breakdown. We are already seeing the
devastating impacts of 1.1C of warming, from the bleaching of the Great Barrier Reef
to the recent bushfires, which killed 33 people, in addition to 445 deaths due to
smoke inhalation (https://ab.co/3gdVZUN) and ~3 billion animals killed or displaced
(https://bit.ly/33W140y).
As a signatory to the Paris Agreement, Australia must do everything it can to limit
global warming to well below 2C. This means ceasing all fossil fuel expansion
immediately (https://bit.ly/3f47dJQ), NOT approving a new gas project.
Gas is not a “transition fuel”. It is a dangerous fossil fuel that is driving climate
change. Recent studies have found that gas is actually worse than coal due to
“fugitive emissions”, which have often been ignored or significantly underestimated
(https://bit.ly/3g4bdLY).
AGL says we are facing a “gas shortage”. But Australia has more than enough gas.
We should not exploit our resources to satisfy the export market without first
meeting our domestic needs. There is also potential for Victoria to reduce its
reliance on gas (https://bit.ly/31Vcv5U).
Gas will lead to higher energy bills (https://bit.ly/3gcGnk0). Given the falling cost of
renewables and storage, we should be investing in clean alternatives, which would
create more jobs (https://bit.ly/3f47GM6), cheaper energy (https://bit.ly/3jD44UV)
and better environmental outcomes.

Without urgent action, global temperatures will rise by 3–4 C by 2100. Our actions
today will determine whether our children and grandchildren inherit a world ravaged
by droughts, food shortages, extinctions, natural disasters, sea level rise, mass
migration and conflict.
The most basic duty of government is to protect the people (including those who
cannot yet vote). We are all entitled to a safe climate, a habitable environment, and
an economy that works for all people, not just big business.

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

Claire Marie Weekley

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Submission‐AGL‐

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

See attached submission.

109

I may not live on Western Port, and I’ve not yet had an opportunity to visit the region, but I
am writing this submission to oppose AGL’s development of a gas import terminal in
Western Port because the impacts of the project extend far wider than the local region. In this
era of climate and extinction crises, we cannot afford to invest in new fossil fuel
infrastructure, nor risk further damage to marine and wetland habitats. Every project that
embeds fossil fuel infrastructure and enables ongoing fossil fuel emissions worsens the
climate for my generation (I am 32) and those who come after. Every project that threatens
intact habitat diminishes the environment that is needed to support the life and wellbeing of
future generations. In this particular case, the AGL’s gas import terminal project threatens
wetland habitats, which are amongst the most crucial and most threatened habitats around the
globe.
Emissions Impacts
The assessment of this project has not considered its true climate impact, having neglected to
take into account the emissions from the burning of imported gas.
This project is rationalised by the expectation that it will reduce gas prices and shore up
Victoria’s gas supply. This does not stack up. As the gas will be imported, its price will still
be determined by the international market and will be the expensive option relative to
domestic sources of renewable energy, which are rapidly becoming cheaper and can and will
displace gas.
Furthermore, increasing Victoria’s gas supply is not consistent with the urgent need to reduce
fossil fuel emissions. The transition to renewable energy is inevitable, but gas is not a
transition fuel. Indeed, depending on methane leakage throughout the supply chain, gas can
be as polluting or even more polluting than coal. A gas import terminal built in the next few
years will soon become a stranded asset. What plans does AGL have and what commitments
will it make for decommissioning this facility when the market for gas collapses? Will the
State and Federal governments have to take responsibility for the decommissioning and
clean-up of a stranded gas import terminal?
Ecosystem Impacts
The Western Port wetlands are protected under the Ramsar Protection Program. In its Global
Wetland Outlook 2018 (https://www.global-wetland-outlook.ramsar.org) the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands notes that since 1700 the world has lost up to 87% of its wetlands; a
rate of loss three times faster than natural forests. Wetlands are crucial habitats, protecting the
coastline from storms, supporting rich biodiversity and storing more carbon than any other
ecosystem. As such, ecosystems such as the Western Port wetlands must be stringently
guarded from threats. The impacts of the proposed Western Port gas project on the wetlands
have not been assessed in great enough detail to ensure the protection of the wetlands against
likely impacts, especially the impact of the cold, chlorinated wastewater that will flow from
the development and directly or indirectly impact the wetlands. Furthermore, while a
catastrophic accident – such as a fire, explosion or oil spill – is highly unlikely, it is possible
and thus represents a catastrophic risk to the irreplaceable ecosystem that is the Western Port
wetlands. As a party to the Ramsar Convention, Australia is committed to maintaining the
ecological character of the Western Port wetlands. Is the approval of this project consistent
with Australia’s commitments under the Ramsar Convention?
In this climate and extinction crisis, Victoria, Australia and the world cannot afford to
damage or destroy another wetland habitat. It would be particularly ironic to destroy an
irreplaceable carbon-storing ecosystem by the importation of climate-destroying fossil fuels.

Investing in new fossil fuel infrastructure means knowingly contributing to the creation of an
even more dangerous degree of global heating for my generation and those that follow.
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There’s no telling what kind of havoc would be wrought on the delicate marine
ecosystems of Westernport Bay — a UNESCO‐designated biosphere — by the
project, which will clear large amounts of environmentally‐significant bushland that
houses native animals, including Ramsar‐listed wetlands that provide habitat for
countless migratory birds. Other risks involve the dredging of the bay floor required
to allow up to 40 enormous gas tanker ships to enter the bay each year, which
carries the possibility of marine strikes against whales and other creatures; potential
chemical and petrol spills or leaks; noise and light pollution; and foreign marine pests
hitching a ride into the bay via these foreign ships, which could seriously devastate
our local ecosystem (marine biologists think this is how the lion fish ended up
invading and destroying Caribbean coral reefs, for example). Fishing, sailing, surfing
and swimming in the bay will never be the same. And on a broader scale, the
destruction of mangroves, salt marshes and seagrasses spells trouble for climate
change. These varieties of plant life help sequester carbon dioxide from the
atmosphere and convert it into oxygen at a much higher rate than forests, and yet
marine ecosystems are being destroyed much faster than forests. When we remove
these plants from the environment, we’re not only reducing our ability to reduce
carbon — we’re unlocking and releasing carbon in the process. In short, this project
is unnecessary and unwanted.

