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AGL Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project EEC Submission
LNG Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change
Introduction
Liquified natural gas LNG is natural gas (predominately methane CH4 with some mixture of
ethane C2H6) that has been cooled down to liquid form for ease and safety of nonpressurised storage and transport. Once it reaches its destination, usually Japan or China, it
is decompressed and either burned in power plants or used in industrial processes.
Methane is 85-90 times more effective a greenhouse gas than carbon dioxide, when
accounted over its atmospheric lifetime of 10-20 years. It only takes a small amount of
methane emission to negate the benefits of natural gas over coal and oil.
Climate change is by far the most important issue facing the planet as at July 2020. Despite
this fact, it gets scant reference in the EES Document for the proposed AGL Gas Import Jetty
and Pipeline Project.
Australia is a signatory to the Paris Agreement. Under this agreement all nations committed
to collectively limit warming to ‘well under 2 degrees Celsius and ideally no more than 1.5
degree Celsius more than pre-industrial average global temperature. The world we are now
creating by burning fossil fuels is leading to more than 3 degree Celsius.

A Emissions
Australia’s carbon footprint continues to rise, yet it is all but absent from national debates
about climate policy.
Emissions occur at the source, in transmission and in use. Emissions from natural gas
transported as LNG are higher than that of natural gas produced locally. Cumulated
transported LNG emissions exceed those of many coal plants. LNG production – counting
both fugitive emissions from the well during gas extraction and industrial emissions during
processing – now contributes about 7% of national carbon dioxide emissions.

Roughly a quarter of global warming the planet has experienced in recent decades has been
due to methane, said Robert Howarth, a researcher who studies methane at Cornell
University. The oil and gas industry is the biggest source of the pollutant.

Methane is the second most important gas after carbon dioxide, Howarth said. For the time
it’s in the atmosphere, it’s about 120 times more powerful as a greenhouse gas than is
carbon dioxide. There’s nowhere near as much of it in the atmosphere so it ends up being
not quite as important overall, but it’s very powerful.
Methane emitted today is largely gone in 30 years and totally gone in about 60 years, but it
has a big effect on the climate in the meantime. That effect is most significant in the first
months methane is released, when it is about 120 times stronger than carbon. That drops to
around 86 times more powerful over 20 years and 33 times more powerful if compared with
carbon over 100 years, Howarth said.
US methane emissions have become more concerning as scientists have begun to better
understand their prevalence and impacts, and as gas production has continued to grow
rapidly, increasing 10% last year.
Average global temperatures are already more than 1C higher. And they are expected to be
1.5C to 2C higher within the next 10 to 25 years, Howarth said. Reductions in carbon have a
delayed effect on temperatures. But reductions in methane have a more immediate impact.
The world essentially cannot meet the near-term goals nations agreed to in an international
climate agreement without reducing methane.
Australia is now the world’s top LNG producer and exporter. Projects have come online in
Queensland, Western Australia and the Northern Territory. The massive increase of
resultant carbon dioxide emissions cancels out any recent savings and makes it harder for
the country to meet its greenhouse gas emissions.
Rising LNG production has driven up Australia's greenhouse gas emissions for a fourth
straight year, confirming the country will struggle to meet its commitments under the Paris
climate accord. Emissions in the 12 months ended March 31 2019 increased by 3.1 million
tonnes of carbon dioxide, to 538.9 million tonnes, up 0.6 per cent on a year earlier,
according to the quarterly figures released by the Morrison government.
Is it responsible for what other countries do with Australian coal and LNG? According to the
Paris treaty, the answer is no. But drug barons and arms dealers use similar arguments to
wash their hands of drug addiction and war.
If Australian exported fossil fuel was factored into Australia’s emissions, its contribution to
global emissions would be 4% rather than 1.3%. This would make Australia the world’s sixth largest contributor to climate change.
LNG production – counting both fugitive emissions from the well during gas extraction and
industrial emissions during processing – now contributes about 7% of national carbon
dioxide emissions.
In 2017 LNG projects emitted roughly the same amount as 8million cars on Australian roads.
That’s more than half (56%) of the national fleet. That increased in 2018 and 2019.

B Warming- Fires, Sea Level Rise, Species Decline, Ice Shelf Loss
Due to our burning fossil fuels our climate is changing, with devastating consequences now
and in the immediate future
The past six years, 2014 to 2019, have been the warmest since global records began, a
period that has included enormous heatwaves in the US, Europe and India, freakishly hot
temperatures in the Arctic, and deadly wildfires from Australia to California to Greece.
The disastrous 2019-2020 Bushfires that razed huge swathes of Australia’s landscape had
a particularly severe impact on native species numbers and their habitat.
Regarding sea-level rise, a complaint, lodged over 12 months ago, argued the Morrison
government had failed to take adequate action to reduce emissions or pursue proper
adaptation measures on the islands. As a consequence, it had failed fundamental human
rights obligations to Torres Strait Islander people.
Temperatures in the polar region in 2020 have been severely high. The Arctic's rapidly
melting sea ice continues to outrun even the most dire predictions for the future. A
recent analysis of numerous climate models found that even in the best case scenario,
Arctic sea ice would slip below a level, making the region virtually "ice-free" before the midpoint of the century.

C Health, Carbon budget
Peak medical groups, representing most of Australia’s doctors and health experts, have
issued a joint call to on prime minister Scott Morrison to embrace clean energy and strong
climate action as part of the government’s response to Covid-19, saying the health of
Australians would be better off.
The global CO2 budgets for 2ºC and 1.5ºC are equivalent to 29 and 9 years of emissions at
current levels of emissions – however, global emissions are increasing.
Australia’s share of this global budget can be calculated in different ways, each having
different ethical implications. One way is ‘grandfathering’, that is, assuming that Australia’s
budget is determined by its current share of emissions.
According to official figures, Australia’s CO 2 emissions in 2017 were 381 Mt, about 1% of
global CO2 emissions. Hence grandfathering gives Australia CO 2 budgets of 11 and 3.4 Gt for
2ºC and 1.5ºC respectively from the beginning of 2020, corresponding to 29 and 9 years of
current emissions, respectively.

But grandfathering our emissions is unfair to the inhabitants of other countries, because
Australia has one of the highest per capita emissions in the world. Incidentally, the federal
government emphasizes that our per capita emissions are declining, but this is mainly the
result of Australia’s very high rate of population growth of 1.7%, third highest in the OECD,
not from declining emissions.
A much fairer distribution of the remaining global carbon budget would be to allocate each
person in the world an equal amount of emissions. This is consistent with the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights.
This would give each person on the planet a remaining CO 2 emission budget of 44 tonnes
from 1 January 2020. The average Australian is responsible for 15 tonnes of CO2 emission
per year. To avoid giving an incentive to population growth, the allocation should be made
at a fixed time and not be increased with increasing population.
This approach, which is basic social equity, is also known as Contraction and Convergence.
On this basis, Australia would receive only 0.33% of global CO 2 emissions, giving us 3.6 and
1.1 Gt, or 9 and 3 years of current emissions, for the 2ºC and 1.5ºC targets respectively.
Assuming a linear reduction of emissions to zero, the 2ºC target gives us 19 years with an
annual emission reduction of 20 Mt, while the 1.5ºC target gives us 6 years with an annual
emission reduction of 67 Mt.
In other words, if Australian governments were serious about the 1.5ºC target and
respected the ethical principle that every person on the planet has equal rights, then we
Australians would have to reach zero net emissions by the end of 2025.

D Costs, Investors
Global gas prices spiked after the 2011 Fukushima disaster Three LNG plants at Gladstone
started operating from 2014. Two Chevron-led projects in WA, Gorgon and Wheatstone,
followed in 2016 and 2017 respectively.
More than two-thirds of gas produced on the east coast was exported, domestic gas prices
increased at least fourfold, pushing up already skyrocketing electricity prices. Political
leaders scrambled to ensure an ongoing domestic supply. The ridiculous plan to build LNG
import terminals in southern states to replace the gas that Australia is selling offshore is an
economic, environmental and social disaster.

There is mounting evidence that solar and wind energy forms combined with battery
storage is so much cheaper than all fossil fuel forms and the margin is getting wider. This is
understood by Mornington Peninsula Shire who have just voted unanimously to oppose this
project. Despite plunging prices of gas at the source. Victoria continues to pay exorbitant
prices for gas. Investors are well aware that this costly facility will not make gas any cheaper.
Investors, including super funds, are asking coal, oil and gas companies to wind up their
operations in a manner consistent with the Paris climate goals, while protecting and
supporting workers through the transition to a net-zero carbon economy. They risk burning
cash on projects that cannot go ahead if the worst impacts of climate change are to be
avoided.
Cost plays a major part. Analysts at BloombergNEF found solar and wind are now the
cheapest source of bulk electricity generation for at least two-thirds of the global
population, Australia included.
Australia’s biggest oil and gas companies, Woodside Petroleum and Santos, are under siege
from shareholders concerned about the financial risk of them backing long-term
investments at odds with a zero emissions world. More than 50% of Woodside investors
supported a non-binding resolution from the Australasian Centre for Corporate
Responsibility that the company should be setting targets to not only cut its own emissions,
but those that result from the gas it sells to be burned in Asia. A similar motion at Santos’s
annual general meeting won 43%.
Both Woodside and Santos continue to argue falsely that gas is a “clean” fuel and part of the
climate solution. Their claim that Australian gas exports are an environmental good is
completely unjustifiable. There is no evidence to show that it reduces coal usage in Japan or
anywhere else. Investors understand this.

E People, Unions
Australian unions are concerned the National Covid-19 Coordination Commission’s focus on
gas is too narrow to achieve the energy transformation needed for sustainable
manufacturing, Michele O’Neil said.
The president of the Australian Council of Trade Unions made the comments when
launching a policy paper on creating jobs through free childcare, subsidies for training
places, and more investment in infrastructure and manufacturing.
And although the union movement has made its pitch for how best to recover 660,000 jobs
lost between February and June, O’Neil has ruled out tradeoffs in industrial relations
working groups in return for the government meeting its demands.
The ACTU paper calls for the government to develop a sustainable manufacturing sector by
maximising Australian-made content in infrastructure and public sector procurement,
accelerated depreciation for large gas and electricity users to upgrade equipment, and zero interest loans for renewable energy developments with a direct link to manufacturing.
It also calls for a $1bn fund to invest in “manufacturing-tied renewable energy projects, new
industrial uses of renewable energy” and carbon-neutral manufacturing projects.

F Corporations
Through AGL’s membership of lobby groups such as the Mineral Council of Australia they
have wielded enormous political influence. But through societal and investor pressure
things are having to change.
BHP has back-tracked on its support for the Morrison government use of surplus Kyoto units
and has put pro-fossil fuel lobby groups on notice, in a new climate position statement
published by the Australian mining giant.
A set of ‘Global Climate Policy Standards‘ has been issued by BHP just days ahead of the
publication of its latest financial results, and is likely to be an attempt to pre -empt
shareholder advocacy groups that are seeking to push BHP to improve its position on
climate action, and in particular, BHP’s involvement in pro-fossil fuel lobby groups.
BHP undertook to review its membership of lobby groups like the Minerals Council of
Australia and the Australian Petroleum Production and Exploration Association (APPEA),
which have taken a strong pro-coal and pro-gas stances respectively, in their lobbying
efforts.

G Governments
“Countries across the world are now on the same path – building wind turbines and solar
panels to replace electricity from coal and gas-fired power plants,” Dave Jones, senior
electricity analyst at Ember, said in a statement. Ember’s analysis includes 48 countries that
make up 83 percent of the world’s global electricity production.
The UK and EU are in the lead when it comes to how much of their electricity is powered by
wind and solar. It now accounts for 42 percent of the power mix in Germany, 33 percent in
the UK, and 21 percent across the EU.
That’s a way bigger proportion of renewable energy compared to the current top three
carbon polluters in the world: China, the US, and India. Wind and solar powered about a
tenth of electricity in China and India. China is now responsible for more than half of all the
world’s coal power generation.
The US gets 12 percent of its power from wind and solar. Renewables and nuclear are set to
surpass coal as a share of the US electricity mix in 2020,
Stranded assets are a worry for governments tied to the fossil fuel industry. After helping sink
the coal industry, the oil & gas sector is itself failing, because of competition from renewables
and batteries. Exxon Mobil stock is now down nearly 50% from where it was when Trump
became president of the USA.

The Trump administration is revoking rules that require oil and gas drillers to detect and fix
leaks of methane, a greenhouse gas that heats the planet far faster than carbon dioxide.
Progressive states and environmental groups will sue over the decision. If Joe Biden wins the
White House in November, he could move to rewrite the rules, although that will be made
more difficult by the Trump administration’s arguments that they were not justified in the
first place. In either case, reinstating the regulations could take years.

H Covid-19 Impacts
Gas demand has dived during Covid-19 crisis. Gas, along with the other polluting fossil fuels
is becoming obsolete at a much faster rate than society expected at the beginning of the
year.
The outlook for gas has changed significantly since Morrison gave a speech on energy to the
National Press Club six months ago.
As Guardian Australia has reported, the price of liquefied natural gas (LNG) in Asia crashed
by nearly two-thirds, prompting the industry to shelve decisions on tens of billions of dollars
worth of proposed investments in export projects. Consultancy EnergyQuest has projected a
40% fall in revenue from the $50bn LNG industry, which has driven most of the increase in
national emissions in recent years.
While most industries have been affected by the pandemic, gas has been harder hit than
renewable energy. The International Energy Agency this week reported that clean electricity
was holding up through the worst global energy shock in 70 years, but demand for gas was
down 5% and coal 8%.
Cost plays a major part in this. Analysts at BloombergNEF found solar and wind are now the
cheapest source of bulk electricity generation for at least two-thirds of the global
population, Australia included.

COVID -19 has already caused the financial crisis of 2008 to pale in comparison. This has
stopped a planned transition and has forced us to approach it with a different mindset. The
investors in electric vehicles ahead of our politicians in this realisation. Moody’s rating
agency now has a controlling stake in RiskFirst a firm that measures the risks of climate
change.

I Covid Recovery - Renewables not gas
New gas-fired power is not essential for a grid increasingly based on renewable energy, and
gas prices will need to stay low if it is to compete with alternatives, according to the
government agency responsible for the electricity system.

The Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) has released a roadmap detailing what an
optimal national electricity market would look like to 2040 if it was designed with a focus on
security, reliability and the lowest cost for consumers.
The roadmap suggests solar panels backed by small batteries would provide between 13%
and 22% of electricity by 2040, running alongside more than 26 gigawatts of new large solar
and wind farms needed to replace 15-gigawatts of coal-fired generation that is scheduled to
shut.
Support for these would come from between six and 19 gigawatts of dispatchable power,
new systems designed to manage the more flexible grid and significant amounts of new
transmission infrastructure. Renewable energy zones such as those proposed in New South
Wales would be developed.
In other countries, progressive corporations are taking the lead. Apple, IKEA, eBay, Google,
Tesla and Nike have already shifted to 100% renewable. We need to vote for leaders who
advocate for clean energy. We need to make a time bound ambitious plan. We have 10years
to cut our emissions in half and another 20 years after that to get them to zero. (c)
Major German energy companies are making “rapid progress” with their green energy
transition thanks to renewables becoming clear profit-makers that are attractive to
investors, Jakob Schlandt writes in Tagesspiegel.
Despite the fact that energy giant RWE is publicly perceived as a traditional coal and nuclear
company, its renewables section is expanding fast, particularly after the takeover of its old
competitor E.ON’s renewables assets at the beginning of July, Schlandt writes.
Out of a 1.8 billion euro gross profit declared, just 300 million came from coal and nuclear
power, while offshore wind generated 585 million euros and onshore and solar power
another 273 million euros, he adds.
“Even the coal phase-out law in Germany – publicly highly controversial and
affecting RWE‘s lignite and hard coal power plants – is little more than a footnote to an
already expiring business,” he writes.
Renewables also overtook fossil fuels in profit contribution at the EnBW energy firm,
Schlandt writes. Even Uniper, which “corresponds most closely to the image of the classic
fossil energy company” and which recently opened the coal-fired Datteln 4 power station, is
aiming for climate neutrality by 2035.
The increasing profitability of renewables has been reflected in share prices, with European
utilities now outperforming the overall market on the MSCI Europe index. New
opportunities such as green hydrogen could provide further opportunities down the line.

“Overall, what many did not consider possible years ago is now happening: the restructuring
of the energy giants is in full swing. The decarbonisation of the energy sector is strategically
accepted by them and integrated into long-term business models,” Schlandt concludes.

Conclusion
In order to reduce Victoria’s emissions to comply with our Paris Agreement obligations it is
essential that Victoria closes down all fossil fuel energy plants and transfer to non -emitting
renewable energy with battery storage ASAP. Transport should be transitioned to electric
buses and cars. This means not accepting LNG for power generation, transportation for
heating or other purposes. Therefore, AGL’s proposed LNG jetty and pipeline must not be
built.
The Ramsar Western Port site must be protected and not put under threat.

Roger Richards
,
Somers, Vic 3927
19 August 2020

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

565

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

Susan Keeble

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Susan_Keeble__-_

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

please refer to uploaded document

My name is Susan Keeble and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I’ve been a regular visitor to Western port bay for the past 57 years and have family
who live there. The fragile ecosystems have already seen a decline in species. The
development would put these at further risk caused by release of toxic waste and
disturbance to environments and habitats.
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.
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 Keeble
22 Aug 2020
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To whom it may concern, The proposal to develop Westernport Bay’s natural gas
infrastructure is currently a topic of debate within the Mornington Peninsula Westernport Bay region. Moving beyond 2030, global sustainability research
suggests the uptake of renewable energy technologies will move from ‘a viable
option’ to ‘necessity’ for preserving the health of our environment. This trajectory
contradicts the thinking to develop Westernport Bay’s natural gas manufacturing
capabilities as the substance in question directly escalates Australia’s contribution to
global warming. While the project would increase regional employment and have a
positive “pin-prick” affect on the local economy for some decades (at best); the
project lacks the long-term vision for fostering sustainable proven action to develop
Crib Point and it’s waterfront. I congratulate the Mornington Peninsula shire for
outlining their strong opposition for the project as they recently unanimously denied
the projects viability. This sends a strong, united defiance towards AGL’s proposal
which is a sentiment that resonates throughout the community. The local
community strongly opposes the project on two clear objections: the threat posed
to Westernport waterways and it’s environmental impact, and the growing concern
the project will pose to climate change. Considering Westernport’s RAMSAR
wetlands in the event of malpractice or disaster would be severely affected; the
culmination of risks to bay have led to a dominant community stance against the
project. I implore AGL and the Victorian Government to follow the Mornington
Peninsula shire’s move to vote down the proposed project from occurring in
Westernport Bay. Thank you for your consideration.
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My name is Ian Fraser and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is a RAMSAR site which has periodically been the subject of ludicrous
\"development\" proposals of which the gas terminal plan is the latest. Such
proposals usually either ignore the costs or pretend there aren\'t any.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power

production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Ian Fraser
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Submission to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
re: AGL's proposed gas import terminal
My name is Mark Dewhurst and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay has been a key part of my life while growing up surfing, snorkelling, fishing,
walking and enjoying the beach. It provides recreation, employment, emotional support and
supports a fragile ecosystem that needs repair not more stress.
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.
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,
Mark Dewhurst
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Submission to Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP)
Re: The Gas Import Jetty Works at Westernport Bay
From: Ray Peck,

, Hawthorn,

Submitted: 22 August, 2020
To members of the Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission. I have lived in Victoria for 70 years, was a
secondary teacher for 30 years and for the last 18 years have been a senior research fellow at an
educational research organisation in Melbourne. My family, including my 6 grandchildren, love the
natural environment and we are frequent visitors to Victoria’s national parks. We recommend the
Mornington Peninsula, Phillip Island, French Island National Park and the Ramsar wetland to
international visitors as very special places to visit in Victoria. I have focused on environmental
considerations for my submission.

Global warming
Gas is a fossil fuel and as such will add to Victoria’s emissions and global warming. In order to be carbon
neutral by 2050, and meet our Paris commitment, Victoria must set ambitious emissions reduction
targets, not undertake projects that increase emissions. The AGL gas project is a backward emissions
step and a long term threat to our survival. Furthermore, the Victorian government’s own website
states that ‘currently known gas reserves in Victoria are expected to meet demand for at least the next
15 to 30 years’. The importation of gas is not needed.

Visual pollution
The Höegh Esperanza Floating Storage Regasification Unit (FSRU) is a huge vessel, 294 metres long and
46 metres wide. The vessel will dominate the jetty area and block views to French Island National Park
and beyond. A visual eyesore and off-putting for safe recreation.

Scale drawing
2 m person

Water
level
Jetty

1

The height of the vessel is 54 metres above sea level and therefore visible from 20 kilometres across the
water. The FSRU will also be visible from the entire west side of French Island National Park (4.5 km
distant), from the Westernport Coastal Reserves 18 km to the north and from Cowes on Phillip Island to
the south. Not an attractive sight for those visiting for the natural beauty.

FSRU
Visibility
boundary
Previous nest
site Orangebellied parrot

Ramsar
boundary

Water pollution
Heat, supplied by seawater, is required to return the LNG to a gaseous state and up to 450 million litres
(180 Olympic swimming pools) will be pumped per day through the heat exchangers. The water
discharged will be 7°C cooler than the seawater temperature. There will also be a small concentration of
residual chlorine at the discharge from the FSRU even though there is no applicable ANZECC guideline
trigger value for chlorine in marine environments. The long term effects of chlorine disinfection byproducts are unknown. Victorian law does not permit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
areas. It is hard to believe that such risky discharges and industrial scale disturbances are being
contemplated, let alone permitted, within the Ramsar boundary.
There is also the unacceptable risk of spills within the boundary from the up to 40 ships that would
supply the FRSU each year. While small, there is a risk of a major incident. In qualitative risk analysis,
risk = severity × likelihood. While likelihood is low, in this case severity is high leading to significant risk.

Risk of rollover and gas boil-off
FSRUs have a higher risk of ‘rollover’ 1 than land-based systems. The FSRU industry is very young and
‘rigorous standard best-practice operating guidance is not yet established and what is available is
inadequate for predicting, preventing and mitigating rollovers with confidence’. 2 Uncontrolled venting
of boil off gas in vapour form to the atmosphere is a flammability hazard leading to tank structure over-

1

Rollover is associated with large boil-off gas evaporation rates that lead to significant increases in-tank pressure
that may become difficult to control. Rollovers risk hazardous and environmentally damaging consequences, such
as structural damage to the tanks and uncontrolled venting of gas to the atmosphere.
2 Kulitsaa, M. & Wood, D. (2018) Floating storage and regasification units face specific LNG rollover challenges:
Consideration of saturated vapor pressure provides insight and mitigation options, Science Direct, Natural Gas
Industry B 5 (2018) 391-414

2

pressurization with potential environmental damage. Over 20 rollovers have occurred in the short
lifetime of FSRUs.
Existing industry guidance for handling FSRU rollovers remains limited because: 1) there are a range of
vessel designs with different tank pressure ratings; 2) tanks are typically not equipped with specific
“anti-rollover “equipment; 3) most FSRUs are not equipped with “densitometers” throughout their
tanks; and, 4) FSRU industry procedures are often ill-suited to the operational patterns imposed on the
vessels. 3
The EES Technical Report K (page E-4) agrees that handling rollovers at Crib Point will be limited and
states that LNG ships do not normally have either the instrumentation to detect rollovers. This
statement is most worrying.

Location
It is unacceptable that the proposed FSRU is located within, not outside the Ramsar boundary. The
Ramsar site seven wetland dependent fauna species listed under the EPBC Act, two of which, the
Curlew sandpiper and the Eastern curlew are critically endangered. 4
The Crib Point location is only 4.5 km from the western boundary of the French Island national park and
in very close proximity to a previously known breeding area of the rare Orange-bellied parrot near
Tankerton jetty to the south-east. This species is at serious risk of functional extinction in the wild. 5 As
the EES reports, Ch 7 p 48, captive birds were released in April 2020 just north of the FSRU location.
Having nearly one huge gas tanker per week entering this sensitive area minimises the chance that the
birds will return.

Alternative location
I believe that the AGL gas project should not proceed at all for the environmental reasons described
above. If it does proceed, it should be located elsewhere. Viva Energy has proposed their Geelong site
for an FSRU. It is a much better option. It would have the benefit of closer proximity to existing gas
pipeline infrastructure, a larger port and a major hazard facility.

Summary
In the 21st century, when the world is trying to reduce emissions, when biodiversity is threatened by
climate change, we should be doing all we can to protect what is left of our natural environments. The
AGL FRSU proposal makes no sense and should not proceed.
Thank you for reading and considering my submission.
Yours sincerely,

Ray Peck

3

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/324566936_LNG_rollover_challenges_and_their_mitigation_on_Floati
ng_Storage_and_Regasification_Units_New_perspectives_in_assessing_rollover_consequences
4 https://www.water.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0029/66269/Western-Port-Ramsar-Site-ManagementPlan-Summary.pdf
5 https://www.environment.vic.gov.au/conserving-threatened-species/threatened-species/orange-bellied-parrot
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My name is meg streiff and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I care
about the environment and speak for the interests of plants and animals above
business and money where ever there is a threat. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and
Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife. Natural 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

My name is meg streiff and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I care about the environment and speak for the interests of plants and animals above business and
money where ever there is a threat.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.

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,
meg streiff
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Westernport Bay provides habitat for a wide variety of marine and land flora and
fauna. Some are residents and some are migratory. 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.
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. 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 outlet chlorine levels are far above safe levels. 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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Simon Scott
Principal Ecologist
Northcote VIC 3070

19 August 2020
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Via website: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC

Re: Objection to the Crib Point Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
I own a house at 53 Honeysuckle Grove, Silverleaves, Phillip Island, near a beach fronting the Western
Port Bay. I grew up holidaying at my grandparents’ house at Cowes, Phillip Island. I am part of large
family, with cousins and second cousins also holidaying at Phillip Island. Due to the Covid lockdown
restrictions, I have not been able to meet with them, and I think it is unfair that we have had not had
a further extension in the consultation period to allow me explain this project to them, and allow them
to make their own submission to this Environmental Effects Statement.
I am a consulting Ecologist with a Bachelor of Science (Natural Resources Management) with Honours.
My Honours project studied ground-dwelling mammals at French Island, also within the Western Port
Bay. I have about 18 years’ professional experience. I am currently the co-owner and Director of
Ecolink Consulting Pty Ltd, a successful ecological consulting business. My role sees me advocate for
various residential, commercial and industrial projects on a daily basis - including projects which
require approval through the EES process. This project is not one which should be supported, and I
object to its approval in the strongest possible terms.
The Gas Import Requirement
Australia is a major exporter of gas. Our regulatory system should not require that we transport gas
halfway around the world and return it for a cheaper price for consumers. Can you imagine Middle
Eastern countries not keeping sufficient supply of oil for their population? Retaining a fair proportion
of our own gas would create a local industry and supplement local businesses. It would avoid the
need for fossil fuels for transport, and the creation of greenhouse gases associated with the process.
Surely, regulation of the gas producers and retaining sufficient gas supply, is the best way to push
energy prices down? Instead, importing gas allows producers to continue to charge a premium for
gas under long-term contracts, and therefore lock-in high gas prices for retail customers.
The EES, nor any other correspondence by AGL, has demonstrated the need for the project by making
a commitment to the gas price reduction provided for its retail customers. The community and
environmental impacts simply aren’t worth the benefits when there is no guarantee of real economic
benefits.
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Visual Impact and Amenity
The gas import terminal is an inappropriate development on the foreshore of Crib Point /Hastings.
The local community would be detrimentally changed for turning their beach assets into a commercial
hub.
The size of the gas hub, and the ships that use it, dwarfs any existing uses of the bay by comparison.
is the gas terminal would be a visual blight for the community at Hastings, as well as communities
fringing the Western Port Bay. This includes beach-goers, residents, tourists, and commercial boat
operators.
The community, including local businesses and tourism, should not be made to suffer for a commercial
enterprise which will only create a hand-full of ongoing jobs. Our property used for holiday rentals
may be adversely affected by downturn in tourism.
The shipping channel is located only 600 metres from the low tide mark at Silverleaves Beach, and
about one kilometre from Cowes Beach. This is an area where my family and I swim and fish from a
kayak or small boat. These enormous boats could go as close as 700 metres to where we swim! In
addition, the disturbance of the sand, and creation of additional weed would ruin our experience. We
hold real concerns for the safety of the seagrass beds and wildlife that we enjoy, due to the additional
solids disturbed and deposited in the area and any pollutants created.
The development and industrialisation of the area would be the “thin end of the wedge” allowing for
the further industrialisation of Crib Point, Hastings and the Western Port Bay.
Climate Change and Sea Level Rise
The EES is incomplete as it does not provide a “whole of life” impact associated with the extraction,
generation, transportation and processing of gas. It therefore underestimates the impacts of this
fossil fuel when compared with renewable energy.
Climate change is not adequately addressed, despite being a requirement of:




Environmental Effects Act 1978 (EES Act);
Marine and Coastal Act 2018, formerly the Coastal Management Act 1995 (M&C Act); and
Environment Protection and Biodiversity and Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act). Indeed, the
loss of terrestrial climatic habitat caused by anthropogenic emissions of greenhouse gases is
listed as a key threatening process under the EPBC Act.

Both the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council and the Bass Coast Shire Council have called a climate
change emergency within their municipalities. The gas import facility and weekly movement of these
enormous vessels (transporting, processing and burning fossil fuels) would be a stark reminder to the
community that wants to transition towards renewable energy.
Anthropogenic sea-level rise is already inundating areas of the Western Port Bay (CSIRO 2008). Sealevel rise of up to 49 cm is predicted in the Western Port by 2070 (CSIRO 2008). Silverleaves, where I
own my beach house, is low-lying and susceptible to sea-level rise (CSIRO 2008; CSIRO 2009).
Foreshore dunes are showing signs of erosion with sand dunes and their vegetation are already being
washed away during storm surge and king tide events (pers obs.).
2
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Vegetation types, including mangrove communities near Hastings, and saltmarshes that surround the
nearby Rhyll Inlet, will be most severely impacted by sea-level rise, as well as rising air and water
temperatures. This latter community is listed as endangered under the EPBC Act, and is a scarce
habitat for a wide variety of threatened flora and fauna which rely upon it.
Sea-level rise will result in the reduction in these important vegetation communities fringing the
Western Port Bay and the habitats that they provide to flora and fauna – particularly including resident
species as well as migratory shorebirds.
There is precedent for rejecting a project due to the inadequate consideration of climate change
impacts; the Rocky Hill mine in NSW by the NSW's Land and Environment Court, and we urge the
regulators to reject this project for the same reasons.
Terrestrial Flora and Fauna
The Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) flora and fauna assessment report is inadequate. Few site-based flora and
fauna investigations were completed by Biosis within the area outside of the area directly impacted.
Impacts, in their own words, are subjective, summarised as High, Medium or Low using a risk-based
assessment (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020).
This lack of baseline data and requirements for any future monitoring means that it is impossible to
ever measure the impacts of the project to biodiversity values as an event, as a cumulative event in
the context of other developments elsewhere, or against breaches of policies or approvals under the
EPBC Act .
The project has an excessively largely environmental footprint and impact. It will impact the Port
Phillip and Western Port Ramsar Wetland, a UNESCO Biosphere reserve, and several Marine National
Parks within the Ramsar site. The pipeline will impact private and public land, including conservation
areas, road reserves and rail reserves that support significant remnants of once widespread native
vegetation. This will result in the removal of 16.955 hectares of native vegetation, comprising 11
ecological vegetation classes (EVCs), including:




Five EVCs, 6.012 hectares of patch vegetation, Bioregional Conservation Status of Endangered;
Three EVCs, 1.395 hectares of patch vegetation, Bioregional Conservation Status of
Vulnerable; and
Three EVCs, 6.495 hectares of patch vegetation, Bioregional Conservation Status of Least
Concern (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020).

These vegetation losses include:





An unquantified number of small trees within patches;
48 large patch trees;
29 large scattered trees; and
50 small scattered trees (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020).

The project will result in the loss of habitats for resident threatened flora and fauna species including
Southern Brown Bandicoot, Southern Toadlet, Swamp Skink, as well as many non-resident or highly
mobile threatened flora and fauna species such as birds.
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Under the Guidelines for the Removal, Destruction or Lopping of Native Vegetation (Department of
Environment Land Water and Planning 2017), the applicant is required to demonstrate the iterative
three-step approach, including to:
1. Avoid impacts to biodiversity values, particularly native vegetation
2. Minimise impacts to biodiversity values, particularly native vegetation; and once this has been
undertaken;
3. Offset for residual losses (Department of Environment Land Water and Planning 2017)
A project with such a large magnitude of impact does not meet the first or second steps. For example,
the pipeline alignment could be deviated to avoid threatened flora and fauna habitats, conservation
areas, under-boring could be used to go under the Large Trees. The proposed impact can only be
described as deliberately reckless, and should not be supported by regulators under these Guidelines.
The project also states that the applicant may pursue an exemption from a permit in accordance with
the Pipelines Act 2005, any works subject to a Pipeline Licence are exempt from approval under the
Planning and Environment Act 1978 (P&E Act). This means that there is no certainty that the offsets
will ever be required.
It is apparent that there is likely to be an offset deficit for one of the threatened species habitats which
may be impacted; Tiny Arrowgrass. Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) states that the applicant may enter into an
Alternative Offset Arrangement for this species. The offsets proposed for the losses of all impacts to
native vegetation, including an Alternative Offset Strategy for Tiny Arrowgrass, should have been
included in the EES, to allow an independent review of its suitability, location, security and viability
into the long term.
We acknowledge that the desktop assessment utilises much of the best available information. It is
apparent, however, that this is still deficient and inadequate, as there are known records of
threatened species within the Western Port Bay which appear to have been overlooked e.g. the
breeding of Hooded Plovers known to occur between Silverleaves Beach and Rhyll Inlet. A more
thorough desktop assessment may have encountered additional records such as this. In addition, it is
highly likely that there are many instances where threatened flora and fauna species are utilising the
Western Port Bay and that this is not captured by observers and recorded on databases. The actual
use and importance of the Western Port Bay as threatened species habitat therefor appears to be
grossly underestimated. A more detailed and targeted assessment program should have been
initiated to provide a more detailed understanding to the Western Port Bay’s importance, and set
baseline data for ongoing monitoring of important populations and habitats.
The Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) report concedes that there is no way to determine the cumulative impacts
to biodiversity values. It states that “studies of waterbirds in Western Port that have included
consideration of deleterious effects on their populations have not been able to quantify the impacts of
any of the currently operating influences within the region on waterbird populations. Hansen et al. say
‘for the majority of these species, there are no obvious biological or environmental factors for which
adequate data was available, which could be tested to explore possible causal relationships’. “In view
of the over-riding lack of such information, it is not feasible to specify how the current project might
add to the cumulative effects of individual or collective components of the array of pre-existing
influences on biodiversity” (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020). This is a completely inadequate response to
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identified uncertainties and therefore inconsistent with the requirements of the EES Act; a process
which musty consider cumulative impacts.
The EES then continues to state that “the assessments provided here consider that potential impacts
of the current Project on all other biodiversity values and receptors would be low or negligible” (Biosis
Pty Ltd. 2020). Without quantitative data we cannot see how this conclusion is reached. Again,
without site-specific baseline data and ongoing monitoring, there are no ways to measure future
impacts. Given this inadequate approach and the immeasurable impacts (direct and indirect), a
precautionary approach should be applied, and the project should not be approved.
Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) focuses on direct impacts associated with vegetation removal and development.
It dismisses indirect impacts as “low or negligible” impacts including:













Construction works;
Lighting;
Noise;
Loss micro and macro invertebrates;
Loss of sea-grass;
Additional sedimentation;
Pollutants;
Flattening of the sea bed;
Water temperature changes;
Boat movements;
Water quality;
Climate change (mentioned above).

Further analysis is needed in this regard, as the combined impact associated with all of these impacts,
as well as the direct impacts, are likely to be substantial and measurable. Again, without the
quantitative data and ongoing monitoring to determine these combined impacts, the project should
not proceed as a precaution.
The assessment is incorrect when asserting that the impact is insignificant. The Significant Impact
Guidelines 1.1 - Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (Department of the
Environment 2013) state that impacts to a Ramsar wetland are significant where the impact may:




“have a substantial adverse effect on a population of a marine species or cetacean including
its life cycle (for example, breeding, feeding, migration behaviour, life expectancy) and spatial
distribution” OR
“may result in a substantial change in air quality or water quality (including temperature)
which may adversely impact on biodiversity, ecological integrity; social amenity or human
health” (Department of the Environment 2013)

The current assessment confirms that the impacts would be “significant” under these Guidelines, and
I find it deceptive that Biosis Pty Ltd. (2020) suggest that the impact is “insignificant”.
Aquatic Flora and Fauna
The aquatic flora and fauna assessment falls beyond my area of expertise (as a terrestrial ecologist).
However, I find it poorly written, complicated to read and difficult to comprehend. Of great concern
5
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is that the assumptions and discussion appear to be biased in support of the project. In particular, I
note that:










Assumption that the concentration of residual chlorine oxidants for all seawater discharges
other than ballast water does not exceed 0.1 mg/L (pg. 49) (CEE Pty Ltd 2020). This equates
to 47kg/day (pg 366) (CEE Pty Ltd 2020). This estimate is provided by the applicant rather
than an independent and impartial; analysis. Is it possible that this is an underestimate? The
way in which this discharge will be regulated is unclear, and exceedances of this level seem
highly likely.
The level of discharge of chlorine is higher than permitted under the State Environment
Protection Policy (SEPP) (and therefore a breach of the Environment Protection Act 1970 (EP
Act). I find it curious that the assessment identifies these values in Section 3.0 of the report,
but does explicitly state any breaches of these Guidelines on page 371 or 372 of the report
(CEE Pty Ltd 2020).
The discharge of chlorine is more than thirty times higher than permitted under the ANZECC
Guidelines for freshwater (i.e. up to 100 micrograms/L versus 3 micrograms/L) noting that
there isn’t a guideline for seawater. Again, page 372 of the report does not explicitly state
this breach (CEE Pty Ltd 2020). When averaged, the exceedance occurs over 17% of the year,
for an area up to 5 hectares, page 399 (CEE Pty Ltd 2020).
Water temperature change is likely to exceed the Guideline Value temperature change of
0.5°C. Over a 28-day simulation, it tested exceedances of 0.5°C up to 1.0°C during each slack
water in a zone of about 180 metres diameter on the seabed under and adjacent to the FSRU.
It was only at 340 metres away that the exceedance reduced to the Guideline Value of 0.5°C
(CEE Pty Ltd 2020). In some scenarios exceedances were more than 1.5°C and the exceedance
of 0.5°C will cover an area of up to 20 hectares for a total period of 60 days. The text preceding
Table 7-20 again appears to be biased just noting the relatively low temperature fluctuations
in “cherry-picked” situations (CEE Pty Ltd 2020).
The parameters used for its modelling of temperature and chlorine discharge do not focus on
higher use or worst-case scenario events, thus providing an underestimate of the potential
impacts of the discharge. This is contrary to best practice. In instances where the assumptions
or modelling is exceeded (e.g. increases in production, additional moorings, vessels), the
impact would be an underestimate. Once the project is approved, AGL may seek to increase
production, and it would be highly unlikely that AGL would be required to go through the
similar scrutiny as this EES process.

A project with this quantum (level of exceedances, area of impact and duration of impact) should not
be approved.
Catastrophic Events
Western Port Bay is a shallow Bay. The potential for a catastrophic event such as a boat grounding,
gas leakage, pollution event (including fuel or Chlorine) is real. In the EES it is dismissed as an
“unlikely” or “low” impact event (Biosis Pty Ltd. 2020; CEE Pty Ltd 2020). Whilst the likelihood of this
occurrence may be low, the impacts from such an event would be catastrophic. The risk is simply too
high for the community and the environment to accept.
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I am aware that the vast majority of all projects requiring an EES are approved with or without
conditions, and that it is rare for a project to be rejected. However, this is located within an area of
international significance, known to breaching environmental regulations and rejected by the
community. It has not demonstrated that the above-mentioned impacts can be acceptably managed.
It has not demonstrated any tangible economic benefit by providing assurances of reductions to gas
bills for retail or commercial users. If this is not an inappropriate project, then I don’t know what is.
I am available to discuss this further or present at a future Hearing (Mobile: 0422 623 144,
simon.scott@ecolinkconsulting.com.au).
Kind regards,

Simon Scott
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My name is Erin Jones and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It’s a
naturally beautiful part of our state which is home to many species of animal and
sea creature, and has been protected by the local Traditional Owners for tens of
thousands of years. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL
is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the
area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak
from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES
Technical Report K. AGL 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. 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 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. 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,
Erin Jones
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My name is Brenda Tucker and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Nature and the sea keeps me alive. That\'s it!
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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,
Brenda Tucker
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A.

Introduction

Aspects of this submission are likely to seem quite different or even unusual, but just as it is in nature,
diversity builds system robustness and should be celebrated. I am grateful for Australia’s system of robust
democracy which also recognises, cherishes, and protects diversity and freedom of expression as vital
elements of a mature society. Mechanisms to ensure meaningful community engagement and contribution,
and authentic judicial processes, guard against powerful business entities and/or autocratic regimes
disregarding the interests and concerns of general citizens. We have been reminded recently that this is not
the case in other countries.
To an increasing degree, studies of marine life are revealing the extent to which learning to feed, breed,
navigate, thrive, and avoid premature death, are highly dependent on using and being sensitive to… sound. Of
particular concern, is an emerging picture of the very little we know about the nature and extent of damage
and disturbance caused by human-made or “anthropogenic” noise in our waterways and oceans.
While there are specific personal and professional qualifications and experiences in environmental and marine
studies which underpin this presentation, principally from many decades of teaching and SCUBA diving, I
remain hopeful that more broadly focussed experiences, studies, insights, lines of enquiry and general
concerns being offered here for consideration, will help to frame this submission’s primary subject; i.e. the
issue of sub-aquatic noise pollution, within the local, national and global spectrum of escalating environmental
concerns.
This is not a technical report, and as such, will not be referenced throughout. However, the claims made
within the presentation are generally either common knowledge, or are readily, rapidly and reliably verifiable
with mature web-based research. Other points and insights arise from personal experiences and out of
genuine concern, so I accept that these will be taken on face value and added, as appropriate, to the chorus of
similar views from other citizens and/or community-based organisations responding to AGL’s Crip Point FSRU
works proposal.
I will draw attention to specific and fundamental flaws in AGL’s proposal and the EES, but it is just as important
to step back from the microscope. Within the closing notes I will draw parallels between events and lessons
learned as a consequence of the global COVID pandemic we all find ourselves dealing with on a day-to-day
basis, and the more serious issue of the rapidly declining health of our planet’s habitats, ecosystems and
natural balances.

B.

A Little Sea Science

It is estimated that there are one trillion species of life currently on Earth, and we have properly documented
around 1,000th of 1% of these. The current rate of extinction of Earth’s species is estimated at 100 to 1,000
times higher than natural background rates; i.e. estimated rates of extinction before the impacts of human
activity.
Though life on Earth began in the sea, its only in the last 100 million years that the number of species on land,
has overtaken those in the ocean. Most ocean life is found in the regions where land meets sea, even though
continental shelf areas only make up around 7% of Earth’s total ocean area. Around 40% of the human
population lives within 100 kms of the sea.
We are learning more and more about marine environments. We know that human activity is disturbing and
damaging critical coastal habitats, either directly or indirectly, and that indicators point to situations
worsening. The more expert the marine scientist, and the more honest, the more likely they are to tell you
that we just don’t know the true extent of the disturbance and damage, nor do we know the long-term
consequences.
Barry Peachey
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When people first put their heads underwater and really listen, there is generally shock and fascination about
how much natural chatter is going on down there. If a boat or a jet ski is in the area, it can sound like it’s about
to run over the top of you, but when you surface, it’s very surprising just how far away they can be. It’s also
strange that when you hear this noise underwater, you cannot tell where it’s coming from. When you surface
and your head is in the air, sound hitting your left ear before it reaches your right ear, will tell you that the
sound source is to your left. Our brains can’t pick the difference underwater because sound behaves very
differently. Water is greater than 700 times the density of air making it an extremely efficient conductor of
sound pressure. Because our bodies are also mostly water, sound pressure waves travel straight through our
fleshy tissues and impact directly upon our bones, so sound vibrations are felt more by the whole body!
Any experienced SCUBA diver will tell you that sea-life is a 24-hour show, with just as much or even more
happening at night-time. Even in areas of daylight, most of the ocean is still very dark, even black. The red part
of the light spectrum is filtered out after only 6 metres below the surface. It’s strange to see black ink coming
out of your finger if you’ve cut yourself while diving, until you shine your torch on it! While some creatures
such as octopus have amazing eyes, and an anglerfish can turn on a light to lure and catch prey, the value of
light and sight are greatly diminished if you are a creature which lives in the ocean. Darkness and sound rule.
Sound travels nearly 5 times faster in seawater than in air. Perhaps more importantly, sound can travel
astonishing distances underwater as compared to through air. Whale calls, for example, can be heard 100s and
even 1000s of kilometres from their source. We have only recently begun to learn how seismic exploration for
gas and oil, (using sound monitoring and air explosion devices towed behind ships), have directly caused
countless marine mammal deaths, and the destruction of once thriving reef habitats. Australia’s own premier
marine research station on Lizard Island in far north Queensland has also done relevant studies demonstrating
the mortal impacts of young fish being exposed to anthropomorphic noise during critical developmental
stages, then left to their own devices on the reef.
It's only in the last 100 years, that shipping, submarine, and fishing vessels have come to heavily rely upon
evolving SONAR (Sound Navigation Ranging) technologies. By comparison, the range of diversity among
marine creatures which have evolved over many hundreds of millions of years, is truly astounding and we are
just starting to learn about how some of them use, depend upon, and are impacted by, sound. Marine nursery
areas where land meets the sea, like Westernport, coastal reefs, mangrove areas, wetlands, etc., play a critical
role in providing safe habitats for breeding and for young marine creatures to establish themselves in the
world… to learn about sound… so that their species can survive and thrive.
Think about how much care we take over ensuring the provision of appropriate birthing places for humans.
Consider how much importance we place on providing safe, and nurturing environments for our young to
learn, grow, survive, and thrive. What would it be like of we had no control over or no say in this?
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C.

A Personal Story about Noise and Empathy

In the early 1990s, I developed decompression sickness, or the “bends”, after a series of compounding factors
merged following special deep-diver SCUBA training. The treatment involved many sessions in the hyperbaric
unit of the Alfred Hospital in Melbourne, breathing 100% oxygen under pressure. One of the lasting sideeffects of the treatment was the onset of persistent tinnitus. The best way to describe this is, it’s like putting
your head on the floor at the back of the fridge, with the fridge running, and that’s what you hear… every
minute, every hour, every night and day, for the rest of your life. Another way to achieve an almost identical
experience would be to put your head underwater when there is an engine running in a vessel somewhere in
the area. The high-frequency whine is remarkably similar. At first it was annoying, then depressing, then
debilitating and fatiguing due to loss of sleep quality. Everything I hear must first penetrate the ringing. The
fridge is still running in my head as I type these words. The volume rises and falls. A dentist’s drill is introduced
into the mix from time-to-time. I have difficulty concentrating, it is distracting, I tire quickly, and the ringing
gets worse when I am tired. I have accepted that it is now a life-long condition, but I do wonder what my life
would have been like if this is what I had to deal with from birth, or a very young age? How would my learning
and happiness have been compromised?
If this is a new topic to the reader, it may be appropriate to do some investigations into the impacts of tinnitus
on human living and learning. It represents an opportunity to gain valuable insight into what we would be
sentencing Westernport’s marine creatures to for 20 or so years if AGL is successful.
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D.

EES Position Summary
1. Victoria’s own Environment Protection Authority (EPA) has no formal position, nor any publications on
the issue of underwater noise pollution, highlighting shortcomings within our own government
agencies and environmental planning controls.
2. The EES Risk Assessment inappropriately down-grades the environmental impact of underwater noise
during FSRU operations, which in turn inappropriately removes responsibility for properly assessing,
modelling, reporting and mitigating any impacts.
3. Even with the established operations of many FSRUs around the globe, the underwater noise
modelling is not based on like-for-like scenarios.
4. The EES discusses the existence of, and noise level measurements from, the petroleum vessel
currently using the Crib Point jetty, but does not acknowledge its contribution as an additional noise
source in modelling diagrams set out in “Attachment VIII Works Approval Application – Appendix K”.
5. The sound envelope modelling diagrams set out in “Attachment VIII Works Approval Application –
Appendix K” are inadequate due to the following:
o The highest sound rating is simply shown as “Above 45 dBA” which does not offer an accurate
indication of peak noise; i.e. at the centre/source;
o There is a lack of data about specific sound sources, locations, and levels; and
o Maps shown represent noise range and levels in air only; i.e. no sound envelope modelling
diagrams have been produced to show likely underwater noise range and levels.
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E.

Position Detail - Extension of EES Position Summary points 1-5
1. Victoria’s own Environment Protection Authority (EPA) has no formal position, nor any publications
on the issue of underwater noise pollution, highlighting shortcomings within our own government
agencies and environmental planning controls.
In respect to the general issue of “noise”, reference is made within the EES Summary to the project
adhering to and monitoring “…noise criteria set out in EPA Victoria publication 1411 – Noise from
industry in regional Victoria (NIRV) and EPA Victoria publication 1413 - Applying NIRV to proposed and
existing industry.”
However, these EPA publications have no reference to underwater noise pollution. The EPA in general
has no resources nor public knowledge-base about this emerging but important issue. When I
contacted the EPA, the person I spoke to had never heard of underwater noise pollution.
Here is the email reply from “noise@epa.vic.gov.au” which I receive following my initial phone
enquiry.
---------------------------------31/07/2020
Dear Mr Peachey,
Thank you for contacting EPA with your query about underwater noise
guidelines, and our apologies for the delay in responding.
EPA has participated in the Technical Reference Group convened by the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning for the preparation of
the Crib Point EES. In this capacity, EPA reviewed and provided input into the
design of the marine studies and provided comment on the marine report.
EPA has not produced guidance for underwater noise; however, in the
absence of local guidance or regulations, most proponents look to
comparable standards from overseas. We note that Annexure A-J of Appendix
1 of the Crib Point EES (underwater acoustic modelling) includes such
references, which may assist in your query.
Kind regards,
EPA Victoria
---------------------------------It is inappropriate to surrender the determination of our local environmental standards to a nonpartial entity contracted to support AGL’s proposal. This demonstrates that we are out-of-step with
current environmental issues, and that we are perhaps too willing to just sign off on such matters as
items of simple procedure, rather than take genuine responsibility. Where are our guardians?
Research, understanding, and awareness about the nature, impacts and long-term risks of underwater
sound pollution (bio-acoustic disturbance), are tracking well behind the damage being done. This is
consistent, unfortunately, with the seemingly countless other examples of environmental degradation
across the entire Earth, outpacing our grasp of what we are doing, and out pacing our control of
impacts.
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(E. Position Detail - Extension of EES Position Summary points 1-5 continued)
2. The EES Risk Assessment inappropriately down-grades the environmental impact of underwater
noise during FSRU operations, which in turn inappropriately removes responsibility for properly
assessing, modelling, reporting and mitigating any impacts.
Given the level of concern raised through AGL’s community engagement initiatives, failure to formally
address the issue in the final EES report would have been very unfavourably received. The EES report
has therefore, I believe, appropriately given this some attention, but presentations, while seeming
highly detailed and technical, are inadequate at best, and arguably misleading through the omission of
more fundamental key data, analysis and disclosure. These failures cast a poor light on the credibility
of EES’s conclusions posed about underwater noise impacts, and brings into question the integrity and
honesty of other aspects of the EES.
Note: Justification and supporting evidence for this position are set out in subsequent points below.
3. Even with the established operations of many FSRUs around the globe, the underwater noise
modelling is not based on like-for-like scenarios.
This also potentially highlights the lack of prior environmental impact investigations which is not
surprising, considering the often very poor environmental standards in most of the countries currently
employing FSRUs to meet their gas/energy demands. Croatia, which in international terms has a very
poor environmental standard, is due to receive its first FSRU at the beginning of 2021, after a
substantial battle with environmental lobbyist, which prompted the government into fast-tracking
specific laws to deal with protesters, and to get the Krk Island FSRU project up and running without
any further delays. The parallel scenario is well worth some investigation and comparison, especially
considering that an FSRU at Crib Point would also be a landmark (watermark?) case for Australia.
4. The EES discusses the existence of, and noise level measurements from, the petroleum vessel
currently using the Crib Point jetty, but does not acknowledge its contribution as an additional noise
source in modelling diagrams set out in “Attachment VIII Works Approval Application – Appendix K”.
Where did the existing fuel carrier go? It’s part of the environment into which AGL proposes to insert
more vessels, and therefore needs to be included in all modelling.
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(E. Position Detail - Extension of EES Position Summary points 1-5 continued)
5. The sound envelope modelling diagrams set out in “Attachment VIII Works Approval Application –
Appendix K” are inadequate due to the following:
o
o
o

The highest sound rating is simply shown as “Above 45 dBA” which does not offer an accurate
indication of peak noise; i.e. at the centre/source;
There is a lack of data about specific sound sources, locations, and levels; and
Maps shown represent noise range and levels in air only; i.e. no sound envelope modelling
diagrams have been produced to show likely underwater noise range and levels.

Having accurate data about actual sound levels at their source, and an understanding of how these
transfer most directly to the water via the hull and other structures, are critical elements to getting an
honest picture of the implications of potential underwater acoustic disturbance. Were modelling
sound levels typically from main deck level? Were they modelled on decibel readings standing next to
the primary sources of noise? What would readings be within the hull space, immediately adjacent to
the noise production sources? Are workers required to wear PPE for noise at these locations?
Understanding just a little about how sound travels and behaves underwater, and its impacts on
marine environments, highlights alarming failures in EES’s research, consideration and reporting, and
invalidates the dismissive conclusions about potential impacts; i.e. from Annexure J:
“The planned operations at the Gas Import Jetty will contribute to the soundscape
in this harbour area but not change the ecological character or reduce the
biodiversity of this environment.”
If a more complete set of data was properly represented, and diagrams of underwater noise
envelopes honestly extrapolated, the resulting picture may show potential for a disturbingly intrusive,
unmitigable, unnatural and unacceptable, marine soundscape disturbance from FSRU operations
within Westernport.
Given what science is uncovering about what we do not know, the EES’s conclusions about the
project’s impacts on the soundscape are, at best, arrogant and foolhardy. At the other end of the
spectrum, it may be argued that the conclusions are deceitful, misleading and irresponsible.
In any case, the only honest conclusions are:
a)
b)

Barry Peachey

The FSRU installation would add unnatural sound disturbances to Westernport’s subaquatic
environment, to levels and locations yet to be determined; and
The true extent of potential damage (change) to the ecological character and biodiversity of
this environment is beyond our current scientific understanding and is, therefore,
unknowable.
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F.

Closing Notes - Pandemic Parallels

For those of us paying attention, the global COVID pandemic has brought into sharp focus, lessons to be
learned about dealing with a crisis which threatens human life on Earth. There are priceless parallels when
elements of the COVID experience are placed side-by-side with our response to accelerating and
unprecedented decline in the health of ecosystems across our planet… the ones which support our existence.
1. Confronted with frightening but realistic, science-based scenarios, the realisation emerged that we
could not just keep doing what we’ve been doing. If we did, there would likely be widespread human
suffering and death. Can we agree that there is an environmental crisis, that the science-based
scenarios are frightening, and that we need to stop polluting and reduce our dependency on fossils
fuels?
2. It became clear that our leaders, public agencies, policy-makers, and to significant degree, everyone,
had to become more agile, adaptive and well-connected with the most recent science-savvy data and
guidance. Has our global COVID experience sufficiently lifted everyone’s capacity to deal with the
simultaneous global environmental crisis?
3. With the situation forcing a rapidly changing social, economic and health landscape, the challenge has
been to have what it takes to make unusual, unpopular, strategic decisions, and then also having what
it takes to bring those in your care along with you in broad collaboration for the long-term good of
everyone. It applied in equal measure to our national and state leaders, as it did to every parent. How
bad does it have to get, before everyone is onboard, and ready to work together? Can AGL’s proposal
and its environmental impacts really be justified for the long-term good of everyone?
4. During the COVID pandemic, it has often been expressed that the playbook for this simply does not
exist. The EES may seem very authentic, thorough, rational, science-based, even persuasive, and AGL
may be following the “playbook” for due process in seeking approval for planned works, but to what
extent is that game no longer appropriate given the environmental crisis? The value of slavery was the
subject of mature debate, and was justified to meet economic and social needs at a darker time in
human history, but we now see it for what it is… greedy, insane and inhumane. On the evening news,
we are still seeing the fallout of the slavery scourge not having been shut down earlier. How long will
pollution and the burning of fossil fuels for profit be justified and tolerated, when we now know where
it is taking us? What will the legacy be for those adjudicating on this proposal?
5. Often also expressed, (and we have seen the evidence ourselves), is that the balance between success
and failure in dealing with COVID comes down to a series of individual choices. Can the environmental
parallel be any more evident? Is it not clear that every little decision to reverse current trends will
count in determining our Earth’s capacity to rebalance? Rejecting AGL’s proposal is one such decision.
6. We have watched and waited after abrupt measures were put in place, to see if or when these might
arrest worsening trends of COVID illness and death. What future “curve” are we sentencing ourselves
and our children to, the longer we wait to take bold action on reversing environmental degradation?
7. We thank, praise, and offer support to those on the front line of defence, in health, science and
community services as we battle COVID. But is COVID not such a big deal, or even a hoax, as some
would have us believe? When it comes to the global environment crisis, how long can we keep
listening to random people in the streets or in our governments who just say, “I don’t believe that!”,
and placing these opinions on an equal footing with what genuine environmental experts are telling
us?

Barry Peachey
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(F. Closing Notes - Pandemic Parallels continued)

I am grateful for the challenges AGL has brought to Mornington Peninsula’s community. As is the case with the
COVID pandemic, AGL’s proposal has triggered greater incentives and opportunities to connect, support, learn,
share and collaborate. It will continue to tease out reflection about better ways forward, and better ways to
live in the only world we’ve got.
If I thought it would do any good, I would stand on the beach at Crib Point and shout all the words on these
pages to the marine life who live in Westernport. I would ask them all for feedback. I’d ask them to fact-check.
I’d ask them to distribute information and questions to visitors, and then get back to me. I am, after all,
attempting to speak on their behalf. At some point, I’m sure I would also be apologising, and offering
reassurance that the humans are generally trying to do better.

G.

Presenter’s Relevant Background

Qualifications:






Bachelor of Education (SCV - Burwood)
Graduation Diploma in Outdoor Studies (Chisholm Institute - Frankston)
Qualified SCUBA Diver (Federation of Australian Underwater Instructors - FAUI)
Marine Naturalist (FAUI Endorsement studies under Reg Lipson - Hawthorn institute)
Underwater Photographer (FAUI Endorsement studies under Neville Coleman - Holmesglen Institute)

Experience:
 Secondary School teacher in Victoria for over 35 years, including many years teaching Outdoor and
Environmental Studies from Year 7 to Years 11 & 12 (VCE) level.
 SCUBA diving experience across all Australian states.
 Teaching Marine Biology to adults in community-based SCUBA diving club settings.
Current Situation:





Resident in Bittern, Victoria since 1993.
Retired from teaching.
Active in the community and in outdoors, and concerned about environmental issues.
Sufferer of tinnitus; (note: this is chronic health condition relevant to this presentation)

Barry Peachey
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My name is Donna Foster-Travers and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. All oceans are important to me.Too many beautiful places are being exploited
by greed !! 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
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Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Inquiry into AGL’s Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Works Proposal
22 August 2020
Dear Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee,
I would like to make a submission to the Inquiry into AGL’s proposal including two components:
● Gas Import Jetty Works comprising a floating storage and regasification unit (FSRU) at Crib
Point Jetty, jetty infrastructure including marine loading arms and gas piping on the jetty, and
the Crib Point Receiving Facility on land adjacent to the jetty.
● Pipeline Works consisting of an underground gas transmission pipeline approximately 57
kilometres long to transport gas from the Crib Point Receiving Facility to the Victorian
Transmission System east of Pakenham, and associated infrastructure such as the
Pakenham Delivery Facility to monitor and regulate the gas, two above-ground mainline
valves to enable isolation of the pipeline in an emergency and a facility to enable in-line
inspections of the pipeline.
I was fortunate enough to spend my childhood living on the Mornington Peninsula, in Mount Martha,
VIC. Growing up, I remember spending every day of the summer holidays at Mount Martha beach.
Every morning, my family would take our dog, Charlie, for long walks along the beach. We would stay
at the beach all day!
The summers were long and sunny, with clear skies and moderate temperatures. There was nothing
better than diving into the clear, blue water to cool off from the Aussie sun. The bay was so beautiful
and picturesque, you could barely tell where the sand ended and the water started. It was common to
see lots of seashells, seaweed, jellyfish, and dolphins. We could walk along the rock pools, filled with
crabs, small fish and coral. The beach was bursting with life!

In 2005, I started noticing signs on houses that read, “ Don’t bugger the bay, Bracks!”. The Port of
Melbourne Corporation had announced plans to start dredging the Port Phillip Bay. At the time, I was
14 years old and did not understand how this affected me or the locals of Mount Martha.
In the summer of 2008, I understood.
As usual, I went to the beach with my family to walk Charlie, but we didn’t get far. We stood still, side
by side, and with a heavy heart, looked upon our ravaged beach. The large vessel rolling through the

water, demolishing everything in its path. The life and colour was stripped from the shore line. There
was now a clear hill between the sand and the water. The beautiful bay I once knew, was gone.
Today, the beach still has that hill before the shore line, there is no seaweed and the jellyfish are rare
to come by. The summers are not like I remembered. The weather is erratic, raining one week, and 40
degree heat waves the next. The beach days are becoming harder to come by.
When I heard that AGL was proposing to build an FSRU at Crib Point, Westernport Bay, with a
connecting 60 km pipeline to Pakenham, I was devastated. After experiencing the intrusion on my
own home and the bay in Mount Martha, I can’t even begin to comprehend how the locals are feeling
with the prospect of a permanent FSRU in their bay. In addition to the strong local community
opposition to the project, Westernport Bay is a wetland sanctuary for some of Victoria’s most loved
species!
AGL’s proposal poses many threats to the environment and local community. Whilst assessing this
project, I ask and encourage you to consider the following reasons why AGL’s proposal should not go
ahead:
1. We need to protect our wetlands. Wetlands are amazing places. Combining land and
water, they are home to an incredible array of plants and animals and are among the most
biodiverse ecosystems on earth. Recent research has shown that they have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be
protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change, not being subject to
potentially damaging projects like AGL’s proposal.
2. AGL plans to dump toxic wastewater, breaching Victorian laws. If the project is approved
AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water each day. They would draw this
water from the Bay and use it to thaw the frozen gas. The water would be chlorinated to
destroy all living material, and cooled by around 7 degrees Celsius before being dumped back
into the Bay. Other impacts could include the clearing of wetlands, dredging of the Bay floor,
chemical and petroleum leaks and spills, local noise and light pollution, and disruption to
marine life..Victorian environmental legislation (SEPP Waters) in its clause 22 prohibits the
Environmental Protection Agency from granting to a corporation a permit to discharge
wastewater in high conservation value areas. Westernport Bay is a Ramsar site and a high
conservation value area under Victorian legislation. AGL is seeking to proceed with their
project despite existing legislation prohibiting their proposed operation.
3. AGL’s Environment Effect Statement does not properly address the risk of oil spills.
Increased ship traffic in Westernport Bay increases the risk of accidents such as oil spills.
AGL’s EES does not include an oil spill modelling / impact risk assessment. Due to existing
operations oil tankers would pass directly by the FSRU. We have already faced oil spills in
the past such as the Ethane pipeline incident in Port Phillip Bay. An oil spill within the
internationally important Ramsar wetland of Westernport Bay could be catastrophic. It is
simply not acceptable for a high-impact, low-probability event such as an oil spill to not be
fully addressed in the EES, and we should demand that AGL investigate this risk and
mitigation options in more detail.
4. AGL has a history of deceptive and misleading behaviour, making them unfit to build
and operate a facility like this. Since 2003 AGL has incurred more than $7 million worth of
fines, in some cases for deceptive and misleading behaviour. On the basis of AGL’s poor

track record, and the incredibly high risks involved with this proposal, is AGL really fit to build
and operate a gas import terminal in Westernport Bay?
5. Imported gas can be as bad as coal for the planet. For gas to be a lesser evil than coal for
electricity production, methane leakage should remain below 3.2% during the whole supply
chain, otherwise gas becomes just as polluting, if not more polluting than coal. Recent studies
have shown that we have previously underestimated how much methane is released to the
atmosphere during gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United
States have levels of leakage of 2-17%. Despite these findings the Australian Industry and
Government report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas emissions based on
default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements.
Thank you for 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. I invite any further discussion via email at

Sincerely,
Annie McCallum
, Mount Martha, VIC, 3181
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My name is Sophie McCabe and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I grew up on the Peninsula and have returned live in the Westernport Bay Area, I’m
strongly against AGLs proposed gas terminal. All efforts should be put into
preserving this beautiful, pristine natural environment for the health of the planet.
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.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other
marine mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at
1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326. This
means a 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 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,
Sophie McCabe
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My name is Michelle Hardie and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is a unique and special place. A place we all treasure and are fiercely protective of.
The resident bottlenose dolphins, local koalas, and prolific bird life bring joy, peace and tranquility to
the area in times when we need it the most. In return, we should be preserving the area for our
native flora and fauna at all costs.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to
noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and
irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance
of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and
operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and
an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know
about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has
so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting

consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal
to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would
elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect the
important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Michelle Hardie
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My name is Sarah Treacy and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. It's
a beautiful part of Victoria, and a gateway to Phillip Island, an important tourist
drawcard for its 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 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). Also the noise will certainly disrupt
natural wildlife habitats. I hope you understand the negative impacts of the AGL
proposal.
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I am a researcher with a background in intercultural and environmental arts and my
husband, Terry Melvin, is a film-maker. I coordinate an environmental arts project
‘Coastal Connections’ funded by Bass Coast Council. I have been an Associate
Professor, Monash University and an Adjunct Professor at Swinburne University and
Federation University. I founded the Shearwater Festival and the Intercultural Arts
Program of the Whale Festival on Phillip Island, both of which have featured strong
representation from Boon Wurrung/Bunurong Elders and artists. Terry and I have
been taught by our First Nation friends and colleagues that knowledge can be
represented in different ways. These forms of knowledge include song, story and
artworks. My PhD focussed on the representation of knowledge and the validity of
multiple ways of knowing. For these reasons, we have chosen to use a multi-vocal
approach in this submission, incorporating film, song and writing. Terry and I live on
Phillip Island (Millowl) and we strongly believe that Western Port is not a suitable
site for industrialisation. The eco-system is too fragile and significant to risk the
damage that AGL’s project would cause. We respect its status as a UNESCO
Biosphere Reserve and a Ramsar wetland that sustains many interconnected forms
of life. Generous teachings from First Nation peoples around the world have shown
us we are in relationship with Country. We are being called to wake up. Damage
done to fragile eco-systems such as Western Port diminishes us all. The damage is
not separate from us. Our key questions are: What evidence do you have that the
FSRU’s daily discharge of 450 million litres of chlorinated water would not negatively
impact vulnerable and critically endangered migratory birds such as the Far Eastern
Curlew, Red Knots, Fairy Tern and Bar-tailed Godwits? AGL’s Fact Sheet says that
AGL ‘is studying the marine ecology in the area and the hypochlorite decay rates in
Western Port’. What is AGL’s base-line data of the cumulative impact of this
discharge on migratory birds and marine life? Here is a link to a film ‘For Western
Port’, that demonstrates our views and the views of community members who have
contributed to it. https://youtu.be/s4cE0rJUiS0 Duration: 13 minutes 26 seconds
It relates to the Evaluation Objectives of: 1) Biodiversity (Chapter 6, Technical report
A and Chapter 7, Technical report B); and 2) Water and Catchment Values (Chapter
8, Technical Report C and Chapter 9, Technical Report D). The economic imperative
is not the main narrative here. Wendell Berry has a version of the golden rule that
applies in this situation: ‘Do unto those downstream as you would have those
upstream do unto you … Whether we and our politicians know it or not, Nature is
party to all our deals and decisions, and she has more votes, a longer memory, and a
sterner sense of justice than we do.’ We urge you to recognise the downstream
implications of your decisions. With thanks.

Raising our Voices for Western Port
A Response to AGL’s Proposed Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project

Western Port Song Cycle

1

Time to See

2

Flowing On

3

No Way

4

Beautiful Bay

5

Taking a Stand

Music/Lyrics

6

Out on the Bay

Laura Brearley

7

Blessings

Introduction
I acknowledge the Boon Wurrung/Bunurong Country on which I live and work.
I thank the Ancestors who have cared for this Country for thousands of years.
I honour the generations to come.

I live on Phillip Island (Millowl) and I love Western Port. I love its beauty and its stillness and I love its
birds. It is from this place of love that I have written the Western Port Song Cycle, to celebrate the
richness of life there and to raise my voice on its behalf.

I strongly believe that Western Port is not the right site for industrialisation. The eco-system of the Bay
is too significant and fragile to risk the irreparable damage that would be caused by AGL’s proposal to
use Crib Point as a place to moor a regasification plant and build a 60 kilometre gas pipeline from there
to Pakenham. I respect the significance of the UNESCO Biosphere reserve and the Ramsar wetlands that
support and sustain migratory birds and many other interconnected forms of life.

The COVID times we are living through have heightened our perceptions of what matters most and how
interconnected we all are. The economic imperative is not the main narrative here. It is life itself and
our collective responsibility to care for it.

I share these songs with the community and with decision-makers as an act of hope and in solidarity
with the natural world. In Albert Einstein’s words, it is time to ‘widen our circle of compassion to
embrace all living creatures and the whole of nature and its beauty.'
Dr Laura Brearley
1

Overview of Western Port Song Cycle
1

Time to See
Description
The first song focusses on the significance of Western Port as a Ramsar site. It names some
of the birds who are listed as vulnerable and critically endangered and contends that
industrialisation of a Ramsar site endangers them even further.
Introduction
Migratory birds enlarge our worlds, connecting us to people and places across the planet.
The courage of these birds making their long flights around the world is inspiring. The loss
of their feeding, breeding and resting places along the way is heart-breaking. The numbers
of the critically endangered Eastern Curlew have dropped by 80% in the last thirty years.
The Eastern Curlew is just one breed of endangered shorebirds who return every year along
the East Asian-Australasian Flyway to the wetlands of Western Port. Industrialisation of
these wetlands endangers them all.
Time to See - Lyrics
It’s time to see that a Ramsar site
Is not a place where industry should be
Time to hear the cries of birds
Calling us to act carefully
For Far Eastern Curlews
For Knots and Fairy Tern
For Bar-tailed Godwits
Will we listen and will we learn?
It’s time to see that a Ramsar site
Is not a place where industry should be
Time to hear the cries of birds
Calling us to act carefully
For waterbirds and waders
Their breeding ground’s at stake
For saltmarsh and for seagrass
Will we wake … for pity’s sake?
It’s time to see that a Ramsar site
Is not a place where industry should be
Time to hear the cries of birds
Calling us to act carefully
Recording on SoundCloud
https://soundcloud.com/laura-brearley/time-to-see_combined
Song ID
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622148

2

2

Flowing On
Description
The second song recognises the interdependence of the ecosystem of Western Port and the
importance over time of the inter-relationships between fish, birds, wetlands, ocean and the
Earth itself.
Introduction
Everything is interconnected. The past flows into the future, carrying the stories of the
living beings who have preceded us into our own times and then beyond. The generations
to come are dependent on us to be responsible in our present-day choices. All living
systems are needing us to be thoughtful and wise in our decision-making. They are asking
us to make choices that sustain life now and into the future.
Flowing On - Lyrics
When we care for the wetlands lovingly
There’s a song of thanks from the open sea
Thanks from the fishes
Thanks from the birds
Thanks from the whole of Mother Earth
What we do will flow on through
What we do keeps flowing on through
Living water here right now
Remembers what it’s been through, and
What we do will flow on through
What we do will flow on through
What we do keeps flowing on through
Living water here today
Carries the future too, and
What we do will flow on through
What we do will flow on
What we do will flow on
What we do will flow on through
Recording on SoundCloud and
https://soundcloud.com/laura-brearley/flowing-on_combined
Song ID
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622160

3

3

No Way
Description
The third song highlights the environmental risks of AGL’s proposed gas facility and argues
that the cost of potential damage is unaffordable. It advocates simply and strongly for the
future health of ecosystems.
Introduction
Some things in life are so precious, they are priceless. The AGL’s proposed gas facility in
Western Port highlights the question of what we value most. Their proposal asks us to
question our core values and motivations. It invites us to reflect on the implications of
preferencing financial gain over life and the conditions life needs to flourish. Economic
considerations relate to one paradigm only. They are not always paramount. What matters
most here and now is the vitality and the health of the Living World.
No Way - Lyrics
No way to a gas tank in our Bay
The cost of a mess is far too high to pay
We wanna healthy sea
In every way
We gotta keep things clean
That’s why we say
No way, no way
No way to a gas tank in our Bay
Recording on SoundCloud
https://soundcloud.com/laura-brearley/no-way_combined
Song ID
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622164

4

4

Beautiful Bay
Description
The fourth song makes overt that the proposed AGL gasification plant would dump 450
million litres of chlorinated water into Western Port every day. The scale and impact of what
is being proposed builds through the song.
Introduction
Without water, there is no life. Clean water is central to all of life, here and everywhere.
There is a Slovakian proverb, ‘Pure water is the world’s first and foremost medicine’. The
450 million litres of chlorinated water that AGL is proposing to release into Western Port
every day for twenty years is not good medicine. With the flow of currents around the Bay
and out into the ocean, its impact would be felt far and wide. Water is the source of life and
deserves our greatest respect.
Beautiful Bay - Lyrics
Beautiful Bay
Western Port Bay
AGL should not have its way
If AGL had its way
How many litres of chlorinated water
Would be dumped each day into the Bay?
Is it One million Two million
Three million
Four million
Litres of chlorinated water
To be dumped each day Into the Bay
It’s more than that by a very long way
Far more than that I’m sad to say
More than … One hundred million
Two hundred million
Three hundred million Four hundred million
Litres of chlorinated water
To be dumped each day Into the Bay
Beautiful Bay
Western Port Bay
AGL should not … have its way
So if AGL had its way
How many litres of chlorinated water
Would be dumped each day into the Bay?
Well here it is, it’s hard to miss
It’s Four Hundred and Fifty Million
Yes Four Hundred and Fifty Million
Litres of chlorinated water
To be dumped each day Into the Bay
Beautiful Bay Western Port Bay
AGL should not have its way x 2
Recording on SoundCloud
https://soundcloud.com/laura-brearley/beautiful-bay_combined
Song ID
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622173

5

5

Taking a Stand
Description
The fifth song is a lament which describes the grief associated with the damage being done
to the Earth. It names the desire to care for the Earth and its fragile ecosystems. The song
acknowledges that the Western Port issue is a reflection of grief being felt when economic
imperatives are prioritised over the health and future of the planet.
Introduction
We witness the damage being done to the Earth, and we are all diminished. Across the
world, we are experiencing a sense of loss and it is profound. As the human component of
Earth’s living systems, we recognise that the damage is not separate from us. We are
caught in the damage done. When we perpetrate it, we suffer from it. Deep grief is part of
the process of waking up to our interconnectedness with all of life. We are being called
now to wake up, to feel the grief and to live with more care.
Taking a Stand - Lyrics
We’re walking on the Earth
Walking lightly on the land
But what we feel is heavy so
We’re taking a stand
We’re listening to the Earth
To songs of sea and land
But what we hear is crying so
We’re taking a stand
For all that is fragile
For all that’s being hurt
For all that needs saving
For love of the Earth
For love of the Earth
For love of the Earth
Recording on SoundCloud
https://soundcloud.com/laura-brearley/taking-a-stand_combined
Song ID
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622167

6

6

Out on the Bay
Description
The sixth song recognises the peaceful nature of Western Port and the beauty and rhythm of
its natural cycles. The proposed AGL project for Western Port would introduce significant
noise pollution into the environment. The song advocates for Western Port to be left in
peace.
Introduction
Life has its own rhythm. It can be felt in the turning of the tides, the cycle of dawn and dusk
and the return of the birds in spring. In all their wildness, the seasons of the natural world
are balanced in deep and primal ways. If this balance is lost, there is great danger for us and
for all of life itself.
Out on the Bay – Lyrics
Peaceful times out on the Bay
Rising mist, dawn of day
Tide is rising, moving slow
Peaceful times, let’s keep it so
Out on the Bay
Day after day
Nature’s rhythm has its way
And that’s how it needs to stay
Restful times out on the Bay
Lapping water, lazy day
Tide is falling, moving slow
Restful times, let’s keep it so
Out on the Bay
Day after day
Nature’s rhythm has its way
And that’s how it needs to stay
Yes that’s how it needs to stay
Recording on SoundCloud
https://soundcloud.com/laura-brearley/out-on-the-bay_combined
Song ID
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622175

7

7

Blessings
Description
The seventh song is a call for justice. ‘Blessings’ is a call for justice and a song of love for
Western Port. It recognises the future impact of decisions being made about the proposed
AGL Regassification Plant in Western Port Bay and appeals to the best in everyone involved.
Introduction
We are in relationship with Country. Generous teachings from First Nation peoples around
the world have shown us that. They still wait for us to listen and learn and so does the
Earth. The AGL proposal for Western Port may seem like a local issue but it involves
everyone and everything. The implications of the decisions made here will touch all of life.
Blessings – Lyrics
May rain fall where it’s needed on the land
May ancient wisdom help us understand
As water flowing clear and free
May we treat the Living World lovingly
Blessings on Western Port Bay
May we let the future guide our way
Blessings on justice being done
May blessings rain on everyone
May birds fill our hearts with song
May our love of Earth be deep and strong
As birds returning from the sea
May we find our way home easily
Blessings on Western Port Bay
May we let the future guide our way
Blessings on justice being done
May blessings rain on everyone
Recording on SoundCloud
https://soundcloud.com/laura-brearley/blessings_combined-2
Song ID
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622199
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Research References in Song Cycle
Understanding the Western Port Environment:
A summary of current knowledge and priorities for future research 2018
https://www.melbournewater.com.au/sites/default/files/201802/Understanding_the_Western_Port_Environment_0.pdf
State Government Victoria, Melbourne Water, Melbourne Water, Victorian Government
Department of Sustainability and Environment, Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment
Management Authority, Victorian Centre for Aquatic Pollution Identification and Management
‘Western Port is a unique feature on the Victorian coast, a large, semi-enclosed embayment on an
exposed coastline, formed by complex geological processes. Superficially similar to Port Phillip Bay, it
is more complex than its western neighbour, with a greater tidal range, extensive intertidal mudflats,
and two large islands (Phillip Island and French Island). The tidal flats are cut by deep channels, with
several catchments draining (some artificially connected) into the northeastern and eastern parts of
the bay. All of this makes for complex oceanographic circulation. Much of its coastline is fringed by
mangroves and saltmarshes, and there are extensive seagrass meadows on mudflats and below the
low tide level.’ p.3

‘As an ecosystem Western Port has an extraordinary diversity of habitats, from rocky shores to deep
channels with strong currents, mangroves, saltmarshes, seagrass beds, intertidal mudflats that are
so important to shorebirds and subtidal soft sediments that harbour a diverse invertebrate fauna.
Often these habitats are close together, resulting in areas of high diversity, such as the southeastern
corner, where there is a diverse reef fauna close to rhodolith beds and important breeding areas for
elephant fish. The proximity of these habitats means that they are interdependent.
The geography of Western Port also generates complex relationships within the bay, especially
because its strong currents move sediments, nutrients and toxicants around, and provide a path for
plants and animals to disperse. This means, for example, that nutrients entering the bay may be
processed and removed in areas distant from where they entered. Some of Western Port’s plants
and animals also use different parts of Western Port during different stages of their life cycles, or
only live part of their lives in the bay. While it is helpful to consider individual assets of Western Port
or particular threats, we need to keep in mind the critical linkages within this ecosystem.’ p. 8
9

P.J. Wallbrink and G. Hancock 2003, Western Port sediment study: Background and
literature review CSIRO Land and Water, Canberra.
http://www.clw.csiro.au/publications/technical2003/tr12-03.pdf

Western Port Ramsar Site Management Plan Summary
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (2017). Western Port Ramsar Site
Management Plan Summary. Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning, East
Melbourne.
https://www.water.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0029/66269/Western-Port-Ramsar-SiteManagement-Plan-Summary.pdf
‘A Ramsar Site supports vulnerable, endangered, or critically endangered species or threatened
ecological communities …
There is a network of over 2,000 Ramsar wetlands across the globe that is dedicated to sustaining
biodiversity and wise use. One of the important functions, and a primary purpose for the
establishment of the Convention, is to protect sites in different countries that are important for
migratory birds. The migratory birds that visit Australia are part of the East Asian-Australasian
Flyway and most of them migrate from breeding grounds in North-east Asia and Alaska to nonbreeding grounds in Australia and New Zealand, covering the journey of 10,000 kilometres twice in a
single year.’ p.4
‘Populations of many migratory wader species are in decline, primarily through loss of habitat in
breeding and staging areas outside Australia. This makes them more vulnerable while in Australia
and increases the importance of maintaining habitat and conditions at overwintering sites. Residents
and visitors to Western Port need to work together to help protect and conserve these important
species.’ p. 4
The Western Port Ramsar site supports ‘one ecological community
and seven wetland dependent fauna species listed under the EPBC Act
and/or IUCN Red List:
• Coastal saltmarsh – Vulnerable ecological community
• Australian fairy tern (Sternula nereis nereis) – Vulnerable
• Bar-tailed godwit (Limosa lapponica baueri) - Vulnerable1
• Curlew sandpiper (Calidris ferruginea) – Critically endangered
• Eastern curlew (Numenius madagascariensis) – Critically endangered
• Lesser sand plover (Charadrius mongolus) – Vulnerable1
• Red knot (Calidris canutus) - Endangered1
• Australian grayling (Prototroctes maraena) – Vulnerable’. p.7
10
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Time to See
Music/Lyrics Laura Brearley
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622148
Images Terry Melvin
Starting Note F
Chorus can be sung alone or with the verses as a song
Harmonies C E G on the last two lines of each chorus and verse

INTRO

Gm

Dm

A7

Dm

CHORUS
Gm

UKULELE CHORDS

Dm

Gm

It’s time to see that a Ramsar site
Bb6

A7

Dm

A7

Bb6

A A7sus4

0231 2210 0100 0122 2100 0200

Is not a place where industry should be
A

Dm

Dm

Time to hear the cries of birds
Gm

A7

Dm

A7sus4

Dm

Calling us to act … carefully

1

A

Dm

For Far Eastern Curlews
A7

Dm

Red Knots and Fairy Tern
Gm

Dm

For Bar-tailed Godwits
A

A7

Dm

A7sus4

Dm

Will we listen … and will we learn?

REPEAT CHORUS

2

A

Dm

For waterbirds and waders
A7

Dm

Their breeding ground’s at stake
Gm

Dm

For saltmarsh and for seagrass
A

A7

Dm

A7sus4

Dm

A7

Dm

A7sus4

Dm

Will we wake … for pity’s sake?

INSTRUMENTAL (OPTIONAL) Gm Dm A7sus4 Dm Gm Dm A7 x 2 (Dm)

REPEAT CHORUS

OUTRO

Dm A7sus4 Dm A7 Dm A7sus4 Dm A7 Dm
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Flowing On
Music/Lyrics Laura Brearley
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622160
Image Terry Melvin
Starting Notes Verse B D Chorus B D G

INTRO

G C6 Gsus2

1

C6

G

C6

UKULELE CHORDS

When we care for the wetlands lovingly
Gsus2

C6

G

There’s a song of thanks from the open sea

C6

Gsus2 C5

D

A7sus4

0232 2030 0230 0033 2220 0200

G

Thanks from the fishes
C5

Thanks from the birds
Gsus2

C6

G

C6

Gsus2

C6

Thanks from the whole of Mother Earth

CHORUS #1

G

C6

Gsus2 C6

What we do will flow on through
Gsus2

C5

D A7sus4 D

What we do keeps flowing on through
G

C5

Living water here right now
Gsus2

C6

Remembers what it’s been through, and
Gsus2

C5

Gsus2

C6

What we do will flow on through
INSTRUMENTAL G C6 Gsus2

CHORUS #2

G

C6

G C5 G

C6

C6

x

2

Gsus2 C6

What we do will flow on through
Gsus2

C5

D

A7sus4 D

What we do keeps flowing on through
G

C5

Living water here today
Gsus2

C6

Carries the future too, and
Gsus2

C5

Gsus2

C6

What we do will flow on through
OUTRO G

C6

What we do will flow on …
Gsus2

C5

What we do will flow on …
Gsus2

C6

Gsus2 C6 G

What we do will flow on through
REPEAT OUTRO
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No Way
Music/Lyrics Laura Brearley
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622164
Images Terry Melvin
Starting Notes G E

INTRO C

F

C

C

F

C

G

G

C

F

C

G

No way to a gas tank in our Bay
C

F

C

G

C

F

C

The cost of a mess is far too high to pay
C

UKULELE CHORDS
C/C5

F

We wanna healthy sea
C

G

0033

G

F/Fadd9

G

0010

0232

In every way
C

F

We gotta keep things clean
C

G

That’s why we say
C

F

C

F

No way no way
C

F

C

G

C

F

C

G

No way to a gas tank in our Bay

OUTRO C

F

C

G

C
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Beautiful Bay

INTRO

D

G

CHORUS

D

Asus4

Music/Lyrics Laura Brearley
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622173
Image Terry Melvin
G D A
Starting Note D

D

D

A

Beautiful Bay

Western Port Bay

G

Asus4

D

G

D

Asus4

D

G

D

A

A G L should not … have its way REPEAT
D A G

1

Asus4

If A G L had its way
D

A

How many litres of chlorinated water
G

Asus4

D

G

D

Asus4

D

G

D

A

D

A

Would be dumped each day into the Bay?
D

A

Is it One million

Two million

G

Asus4

Three million

Four million

D

A

Litres of chlorinated water
G

Asus4

D

G

D

Asus4

D

G

D

A

Asus4

D

G

D

A

To be dumped each day Into the Bay
2

D

A

G

Asus4

It’s more than that by a very long way
D

A

G

Asus4

Far more than that I’m sad to say
More than …
D

A

One hundred million

Two hundred million

G

Asus4

Three hundred million Four hundred million
D

A

Litres of chlorinated water
G

Asus4

D

G

D

To be dumped each day Into the Bay
REPEAT CHORUS
3

D

A G

Asus4

So if A G L had its way
D

A

How many litres of chlorinated water
G

Asus4

D

G

D

Asus4

D

G

Would be dumped each day into the Bay?
D

A

G

Asus4

Well here it is, it’s hard to miss
D

UKULELE CHORDS

A

D

It’s Four… Hundred and Fifty Million
G

Asus4

2220 0232

Yes Four … Hundred and Fifty Million
D

G

Asus4

A

2200

2100

A

Litres of chlorinated water
G Asus4

D

G

D

Asus4

D

G

D

A

To be dumped each day Into the Bay
REPEAT CHORUS D Asus4 D D Asus4 D
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Taking a Stand
Music/Lyrics Laura Brearley
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622167
Images Terry Melvin
Starting Notes A# D G

INTRO Cm6

G7sus4 D7

1

Cm6

G7sus4
G7sus4

We’re walking on the Earth
Cm6 Dadd4

G7sus4

Walking lightly on the land
D7

Dadd4

But what we feel is heavy so
Cm6 Dadd4 G7sus4

Cm6

Cm6

G7sus4

0333/0330 0213

We’re tak…ing a stand
CHORUS

UKULELE CHORDS

G7sus4

D7 Dadd4 Gsus2 D

G

2020 0220 0230 2220 0232

G7sus4

For all that is fragile
Cm6

Dadd4 G7sus4

For all that’s being hurt
D7 Dadd4

G7sus4

For all that needs saving
Cm6

Dadd4 G7sus4

For love of the Earth
INSTRUMENTAL (OPTIONAL) Cm6 G7sus4 D7 Dadd4 G7sus4

2

Cm6

Cm6 G7sus4 D

G7sus4

G7sus4

We’re listening to the Earth
Cm6

Dadd4

G7sus4

To songs of sea and land
D7

Dadd4 G7sus4

But what we hear is crying so
Cm6 Dadd4 G7sus4

We’re tak…ing a stand
CHORUS

Cm6

G7sus4

For all that is fragile
Cm6

Dadd4 G7sus4

For all that’s being hurt
D7 Dadd4

G7sus4

For all that needs saving
Cm6

Dadd4 G7sus4

For love of the Earth
OUTRO

Cm6 Dadd4 G7sus4

For love of the Earth
D

G

For love of the Earth
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Out on the Bay
Music/Lyrics Laura Brearley
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622175
Image Terry Melvin
Starting Notes Verse E G Chorus D G B

INTRO Em
1

A7sus4

Em

D

A7sus4

A7

D

D Dsus4 D

UKULELE CHORDS

Peaceful times out on the Bay
G

A7sus4

Em

D A7sus4 D

Rising mist … dawn of day
Dsus4 A7sus4 D

A7

D

A7sus4

0432 0100 2220 0200

G

G

Dsus4

0232 2230

Tide is rising … moving slow
Dsus4

A7sus4 (no strum)

D A7sus4 D

Peaceful times … let’s keep it so

CHORUS

G

A7sus4 D Dsus4 D

Out on the Bay
Dsus4 A7

D A7sus4 D

Day … after … day
Dsus4

A7sus4

D

G

Nature’s rhythm … has its way
Dsus4

A7sus4

D

Dsus4

D

And that’s how it needs to stay
INSTRUMENTAL

2

Em

G A7sus4 D A7sus4 D

A7

Em A7

D

A7sus4

D x 2

D Dsus4 D

Restful times out on the Bay
G

A7sus4

D A7sus4 D

Lapping water … lazy day
Dsus4 A7sus4 D

G

Tide is falling … moving slow
Dsus4 A7sus4 (no strum)

D A7sus4 D

Restful times … let’s keep it so

REPEAT CHORUS
OUTRO

G

A7

D

A7sus4 D A7sus4 D

A7sus4 D A7sus4 D

Yes that’s how it needs to stay
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Blessings
Music/Lyrics
Laura Brearley
APRA/AMCOS Work Registration Identification Code GW58622199
Image Terry Melvin
Starting Notes G B D

UKULELE CHORDS

INTRO C5 Asus4 G Gsus2 G

G
1

C5

Asus4

G Gsus4 G

C5

Gsus4 Gsus2 Asus4 C

0232 0033 0223 0230 2200 0003

May rain fall where it’s needed on the land
C

D

G

May ancient wisdom help us understand
C5

Asus4

G

As water flowing clear and free
C5

Asus4

G Gsus4 G Gsus2 G

May we treat the Living World lovingly
CHORUS

C5

Asus4

G

Gsus4 G

Blessings on Western Port Bay
C5

D

G

Gsus2 G

May we let the future guide our way
C

Asus4 Gsus2 C5

Blessings on justice being done
G

D

G Gsus4 G Gsus2 G

May blessings rain … on everyone
INSTRUMENTAL C5 Asus4 G Gsus2 G C5 D G x 2 Gsus2 G

2

C5

Asus4

G Gsus4 G

May birds fill our hearts with song
C

D

G

May our love of Earth be deep and strong
C5

Asus4

G

As birds returning from the sea
C5

Asus4 G Gsus4 G Gsus2 G

May we find our way home easily

REPEAT CHORUS
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This submission was prepared on Dja Dja Wurrung and Taungurung Country. I would
like to acknowledge and extend my appreciation for the Dja Dja Wurrung People,
the Traditional Owners of the land that I am standing on today. I pay my respects to
leaders and Elders past, present and emerging for they hold the memories, the
traditions, the culture and the hopes of all Dja Dja Wurrung Peoples. I express my
gratitude in the sharing of this land, my sorrow for the personal, spiritual and
cultural costs of that sharing and my hope that we may walk forward together in
harmony and in the spirit and practice of healing.

Submission opposing AGL’s proposed gas import terminal at
Westernport
This submission was prepared on Dja Dja Wurrung and Taungurung Country.
I acknowledge and extend my appreciation of the Dja Dja Wurrung People, the Traditional
Owners of the land that I am standing on today.
I pay my respects to leaders and Elders past, present and emerging for they hold the memories,
the traditions, the culture and the hopes of all Dja Dja Wurrung Peoples.
I express my gratitude in the sharing of this land, my sorrow for the personal, spiritual and cultural
costs of that sharing and my hope that we may walk forward together in harmony and in the spirit
and practice of healing.

Preamble
Thank you very much f or the opportunity to provide my view on this proposal.
I have a f amily history in the Westernport region; and while my cousins and their f amilies still live
or holiday in the area, I have not been there f or many years. It holds a place in my heart still.
The impacts of this development will be f elt nationally and on a planetary scale. Certainly every
Victorian has a right and duty to respond, as the potentially immense harms arising f rom this
development are being perpetrated under the guise of our benef it.

Introduction
The f ocus of my argument in this submission will be on the lost opportunity, moral hazard and
litigation risk created if this proposal were to go ahead.
The science on climate change is absolutely compelling to the extent that – in a sane society
intent upon a saf e f uture f or all humans and the ecosystem upon which we depend – would
preclude this proposal reaching the contemplative stage. That is has come this f ar beggars
belief .
Why has this proposal progressed to this stage, then?
This submission does not take place in a vacuum. I will leave it to others to detail the scientif ic,
environmental and economic bases f or discontinuing this proposal. Logic decrees that these
would automatically have prevented progress with this unjustif iable project under normal
circumstances anyway.
The f undamental principle that must underly every government policy, action and legislation is
that all energy must be renewable. Because every milligram of CO2 counts, whatever its source.
The time is long past f or fossil energy.

Objection
At the time of writing, much of the Arctic Circle region is on f ire, the permaf rost is melting, the
Greenland ice sheet has melted past the point of no return and Calif ornia is experiencing a
conf lagration of megafires that is destroying massive swathes of the state. In Australia, we have

experienced a year of unprecedented megaf ires that have wiped out vast areas of bush, wildlife
and ecosystems. The 2020/21 f ire season has already started in northern NSW.
In addition, the planet is experiencing a catastrophic pandemic that is the result – at least in part
– of climate change. We have been told to expect more f requent and more deadly pandemics as
global warming increases.
No sane society or culture f ounded on evidence and a will to live would go ahead with the
expansion of production and delivery of a greenhouse gas to a major metropolis, when the saf est
course of action is to leave that gas in the ground.
As I have already said, this submission does not occur in a vacuum. We have seen during the
COVID-19 pandemic (in Australia and overseas, particularly the US and Brazil), proven
epidemiological strategies that would save hundreds of thousands of lives, undermined by
business interests in order to “open up the economy”.
What lessons have we learnt f rom this?
Firstly, that corporations will put profit ahead of human lif e. We have seen economists and
industry spokespersons arguing that deaths are an acceptable cost (not theirs) of profit-making
(theirs).
Second, that those corporations will not delay or reduce prof its, or change their business models
even when the resulting f uture possibilities offer adequate or even rich rewards. Unless f orced
to, of course.
I point this out to increase your wariness and skep ticism about AGL and their prof essions of
good intent. AGL has swamped the public domain in relation to this project with over 11,000
pages of material. It seems their tactic is obscure and conf use; not to enlighten. The f act that
AGL is pursuing this project against every survival instinct of humanity demonstrates that its
culture is aligned with the characteristics noted above.

Lost opportunity
The f irst argument I am putting f orward is to highlight the opportunities for addressing climate
change that are lost as the result of the investment of resources, human and f inancial capital,
and added harm resulting f rom this project over a period of a decade or more.
At this critical time of our history we should be f ocussing every resource we have available on
reducing the release of greenhouse gases (GHGs) into the atmosphere as if our very lives
depended on it (they do). To increase GHG emissions to the detriment of projects that arrest or
reverse that trend is indeed suicide; a decision you have no right to make f or me or other current
or f uture Victorians. To be clear, of f setting is not an option. The only viable goal is zero GHG
emissions and all the drawdown we can muster (as an industrial-scale ef f ort).
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The Climate Council has detailed its Clean Jobs Plan recently to revive the economy postCOVID
in ways that will work towards (rather than against) a saf e climate. This plan clearly
demonstrates that there is a wide and practical path towards a saf e climate that would achieve
community benef its that f ar exceed anything AGL might promise Victorians. This is not the place
to go into detail, but it cannot be denied that alternatives are realistic and overwhelmingly
benef icial by contrast.

Moral hazard
Like coal, gas is already on track to be a stranded asset. The growing pace of the transition to
renewable energy and storage in domestic and industrial applications means f orecasts for gas
consumption are predicting increasingly lower usage. While AGL claims the proposed FSRU will
reduce the price, there is little evidence to support this. It is likely theref ore that the economic
gains f or both AGL and Victorians will not be realised.
It is predictable that the Victorian government may be required to bail out AGL f or losses incurred
as the result of this project.

Litigation risk
The vast amount of evidence available of the existential harms to humans and ecosystems that
would result if this project were allowed to continue, means the Victorian government would likely
be open to class litigation by young people whose f utures would be negatively af fected by the
harmf ul outcomes; outcomes both f oreseeable by the government and f oreseen by those
providing these submissions against the AGL LNG project. There is no way to mitigate the harms
other than to stop the project.
Yale School of the Environment published a report As Climate Change Worsens, A Cascade
of Tipping Points Looms By Fred Pearce; December 5, 20191. It describes a series of tipping
points f or irreversible climate change that are f ar closer than p redicted by “the f orecasts of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, which critics say has until now played down the
risks of exceeding climate tipping points…”
While reaching these tipping may now be inevitable, there is no excuse to exacerbate t his
catastrophe by deliberately and knowingly releasing f urther emissions into the atmosphere, thus
making less likely a return passage to a saf e climate f or generations to come.
Given these predictions are largely being realised, albeit much sooner than expected, there is
little doubt about their high level of reliability f or making decisions.
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https://e360.yale.edu/features/as-climate-changes-worsens-a-cascade-of-tipping-points-looms
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Conclusion
My case against this proposed project is that it is an unconscionable undertaking, according to
the evidence available. Its outcomes will be against the interests of Victoria and Victorians.
It is the wrong project at the wrongest of times. The arguments in its f avour dissolve under the
weight of the evidence against it.
To allow it to proceed would be an unconscionable decision. Victoria and Victorians will lose a
wealth of opportunities to develop the state in ways that will secure a saf er f uture f or all.
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I am a resident of Crib Point and have lived in the ares for the past 3 years. It is a quiet, green area
with an abundance of trees, native habitat with rare wildflowers, wetland and mangroves. We have
a small population of Koalas as we have so many native Peppermint Gums, that are diminishing
rapidly on the rest of the Mornington Peninsula. There are gum trees down by the beach that are
very old and I have been photographing what I think may be evidence of Aboriginal shield trees. I
often see 5-6 diﬀerent species of aquatic birds wading in the mangroves adjacent to the Jetty,
such as The Royal Spoonbill, Ibis, The great Heron, White Faced Heron, Cormorants and Gannets.
There are black and yellow cockatoos and a Wedgetailed Eagle pair. Not to mention all the small
native bird life that are thriving in the quiet bush path that is a few metres back and parallel to the
mangroves and Crib Point beach. I regularly see Fan Tails, Wag Tails, Fairy Wrens, Pardolotes,
Firetails, Silvereyes, we also have the endangered Hooded Plover in the next beach along at
Somers. I have seen Seals, Dolphins and even a Whale swimming right along the Crib Point jetty in
Winter. Whilst Westernport has some industrialisation it maintains a very beautiful, peaceful bush
and marine environment. I walk most days along the bush paths with my children and dog and we
enjoy sitting down at the bench and looking out over at the ocean, towards French Island, as many
other residents and tourists do. I am also an artist and often take my paints and paper to paint the
landscape at the beach and at the Warrangine wetlands just further along the path. The wetland is
so close you can actually walk to it along the bush path from the jetty to the wetlands, its a
beautiful walk or cycle through all the way to Hastings. I am illustrating this to you so you can
understand how special, unique and beautiful our Westernport Bay and Crib Point are in terms of
its flora, fauna, and marine habitat are and its value to residents.
I am deeply distressed by the prospect of an immense gas liquefication for the next 20 years in my
community, on so many levels there are issues, I will highlight a few
The EES suggests that the Westernport is already busy with commercial/industrial traﬃc and its
additional enormous ships won’t impact it much. I can attest that it is a very quiet bay and this is
based on daily walks and visits to the very spot where the project is proposed. Whilst there is
some industrialisation there is a delicate balance, where wildlife is still managing to maintain its
presence. The mangroves have declined a lot over recent years but it just holds on. The impact of
this for the next 20 years will push it over the edge.
I personally am devastated that my local walk that I enjoy will now be completely ruined by this
horrendous eyesore. What about my own health impacts as my recreation for enjoyment of my
own local area is ruined? What about all the dolphins and whales, its a narrow stretch of water
how can they not be impacted?
What about all the noise this will create day and at night? What about the light pollution, I only live
a few streets away from the jetty.
Crib Point has a lot of traﬃc for a small village, we have fishermen bringing their recreational boats
to launch their boats from the stony point jetty, we have tourists catching the ferry from Crib point
to French Island and Phillip Island. Our small village has an unusually high number of car
accidents due to this and the road layouts. I was involved in a car accident myself only 2 weeks
ago in Crib Point, the Esplanade road that runs to the proposed jetty site is an accident black
spot. Despite this, in our village many children ride and walk to school and ride their bikes around
the quieter streets near the foreshore. I am deeply concerned about the impact all this extra traﬃc
will have on local safety. What about all the noise and pollution this will bring? Up to 900
additional trucks on the road a year? This is horrendous. What about my 12 year old daughter
riding a bike with her friend, ill be worried abut her safety, surely she should be at risk?
What about our safety on the local roads? What about all the small birdlife and koala that will be
disturbed by all the noise of traﬃc and the plant itself?
I understand that there has never been a gas project like this built so close to habitation. What
about the safety impacts of an accident? Not addressed is the safety implications of an accident,
or an explosion? this is very anxiety provoking, that something so potentially devastating is just
around the corner. How will I feel safe walking there and sleeping in my bed at night knowing this

is in my own village?
From a community perspective I believe this project has been divisive. I have had my property
trespassed and graﬃtied, because I had a ‘No AGL” sign up. The social media feed for our local
community has at times been vitriolic as people have argued about the project. Many are deeply
opposed to this project and its environmental devastation in a unique Unesco Biosphere area.
Some people think that there will be jobs appearing for the local community. From what I
understand there will be very little employment opportunities and a low likelihood that locals will
get them. Did AGL pay money to a local community organisation? why, to secure support? I feel
this is unethical if they did. It has been divisive enough that I feel a bit worried about asking this
question and its ramifications, why do I have to feel this way? Especially for a project that I can
see oﬀers little value or sense in a market that does not need this gas, especially as prices are
already lower than ever and we have enough supply, and in an environment where we are trying to
move into renewable energy sources.
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My name is Margot Rottem and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I spent 30 years living and visiting this beautiful area. It still retains some natural
areas and many birds and animals call it home. They too live with us on this planet a
part of an ecological system that is highly threatened by man .
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.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the 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,
Margot Rottem
ReplyForward
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My name is Jai Marchinton and I live in the Westernport Bay area. My income relies
on tourism generated by the unique and vulnerable wildlife that lives in western
port 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. 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
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My name is Elizabeth Mackie and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a beautiful and natural conservation area, surrounding Phillip Island, where I
lived for 10 years, with my husband and young family. It harbors natural wetlands which are home to
many 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 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,
Elizabeth Mackie
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My name is Charlie Wells-Macey and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Beautiful
area full of wildlife to watch. The area needs to be conserved for future generations
to enjoy 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. Combini
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Thank you for this opportunity. Wetlands, which are a powerful storer of carbon, are
in danger worldwide. Climate change should be mitigated, not furthered, for the
sake of future generations. Humans depend for their survival on healthy marine life.
An accident would affect the environment and the tourist economy. A longer
version is attached. Karin Till

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

589

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Jennifer Bashford

Organisation:

N/A

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Jennifer Bashford and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Nothing feels better than swimming in the ocean, and having such beautiful natural
areas close to Melbourne is invaluable. 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 Protecti
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I write to the project Inquiry, Advisory Committee and Panel to express my concerns
over the Cribb Point gas import jetty and Crib Point-Packenham gas pipeline. The
proposal for importing liquefied natural gas to Victoria is fundamentally flawed from
an economic and environmental perspective. Arguably, the need to import gas is
due to a lack of vision and planning to secure the optimum use of Australia’s own
resources, resulting in unsustainable levels of gas export and the consequent
demand and cost crisis in Australia. It is now widely acknowledged that renewable
energy is the way of the future, both from an economic and environmental stance,
with both public and market players recognising the folly of extending our
dependence on fossil fuels. The proposed gas import facility has only a short shelf
life at best and it makes little sense to invest in this facility, given the unmistakable
changes in the energy market and the potential significant and irreversible
environmental harm that could eventuate. Consequently, the construction of AGL’s
Gas Import Facility is unacceptable and poses many unaddressed, and largely
unaddressable, risks to the environment and the local population. The risks and
potential damage are too numerous to cover in detail, but include the following: •
The Environmental Effects Statement does not provide adequate evidence with
regard to potential devastation resulting from such events as ship collisions, oil
spills, release of toxic substances (e.g. Chlorine discharge), explosions and leakage of
biological contaminants. Such events could be catastrophic to the local
environment. • The pipeline to Pakenham will require the clearance of 15 hectares
of native vegetation. Half of this vegetation is endangered. • The impact assessment
reports disregard the possible impacts on sensitive species and habitats, as required
by the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands conservation treaty which designates the
wetlands as being of international significance. • The pipeline will potentially have a
negative impact on many threatened species. • The project will see an annual
increase (estimated up to 40) in carrier ships navigating the bay, and the associated
risks that go with this increased shipping traffic. • The consequent impact on whales
from the additional shipping has not been adequately addressed. These and many
other potential harms to marine life and threatened species, public distress at
environmental degradation, and safety concerns make the Import Facility an
unacceptable risk. I respectfully ask that the committee consider these factors and
withhold approval in the interests of the local community, protection of a significant
environment, and a more rational, sustainable and visionary approach to meeting
our energy needs.
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My name is Sarah Rostron and I visit Westernport Bay often.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular
spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or
by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES
notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The
increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and
the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy
less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and
toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding
the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most 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 soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import
terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the
ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the most
impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn

into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder
chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine
wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and
gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable,
options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy
needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport
Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sarah Rostron
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My name is elesha burkart and I live in the Westernport Bay area. A beautiful
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. 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 le
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I have 2 strong reasons why this project should not proceed. We have occupied
property at Balnarring Beach since 1968,walked its beaches daily,sailed and fished
its waters.Our children and grandchildren continue this passion for the pristine
waters and surrounds,a gift of nature without parallel.No project involving these
precious natural assets is risk free and therefore capable of creating permanent
harm.We only have one chance of preserving this bounty for our future generations.
My second reason is the economic impact of compromising the regions attraction as
an international destination.We operate a winery,olive grove and produce gardens
enjoyed by many thousands of visitors each year.The core attraction is the
pristine,clean ,open and safe environment.Great care in strategic planning and
environmental protocols have resulted in our reputation as a region.One slip and
that changes forever.Tourism is a major economic contributor in Australia and the
Mornington Peninsula region,a significant jewel .Employment opportunities are
created through this critical sector,especially youth employment . Again my
point.Why gamble with any risk .We can never turn back and the price of harm to
our future and generations to come will be our legacy.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

594

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

Bailey Thomas

Organisation:

NA

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

To whom it may concern, I am writing to express my deepest combination of the
proposed AGL import gas terminal for the Crib Point Jetty in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay has been my home for the last 24 years, where I grew up as a part
of the Balnarring community, immersed by nature. Respecting our physical and
natural environment has always been a part of the core community values and the
foundation by which this community was built has always strived to embraced the
area's natural heritage and do our part to live harmoniously with the unique natural
environment. The Balnarring and surrounding community does not condone any
behaviour that can jeopardise our sacred connection with our natural environment,
including our ocean... not at a community, corporate or Government level. We ask
that you do your democratic duty of respecting the position of the Westernport
community and do NOT approve this AGL Gas Import Jetty Project. As a 25 year old
female, I look to my leaders for hope, hope that I can one day share this planet with
a family of my own and that it will still be in a liveable condition for the generations
that follow. What our country/planet/community needs right now are Governments
to stand up to large scale, carbon emitting corporate organisations and switch to
renewable industries that promote the regeneration of our planet. The AGL Gas
Import Jetty project runs the risk of copious amounts of devastating environmental
impacts that will degrade one of the worlds most unique biospheres, our home,
Westernport Bay. Australia has one of the highest per capita emissions of carbon
dioxide in the world, WE NEED TO PUT A STOP TO THIS. Approving this project
would only give the green light to more economic activity that continuously burns
fossil fuels into our atmosphere, it is 2020 - it is time to flip the switch!! Stand up to
large corporate organisations that are the roadblock to switching our society
towards a sustainable economy and do not approve this AGL Gas Import Jetty
Terminal proposal! Save Westernport, Save our Oceans, Save our Planet! DO NOT
APPROVE THIS PROJECT! Regards, Bailey Thomas

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

595

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Pamela Engelander

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

I am deeply disturbed at the proposal by AGL and APA regarding the 300 metre long
gas storage ship to be permanently located at Crib Point Gas Import jetty and the 57
kilometres long underground gas pipeline to the transport gas from Crib Point to
Pakenham. Thus requiring up the to 40 additional ships into Westernport Bay per
year. The above proposal would mean the passage in and out of Westernport Bay of
up to forty additional ships per year. The failure to address the risks of catastrophic
oil spills, fuel spills, explosions, marine pest invasions and chlorine discharge into
Westernport Bay through AGLs destruction of marine and other wetland wildlife
habitat would mean that the environment of of this area of Victoria is destroyed.
Both the terrestrial and marine impact assessment reports dismiss the potential for
impacts on wetland birds and Ramsar wetlands of international importance
(recognised for containing representative, rare or unique wetlands, or wetlands that
are important for conserving biological diversity). The EES discounts any impacts on
wetland birds by saying that because they are not in the direct project vicinity, they
will not be impacted. It is well known that wetland birds have sensitivities to
disturbance i.e. visual light, noise and predators. These disturbances can alter
behaviours and translate to a reduction in energy reserves for the animals. Any
depression of prey populations from other environmental impacts can also have an
immediate effect on the survivorship of birds, particularly those breeding or building
reserves for migration. The EES does not address biological impacts on Westernport
Bay’s Ramsar ecological values and has no direct assessment of the key sensitivities
for these habitats and significant species. There are no predictions of degrees of
change in ‘ecological character’ of Westernport Bay’s Ramsar site i.e. the
combination of the ecosystem components, processes, and benefits and services
that characterise the wetland. There has been no scientific backing - field studies - of
the effects of marine biodiversity. And there has been a lack of assessment for
significant marine species such as whales and others, The destruction of our
national fauna and flora, our oceans, wetlands and our land continues at a rate
which sees Australia at the top end of the creators of global destruction of our
planet. Westernport bay and its surrounds are a natural place of beauty and a
popular destination of tourism and enjoyment for so many people.
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My name is Sean Ori and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Swamp and mangrove
forest are among the most productive and diverse natural systems on earth. Our bay
has great biodiversity and is a beautiful sanctuary for life. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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. I
have submitted a pdf. But the submission page requires me to fill this page too.

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

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
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 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,
Vicky Ellmore
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My name is Joy Herring and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport Bay is
the lungs for an environment which is rich with plant life and marine life. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local
community. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is
proposing would introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area.
These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the
facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical
Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and
Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not
continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination. Wetlands are among the most biodiverse
ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be home
to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered
Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass
beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the most
significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect
the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. If the project is
approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life
in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate
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I have lived in Somers since 1997 and am raising my family with the incredible good fortune to be
able to go to the beaches of Western Port and enjoy its natural beauty and the marine and bird life it
supports. I agree with the strong objections from the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council that the
proposed Gas Import Jetty & Pipeline Project jeopardises all of this, increases climate change risks,
and has no net benefit for the community.
Geraldine McFaul
Draft Evaluation Criteria – Waste Management; Social, Economic, Amentiy & Land Use; Water &
Catchment Values; Biodiversity.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

27 months construction heavy vehicle traffic on local roads
Construction noise and air pollution from 6am-6pm Monday-Friday, 6am-3pm Saturday
20 metre high 3000 tonne liquid nitrogen tank, 4 x 15m high vapourising towers stainless
steel/high glare
40 m³ odourant tank
Permanently moored FSRU, 300m long, 50m above water
12-40 LNG bulk carriers a year – 300m long, 50m above water
Constant noise
Constant night light
Entrainment and death of phytoplankton and fish eggs
Entrainment of pelagic fish
Ecosystem impacts on endangered birds & animals, RAMSAR site
47kg Chlorine per day
468,000 m³ of 7˚C colder water per day
Tugboat wash and increased turbidity
Scour of seabed
Whale strike risk
900 + B-double trucks per year down Coolart and Woolleys Roads
Loss of recreational use of Woolleys Beach, noise impacts Jacks Beach
Increased GHG emissions >1% per year
Reindustrialization of Crib Point and Hastings
Safety and environmental risk of spills and leaks
Unnamed third-party operator of FSRU
Potential change in owner/operator of Crib Point Receival Facility…

This is a very short list of things that the Environmental Effects Statement has low risk assessment
and or minimal mitigation plans for. The project rationale and business case (not that it’s outlined in
any detail) simply does not balance these risks to Western Port and the communities that live here.

Project Rationale
Draft Evaluation Criteria – Energy Efficiency, security, affordability and safety.
The case for the importation of LNG to southern Victoria is based on the 2019 AEMO report outlining
a possible shortfall in gas, predominantly for electricity generation capacity lost through the closure
of coal-fired generators. Since the project has been proposed the 2020 AEMO GSOO report has been

updated, and the 2020 AEMO ISP report was released last month. Both reports, plus the utterly
changed global economy since the Covid-19 pandemic, suggest this project is an unjustifiable risk for
the environment, community and the economy.
AGL’s investment in an import terminal is a bet by the company that Australian
domestic gas prices will stay high enough in the future to cover the cost of
liquefying foreign gas and shipping it to Australia. SMH, 2019
Far from being affordable, the domestic gas price is offsetting collapsing international gas prices for
local exporters. It is much more lucrative to sell gas at the regulated price to the east coast market
than to export it. AGL would not spend $250M on this project to supply the gas cheaply. The fall in
demand worldwide since Covid will make this even less attractive as a project.
Other gas import projects that have been or are proposed are struggling to find a market for the gas,
or finance to proceed.

ExxonMobil said it had undertaken an "extensive study" to determine the potential for
LNG imports, which could offset rapidly declining production from the oil and gas fields in
the Bass Strait it owns with miner BHP
The US-based oil and gas major said it had been engaging with customers to gauge their
interest in committing to longer-term supply to help underpin the significant investment in
the proposed new terminal, but customers were unwilling to strike lengthy commitments.
SMH Dec 2, 2019
The Port Kembla terminal proposed by Australian Industrial Energy, partly owned by Mr
Forrest's private Squadron Energy group, already has environmental approvals but has not
yet been able to sign up customers to underpin investment. AFR July 2, 2020

The release of the AEMO ISP 2020 shows several scenarios to change the energy mix to more
renewable energy, and the technology is clearly available and affordable now to move to renewable
energy and battery storage to replace fossil fuels and meet our emission reduction targets. More gas
imports simply delay investment in the clean energy we need, and the demand for this supply is
extremely doubtful.

The Step Change scenario forecast is only slightly higher than the Central scenario,
predominantly from LNG exports. The Step Change scenario highlights again that a
significantly higher gas demand trajectory than the Central scenario is not necessary
under a stronger decarbonisation scenario that models more energy efficiency measures
and fuel-switching opportunities. Insights from large industrial users of gas indicate that
this sector is unlikely to increase consumption much beyond current levels under any of the
scenarios. AEMO ISP, 2020
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Western Port Bay has some of most beautiful wildlife and nature in Victoria. It’s a
hidden gem that I often invite my friends and family to and have opened their eyes
to such 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.
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My name is Nelly Shaw and I live close to the Westernport Bay area. I’m concerned
because Westerport Bay an important habitat to unique and threatened species and
a nursery to our own unique species of Dolphin. 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 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). Thanks for your
consideration, Nelly Shaw
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My name is Dani Mcintyre and I live in the Westernport Bay area.Such a beautiful
part of the world with so many different ecological systems relying on its
preservation. Gas is a fossil fuel that we must stop using. The environment and
creatures will be killed if this goes ahead. We can’t let another beauty die.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 wildlife.
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Submission to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Environmental Effects Statement
Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline Project
Christine Irvine
Silverleaves, Phillip Island, Victoria
22 August 2020
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.
About the Author
I live in Silverleaves with my family in the Westernport Bay area. We hear all of the noise
that carries across the bay and our life is affected by this project.
My Story
We loved to the Island in 2014 and are part of the local community for school, employment
and have a great network of friends in the local community.
Key Points
We moved from Melbourne to the Island live a quieter life that was focused around a
natural environment free of the noise and air pollution of the city and more focused on the
healthy benefits of living in harmony with nature. Our family’s mental health has improved
due to the serenity and peacefulness, the habitat and the natural environment. Philip
Island’s focus is on protection of environment and habitat, the flora and fauna and this is a
healing place for us at a slower pace. We use the beach for swimming, walking, recreation
and play.
We know that tourism in Bass Coast is based on the native wildlife and beautiful countryside
on and around Westernport Bay. Tourism will be affected by the plant and our Island
economy and boarder Gippsland business is based on conservation and tourism and is the
centre of why people come to visit.
Over the past year we have had two noisy and unsightly Oil Rigs moored off Silverleaves for
a significant period of time. Both times we experienced constant exposure to noise and light
at night. Even with the windows and doors closed we could still hear the generators running
24/7 and PA announcements day and night. The noise of the tankers will carry and will
impact on the reason why we are here.
This is a Ramsar listed wetland with excellent air quality, but this will be in decline with the
ships coming in from who knows where. To kill the ecosystem with chlorine close to a
marine national park is stupid.
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Fossil fuels are on the way out, we should not be going backwards and reducing the cost of
fossil fuels as this will affect the uptake of renewables. This will wind back our progress on
climate action and seems a regressive step.
I am not a scientist but how can killing the contents of the ocean with chlorine possibly be
safe, the impacts will carry. The mangroves and wetlands will suffer from an increase of
shipping, dredging the oceans. Not to mention the loss of land from the pipeline itself.
I would feel that the sanctuary that we found, and the sacrifices we made to live here
permanently would mean that we were living in the kind of place we had tried so
desperately hard to escape and rather than the world becoming a better, more sustainable
place, with greater tranquillity and peace for all living things, we would be going back into
the dark ages when we have the opportunity to develop a better way of doing things.
Our experience
Risk to whales
We have had two oil rigs here in the past 12 months, moored off Silverleaves beach en‐
route to a new drilling location. The second rig was here for nearly two months because of
the winter weather and could not be towed. This means that ships could accumulate right in
front of all of the people’s homes and the risk to whales increase.
This would be a lot worse if we have gas ships bringing in their cargo and unable to leave
and in the same place as the resting place for the whales, and out along the channel where
they move into, they would be travelling at the same time. We see mothers with their
young in the bay and they move with the tide. Whales cannot move quickly to get out of the
way and young whales even less so. What would happen in the event of a ship colliding with
one of our whales. This would be an international incident and bring great sadness to our
Island and shame on Victoria for their thoughtless decision to go ahead with this project
when they knew the risks.
Noise impacts
Gas Rigs
We hear the background noise from the generators on the oil rigs 24 hours a day which is at
night. The lights are bright and visual. They have PA announcements of the rigs that they
make day and night. At nighttime it interferes with my sleep because of the generators.
When we are walking down the beach the lights are there all the time and our view is
interrupted by a massive de‐crepid floating industrial station putting the oil and cleaning
materials straight into the waters where I swim. Surely similar cleaning is necessary for
these big ships.
I worry that they will bring foreign organisms into the bay like has happened in Port Philip
where there is no chance of the pacific starfish ever leaving or even managing them to a
level that does not change the ecosystem. We have no idea where the gas is coming from or
where those dirty, poorly maintained ships could be coming from carrying gas from coal
seam or fracking or across global nautical miles.
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Westernport Ferry
About a year ago without bafflers on their motors we could hear the Westernport Ferry
from when it left French Island. Each ferry disturbed our thoughts as we were in the garden
and even inside the house with the windows and doors closed. It was a relief when they
stopped at night. It even made getting my son to sleep difficult.
I am concerned that the noise of moored ships and a permanent 50 m high gas ship and
FSRU will not only be permanently visible from our beach but also will be heard from Crib
Point as for some reason sound seems to carry really well from there to here.
The Project and impact on our community and natural habitat
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.
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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,
Christine Irvine

Typical day for our family down at our local beach ‐ swans in back ground. In season we see
next birds like the threatened Red Hooded Plover, along with regular dolphin sightings.
Whales also can be seen off our beach during the migration season where they bring their
calf to rest when young.
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Oil Rigs
May 2019 for 4 weeks Ocean Monarch
April – June 2020 the Noble Tom Prosser,
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My name is Jock Perry and I visit Westernport Bay often.We have reached a point in
society where we should no longer be pumping our atmosphere full of greenhouse
gases. This project will undoubtably continue to pollute the atmosphere as well as
our pristine costal and marine environments.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.
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Dear Sir/Madam, Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to
environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
I am a resident and home-owner in Cowes, Phillip Island and a retired social worker.
I am writing to state that I believe the EES presented is inadequate and that the
project should not go ahead. After having read the report it is clear that the volume
of material is merely advancing the case of AGL and doing nothing to protect the
precious marine environment. After thirty years of working within mental health
settings, I know and witness first hand how important the natural environment is for
the mental health of people. I see the many locals and tourists who visit the
southern shore of Westernport which I live close to. They are rejuvenated by the
near-pristine condition of the water, marvel at whale sightings in winter, at dolphins
emerging from the water along with seals. They watch the sea birds and the
migrating shorebirds. Their children look with wonder at the small life within the
rock pools. All of this is at great risk by AGL’s proposed gas project and the
environment assessment provided does nothing to properly alleviate this risk. The
experience of COVID 19 has further shown us the importance of an intact natural
world on our mental health. People have sought refuge in spaces of nature, even for
short periods, simply to survive. Westernport’s natural environment is too precious
to diminish. I reiterate I believe this EES is inadequate and the project should be
rejected. Yours Sincerely, Bruno Chene
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The AGL gas storage and processing plant will pour 450 ML of heavily processed
water into the bay each day creating huge environmental impacts. The linked
pipeline will devastate precious wetlands, natural waterways & indigenous sites, and
hugely impact fragile mangroves and many species of marine life, migratory birds,
and land based flora and fauna. The plant will be an unacceptable risk to a UNESCO
Biosphere Reserve for proposed but unsubstantiated economic gains.
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My name is Anthony Bult, and I live in Crib Point.
I live on the edge of the foreshore reserve. I walk along the foreshore to Wollies beach
multiple times per week. I enjoy the wetland with local flora and fauna, and I would be
very disappointed to see negative environmental impacts to the area, which was
designated as a wetland of international importance under the Convention on Wetlands
of International Importance especially as Waterfowl Habitat (Ramsar Convention).
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 penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as
well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been

unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact
assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage
to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the
Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will
displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO
adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period.
They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below what was previously
thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies
of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in
Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these
inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural
changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area. The noise
would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect
the important ecosystem around Crib Point. Also as a local resident I am concerned
about this noise generation as our area is very quiet night. Noise generation from a
floating FRSU could seriously impact my household, and our mental health, in an
unacceptable way.
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,
Anthony Bult
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My name is Jemma Heritage and I am lucky enough to live in the Westernport
Bay area.
Western port bay is such a special area in Victoria, it contains one of the few
mangrove ecosystems we have left and we should be protecting this at all
cost. There is also a diverse range of wildlife including threatened and
endangered species that can only be seen in these habitats. It is also one of
the few areas left on the peninsula that doesn't have light pollution and has
amazing views of the night sky and stars. Over the last few years our natural
habitats have been diminishing slowly due to infrastructure, one of the things i
love most about Western port bay is that there is still a large areas you can
go, that are still natural and not built up.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and
access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental
grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas. This
can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community.
Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of
noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health
conditions in a community. I personally love waking up in the morning and
going for a walk along the board walk from Jacks beach to Hastings, seeing
the native wildlife such as spoonbills, yellow tail black cockatoos and even the
orange belied parrot, fills my heart with so much joy. I feel so incredibly lucky
to be able to see these beautiful creatures. The thought of the AGL creating
this gas plant and ruining our native wetlands and an area that is so important
to so many people and animals raises so much anxiety in many people.
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,
Jemma Heritage
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My name is Kate Smyth and I visit Westernport Bay often. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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. Thank you for
considering my submission. Kind regards, Kate Smyth
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My name is Joanne Caligiuri and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The Westernport Bay Area is a beautiful place to live with small and supporting communities. We also have access to clean,
healthy locally grown and produced food.
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 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,
Joanne Caligiuri
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AGL’s Proposed Gas Import Terminal
22nd August 2020
My name is Sean Jones and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is one of the few places that remains as a wild and beautiful habitat
home to many land and marine species worth protecting. What is it that we envision for the
future? Industrialising until nothing we value remains is an awful thought. More investment
into fossil fuels with the path the planet is already on is a disgrace. Humans have been
making bad decisions on this topic for over 30 years, let's learn from our mistakes. Nature
is always the low risk long term investment that continues to sustain 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 and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces
can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term
mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of

one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of
warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not
only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead
of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is
not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water
would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting
marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sean Jones
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Submission on the EES for AGL’s proposal for a Floating Storage and Regasifcation Unit at
Crib Point and the associated pipeline to link it with Victoria’s gas supply
by Kathryn Hannan
22 August 2020

I am a resident of Melbourne who has been holidaying regularly in Cowes, Phillip Island for more
than 40 years. I am also a mother who is hugely concerned about climate change and the fact that
countries around the world (including Australia) are not moving fast enough in order to avoid
devastation to our planet which will make it uninhabitable in many places, and certainly a much less
pleasant place to live.
I make this submission in response to the EES for AGL’s proposed FSRU as I think it is a bad idea for
so many different reasons, impacting negatively on me personally as a lover of Western Port Bay,
but more importantly, moving us towards a very unsafe climate.

1. Climate Change
1.1

Climate Change and the need to reduce our reliance on gas

I understand that the world needs to halve its greenhouse gas emissions in the next 10 years in
order to avoid the very worst impacts of climate change. We need to drastically reduce our use of
fossil fuels, including gas, not increase our use of them.
AGL argues that this project is necessary as we need to increase the supply of gas to Victoria. This
argument seems to be based on the current demand for gas and the assumption that this demand
will increase.
Question: Given we need to move away from using fossil fuels, including gas, shouldn’t we be asking
what the demand for gas should be, rather than just seeking to cater for the current demand, and
the demand that is forecast based on current ways of operating?
By providing additional gas into the Victorian market, won’t this project be encouraging us to use gas
at a time when we should be encouraged to move away from gas and towards electricity which can
be provided by renewable forms of energy? As a home owner, I believe there should be regulatory
and market signals in place that encourage me to choose electric appliances instead of gas ones,
indeed, to encourage me to replace my existing gas appliances with electric ones.
Hopefully the Federal Government will introduce some kind of price signal that encourages us to
move away from fossil fuels, but in lieu of that, perhaps a reduction in the supply of gas and
therefore higher gas prices will encourage us to turn away from gas. Namely, perhaps a reduction in
the supply of gas is not a bad thing.
I do not accept that gas is necessarily a lower carbon alternative to electricity generated from coal,
especially when the full life cycle of the gas is considered.
Chapter 11 of the EES considers the greenhouse gas emissions of the project, however it does not
attempt to calculate the one main greenhouse impact of the project, namely the greenhouse gas

emissions resulting from the use of the gas provided by the FSRU and pipeline. That end use would
vastly outweigh the greenhouse impacts of the project itself.

1.2

Greenhouse emissions and impacts on the marine environment of Western Port Bay

Chapter 6 of the EES recognizes that climate change has had and will have a negative effect on the
marine environment of Western Port Bay:
Sea level in Western Port has increased by about 250 millimetres over the last hundred
years. This has impacted the intertidal zones of Western Port.
Predicted increases in sea level and seawater temperature over coming decades would have
further impacts on Western Port, particularly on mangroves, saltmarsh, estuaries and
seagrasses. (page 6‐117)
However, strangely, no relationship is drawn between the fact that the project will result in
increased greenhouse gas emissions.

1.3

Impacts on the ability of Western Port Bay to act as a carbon sink

In regard to the greenhouse impacts of the project itself (as opposed to impacts of the use of the gas
it will supply), Chapter 11 does include an estimation of greenhouse impacts resulting from the
clearance of vegetation, however it does not make any specific mention of impacts of the project
affecting the ability of marine vegetation to act as a carbon sink.
I am aware that reports have been done in the past which assess the amount of carbon contained in
Western Port Bay. If marine vegetation is impacted by the project, for example, by any silting or by
an oil spill from an incident, I believe this would negatively impact on the capacity of the Bay to act
as a store of carbon.
Question: Will there be any impacts of the construction and/ or operational phases of the project on
the capacity of Western Port Bay and the surrounding vegetation to act as a carbon sink?

2.

The biodiversity in Western Port Bay

2.1

Why put this project in such a significant location?

I am concerned about the potential impacts of the proposal on the biodiversity of the Bay.
As noted in the EES, Western Port Bay is a RAMSAR site, a wetland of international significance. It is
also part of a UNESCO Biosphere and contains marine national parks. It is also already under
increasing pressure from land based activities.
The majority of Western Port was designated as a wetland of international significance
under the Ramsar Convention in 1982. The Western Port Ramsar site is one of 11 Ramsar
sites in Victoria and is the third most important area for wading birds in the state.
The Western Port Ramsar site is under increasing pressure from modifications to Western
Port and its surrounding terrestrial environment, particularly within the area that contained
Koo Wee Rup Swamp. The expansion of greater Melbourne has seen increasing numbers of

people moving to the northern shores of Western Port, bringing substantial land use
changes that may alter the quantity and quality of river discharges (Melbourne Water, 2011).
(Volume 2, page 6‐19)

Chapter 6 of the EES lists a number of risks of the project for the natural environment. Many of the
risks listed in Table 6‐11 “Risks on marine biodiversity” are listed as “very low” or “low”, however
they are risks all the same. They might happen. Others are listed as being a “medium” risk.
The mitigation measures listed for many of the risks are “Compliance with the environment
management plan, regulations or policies”. But even the best plans, regulations and policies can be
breached. Accidents happen. What would the impact of an oil spill or the introduction of marine
pests be on the Bay? Presumably either of these events would irreparably damage the Bay.
All coasts and estuaries are sensitive to spills of oil, diesel, other liquid fuels and other
chemicals. Western Port is particularly sensitive because of the large intertidal mudflats,
fringing mangroves, seagrass close to the water surface at low tide and the importance of
the coastal areas to birdlife. (page 6‐105)
The likelihood for contamination due to leaks or spills of significant quantity from vessels to
occur is ranked as rare. The consequence for a spill is ranked as major. According to the risk
matrix, a rare likelihood and major consequence results in a risk rating of medium. (Page 6‐
112)
Although these types of risk already exist due to the current activities in the Bay, this proposal would
substantially increase those risks.
Question: Given the significance of this location, and given that it is already under pressure, would it
not therefore be a good idea to avoid placing further pressures on it?

2.2 Climate change impacts on biodiversity
As previously noted, the results of this project, namely the burning of more gas, will be a more
unsafe climate. This will have effects on the biodiversity of Western Port Bay through sea level rises
and increasing water temperature. It does not seem that these additional stresses on Western Port
Bay have been included in the EES.

2.3 Impacts of additional noise and vibrations on sea life
I am aware that whale numbers around Victoria have been increasing in recent decades and that
some have even been venturing into Western Port Bay.
I am concerned about how the additional marine noise and vibrations resulting from this project
(both from the FSRU and the visiting ships) would impact on whales, seals, dolphins and other
marine life.
The introduction to Chapter 13 of the EES, which deals with noise and vibration states that potential
impacts from noise and vibration on marine animals are discussed in Chapter 6. However, there is

no mention in Chapter 6 of the impacts of vibration and the only reference to noise impacts is in
the Table of Risks (see below), however there is no discussion about that noise impacts.
Underwater noise during FSRU
operations
Underwater noise generated by
operation of the FSRU causes
injury or disturbance to marine
biota

Risk is low and no Low
mitigation
is
required

Low
No additional
mitigation
measures identified

(risk ID ME53, page 6‐68)
Question: Has sufficient consideration been given to the impact of the vibration and noise from this
project on marine life?

3.

Detrimental effect on amenity of Phillip Island

Western Port Bay is currently a beautiful natural environment that provides solace to residents and
holiday makers alike. Only a short distance from Melbourne, it is a complete delight to visit. The
beautiful natural vista and sleepy feeling of the Bay promotes relaxation. Walking along the
foreshore on the northern beaches of Phillip Island you can see a few fishing boats, sailing boats,
kayakers, sometimes even seals, and if you are very lucky, a whale or two!
Apart from the occasional motor boat or jet ski, it is quiet. It is a beautiful spot to swim, sit on the
beach and enjoy nature, watch the birds, and generally feel a long way away from the rush of the
city. People enjoy fishing from the beach or Cowes jetty. You can even visit Phillip Island by catching
a train to Stony Point and then taking a ferry from there to Cowes. Ferries take tourists from Cowes
to see the seals at Seal Rock. The township of Cowes has a lovely relaxed holiday feel to it.
Thanks to the Phillip Island Whale Festival run in recent years, signage around the Island and photos
in the local paper of whales visible from the shore, there is a sense that you could see a whale in the
Bay. The possibility of such an interaction with the natural environment is one of the many
attractions of Western Port Bay.
I am concerned that this project will industrialise the Bay, with massive ships entering and leaving
the Bay and with the FSRU moored permanently at Crib Point, totally changing the feel of the Bay,
and specifically Cowes. Although there are occasionally large ships that pass into the Bay, they are
not many, not as big as those proposed, and once moored, they can’t be seen from Cowes beaches.
I fear that the whales, which seem to have been increasing their visits to the Bay in recent years may
be deterred from doing so due to the activity that will come with the proposed project.
Question: Has an assessment of the impacts on visual and landscape amenity been undertaken from
Cowes, Phillip Island? I can’t see one in Chapter 14 of the EES. If not, why not?
Question: Will the FSRU and moored ships be visible from Phillip Island? Perhaps from the high point
on Thompson Avenue, the main street of Cowes?
Question: Will the Phillip Island Ferry be affected? These massive ships would cross its path as it
goes from Stony Point to Tankerton on French Island and then to Cowes, Phillip Island and back to
Stony Point.

As well as these immediate and localized impacts on amenity, the contribution of increased gas
usage will add to impacts of climate change including sea level rise and greater storm surges, both of
which will impact on the beaches of Phillip Island, and around Western Port Bay. I fear that the
beaches we love to visit just won’t be there in my lifetime and in the lives of my children.
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My name is Richard Mathews and I have family who live in
Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a unique environmental treasure that must
be preserved for the people of Melbourne, Victoria and
Australia. It’s environmental, biodiversity and tourism values far
outweigh any economic benefit to be gained from a gas facility.
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.

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,
Richard Mathews

