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My name is Lauren Rowley and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It is such a
privilege to be surrounded by such a powerful and important body of water, the bay
is responsible for so much vital biodiversity and has been the backdrop for almost all
of my childhood memories, as I've grown up along its coastlines. 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.
Sincerely, Lauren Rowley
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To Whom it may concern,
My name is Bess Kelly-Norris and I visit Westernport Bay often.
Westernport Bay's amazing bio-diversity and natural beauty is hugely
important to the environment, the community, the culture and the history of
the area. This project would destroy vital habitat for rare and endangered
species.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to
the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas
pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is
likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport
Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a
Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area
and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and
store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be
protected and enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change
rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import
terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained
most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We
cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant
future but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several
degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our
emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from
gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build
a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
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,
Bess Kelly-Norris
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Please stop the AGL, corporate giant from ruining our pristine Westernport Bay Area
filled with unique wildlife and sea life. Our environment is special and with
increasing global warming we need to protect our natural assets from corporate
greed and $$$$ We do not need to import gas!! No AGL pipeline!!!
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My name is Christine Cook and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The ecology and Biodiversity of the wetlands and Westernport cannot be replaced. Victoria has an appalling history of
decimating habitat and biodiversity. This must stop to ensure future generations have access to a healthy environment.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues,
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form, and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons, which may leak, from the
facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary
quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to
present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island
as a popular tourist destination.
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. AGL would draw this water from the Bay and use it to regassify their liquefied
gas. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. AGL
have completed what can only be described as preliminary quantitative risk assessments on some of the potential
consequences of their gas import terminal. AGL does not address the chronic effects of chlorine, CPOs and associated
HOCs on benthic communities and seagrass. Additionally due to flaws in calculation methodology for plankton intake we do
not know how much damage could be done to the cornerstone of the food chain.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future, but a dangerous reality we face right
now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage have 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
dispersed 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 Cook
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I am making a submission regarding AGL’s plans to build a gas import terminal in Westernport Bay as I
am passionately opposed to this project. I’m not local to area close to the proposed terminal but my way
of life is inextricably linked to Victoria’s coastline. I live in Melbourne near Port Phillip Bay, and spending
time by the bay is a source of sustenance and rejuvenation that supports me through the challenges and
joys of life. I’m there most days, and it’s been a particularly crucial lifeline during thie current lockdown.
When able, I deeply value spending time by other parts of Victoria’s beautiful coastline, including
Westernport Bay. It strikes me with horror that AGL plans to destroy this precious coastline by building a
facility that will not only decimate ecologically significant areas, but all in the name of transporting a
carbon emitting, climate destroying fuel.
I’m opposed to AGL’s facility for many reasons, but here I’ll focus on a couple:
The time for new fossil fuel projects in Victoria is now over
The science is disturbingly clear, the earth is warming with devastating impacts due to the burning of
fossil fuels (IPCC Special Report on Global Warming). We are experiencing these impacts in Australia the last decade we have suffered what might be the worst drought in Australia’s history. This drought,
exacerbated by climate change, also created the dry conditions that fuelled the devastating bushfires last
summer. Lives were lost, rural communities destroyed, and pristine areas of bush were lost, meaning
three billion wild animals were killed or displaced.
Unless we reduce our emissions from fossil fuels, we are on track for several degrees celsius of warming
by the end of the century. We need to stop building polluting fossil fuel projects that are driving
the climate crisis and threatening our environment. AGL’s proposal to build a gas import terminal
undermines what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Our wetlands need to be protected
As an avid birdwatcher, I know what incredible places wetlands. Their unique ecosystems support a huge
diversity of plants and animals. In addition, recent research has shown that they have the potential to
capture and store large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. We need to be protecting our wetlands
and supporting their role in the fight against climate change, rather than damaging them with projects like
AGL’s proposal.
Unfortunately in Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands,
contributing to the loss of approximately 35% of the world’s wetlands between 1970-2015
(wwf.panda.org/wwf_news/?335575/Worlds-wetlands-disappearing-three-times-faster-than-forests). As
a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance, the Australian
Commonwealth has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands, understood as
the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation (www.ramsar.org/about/
the-wise-use-of-wetlands)
Therefore it is unacceptable to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of Victoria’s
most precious environments and an internationally significant wetland.
These are just two of the many, many reasons why AGL’s gas terminal should not be built. As they have
during the coronavirus pandemic, I implore the government to act in accordance with scientific research
and not approve this natural environment destroying, fossil fuel promoting project. The community is
vehemently opposed to this for good reason and it, along with the science, needs to be listened to.

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2528

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

Marcus OReilly

Organisation:

no

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

AGl_Westernport

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

as attached

To Whom it may concern,
We believe this proposal should be rejected.
Please find attached our submission, which addresses general concerns about this sort of
infrastructure work, and specific issues to do with the siting of this particular facility.
AGL's proposed gas import terminal will only slow the transition away from fossil fuels that we
urgently need and therefore the project cannot be deemed environmentally sound.
If this wasn’t an issue before, it certainly is now, and become more of an issue in the future.
That’s a general overarching point.
AGL has stated that its project is required because there has been unsuccessful gas exploration in
South East Australia to meed the predicted demand. This position ignores our need and ability to
reduce our gas consumption. Gas consumption in Victoria can be reduced enormously if simple gasefficiency programs are put in place, such as exhaust gas burner control and using high efficiency
burners in industry as well replacing aged gas heating systems residentially (1). The technology for
the recommended gas efficiency changes already exists and the majority of these changes would be
easy to implement. The Victorian Government should be supporting programs that ensure we do not
have to resort to gas importation.
The gas obtained through AGL's gas import terminal will not help lower gas prices in Australia,
which have risen to unaffordable levels not due to a lack of supply but due to Australia exporting
the majority of its gas. Australia will be purchasing this gas on the overseas market and as such this
gas will not even help drive down Victorian gas prices. Energy Market analysts such as Macquarie
Wealth Management have made maintained the position that an LNG import terminal will not lower
gas prices in the southern states.
To avoid catastrophic climate change, Australia and the world need to shift to the use of renewable
energy. Financial markets have recognised the shift in energy production to renewable energy and
prices in these energy sources have dropped, investment is increasing and consequently our
projected gas requirements have fallen. Gas is becoming obsolete and further investment in gas
infrastructure is not only terrible for our climate but also economically short-sighted.
When burnt, natural gas produces less greenhouse gas emissions than coal however if methane
leakages from gas fields are not kept below a set level, gas can actually be worse for the climate
than coal. This is because methane is a far more potent greenhouse gas than the carbon dioxide
released in the burning of fossil fuels. The methane leakages from gas fields have been consistently
underestimated and there is emerging evidence around the true levels of methane leakage from gas
fields (2). Many fields exhibit over four times the level of methane emissions that allows gas to be
considered more climate-friendly than coal (2).
As to the merits’s of this particular case, AGL's gas import terminal is proposed to be built in close
proximity to RAMSAR wetlands and could have irreversible consequences on the local
environment.
Too many times we have seen companies claim they have fully considered every possible
environmental scenario and have safeguards in place to prevent problems arising and too many
times these measures have fallen short of protecting the environment.
Any industrial work near these wetlands will have both foreseen and unforeseen effects, RAMSAR
wetlands are too important to take a chance with and this site is simply not suitable for this level of
industrial activity.

What other wetlands have had gas import terminals constructed close to them and at what
proximity?
What environmental monitoring has taken place and over what time period? What kind of
environmental impacts were observed in this monitoring? What are the similarities and differences
between the wetlands and gas import projects referenced and AGL's proposed project at Crib Point?
How can we be sure that the data collected from other similar wetland/gas import terminal setups
can be accurately used to predict the environmental effects of AGL's proposed project on the
RAMSAR wetlands in Westernport Bay?
AGL plans to take water from Westernport Bay, chlorinate it, cool it by 7°C and dump it back into
the bay.
This will undoubtedly have an effect on the marine life that lives in Westernport Bay. The bay's
important industries of tourism, fishing and mussel farming rely on the health of the bay's marine
life. Westernport bay is home to many dolphins, seals, the weedy seadragon and numerous species
of fish which are a main source of food for the birds that roost in the nearby wetlands. As the
environmental legislation SEPP Waters prohibits this proposed activity of water usage and
dumping, how will AGL replace this proposed process and ensure this dumping of waste water does
not occur at the proposed site or any other part of Westernport Bay?
How can we trust AGL to not illegally perform this activity, considering it has incurred $7 million
in fines since 2003, including for deceptive and misleading behaviour? What research has been
conducted on this process and where? What are the limitations in applying this research to
Westernport Bay's unique ecosystem?
Again specific to this particular proposal, AGL's Environmental Effects Statement does not
adequately address the risk of oil spills. This project would increase ship traffic in the bay and
therefore increase the risk of accidents such as oil spills due to ships colliding, which would be
catastrophic for the local marine life and the adjacent wetlands. Ships colliding is un uncommon
event but due to the serious consequences of such an accident, AGL must fully outline the effects of
such a risk. The risk of an oil spill could be too great for the project to go ahead and must be
investigated fully. AGL must detail robust oil spill mitigation plans.
This project threatens the local population with the risk of explosions. The import terminal would
be next to Wooley's beach, which is a popular recreation area. An explosion at this import terminal
could cause loss of life and severe injury to people present at the beach. People's homes are within
1.5km of the site, putting them at risk of damage from an explosion. How can AGL guarantee that
visitors of Wooley's beach and people living in the surrounding area will not be harmed if an
explosion does occur? The pipeline from Crib Point to Pakenham also has the potential for gas
leakage and subsequent fires. AGL assures us that the risk is acceptable after only completing
preliminary studies. Full studies are required and a final independent risk assessment is required.
Yours sincerely,
Marcus O’Reilly and Nicky Klempfner.
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My name is Charlie Fortuyn and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport bay
is an integral part of the surrounding eco systems and without it a lot of the
established environmental eco systems. 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. 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, Charlie Fortuyn

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

Dr Belinda Lewis and Professor Jeff Lewis

Organisation:
Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

EES_AGL.LEWIS.S

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

please see attached submission

2530

Professor Jeff Lewis and Dr Belinda Lewis (Monash University)
SOMERS VIC 3926

26th August, 2020
To: Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
Melbourne
VICTORIA 3000
Email: cribpoint.IAC@delwp.vic.gov.au
Submission online:

https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IACau

Regarding Environmental Effects Statement: AGL Crib Point Gas Import
Jetty Project
We are public health researchers and cultural anthropologists, and are local residents of
Somers, near Crib Point in Victoria. We are writing to comment on the proposed AGL
Gas Import Jetty Project for Westernport Bay in Victoria. Thank you for the opportunity
to comment.
Note of appreciation
This EES provides an important opportunity for all people in communities surrounding
Westernport Bay and from across Victoria/Australia to register publicly, in a transparent and
open process, their own ‘Statement of Impact’ in relation to the proposed Crib Point AGL
FSRU gas plant and pipeline.
This opportunity is important step forward because, as this submission will demonstrate, the
processes engaged in by AGL and their consultants have filtered, altered and suppressed
many of these voices since the inception of the project planning in 2017. This has had
serious negative effects on people’s health and community wellbeing.
Thank you for your consideration to all of the public comments on this EES.

Belinda Lewis and Jeff Lewis

Introduction
We are presenting this submission as specialists in cultural and medical/public health
anthropology. Our research on social and community crisis: prevention and management has
international significance (Lewis, J. 2005; 2009; 2012; 2016; Lewis B. 2015; Lewis et al,
2017; Lewis, J. and Lewis, B. 2017). This work is focused on: community health impacts of
development; crisis and disasters; recovery and community sustainability; insecurity and
social/cultural transition; community empowerment and capacity building.
While our earlier submission for the EBPC Referral focused on Indigenous Cultural
Heritage, this submission focuses more broadly on the Social and Community Impacts of
the proposed AGL gas import jetty, FSRU processing plant and related pipeline. Our
assessment is informed by close analysis of AGLs complete EES documentation, with
particular reference to the following sections:
•
•

Social Impact Assessment (Main Report Chap 18; Technical Report M),
Stakeholder Engagement (Main Report Chap 26; Attachment 5: Community
Engagement Reports).

Summary
In our judgement, the AGL-consultants’ account of the social and community impacts
(current and future) is methodologically flawed, inadequate in scope and depth, and seriously
lacking in evidence for their claims. As a result, its conclusions are superficial, incomplete
and inaccurate.
The reports vastly under-estimate the profound impacts of this proposed development on
affected individuals, families and communities in the entire Westernport Bay, including
French and Phillip Islands, Bass Coast and the Mornington Peninsula. It is also a matter of
concern that they completely parenthesize the substantial negative impacts, already occurring
over the past 3 years, of their community assessment processes and stakeholder engagement
strategies.
There are numerous concerning examples throughout the Social Impact and Stakeholder
Engagement documents to illustrate their methodological flaws and lack of rigorous
evidence.
For ease of reading and a timely process, we present details of six key issues of concern in
the critical comments below. This is followed by a more detailed Response to the Social
Impact and Stakeholder Engagement Reports. We are happy to be involved in further
discussions and/or provide more detail on request.
Issues of Concern:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Community fund: undermining community cohesion
AGL’s inadequate response to feedback
Non-disclosure of key information
Sense of community, identity and belonging
Community, culture and custodianship
Evidence of community opposition

1. Community fund: social fracturing and undermining community cohesion
As part of its Stakeholder Engagement Strategy, the company is offering a $7.5m
‘community fund’ which will be ‘distributed’ only if the project proceeds. Described in the
SIA as a Social Impact Mitigation Measure, AGL claims that these funds are designed to

‘share’ some of the benefits of the project. As stated by AGL representatives at Community
Engagement drop-in sessions, the funds also represent some form of compensation for the
disruption and damage the plant will cause.
As a great deal of peer-reviewed and independent research has demonstrated, these sorts of
community compensation funds frequently cause significant disruption to communities and
organizations (e.g. Lewis and Lewis, 2017; Kandiah, 2018). Different groups have varying
levels of financial capacity and varying attitudes toward proposed development projects.
Corporate and industrial developers exploit these variations, often deploying a ‘divide and
conquer’ strategy to induce support and suppress opposition.
Extraction industries in Australia and in developing world contexts are particularly prone to
using this process of financial inducement. The extraneous funds distort local economies and
create significant divisions between individuals, socio-economic and interest groups, and
community organisations who are favoured by the inducement (Lewis and Lewis, 2017; Sala
and Manchini, 2018; Kinba, R. et al, 2019).
Our own consultation with Crib Point and a range of affected local communities uncovered
significant social tensions and division between community organizations and groups that
were attributed to AGL’s stakeholder engagement strategy. AGL had targeted community
groups in areas of socioeconomic disadvantage with information about the possible
availability of funding - contingent on development approval. In particular, we found that
information from AGL vastly inflated the proposed benefits of the development, while
minimizing the negative consequences.
For example, AGL approached a number of local football clubs and festival organizers in
order to create a positive impression of the corporation generally, and this development
project in particular. One financially strained junior football club was lured into a private
compact with AGL on the basis of ‘assured’ club funding. Another club (Balnarring) were
opposed to the development project and refused to engage with AGL or their inducements.
Significant community tensions evolved between groups within a previously cohesive,
regional community sporting code. So, if funds were eventually distributed according to the
proposed Community Engagement Management Plan, AGL’s financial intervention will
further divide communities - financially and morally - intensify community tensions,
exacerbate social inequalities and undermine social cohesion.

2. AGL’s inadequate response to feedback
When asked to discuss community concerns about these social impacts (Somers CE meeting,
Sept 17, 2018) AGL entirely dismissed the point, insisting that their motives were entirely
benign. In the EES documents, there is no record of community members raising concerns
about AGL’s poor record of genuine community engagement, failure to uphold its
monitoring and environmental protection obligations, and a range of other legislative
breaches—including 11 breaches of political donations disclosure laws.
Requests to AGL to address these community concerns have not been included in their EES
reports, nor did community members receive responses. Feedback provided to AGL about
the widespread lack of community confidence in the company’s sincerity, trustworthiness
and honesty has been selectively omitted from the AGL social impact and community
engagement reports. In addition to the risks created by proposed gas plant itself, it is the
‘social impact assessment’ and ‘community engagement’ processes (used to inform these
EES reports), and the omission of extremely serious concerns, that are already having
profoundly negative health and social impacts for many thousands of people. Evidence for
this can be found in the 3,345 individuals who emailed AGL registering their grave concerns
and opposition to the project [n=1965 in 2019; n=1380 in 2020] (Environment Victoria
2020) See also (Save Westernport 2020).

AGL’s lack of corporate accountability is a powerful contributing factor to the high levels of
anxiety, stress, concern about the future, economic and social disruption associated with the
AGL proposal. These very genuine social impacts need to be thoroughly researched,
acknowledged and addressed by AGL – with continuous monitoring and reporting made
freely available to for public participation at all times.

3. Non-disclosure of key information
Information that was critical to community decision-making about the proposal was not
made available at Community Engagement sessions. Rather, when questions were submitted,
the standard answers from AGL staff were that ‘This information will be in the detailed
EES’. Consequently, community members were forced to wait almost 3 years until July 2020
before knowing the full extent of the risk posed by AGL proposal and their suggested
strategies for mitigation. And only 6 weeks prior to the close of comments.
In a more specific example, in their public materials, information sessions and EES report,
AGL also claims a social benefit in employment (40 permanent jobs) and economy
(construction phase). These putative benefits, however, are not ‘shared’ with the local
communities. As the community participants in the ‘engagement’ process pointed out—AGL
has deliberately inflated and obscured the economic benefits to the affected communities.
Having assured residents of Crib Point that the plant would offer significant employment to
locals, it was revealed that the plant would be constructed largely by a specialist labour
force, meaning very few —if any— ongoing employment opportunities for the residents of
Crib Point, Hastings or adjacent towns.
AGL neglected to provide information or modelling to examine community concerns about
the potential social impact on Westernport and Phillip Island jobs in tourism, eco-tourismeducation of a single event exceeding safety thresholds for Westernport’s fragile, protected
ecosystems. Despite the SIA Report claiming that community members are concerned about
a project that has ‘minimal risk’ to surrounding ecosystems, these community concerns are
soundly based on evidence of AGL’s appalling record of corporate responsibility and
misleading conduct. AGL is currently awaiting trial in the Federal Court on matters of failing
to provide accurate information (AER 2020). The Federal Court has repeatedly found AGL
to have made false or misleading statements to the public. AGL has been warned about
breaking the law, but despite these warnings, AGL continues to break the law and has been
fined accordingly. The company has been issued hefty penalties for environmental damage
including: toxic chemical leakage (2016), gas leakage (2015) slurry overflow (2018), gas
fire/explosion causing death (2005) (Save Westernport 2020).

4. Sense of community, identity and belonging
While other submissions will discuss the environmental impact of the plant and gas pipeline,
the EES makes it very clear that the community will experience major disruption to
protected nature reserves, public open space, parks, local roads and residential areas during
construction and operation. In other words, both the physical fabric of the community’s
sense of place will be radically disturbed by the gas plant and pipeline. This is not just a brief
period of construction but over the operational life of FSRU and for many years beyond.
People are facing an enduring disruption of their individual lives and the entire community’s
sense of place, identity and belonging. AGL’s gas plant and pipeline seriously disrupts the
very reasons why local people choose to build their lives in this area—its natural and cultural
heritage.
Of greatest community concern, and barely noted in the Social Impact Assessment, is the
extremely high levels of community concern about the possibility of any kind of damage to

the internationally significant UN RAMSAR protected wetlands upon which the entire
Westernport Bay ecosystem – and economy - depends.
Community members across Westernport, Mornington Peninsula, French and Phillip Islands
have collectively devoted many decades of immense energy to the rehabilitation of
Westernport after the cessation of delinquent industrial development of the early 1970s.
Families, across several generations, are passionate about protecting these fragile natural
ecosystems from the imminent threat posed by the AGL proposal and the risks posed by its
re-industrialisation of this unique and internationally recognized UNESCO Biosphere
Reserve.

5. Community, culture and custodianship
While we’ve commented in the earlier EBPC submission on AGL’s deficiencies in relation
to the impact on Indigenous Heritage Values, AGL has shown absolutely no respect, regard
or interest in the cultural value of the area for local communities beyond a very narrow focus
on local heritage ‘sites’ of historical interest. It is as though ‘culture’ and cultural heritage
can only apply to indigenous communities. This is not true. Local communities, of all
cultural backgrounds, develop strong bonds and historical connections with place and with
other community members. This is what many sociologists regard as a form of community
consciousness—a way of knowing where a person belongs. The meaning of place and
heritage is critical to the health, cohesion and well-being of all communities and settlements.
Many thousands of people in Westernport Bay communities have a deep history of collective
participation in the restoration and protection of its internationally significant natural
environments (wetlands, estuarine fish breeding grounds, mangrove forests, spectacular
marine ecosystems) and the marine, freshwater, terrestrial and birdlife (Melbourne Water
Report, 2011; Ramsar-Australian Government 2012). It is this culture of ‘custodianship’ that
is substantially under threat by the AGL proposal. And it has been completely unrecognized
by AGL in its social impact assessments.
AGL has done no serious research on the impact of their gas plant and pipeline on this sense
of community, place and culture (Rutherford, 2003; Manzo and Perkins, 2006; CrawfordLackey and Springate, 2020). In fact, AGL has not taken seriously the issue of community
engagement, preferring instead to use ‘community drop-in sessions’ ‘meetings’ as an
opportunity to proselytize and cajole residents who are very clearly opposed to the project.

6. Evidence of Community Opposition
Evidence of community opposition is an important social impact and should always be
included in a rigorous, evidence-based Social Impact Assessment. AGL has presented no
systematic or robust research on the local residents’ attitudes and concerns. Evidence of
opposition to the AGL gas plant proposal has not been documented. This is despite
community sentiment against the project being so widely recognised that Victorian
Government MLA for Hastings, Neale Burgess, and all Federal election candidates including
Federal Health Minister, Greg Hunt, pledged to ‘Stop AGL Gas in Westernport Bay’ as an
election platform commitment (The Guardian 2019)
In one very poor piece of skewed research, the ‘Community Sentiment Survey’ (EES Chap
26, p.14) AGL claims that community attitudes have softened toward the plant and pipeline.
This is absolutely not true. Each part of their 3-stage ‘survey’ draws samples of 400 local
and 400 Victoria-wide attitudes toward the plant. These were then combined (thereby
diluting local findings within a general population), with the report drawing the conclusion
that there is increased ‘engagement’ and ‘declining’ opposition to the project. This
conclusion entirely distorts the exponentially increasing community awareness and anger

over the project – evinced by the many thousands of public submissions to this EES process.
It parenthesizes the hostilities expressed by large public community demonstrations against
the AGL gas proposal, including petitions, community meetings and events, widespread
community-driven ‘No AGL’ sign-posting across Westernport and the Mornington Peninsula
towns and businesses, and a major ‘paddle-out’ protest held at Shoreham. This event
attracted thousands of participants from all around Westernport Bay—from Flinders through
to Phillip Island—and many equally concerned people from metropolitan Melbourne and
regional Victoria.

PART 2. CRITIQUE OF SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND STAKEHOLDER
ENGAGEMENT
In our professional capacity, and as long-term local residents, we attended almost all of the
AGL 'meetings' at Somers, Balnarring, Hastings, Crib Point and beyond.
These were not meetings. Rather, these sessions consisted of one-way, top-down information
sessions conducted by AGL representatives. The style and approach was more in keeping
with the persuasive communication commonly used by corporations in the extractive
industries that aim to i) foster positive public relations i) assuage community opposition to the
project and ii) cover-up the very real risks of social, environmental, heritage and economic
damage associated with the proposed project (see Lewis and Lewis 2015 )
Our critical analysis of the AGL stakeholder engagement processes is summarised below
under the following key points:
1. Tokenistic, top-down public relations
2. Inadequate scope and depth
3. Incomplete data, documentation and reporting
4. Sources of bias in data gathering and reporting processes
5. Dissenting voices excluded from meetings
6. False and misleading information; strategic omission of key facts and data.
1. Tokenistic, top-down public relations
There was no genuine exchange of information and minimal stakeholder ‘engagement’ with
participants (many of them with far greater expertise than the AGL consultants) who were
expressing their concerns and opposition to the AGL proposal.
Collectively, the many communities of Westernport Bay, including its indigenous people,
hold an extensive body of knowledge, experience, and significant expertise about
Westernport Bay. The fundamental first phase in genuine participatory, community
assessment research is to investigate, learn, understand and acknowledge this expertise. The
process involves ‘information gathering’, analysis of community ‘resources and strengths’
and a process of ‘deep listening’. Only through this process, is it possible to ascertain the
essential insights required to develop (and operate) an environmentally and socially
responsible development project. (REFS)**
2. Inadequate scope and depth
According to best practice, the location, number, timing and length of sessions were entirely
inadequate. The number of respondents with whom AGL successfully 'engaged’

(192?**check*) was dramatically less than the number who became ‘disengaged’ following
AGL’s repeated attempts to obtain community trust and respect.
The large numbers of residents who actively ‘disengaged’ from the AGL community
engagement process (and who registered their opposition via individual emails through
Environment Victoria n=3345), were not recorded as such in the SIA report. Rather, they
were listed as ‘one’ item of opposition: for example “a campaign from Environment Victoria”
and this dismissed without due consideration.
The information provided to participants was partial and incomplete – and in some case
inaccurate (see below).
3. Incomplete data, documentation and reporting
Sessions were not systematically recorded or documented ‘in-full’ in terms of i) issues raised
by attendees and the responses from AGL representatives, or ii) names and contact details of
each individual attendee to facilitate genuine engagement and ongoing participation.
Written reports from the sessions should have been sent to individual participants in order to
i) confirm the validity of their content, ii) request feedback to ascertain their reliability, or to
contest their accuracy.
Ongoing reports containing data (about residents’ serious concerns and issues raised) were
not made publicly available to facilitate wider community consideration and responses. Even
without individual contact details of participants, AGL should have properly circulated the
findings from the early stakeholder engagement sessions via local media and a broad range of
other relevant communication channels to facilitate full debate and discussion amongst the
many affected stakeholder citizens, community organisations, commercial businesses and
local government departments. Instead, AGL placed large-scale paid advertising stories in
favour of their proposal in local media. (Westernport News) .
4. Sources of bias in data gathering and reporting processes
Analysis of the SIA Report and SIA and Community Engagement Technical Reports
demonstrates that AGL did not take responsibility for fully documenting the issues and
concerns raised by opponents at these sessions. Instead, only partial records have been taken.
These have then been selectively paraphrased in the Stakeholder Engagement and Social
Impact Assessment (Reports and Technical Papers).
Examples of this include:
• Omission of the Somers drop-in session from the Social Impact Assessment Report.
This was the largest attendance (n=70) and most vigorous opposition. In both
technical reports, this was not included as relevant data.
• In the SIA ‘Summary of main Potential Operational Impacts’, the huge groundswell
of community concern and rise of organisations (businesses, schools, clubs, local
councils) formally declaring their opposition to the AGL project in Westernport was
euphemistically reported as follows:
“Residual concerns about the potential of the Project to impact negatively on
Western Port’s ecosystem may cause worry and stress and/or motivate active
opposition to the project”. (SIA Table 18.3, p.14)
• The SIA assigns a ‘rating of significance’ to these concerns and community
opposition as being of ‘Minor-Moderate Significance’.
This selectivity in reporting of community participation is a major source of bias and a
serious methodological flaw in the AGL data gathering and reporting process.

5. Dissenting voices excluded from meetings

At early information sessions there were many dissenting voices. AGL representatives were
entirely ill-equipped to handle this. They were aggressive and dismissive of community
concerns.
AGL banned entry to the sessions by any person peacefully showing opposition to the
proposal. AGL employed security staff to enforce exclusion. At the Hastings session, a wellrespected, local elderly woman quietly carrying a placard, was forcibly removed and made to
stand outside throughout the session.

6. False and misleading information; strategic omission of key facts and data:
As analysis of the full EES documents now demonstrates, the information that AGL provided
at the information sessions (verbally, on posters and handouts) had been strategically selected
to mislead communities about the very real risks of the project.
Risks were acknowledged, but not quantified (and they now revealed in the EES documents
to be considerable). AGL’s scientific consultants were unable to give full information for
public consideration. Instead, their full reports were strategically withheld by AGL until the
EES. This minimised the available time for any rigorous analysis and critique.
The analysis we have presented above is of particular importance because it demonstrates the
serious inadequacies of AGLs Social Impact and Community Engagement and their reporting
processes to the EES.
The many communities of Westernport Bay are well aware that AGL has repeatedly been
found by The Federal Court to have made false or misleading statements to the public. AGL
has been warned about breaking the law, but despite these warnings, AGL continues to do so
and has been fined accordingly. (Save Westernport 2020). This –along with the above
analysis - casts serious doubt on the capacity of AGL to undertake this project in a socially
and environmentally responsible manner.

CONCLUSION
The AGL Community Engagement Reports and the AGL-PublicPlace Social Impact
Assessments are entirely inadequate. Their conclusions regarding social and community
impacts (existing and potential), along with their proposed management and mitigation
strategies, are simplistic, disrespectful and dismissive. AGL is demonstrating blatant
disregard for the substantial social, psychological, community and public health impacts this
project imposes on communities of Westernport, French and Phillip Islands, Mornington
Peninsula, Bass Coast and Bunurong Coast, and millions of Australians (87% of youth; APS
2017) experiencing climate anxiety and more serious mental health concerns regarding the
degradation of natural ecosystems, biodiversity loss and climate change (WEF 2020).

ACTIONS: WHAT IS REQUIRED
AGL must be required to:
1. Undertake much more extensive, rigorous, systematic and confirmable research into
community attitudes, social-cultural-public health impacts of the project and its
stakeholder engagement processes. This includes a more participatory and culturefocused approach to the i) magnitude and ii) sensitivity domains of impacts.
2. Publicly acknowledge and accept responsibility for its mistakes over the past 3 years
on the Crib Point Gas Project – and the serious negative impact of their processes to

date. Rather than treat the community as economic irritants, AGL needs to invest in
best practice, participatory research processes to understand community
knowledge/expertise. Rather than treating Westernport as an ‘under-utilised port’ in
which local residents ‘have become accustomed to its current utility’ they need to
undertake research to understand community/social impacts in terms of the 50 years
of intergenerational work to rehabilitate and protect the recovering natural
ecosystems of Westernport Bay; to develop an in-depth understanding of people’s
perceptions and lived experiences of the threats to Westernport Bay – and why; and,
take an honest approach to the community impacts of their proposed project.
3. Provide substantially more evidence to demonstrate that the AGL FSRU proposal
will not undermine - in any way - the cultural heritage value of the unique wetland,
saltmarsh, coastal and marine ecosystem of Westernport for past, present and future
generations of Indigenous people. This must include extensive and systematic
archaeological and anthropological surveys; independently documented extensive
community consultation; and fully-funded, independent monitoring and evaluation
of the Cultural Heritage Mapping Plan undertaken by Indigenous communities and
their nominated consultants over the entire construction and operational life of the
project.
4. Engage independent researchers to address the considerable limitations of their
commissioned and internal (AGL) social impact research and community
engagement to date. This research must be informed by a more sophisticated
understanding of the complex relationship between community, culture, heritage and
place. Central to this, is the extensive international evidence-base about the
relationship between intact, healthy, biodiverse, natural ecosystems and protection of
human health (APS 2011, WEF 2020). A reasonable assessment of the past, present
and future social and community impact of the plant and pipeline cannot even begin
until there is a solid foundation of this knowledge, acknowledgement and respect.
5. Undertake an independently documented, community Health Impact Assessment
(HIA) of the construction and operational phases of the project, before approval or
commencement of any further works. Health Impact Assessment analysis provides
predictive evidence of the health effects and related economic costs associated with a
project, policy or development before it is implemented (Department of Health,
2017). This would involve a focus on the physical, mental health and psychosocial
wellbeing of individuals, families and communities, locally and around Australia,
affected in any way by the project. Provide evidence of a fully-funded plan for
independent, ongoing and continuous HIA monitoring throughout the construction
and operational phases over the life of the project.
6. Accept strict monitoring and accountability conditions including i) continuous
monitoring of social impacts (see above) and community engagement ; ii) onerous
standards requiring open data to be provided at all times; iii) continuous reporting,
with no time lags, rather than the currently-used phased reports; iv) full public
disclosure and availability of data at all times.
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OBJECTION TO AGL’S PROPOSED INDUSTRIALISATION OF
WESTERNPORT BAY
AGL’S Environment Effects Statement (ESS) grossly understates and reflects on the massive
risks to the environment, both short and long term.
DAMAGING ENVIRONMENTAL OUTCOMES:
Potential oil spills and tanker leakage, fire, explosion, AGL are truly treading on extremely
dangerous ground at the cost of all the above.
Gas equates to coal, most definitely not a clean long-time solution to our ongoing and
demanding energy needs and the increasing Climate Change damage and effects witnessed
day by day.
Irreparable damage to the fragile marine life, vibration under the water affecting fish, their
breeding and survival, the ecosystems does not bear thinking about.
MENTAL WELLBEING:
Our mental wellbeing is based upon three all-encompassing factors, human relationships,
the Arts and the natural environment.
More than ever during these Covid lockdown and restrictive times, human contact, the Arts
– music and painting of note, walks in our parks, beaches and forests, both refresh and feed
the soul.
I would be so ashamed to present my grandchildren with such a scarred, filthy and ruined
world with such wrecking and negative projects such as this one.
As a retired Visual Arts secondary teacher of 38 years, the number of occasions we have
taken students to such tranquil areas on excursions to be so overwhelmed with feedback
and joy from our efforts.
The yearly camp at Somers – hearing how many students from the northern suburbs of
Melbourne had never seen the ocean at Westernport Bay.
Never seen wetlands.
What a revelation!
It built on my childhood memories of Phillip Island summer holidays from inland Ballarat,
penguins, koala’s, clean beaches and pristine salt water.
An extremely risky and damaging project flying in the face of climate change, our once
proud future visions and our heavenly Australian oceans.
Let’s be a world leader with sustainable alternatives – so proud on the global stage!

SAY NO TO AGL’S GIANT FLOATING GAS-FILLED SHIP AND INDUSTRIALISATION OF
WESTERNPORT BAY!
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the ecological and largely pristine natural envirenment should/must not be ruined
by this unwarrented commercial intrusion.
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25/08/2020
To whom it may concern
Re: pipeline license for the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project.
My name is Kaye Trainor and I care about the environment in Western Port Bay.
I am a member of Friends of French Island National Park and Birdlife Australia (Western Port Wader
Survey) and I regularly visit the Crib Point area, Stony Point and French Island to volunteer in
conservation activities and to enjoy wilderness experiences.
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. I believe that there are a number of issues which make this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I address in my submission, however the issue that
most concerns me is the impact on our internationally recognised (Ramsar) wetlands and its
associated plants and wildlife.
As you may be aware our natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical
health of the communities who access them. The potential loss of our natural heritage and access to
green spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities
who place significance on these areas.
The impacts of noise and light pollution should not be underestimated. Noise and light pollution can
result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Noise impacts are also a disturbance factor for threatened and rare shorebirds at the roost sites on
French Island opposite Crib Point.
I believe that the industrialisation of Western Port in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit would undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that this area 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. In practice this involves the
maintenance of the ecological character and preventing degradation of theses habitats. It is thus
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. This proposal should not be
permitted to proceed.

This gas import terminal proposal is inconsistent with what we need to do to create a safe and stable
climate.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point project. As indicated above, I believe that the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands, habitats and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Western Port Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
I look forward to a sympathetic and appropriately positive response to my concerns and am
conveying my views to others I know.
Sincerely,
Kaye
Kaye Trainor
Richmond VIC 3121
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My name is Olivia Buxton and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Because it is part of MY COUNTRY. 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 prote
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It is an important area of water not only for the marine life but for the local waterways and inlets and wetlands. It
provides a safe and enjoyable for recreational for locals and is part of major tourist region for the Victorian
economy.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on the local community.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to
the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased
shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little
penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland
wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them
to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot.
Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish.
Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove
stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than
being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day
which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these
laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal
requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous reality we
face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb
our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel
projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing
more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other marine mammals. The EES has
grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at 1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual
calculated risk is 1-in-326. This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that these
numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with injuries consistent with ship strike is
higher than the number of strikes reported by shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a
low consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation
Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on 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,
Sue Lewis
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My name is Lucinda Connelley and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a place I call my second home. I feel connected to the people
and the environment surrounding and in the Bay. The sheer beauty of the area
brings such joy and happiness to me, it brings me to tears to hear of what AGL are
doing. 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 mu

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

(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
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,
Lucinda Connelley
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Crib Point Inquiry - submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project.
My name is Regina Bos and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I am concerned about the effects the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project will
have on marine life in Westernport Bay. I am also very concerned about increasing our reliance
on gas.Gas production produces methane which is a far more potent greenhouse gas than
carbon dioxide - gas is not the answer to our problems
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues that I will point to in my submission
but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to
toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue
until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts
of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the
fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this
gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of
our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of
wetlands worldwide between 1970 - 2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection

Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by
the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our
environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be
stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need
to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the
noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the 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,

Regina Bos

Shelbourne, Vic., 3515
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I am writing in opposition of the proposed AGL Gas Import Terminal in Western Port
Bay. I have lived on the Mornington Peninsula for three years now, and have come
to know and love the Bay and its surrounding area. As a scientist, avid bird-watcher,
and former Scuba instructor with hundreds of recreational and work-related dives in
the Bay, my primary reasons for opposing the project stem from a knowledge of and
love for the unique and diverse ecosystems that rely on Westernport, and a concern
for how these amazing environments will be affected. As a marine organism
enthusiast, I have spent a vast amount of time diving, free-diving, boating, kayaking,
tide-pooling, photographing, and simply exploring the Bay in search of the many
unique species it has to offer. My greatest concern with regards to the terminal
relates to the potential impacts of dumping chlorinated and cooled wastewater back
into the Bay, which will undoubtedly have severe impacts on delicate estuarine and
intertidal ecosystems found throughout the Bay. These are among the most vital
habitats supporting biodiversity in the region, and they play a crucial role in the early
life stages of many pelagic and reef-oriented marine organisms that aren’t normally
recognised as utilising the environment. When diving around the bay, I encounter a
wide variety of benthic organisms feeding on plankton that drifts with currents
around the Bay. It seems to me that these planktonic organisms would be highly
vulnerable to the high chlorine content and lowered temperatures of the proposed
wastewater discharge, and thus would be subject to mass fatality. This would not
only affect the organisms themselves, but also those benthic creatures that feed on
them, thus disrupting the entire food chain of the Bay. I am greatly concerned that
as a result we could lose many of the beautiful and under-appreciated organisms
that make the bay so special. On Christmas day last year I walked down to the
beach at Somers with family and friends just to relax, but it ended up becoming the
most magical day of tide-pooling (rock-rambling) I have ever had. The diversity and
quantity of wildlife we encountered on the unusually low tide that day was
absolutely mind-blowing, and really opened my eyes to how much truly lives in
these intertidal zones. It would be a true tragedy to destroy this beautiful habitat,
and I am very against the proposed terminal. A few questions I would like AGL to
address follow: How will impacts of wastewater disposal be monitored, studied, and
dealt with? What practices will be put in place to avoid contact of chlorinated and
cooled wastewater with critical and highly sensitive habitats like shallow estuarine
environments and intertidal zones? How will wastewater impacts on critical food
supplies such as planktonic organisms and current-carried nutrients be mitigated?

Opposition to AGL Gas Import Terminal
I am writing in opposition of the proposed AGL Gas Import Terminal in Western Port Bay. I
have lived on the Mornington Peninsula for three years now, and have come to know and
love the bay and its surrounding area. As a scientist, avid bird-watcher, and former Scuba
instructor with hundreds of recreational and work-related dives in the bay, my primary
reasons for opposing the project stem from a knowledge of and love for the unique and
diverse ecosystems that rely on Westernport, and a concern for how these amazing
environments will be affected. As a marine organism enthusiast, I have spent a vast amount
of time diving, free-diving, boating, kayaking, tide-pooling, photographing, and simply
exploring the bay in search of the many unique species it has to offer. My greatest concern
with regards to the terminal relates to the potential impacts of dumping chlorinated and
cooled wastewater back into the bay, which will undoubtedly have severe impacts on
delicate estuarine and intertidal ecosystems found throughout the bay. These are among
the most vital habitats supporting biodiversity in the region, and they play a crucial role in
the early life stages of many pelagic and reef-oriented marine organisms that aren’t
normally recognized as utilizing the environment.
When diving around the bay, I encounter a wide variety of benthic organisms feeding on
plankton that drifts with currents around the bay. It seems to me that these planktonic
organisms would be highly vulnerable to the high chlorine content and lowered
temperatures of the proposed wastewater disscharge, and thus would be subject to mass
fatality. This would not only affect the organisms themselves, but also those benthic
creatures that feed on them, thus disrupting the entire food chain of the bay. I am greatly
concerned that as a result we could lose many of the beautiful and underappreciated
organisms that make the bay so special.
On Christmas day last year I walked down to the beach at Somers with family and friends
just to relax, but it ended up becoming the most magical day of tide-pooling (rock-rambling)
I have ever had. The diversity and quantity of wildlife we encountered on the unusually low
tide that day was absolutely mind-blowing, and really opened my eyes to how much truly
lives in these intertidal zones. It would be a true tragedy to destroy this beautiful habitat,
and I am very against the proposed terminal.
A few questions I would like AGL to address follow:
How will impacts of wastewater disposal be monitored, studied, and dealt with?
What practices will be put in place to avoid contact of chlorinated and cooled wastewater
with critical and highly sensitive habitats like shallow estuarine environments and intertidal
zones?
How will wastewater impacts on critical food supplies such as planktonic organisms and
current-carried nutrients be mitigated?
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My name is Samuel Bryant and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to
toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and
explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have completed only
preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on
that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue
until we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of
the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate
to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious
environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the
Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do
not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The
impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection
Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This holds
true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that renewable
energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and
CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in
the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast

for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be dramatically below
what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in
Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the
noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that
underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of
whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging
nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and
more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without
exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Samuel Bryant
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SUBMISSION- CRIB POINT ENQUIRY
My name is Campbell Opie and I visit Westernport Bay often.
The Bay is a beautiful home for so many species and refuge for migrating
animals and birds.This Gas facility is an unnecessary and massive disruption
to the Bay ecology, to bring more dirty gas at high cost while we export huge
amounts of gas.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There
are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under
its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for
residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is
likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport
Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important
nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia.
People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife.
The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and
a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of
International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their
ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to
build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the most
precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact
on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold

chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22
of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the
legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing
our demand for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by
between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology
and targeted economic support according to a recent report written by energy
consultants Northmore Gordon. With the right government policies Victoria
could meet its energy needs without new gas including new gas fields or gas
import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay. These
measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under
most scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is
generated by fossil fuels but will become even cheaper and less polluting as
more of our electricity is generated through renewables.
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,
Campbell Opie
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My name is Duncan Buchanan and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the
loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes
that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors
will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales
as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as
a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle
of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine
life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and
in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the
discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause
22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact

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

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2542

Request to be heard?: Yes
Full Name:

Penelope Ann Manning

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

Submission. Why is AGL dictating the state’s energy policy? I begin my submission in
expressing full support for the articles in The Age Tuesday, 25 August 2020 • Page 1
article about the letter from 25 scientists expressing their concerns with the
government’s strategy for dealing with climate change. • Analysis Nick O’Malley •
the Editorial on page 16. There are so many arguments against the AGL proposal for
Westernport, the above scientific one and the environmental and social ones. I have
had concerns over the AGL proposal for some time. I have followed the
developments for community responses and recent reactions to the EES. I am a
member of BirdLife Bass Coast and a regular participant in the Westernport Wader
Survey. The AGL proposal seems to consider the government’s responsibities to the
Ramsar Convention are insignificant and the proposal would have no impact on
shore birds and international waders. How can the increased shipping traffic,
dredging of the waters, the mooring of waiting vessels in close proximity to one of
the major high tide roosts for migratory birds and the associated light and noise
impacts be insignificant. Each of these factors must be given maximum weighting
when considering the AGL proposal. I am also concerned with the impact of the
proposal on recreational fishing and the pleasure for all the community in enjoying
the waters of Westernport, whether from the land or the water. Westernport,
Phillip Island and the two Shires of Bass Coast and Mornington Peninsula depend on
tourism. The industrialization of Westernport is counter to the government’s
tourism strategy for these areas. Any industrial accident in Westernport would have
devastating effects on local communities and the marine life. The AGL proposal does
not make sense and must not be allowed to proceed. I wish to be heard. Penny
Manning.
Newhaven. 3925
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My name is William Nicholson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Western port Bay’s ecology is affected greatly by the low tidal flows which would
suffer irreparable damage when gas tankers and an import terminal discharge toxic
chemicals into it.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
William Nicholson
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My name is Elizabeth Jane Varkulevicius and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The bay is so diverse supporting many eco-systems that in turn suppport a wide
range of animal and plant life both above and below the the water I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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 unsucces
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My name is Jamey McIntyre and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Living on the Mornington Peninsula most of my fondest memories revolve around
spending time at the beach and in nature. It’s a real comfort to be able to feel safe
and connected to nature when exploring everything the beautiful coastline has to
offer.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jamey McIntyre
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AEMO’s most recent Gas Statement of Opportunities report for eastern and south-eastern Australia predicts
potential supply gaps in the eastern and south-eastern Australian states from 2024 onwards from existing and
committed gas developments, unless additional southern reserves and resources, or alternative infrastructure,
are developed.3
The Victorian Government’s decision to lift the ban on conventional gas exploration and development of
Victorian onshore gas fields from July 2021 has been welcomed by the Victorian Chamber as it will allow the
east coast gas market access to further sources of gas supply.
However, given the lead times required for exploration and development of projects, new supply from these
onshore fields is unlikely to be available in the short term, and until exploration commences, the size of the
resources and thus the potential impact on supply adequacy remains uncertain.
A further concern, which AEMO points out, is that some existing southern gas fields are likely to cease
production between mid-2023 and mid-2024. This will put further pressure on meeting peak day gas demand in
southern states from winter 2023.4
While there is no single panacea to securing adequate, reliable and competitively priced energy supplies, we
therefore consider the AGL and APA proposed development of a floating LNG import terminal at Crib Point is
needed to provide an additional source of supply to fill the predicted shortfall and reduce uncertainties in gas
supply adequacy.
The Project would assist in Victoria’s transition to a low-carbon economy and provide the foundation for
ensuring that energy security is maintained and keeps pace with our changing and growing economy.
Liquefied natural gas (LNG) imports offers a flexible option of short-term and long-term energy supply that
would not only help keep gas prices in check but provide customers with a secure, stable source of energy
supply as the energy sector becomes decarbonised and transitions to more renewables.
Other benefits of the Project include job creation, including at the local level, as well as opportunities for local
suppliers across a range of trade and support services including construction, engineering, vegetation
management, security and food services.
The Australian Energy Market Operator has recognised the Project’s significance, noting:
AGL projects that the import terminal should be operational by the beginning of 2022.With this supply, if only
existing and committed projects are otherwise available, then this import terminal in Victoria can support
declining southern resources and is forecast to push back any forecast supply gaps by up to six years to 2030.5
We are pleased the Project has been informed by comprehensive environmental impact assessments that
have incorporated community feedback and concerns received during the development of the Environment
Effects Statement.
We understand the Environmental Management Framework (EMF) AGL and APA have developed will ensure
the Project is constructed and operated in accordance with strict environmental management and monitoring
arrangements.

3

Ibid, pages 8-11.
Ibid, page 11.
5 Ibid, page 52.
4

2
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RE: Submission to the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee
To Whom it may Concern;
My name is Thea Adamson and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport is home to a wide range of biodiverse species, and supports many different
types of flora and fauna.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include
exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have deemed
the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the
EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine
the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and
protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible
array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of

wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming
increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG
annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas
consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher
penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
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.
Yours sincerely,
Thea Adamson
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My name is Caroline Mahoney and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
It is a natural environment that benefits many people and it is our responsibility to
protect 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 that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would
introduce new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks
include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and
increased risk of accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K.
The nearest homes to the import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach
is also close to the site. AGL have completed only preliminary quantitative risk
assessments on these risks and have deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is
not acceptable to present preliminary studies and the EES should not continue until
we have an independent expert to provide final risk assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land
and water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory
birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport
Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and
fish. Westernport Bay is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria.
Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline
directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should
be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather
than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future
but a dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees
Celsius of warming by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from
fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered
fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting
consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded
assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we
need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Caroline Mahoney
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My name is Barbara Long and I live in Bittern in the Westernport
Bay area – a protected area under RAMSAR and UNESCO My
local area and the health of the ecosystems of the entirety of
Westernport – are threatened by AGL’s proposal. Human health is
dependent on environmental health. We are currently managing
enough environmental threats with the industry in our area - enough
is enough. Government Policy must be changed to alter current gas
export legislation to protect both our environment and our supply
issues – there is no need for this destructive proposal if we have a
more balanced legislative approach. Environmental health begins at
home and spreads the benefit to the world.
There is more and more data revealing that human health is
intrinsically bound to ecosystem health - this should be obvious and
interfering in the equilibrium of such a significant site as
Westernport will have disastrous long term consequences.
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,
Barbara Long
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My name is Jennifer Langridge and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. I spent 4-8 weeks camping at Point Leo from the age of 1 in the early 1970s
until adulthood. I know firsthand how special Westernport is from an environmental
aspect. Heavy industry and fossil fuel transport come second to the unique
biodiversity. 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. I will point to these 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. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and
preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import
terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and
the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal
should not continue. 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.
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My name is Rebecca Honner and I visit Westernport Bay often.
We have a home in Westernport Bay and love how natural and relatively undeveloped the
coastline is. The communities are far more close knit than the bay side and they really want
to retain the low-key nature of the bay.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who
place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation
or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution
can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of
one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant
wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting
costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soonto-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with
what we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Honner
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My name is Narelle Sheehan and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Members of my
family have lived around Westernport Bay for over 100 years, and I grew up here. I
moved back to the Bay 10 years ago as I have always loved our beautiful beaches,
rural landscape, internationally recognised ecosystems and coastal vibe. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. Natural environments play a crucial role in both
the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The potential
loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress and
environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these
areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers are inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of
wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International
Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and
preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import
terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an
internationally significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how
this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally
inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the
State E
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August 26, 2020
Submission to oppose the AGL Gas Import Terminal proposed for Crib Point
Dear Members of the Committee,
Thank you for the opportunity to write a submission regarding the proposed AGL Gas Import
Terminal proposed for Crib Point. This is an important issue to me, and my family and I write to
oppose the development.
I am writing as a resident and homeowner living further along the Mornington Peninsular from Crib
Point, on the ocean beach side of Blairgowrie. Here, my family and I share a love of the coastal
environment – from watching whales, to the incredible sea life in rock pools and the shorebirds who
call this coast home. We have recently invested in solar panels and are now producing almost all of
the electricity we need each day. Once we convert our heating to electricity rather than gas, we will
use only renewable energy.
My submission today is to oppose the AGL gas terminal development for three main reasons:
1. New investment in Gas is unnecessary and unwise at this time, bringing unnecessary risk
and unnecessary use of resources for Victorians and the likelihood of the plant being a
stranded asset requiring costly removal and clean-up.
2. If permitted will likely cause significant environmental damage, specifically to the coastal
landscape, coastal birds and sea life, and pose great risk to Philip Island and the significant
tourism it brings to Victoria
3. If permitted will pose significant threat to residents and community in the local area,
specifically in terms of fire risk and water pollution, also making this an unattractive area for
investment and tourism into the future – both of which are currently thriving.
I will address each of these points in turn.
1. No need for any further investment in Gas
Demand for old energy, including gas, is decreasing. The viability of these companies
continuing to invest in industries in decline is bad for Victoria and Australia
There are two main aspects to this crucial point. The first is that the demand for and investment in
renewable energy sources is increasing very fast, including by AGL themselves (See AFR article and
link at the end of this section). This puts the demand for Gas in jeopardy, making it a risky and
unwise investment for the company and for Victoria – wasting resources for all Victorians. Victoria
and Australia are currently seeing a huge growth in the use of renewable energy, especially solar. As
this increases, the price of electricity will go down making it a more attractive energy source than
gas.
The second aspect of this is that the demand for Gas – as a fossil fuel – is going down and is
becoming less and less attractive to the corporate, community and government sectors as
international and national initiatives to curb CO2 emissions gain momentum, strength and
enforceable accountability mechanisms. A brand-new investment in this fossil fuel technology, that
is being phased out in so many other states and countries is putting Victoria and Australia at
unconscionable risk.
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Indeed, a recent letter by a group of leading scientists written to the Chief Scientist shows that
pursuing Gas is clearly going against the international climate targets, to which Australia is a
signatory. So again, going against these international conventions and trends is putting Australia and
Australians at risk of being left behind sustainable and cheaper energy into the future. (See article in
The Age, link below).
https://www.theage.com.au/environment/climate-change/australia-s-chief-scientist-is-wrong-ongas-say-leading-experts-20200824-p55oty.html?fbclid=IwAR1KWRXcJbfyHhkYBjEyYW0OWtORAcVNr-WrwD9LDc QgN9jPx6lnpihDg
https://www.afr.com/companies/energy/agl-s-liddell-plan-out-of-coal-into-batteries-20200814p55lnv)
2. Negative impact on the local environment – increased shipping and activity on wetlands,
coastal environment, local fauna including whales
The impact of Climate change is being increasing felt – with higher temperatures, more extreme
weather (including fires, storms, beach erosion) – and the proposed development adds to the risk
level. Gas is dangerous, especially in weather events such as extreme heat and bushfires. Coastal
erosions and storms increase likelihood of damage to infrastructure, spills on the coast and at sea.
The Coastal landscape is a fragile one. Increases in storm surge, high tides and extreme weather are
already impacting the southern coast of Australia. How will AGL ensure that the construction of the
terminal and the coming and going of large ships will not contribute to further erosion and damage
to the coastline? How will they monitor the impact on the sand, the coastal landscape and the flora
and fauna including the shorebirds who nest along this coastline?
Specifically, this increased activity in the area is likely to impact the whales who pass along this
stretch of coast and the Fairy Penguin colony at Philip Island, the largest Fairy Penguin colony in the
world. I am greatly concerned that the negative impact on these species and their behaviour over
the next ten years will cause a reduction in their population and a reduction in the income to the
state from the tourism they bring to Victoria and the local community. Phillip Island is the second
most tourism-dependent region in Australia, and any real or perceived risks to the natural
environment could be a real blow to the community.
The wetlands and bird life in this area are also of huge environmental significance. The construction
and operation of the site and the pipeline will inevitably cause significant water pollution that will
threaten all species.
AGL’s EES does not properly address the issue of spills. The ships must pass through narrow
waterways, often in storm and extreme weather conditions – including high winds – and this poses a
significant threat.
AGL must show that they have taken into account the increase in extreme weather events and how
this poses a danger to their normal way of operating. Regardless, the nature of the environment at
and around Crib Point, and the waterways used by ships in and off Western Point Bay are such that
the proposed development will cause significant damage that is no longer appropriate or acceptable
by corporations in this era.
3. Will pose significant risk to local residents
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The AGL terminal and pipeline, if permitted, will pose significant threat to residents and
community in the local area, specifically in terms of fire risk and water pollution, also making this an
unattractive area for investment and tourism into the future – both of which are currently thriving.
Extreme weather and heightened temperatures pose extreme threat to Victorians in the summer,
and the AGL plant would be as close as 1.5km to houses and close to a whole coastline of popular
beaches. Access to this area is also limited in terms of roads and road capacity, making this a
dangerous place to house gas, especially through the hot summers that will only grow hotter in the
foreseeable future.
In closing, I would like to make a final and critical last point: AGL cannot be trusted. AGL has a
history of deceptive and misleading behaviour, making them unfit to build and operate a facility such
as the import terminal and pipeline proposed. Since 2003 AGL has incurred more than $7 million
worth of fines, in some cases for deceptive and misleading behaviour. In September 2018, AGL was
fined a record of almost $3 million by the Victorian Essential Services Commission for “failing to
offset its emission levels” by not handing over 64,000 Energy Efficiency Certificates (see SMH link
below). AGL was this month fined for billing errors which “left thousands of concession customers
distressed and confused after receiving high bills they weren’t expecting” (See ESV.vic.gov.au link
below).
On the basis of AGL’s poor track record, and the incredibly high risks involved with this proposal, it
seems that AGL cannot be trusted with the development of a gas import terminal in Westernport
Bay. Furthermore, given that the demand for gas is decreasing and likely to decrease over the next
ten years, then a plant that is in increasingly dire financial circumstance’s is unlikely to uphold
rigorous standards and therefore poses increasingly great risks to the local environment and
community. I believe it is COMPLETELY UNSAFE for this proposal to go ahead.
https://www.smh.com.au/business/companies/agl-fined-3-million-for-missing-emissions-targets20180924-p505m5.html
https://www.esc.vic.gov.au/media-centre/pensioners-fall-victim-alleged-agl-billing-error
I would like to close by also asking the following four questions of the committee, in addition to
the points I have raised in opposition:
1. What is the risk analysis for Philip Island and the Fairy Penguin Colony here, the largest in
the world, and the estimation of loss of tourism dollars to the state should the colony be
harmed or move elsewhere?
2. What is the risk analysis for the water pollution and coastal erosion for the coastline of the
Mornington Peninsular and the impact on the environment and tourism in this area?
3. What measures will be taken to offset the carbon emissions produced in establishing this
terminal and for the gas imported? And what penalties will be in place should these be
breached?
4. If the plant was to become a stranded asset, and thus an eyesore and a hazard, what steps
are being taken to ensure that if this happens AGL will be legally required by government to
remove the asset and rehabilitate the seafront?
I look forward to hearing from you. With thanks,
Anna Clark
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My name is Pam French and I visit Westernport Bay often. I appreciate the
undisturbed areas where one can wander unseen and experience the natural
environment and smell the fresh salty air.The seas must be protected at all
costs.Fish stocks are diminishing already. Gas infrastructure can never be
extinguished. The environment will be changed for ever. No mining company should
have the authority to cause irreparable damage to the environment. I fear our
children will never experience this freedom. We - you - have the responsibility to
protect the environment for your and my children! 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. Yours sincerely, Pamela French
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My name is Nina Killham and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernport Bay is a
hub for tourists. I personally love to go there. This project would spell disaster for
the animals, birds and marine life that call it home, and increase climate pollution
from more dirty fossil fuels we don’t need. 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
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My name is David Davenport and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
At a time when our marine environment is under incredible stress there seems no strong
justification for the proposed development.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and
visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss
of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is
not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more
disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact
of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay
in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds
like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland
is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay
is also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment
and protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is
an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an
incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging
projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so
much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their
attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that
the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The EES submitted by AGL grossly underestimates the potential for reducing our demand
for gas in Victoria. Victoria could reduce its gas consumption by between 98 and 113
petajoules by 2030 through using existing technology and targeted economic support
according to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon. With the
right government policies Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas including
new gas fields or gas import terminals like that proposed by AGL for Westernport Bay.
These measures will lower energy costs for consumers and reduce emissions under most
scenarios. This is the case even when a lot of our electricity is generated by fossil fuels but
will become even cheaper and less polluting as more of our electricity is generated
through renewables.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton
and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable
to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above
safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of water
being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated
water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further
affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on
our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet
our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
David Davenport

Submission Cover Sheet
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee EES

2557

Request to be heard?: No
Full Name:

Lucy marks

Organisation:

No

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

My name is Lucy Marks and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I care
about Westernport bay because I care about the 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. 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).
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My name is Kara Van Der Heyde and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I live in Crib
Point. I moved to the area for the bay and coast line and visit it several times a
week. Having more industry will destroy the life for the sea life birds and mangroves
to mention just a few. We need to look at more sustainable energy. 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.
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Crib Point Enquiry
My name is Edmund Griffith and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
My family has lived in Shoreham for over 100 years. Our ancestors settled here
because of the unspoilt pristine environment. 4 generations later and we are still
here. We need to protect this unique environment from unnecessary development for
natural resources.
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,
Edmund Griffith
Shoreham
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My name is Matthias Brandl and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
is a very important diverse ecological habitat for all sorts of important species. The
kelp forests are crucial to a huge variety of marine life forms. We are putting that at
risk and will lose this treasure if we won’t stop destroying nature by building import
gas terminals which are completely unnecessary especially for Australia as the 2nd
biggest LNG exporter of the world for short sighted and greedy motivations. The
further industrialization of Crib Point will have a huge impact of the whole
environment of Western Port. As we already see the decline of all sorts of important
species all over the world on land and water, a dying Barrier Reef because of global
warming, plastic pollution of all oceans, melting glaciers, massive reduction of
insects (bees), burning rain forests in Brazil, increase of bush fires all over the planet
every year and the massive loss of fertile soil because of flooding and droughts.
Wetlands are the most important barriers to secure the coasts and are breeding
grounds of all sorts of marine life. We owe this to our children and the generations
to come. There is only one planet Earth.... more see attached.

My name is Matthias Brandl and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport is a very important diverse ecological habitat for all sorts of important species.
The kelp forests are crucial to a huge variety of marine life forms. We are putting that at risk
and will lose this treasure if we won’t stop destroying nature by building import gas
terminals which are completely unnecessary especially for Australia as the 2nd biggest LNG
exporter of the world for short sighted and greedy motivations. The industrialisation of Crib
Point will have a huge impact of the whole environment of Western Port. As we already see
the decline of all sorts of important species all over the world on land and water, a dying
Barrier Reef because of global warming, plastic pollution of all oceans, melting glaciers,
massive reduction of insects (bees), burning rain forests in Brazil, increase of bushfires all
over the planet every year and the massive loss of fertile soil because of flooding and
droughts. Wetlands are the most important barriers to secure the coasts and are breeding
grounds of all sorts of marine life. We owe this to our children and the generations to come.
There is only one planet Earth.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in
Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who
place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation
or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution
can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for
their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have
already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the
loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.

If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
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 negative
impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria and Australia 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,
Matthias Brandl
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My name is Lynette Blom and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s a pristine part
of the universe and I have lived here for 40 years, drawn by the diversity of marine
habitats. I work for Phillip Island Nature Parks and the famous penguin parade. Part
of Westernport is a RAMSAR area and needs ongoing protection. 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
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My name is Danny Butt and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Westernport Bay is at the centre of an incredibly diverse ecosystem that spreads across a
significant proportion of Boon Wurrung country. It is like the vascular system that connects
us to all the plants, animals and the ocean.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the
issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife.
A new fossil fuel project like the gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce
new risks to the local community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing
people to toxic hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of
accidental fire and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the
import facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL
have completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary studies
and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to provide final risk
assessments.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to
see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and
water which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like
the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is
made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and
protect the shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an
extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible
array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil fuels.
Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power production. This
holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of storage to guarantee that
renewable energy can be delivered when required according to the Australian Energy
Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed renewables will displace gas is becoming
increasingly accepted in the energy markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG
annual consumption forecast for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas
consumption will be dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher
penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Danny Butt
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My name is Margot Hinge and I visit Westernport Bay often.
It is a beautiful haven for marine wildlife and has many unique and diverse marine and
wetland environments, vital for ecodiversity.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place
significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of
a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among
households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of
anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in
increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the
form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the
beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water
which allows them to be home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the
critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the Westernport Bay wetland is made
up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is also the
most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the
shoreline from erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive
mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected as a key habitat for an incredible array of
plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much
we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming
by the end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting

costs of renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to
our environment but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in
renewables and supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-tobe stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what
we need to do to create a safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine
wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise
in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself
nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES
states that underwater sound would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many
other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Margot Hinge
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My name is James Massey and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The wetlands and marine ecosystem in the Westernport Bay and surroundings areas
are so important and creating a gas import terminal can increase the risk of a
catastrophe happening. One small spill can have detrimental effects. I thank the
Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriat
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My name is Laraine Proctor and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Western port Bay is untouched and prisitine and within an hours drive of the centre of Melbourne. Dolphins visit
the beaches regularly, seals and whales now and then, and fishing is an important recreation - wonderful for
relaxation and renewal.
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,
Laraine Proctor
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My name is Ailsa Cowan and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Protecting our natural environment is a passion of mine - made even more evident by mental health
impacts on people suffering in lockdown.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the communities
who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental
distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on these areas.
This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure
to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The
impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions
in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see
the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other
incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of
huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the
area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could
impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large amounts of
carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and enhanced for their role in the fight
against climate change rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like this gas
import terminal proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our
freshwater wetlands which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay
each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not
know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact
modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters).
AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not meet the legal requirements this
proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a
dangerous reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the
end of the century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of
renewables and energy storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment
but also bad business. Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and
supporting consumers to move away from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets.
This proposal to build a gas import terminal is not consistent with what we need to do to create a
safe climate.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect marine wildlife.
AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline studies of the noise in Westernport
Bay. They have also not tested the impact of noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced
by a berthed FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound

would elicit behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby which would affect
the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more
suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the
precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the
local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Ailsa Cowan

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

M A Johnston

Organisation:

Yes.Silverleaves Conserva on Associa onPhillip Island Victoria Australia

Address of affected property:

Attachment 1:

Silverleaves_Cons

Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Submission:

As attached submisison

2569

Silverleaves Conservation Association
26 August 2020
Introduction
The Silverleaves Conservation Association (SCA) presents the following submission
dated 26 August 2020 in opposition to the works proposed by AGL at Crib Point
Victoria.
About Silverleaves Conservation Association
SCA is a voluntary community organisation established with the purpose of
preserving this unique and sensitive natural environment, flora and fauna of
Silverleaves on Phillip Island within Bass Coast Shire. It is a not for profit
organisation founded in 1950 and staffed by volunteers.
Thesis
Silverleaves Conservation Association is opposed to the AGL Terminal Proposed
in Western Port Bay and related proposed works as follows:
SCA Opposes the 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.
SCA Opposes the 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.
SCA Opposes the Permanent Vessel Mooring involving the permanent mooring
of a 290m vessel in Western Port Bay which the SCA understands proposes to draw
up100 million litres of seawater each day, discharging back chlorides into the sea
and raising water temperatures.
Overview of Reasons
SCA opposition to the AGL Terminal Proposed in Western Port Bay at Crib
Point
1. Detrimental Impact to the marine environment and species of Western Port
Bay – we note that Westernport Bay is protected as part of the UNESCO
Biosphere Reserve ie Western Port Bay Biosphere Reserve and as such,
should not be the site of an invasive development such as proposed by AGL.
2. AGL Terminal AGL Terminal proposed in Western Port Bay at Crib Point at
odds with the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands to which Australia is a
signatory.
3. Negative impact on shorebirds of Western Port Bay from AGL Terminal
Proposed in Western Port Bay at Crib Point notably but not limited to the
endangered Hooded Plovers of Phillip Island.
4. Adverse impacts of the production of methane gas on the local environment
of Western Port Bay and Silverleaves on Phillip Island but more broadly, the
climate change impacts.
5. Problems caused to already weakened foreshore at Silverleaves and Cowes
East beaches from erosion arguably worsened by dredging activities
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proposed as part of the AGL Terminal Proposed in Western Port Bay at Crib
Point
6. Potential negative impacts on marine mammals such as whales and seals
together with marine life and fish species notably but not limited to the
Southern Right Whales which rest in Western Port Bay from May each year,
seas grass and mangrove impacts, and impacts on the broader marine
ecosystem noting the mangroves of the Bay are a vital spawning ground for
fish stocks.
7. Potential negative impacts on the significant Rhyll Inlet Estuarine zone which
abuts the east end of Silverleaves on Phillip Island. This estuary is already
under threat from the multiple impacts of overdevelopment, pollution, water
contamination, erosion and sea level rises and needs protection.
8. NO social licence to operate. Under the ASX Corporate Governance
guidelines, ASX listed companies have a responsibility to meet certain
environmental, social and governance guidelines. The proposed AGL
Terminal at Crib Point does not meet these guidelines and SCA notes
significant community opposition and therefore warrants the proposal should
not proceed on these grounds.
Key Arguments - No Further Development at Crib Point
Silverleaves Conservation Association puts the case that Western Port Bay has
already experienced the above detrimental impacts from introduced infrastructure
from resources company terminals and related developments. We note the
arguments raised in opposition to proposals for such infrastructure provisioning by
BHP and ESSO in the 1970s.
The following proposals have been mooted since the 1960s in an attempt to develop
Crib Point and have been stopped on similar grounds to those set out above and
below. We therefore posit that, given the following time line, it is recognised that
Western Port Bay is an unsuitable site for any such further development given its
fragile marine zone and the ongoing negative impacts of such development as an
AGL terminal there.
Timelines
We highlight the rejection of the following
1987 - Proposed Western Mining ammonia-urea plant (STOPPED)
1992 - Proposed Shell-Mobil “super-tanker” project (STOPPED)
2007 - Proposed Boral Bitumen plant (STOPPED)
2011 - Port of Hastings Container Port strategy (STOPPED)

Action Called for by SCA
SCA calls for the STOPPING of the AGL Terminal Proposal at Crib Point noting Crib
Point is in Western Port Bay, lies adjacent to Silverleaves on Phillip Island and is part
of the Ramsar Treaty which is governed under the Australian Government
Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment.
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Protecting Western Port Bay
The Importance of Protection of Western Port Bay from further development Western Port Bay Ramsar Site
Our opposition is further supported by the following facts and concerns:
1. Western Port Bay is one of 66 wetlands listed under the Ramsar Convention as
being of international importance. It is noted as the only such bay in the world
adjacent to a capital city (Melbourne Victoria) and incorporating around 260
kilometres of coastline, connected to Bass Strait by a wide channel between Flinders
and Phillip Island, and a narrow channel between San Remo and Phillip Island.
Notably, six rivers from the north and east of the catchment flow into the northern
and eastern shores of Western Port and several minor rivers and creeks on the
eastern slopes of the Mornington Peninsula drain into the western shores. The
coastal environment of Wester Port has already been degraded due to housing
development, draining (Koo Wee Rup Wetland) and other detrimental impacts of
human activity.
2. As a Ramsar Site, Western Port Bay has wide variety of habitat types:
•
•
•
•
•

deep channels
seagrass flats
intertidal mudflats
extensive mangrove thickets
saltmarsh vegetation.

Of key significance, the white mangrove communities within Western Port are the
most well-developed and extensive in Victoria.
These are the only large communities situated so far from the Equator.
3. In addition to threatened shorebirds such as the Hooded Plover, there are also
threatened plant species that are found within the Ramsar site including:
•
•
•

dense leek-orchid
creeping rush
tiny arrow grass.

4. Shorebirds
Western Port is one of the three most important areas for waders in Victoria. The site
supports numerous migratory species listed under international migratory bird
conservation agreements.
High numbers of eastern curlew, whimbrel, bar-tailed godwit, grey-tailed tattler,
greenshank and terek sandpiper have been recorded at the site.
5. Nationally threatened species that utilise Western Port include:
•
•
•
•

orange-bellied parrot
swift parrot
helmeted honeyeater
little tern, southern right whale
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•

humpback whale.

In addition, Western Port Bay supports the globally threatened fairy tern which is
listed as vulnerable on the IUCN Red List of Threatened Species.
6. Indigenous Heritage
A number of Indigenous cultural heritage sites on the shores of Western Port have
been identified.

7. Western Port Bay is a particularly good example of a natural wetland marine
embayment with extensive intertidal flats, mangroves, saltmarsh, and seagrass beds
within the South East Coastal Plain.
Western Port is also a very good example of a saltmarsh-mangrove-seagrass
wetland system.
8. The site supports the fairy tern which is a species of global conservation
significance, in addition to the dense leek-orchid which is listed as vulnerable under
the EPBC Act.
Saltmarsh vegetation within the site provides important habitat for the orange-bellied
parrot, listed as critically endangered under the EPBC Act.
9. Western Port is one of the most important areas for migratory waders in southeast Australia with wader surveys indicating that the Ramsar site supports up to 39
species, and includes 10 000 to 15 000 summer migrants (approximately 12 to 16
per cent of the Victorian population).
It also supports seagrass and mangrove communities that are characteristic of the
marine embayments of Southern Victoria.
10. Western Port Bay Ramsar Site is one of the three most important areas in
southeast Australia for migratory waders in total numbers and density.
The site also provides important overwintering habitat for the orange bellied parrot.
It also provides a number of important high tide roosts and breeding habitat.
11. Western Port Bay Ramsar site regularly supports about 10 000 to 15 000
migratory waders, and periodically supports 1000 to 3000 ducks and 5000 to 10 000
Black Swans.
12. Western Port Bay Ramsar site regularly supports more than one per cent of the
estimated flyway population of five wader species. The site also regularly supports
internationally significant numbers of several non-wader species.
13. Seagrass beds within the Ramsar site are known to provide important nursery
habitat for a number of fish species, including commercially significant species.
14. The Ramsar Convention's broad aims are to halt the worldwide loss of wetlands
and to conserve, through wise use and management, those that remain. This
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requires international cooperation, policymaking, capacity building and technology
transfer.
Conclusion
SCA opposes urban and industrial development detrimental to Silverleaves, Phillip
Island and the broader Western Port Bay environment. We note the already critical
impacts from climate change, introduced marine pests, fishing and shipping as
ongoing threats to the health of Western Port Bay.
We note that the Victorian Government has failed to establish an adequate research
and monitoring regimen for Victoria’s marine environments.
The Australian federal government – and via it, State and Local Government – has a
responsibility to take the steps necessary to ensure that the ecological character of a
wetland is maintained. Western Port Bay contains wetlands included in the Ramsar
List they are recognized as being of significant value not only for the country or the
countries in which they are located but for humanity as a whole.
Furthermore, the Silverleaves locates Rhyll Inlet is a Ramsar listed wetland providing
important habitat for migratory wading birds. The inlet is also identified in the Victoria
Coastal Inundation Dataset, as an area at risk of inundation due to climate change.
Western Port was described by UNESCO in 2016 as “a coastal embayment
incorporating vast and relatively undisturbed mudflats with salt marsh vegetation. It is
considered an internationally important feeding and roosting area for numerous
species of summering waders, many of which are listed under the bilateral Migratory
Birds Agreements with China and Japan.
The shorebirds complete one of the world’s greatest migrations, flying thousands of
kilometres south along the East Asian-Australasian Flyway from their food-rich Arctic
breeding grounds. The Rhyll Inlet as a declared Ramsar wetland of international
significance partly exists to protect the habitat of migratory shorebirds such as
eastern curlews, bar-tailed godwits and red-necked stints. The inlet provides a
welcome and much-needed feeding ground before the shorebirds begin their nonstop journey back to the Arctic between March and April.
Therefore, and specific to Silverleaves and the SCA, a threat to the local
environment in Western Port Bay such as that posed by the proposed AGL terminal
at Crib Point is unacceptable.
Submitted by M A Johnston President
Silverleaves Conservation Association

Contact Postal Address
The Secretary Silverleaves Conservation Association Inc
Cowes, VIC 3922
ends
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My name is
Elaine Larsson and I visit Westernport Bay often. We have had a family connection
with Westernport Bay since 1926, my husband’s grandparents bought a property at
Merricks Beach, one of the first houses to be built there. We own a property at 21
Minto Street, we have for 50 years. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. 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.
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26 August 2020 My name is Paul Fetterplace and I appreciate the opportunity to
make this submission. My links with Westernport Bay date back to 1973 when I first
visited the Bay to collect data with the Geography department at University of
Melbourne as a part of the original Westernport Bay Environmental Study. I
subsequently completed an Honours thesis on the tidal characteristics of the Bay
and the impact of tidal inundation as a limiting factor affecting the vertical range of
mangroves in the Bay. Our family has also owned a holiday house at Balnarring
Beach for almost 50 years. My concerns are: 1. Is there a recognised need for the
project in the first place? The Victorian government is actively transistioning to a
stronger reliance on renewable sources of energy generation and embarking on this
complex project with its attendant environmental impacts may well be anticipating a
need that does not exist. 2. Is there a genuine gas shortfall given our abundant
resources of natural gas in the Gippsland basin? Such apparent shortfalls are more a
problem of mismanagement by governments and greedy project developers looking
to profit from gas exports. 3. Why choose Westernport Bay? We are offered no
rationale for sighting the project in an internationally recognised RANSAR wetlands
precinct and designated UNESCO biosphere comprising three national marine parks.
The project also adjoins the tourist meccas of the Mornington Peninsula and Phillip
Island and any misadventure with the project would likely have severe
environmental and economic ramifications for both regions. 4. Is AGL a credible
operator for such a complex project? They have a past track record of
environmental mismanagement and various other deceits designed to obfuscate
and mislead statutory authorities. Can they be trusted to execute this project in the
best interest of the community?

