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My name is Bodhi Woods and I live in the Westernport Bay area. I\'m a member of
the community and point leo lifesaving club so therefore the protection of out bay is
vital for people and marine life I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on the local community. 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
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My name is Callum Edwards and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

Western Port contains RAMSAR protected wetlands that support a high diversity of
important and endangered bird species and wetland vegetation. In a time where habitats are
increasingly being lost to bush fires, urban expansion and climate change we should be
protecting intact ecosystems and not further degrading them.

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

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

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

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

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

Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast quantities of
carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.

Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and
fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to
escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above s afe
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,
Callum Edwards
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I have lived on the Mornington Peninsula ever since I migrated to Australia some 40
years ago. I love this part of the world and raised my family here, all of whom view it
as their home. As a grandmother I worry about the consequences of climate change
for our planet, and as a retired medical practitioner, I am alarmed by the effects of
loss of biodiversity on human health . The proposed AGL gas import terminal at
Crib Point and pipeline to Pakenham is of concern for several reasons: 1. It would
lock us in to a 20 year contract for gas, a fossil fuel, as an energy source, despite it
being a fossil fuel, leading to the release of considerable amounts of methane and
thus severe green house gas emissions. 2. It would destroy the RAMSAR wetlands
near the terminal, have a devastating effect on the marine life in the bay due to
noise and illegal discharge of toxic waste water. 3. The risk of fires and explosions
could have catastrophic consequences for the people living in the neighborhood. 4.
It would industrialize this section of the Mornington Peninsula, a nature sanctuary
for Melbournians, and have negative consequences for the tourism industry and the
local community. 5. The effects on wildlife, people and local economy that relies on
the unique natural of the area to thrive have not been assessed adequately.
According to a recent report written by energy consultants Northmore Gordon
(commissioned by Environment Victoria), the state of Victoria could reduce its gas
consumption by between 98 and 113 petajoules by 2030 using existing technology
and targeted economic support. This means that with the right government policies,
Victoria could meet its energy needs without new gas, meaning that we do not need
new gas fields, nor gas import terminals like the proposal for Westernport Bay.
Further, we export large amounts of gas, which could be made available for
domestic use in the transition period to renewables if that was required. The fact
that renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets and amongst investment companies. It does no longer make economic
sense to invest in fossil fuel projects, as renewable energy sources are becoming
cheaper and more popular than fossil fuels. Why does AGL not invest more in
renewable energy projects, which actually have a future and don’t cause harm for
the environment, wildlife and people on this planet, instead of making a poor
investment with the aid of taxpayer’s money? Why does AGL pursue this project
although it’s 2018 submission to modify the Victorian environmental legislation
(SEPP Waters) clause 22, (so AGL would be allowed to dump toxic wastewater), was
rejected by the EPA? Would this not amount to illegal activity? Why does the
Victorian Government not invest more in local renewable energy companies instead
of gas, when investment companies around the world, such as Black Rock, advise
about the risks of investment in fossil fuel projects?
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Swamp and mangrove forest are among the most productive and diverse natural
systems on earth and play and an invaluable role in maintaining health and stability
in our beautiful environment. It adds great economic and natural value to our
community. We can not continue to rely on gas as an energy source. And we cannot
continue to harm our beautiful country.
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We do not want the proposed AGL project to go ahead because of the risks and
negative impacts it will have on our local environment. We live locally, we bird
watch, we snorkel, we enjoy Western port and its surrounds because of its natural,
unpolluted and unspoiled beauty. This project is going to negatively affect us and
our environment. It will damage the fragile and environmentally significant Western
port Bay and its surrounds. AGL is asking for a licence to pollute and cause
irreparable destruction to our local environment. A wind and solar electricity plant
can be established in same amount of time as this gas facility and it would be carbon
neutral, renewable and a clean energy supply which will not affect us adversely.
“Renewable energy is already cheaper than gas.”(Greenpeace) If AGL transition to
low-carbon energy now this will support our economic development and growth in a
way that also supports our health and our environment! We doubt AGL will act in an
environmentally responsible way because it has a record of unsatisfactory
management and compliance with environmental laws. (Rod Knowles, Save
Westernport Website, July 2020) The construction and operation of this Project
will negatively impact us: • By increasing greenhouse gas emissions and speeding
up climate change. “Climate change is the biggest global threat of the 21st century.”
(World Health Organisation) Gas is a fuel that’s driving climate change. • By
damaging the marine ecology and biodiversity of the large Western Port Ramsar
site, UNESCO biosphere and Victoria’s third-most important area for wading birds. •
By damaging the terrestrial ecology, biodiversity and native vegetation and removal
of native flora and fauna, which will potentially negatively impact local endangered
& threatened species • By changing the Bay by discharging millions of litres of
chlorinated, temperature changed seawater daily, and killing entrained marine
organisms that are an essential part of the ecosystem • By potentially negatively
impacting aquifers and groundwater • By increasing transport and traffic on our
narrow rural roads • By disturbing some Aboriginal cultural heritage places both
registered & not yet registered.
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My name is Benjamin Racz and I have family who live in Westernport Bay who are
concerned about the proposal, and on whose behalf I am concerned. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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,
while being the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise
sediment and protect the shoreline from erosion. 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. 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. We cannot afford to sacrifice this valuable environment
in the fight against climate change to which Australia is committed. For the reasons
above, the community of Westernport Bay objects to this proposal, and this voice
must be listened to. Sincerely, Benjamin Racz
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My name is Andrea Babon and I visit Westernport Bay often. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. The issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. Australia has committed to
promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Andrea Babon
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My name is KIM HARLEY and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is a vital part of Victoria's continuing marine life - we need these
ecosystems to thrive not dwindle at the hands of irresponsible polluters. 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. Yours sincerely Kim Harley
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Barbara Fraser submission to Crib Point Inquiry
My name is Barbara J Fraser and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I love natural environments and they are especially valuable in their own right and as
essential in our interconnected ecosystem which is being devastated by certain
humans' over-exploitation, greed and selfishness.
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.
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 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,
Barbara J Fraser
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My name is Nick White and I visit Westernport Bay often. Westernmost Bay has
fantastic natural biodiversity and recreational values.I do not disagree with gas,
however AGL can do be better than reimporting gas and building damaging
infrastructure as part of this proposal.It is an unnecessary outcome. I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area around Crib Point
jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and
surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable
reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay
and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive
ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of
increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia
has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory
of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million
litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous
impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate.
Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high
conservation value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment
Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuc
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My name is elliot henkel and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Surfing nearby on phillip island, the mornington peninsula and the surfcoast my
whole life, I find these areas of huge importance to myself and the communities that
live and work there. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the
Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a
variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is
the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and
reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that
there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships
coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or
sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less
catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the
second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as
other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport
Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit
will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that
it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular
tourist destination. 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 th
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SUBMISSION IN RESPONSE TO AGL CRIB POINT GAS IMPORT PROJECT
Gillian Adam Mornington Peninsula Resident

I write this submission, as a concerned local resident in opposition to
A.G.L.’s proposal to operate a Gas Import Terminal at Hastings. I am
opposed to this project for a number reasons some of the most important
which are listed below.
Overview
I moved from the eastern suburbs of Melbourne when I retired from full
time employment in order to live in and enjoy the unique attractions of the
Mornington Peninsula. Particularly to pursue my interests in underwater
photography, bushwalking and enjoy the natural environment of Port
Phillip and WesternPort Bay, it’s coastline and bushland. Over recent
years I have formed close connections with many people in this special
area who like me, have come to this area for similar reasons and just as I
am would be extremely concerned about the inevitable impacts of an
industrial scale project such as the Crib Point Gas Project.
• Environmental impacts on RAMSAR listed wetlands
i believe It is totally inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal
in the middle of one of Victoria’s most precious environments and an
internationally significant wetland. Australia is a signatory to the RAMSAR
convention and under that convention WesternPort bay is a listed as a site of
international importance because of the critical part it plays being a wetland
sanctuary for migrating birds many of which are already critically
endangered.
The Convention defines wise use of wetlands as “the maintenance of their
ecological character, achieved through the implementation of ecosystem
approaches, within the context of sustainable development”. Wise use can thus be
seen as the conservation and sustainable use of wetlands and all the services they
provide, for the benefit of people and nature.

Therefore it is of particular concern to me that this project could dump up to
468 million litres of chlorinated water into the waters oﬀ Crib point each day.
The water would be chlorinated to destroy all living material, and cooled by

around 7 degrees Celsius before being dumped back into the Bay. These
contaminants have the potential for irreversible damage to the ecosystem.
The EES does not address whether these toxicants could travel to other
ecological sensitive areas, for example with the movements of tides.
It would therefore be vital to monitor changes to marine life and population
numbers as early as possible, so that any necessary remedy actions could
be implemented!
• Climate Change - This is not a time for investment in fossil fuel
projects
We have just experienced one of the most devastating bush fire seasons on
record, following on from years of drought putting Australia’s precious water
systems such as the Murray Darling under extreme pressure. Surely we can’t
aﬀord to continue like this? The world’s climate has already begin to warm,
polar ice is melting and we are experiencing the beginning of global warming
with an average global temperature increase of 1.1 degree celsius! With the
plummeting costs of renewables and energy storage, fossil fuel projects are
not only a threat to our environment but also bad business. Instead of
investing in soon-to-be stranded assets, corporations like AGL should be
investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away from
gas.
• Possibility of catastrophic events - Explosions, oil/fuel spills, Pest
Invasions:
In a relatively shallow tidal bay such as WesternPort any catastrophic event
could potentially have irreversible long term eﬀects.
Increased shipping traffic of up to 40 additional ships into WesternPort Bay
will increase shipping activity by up to 25-40% every year. This inevitably
increases the risk of accidents such as oil spills, ships grounding on sensitive
habitats, and marine pest invasions. Marine pest invasions such as Japanese
Kelp or Northern Pacific Sea Stars, have devastated swathes of habitat types
in Port Phillip Bay already. AGL’s EES does not include an oil spill modelling/
or any other impact risk assessment. Due to existing operations oil tankers
would pass directly by the FSRU (Floating Storage Regasification Unit).
Although it is uncommon for ships to collide, this risk cannot be simply
dismissed. There have been oil spills in the past such as the Iron Barron spill

in Tasmania and the Ethane pipeline incident in Port Philip Bay. An oil spill
within the internationally important Ramsar wetland of WesternPort Bay could
be catastrophic. Added to this there is also the risk of explosion and fire in an
area of mixed use, native bushland and residential zones. It is simply not
acceptable for these types of high-impact, low-probability events not be fully
addressed in the EES, AGL should investigate these risks and mitigation
options in more detail.

Questions:
1. What studies have been undertaken to determine the flow of the
discharged cool chlorinated water?
2. At what distance from its discharge point (at the Gas Import Terminal)
would the subject water re-heat to the ambient sea temperature?
3. Has there been suﬃcient/any investigation/findings into the eﬀect this
chlorinated/cooled water will have on the surrounding marine flora and
4. fauna?
5. What would be the predicted flow paths of the cool chlorinated water?
Would these tracks vary at diﬀerent times of the year?
6. What level of monitoring of populations of migratory birds, local birds,
and marine life (flora and fauna) will occur? How ofter will counts of these
animals and plants occur, and who would be the responsible authority to
perform these surveys? Who would the reports of population numbers be
presented to? It is vital to detect changes in population numbers as early
as possible, so that any necessary remedy actions could be implemented!
7. What are the requirements that will be imposed on A.G.L., to restrict light
pollution at night.? I am concerned that a change to ambient light at night
could have an adverse eﬀect on native and migratory birds who use the
shore and adjoining wetlands.
8. what are the requirements that will be imposed on A.G.L., to restrict noise
pollution, twenty four hours per day.? I am concerned about what extra
noise would have on bird life, as well as other native animals. In particular,
additional light and noisy could cause native birds and animals to
abandon their protected habitat.

9. How ofter will counts of these animals and plants occur, and who would
be the responsible authority to perform these surveys?
10. Who would the reports of population numbers be presented to?
11. How will all the concerns in the above questions be monitored for
compliance.
12. What level of fines would be imposed on A.G.L. and their agents, if
breaches of conditions occur?
13. How will the project impact on flora and fauna of Western Port Bay, that is
outside of the Ramsar protected Region (French Island Phillip Island)?
14. Who will be the monitoring authority, how often will operations be
monitored for compliance, and who will breaches be reported to?
15. What environmental oﬀsets are associated with the overall project details
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My name is Melissa Trudinger and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
I know that Westernport Bay is home to some of the only temperature mangroves in the world, which in itself is worthy of
retaining. It's also a beautiful spot, offering locals and visitors opportunities for coastal recreational activities, like
swimming, fishing and kayaking, often in close proximity to marine animals like dolphins.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a
submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety
of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the reserve
and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to
contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the
important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and
the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination.
Wetlands are among the most biodiverse ecosystems on earth. They combine land and water which allows them to be
home to at least 1350 species including migratory birds like the critically endangered Orange-Bellied Parrot. Half of the
Westernport Bay wetland is made up of seagrass beds which are a nursery site for prawns and fish. Westernport Bay is
also the most significant site for mangroves in Victoria. Mangroves stabilise sediment and protect the shoreline from
erosion. The shoreline directly around the Crib Point jetty is an extensive mangrove stand. Wetlands should be protected
as a key habitat for an incredible array of plants and animals rather than being subject to potentially damaging projects like
this gas import terminal proposed by AGL.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could
have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater
will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases
totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value
areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been
unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are responsible for storing
between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the
Earth. Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to prevent the release of vast
quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate
change.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs - would be the
most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being
subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly half a billion litres of
water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back
into the Bay and disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this
ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Melissa Trudinger
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When we came to live on Western Port in the late 1970’s, the area had narrowly
escaped continued heavy industrialization and environmental degradation thanks to
the passion and evidence-based action of local environmentalists and residents.
Over the next 40 years we as a society have developed our environmental
understanding of the importance to the ecology and the community of our bay, its
wetlands and its surrounds. The picture is broader now. We know that keeping the
bay healthy is crucial to wildlife, the fishing industry, the health of wildlife
populations that span the globe and ultimately the health of the planet. AGL’s Gas
Import Plant should not go ahead for the following reasons: • It jeopardizes the
health of Western Port’s Ramsar listed wetlands and the health of the bay as a
whole. The plan to use millions of litres of sea water to thaw the gas and then
return it as chlorinated wastewater into an area of high conservation values shows a
blatant disregard for the environment. AGL’s action in 2018 to have the legislation
modified to allow them to do this legally is morally reprehensible and does not
inspire confidence in their corporate responsibility. What studies have AGL provided
that show the long-term effects of chlorinated wastewater discharge into an ecology
similar to Woolleys Beach and into a bay with similar tidal patterns as Western Port?
• The negative impact on the land environment and amenity for the local and
broader community. For nearly 50 years we as a family have been involved in the
preservation of local bushland for the benefit of wildlife and people, including
Lorna’s Triangle Bushland Reserve, the negotiation of community open space and
bushland preservation along Warringine Creek, support for the preservation of
Devilbend Reservoir as public space. In these Covid times what we notice is the
increased need and desire for people to have access to peaceful, quality bushland
for recreational purposes. If we as a community hadn’t demanded their
preservation, they would not exist. We kayak frequently from Woolleys Beach and
walk often along the bushland walk at Woolleys and Golden Beaches. This will no
longer be pleasant if at all possible if . How does AGL justify the negative impact of
noise, night light and visual pollution from their floating Gas Structure on the local
wildlife and the local beach users? Will AGL allow the continued existing public
access ¬to the sandy beach at Woolleys Beach? Western Port Bay in the year 2020
is no longer seen as the place to be developed as ‘the Ruhr of Victoria’. It is rightly
recognized and valued as an ecological and recreational treasure and AGL should not
be given permission to develop their unnecessary, environmentally damaging
industry there. Yours Faithfully, Mairi Stewart
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My name is Will Loft and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I grew up in
Balnarring, my Grandfather was a fisherman, and I spent the early years of my life
surfing, sailing diving and being around and in and on the waters of westernport. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. The beach and reserve area
around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. Access to the
reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by
disruptions because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a
comparable reserve area nearby. The increased number of ships coming into
Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result
of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty. Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine
and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge
gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - cl

My name is Will Loft and I grew up on, and have family who live in Westernport Bay.
I grew up in Balnarring, my Grandfather was a fisherman, and I spent the early years
of my life surfing, sailing, diving and being around and in and on the waters of
westernport.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store
large amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands which
has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands worldwide
between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.

The electricity generation sector will play a key role in the transition away from fossil
fuels. Renewable energy has become the cheapest alternative for new power
production. This holds true even when renewables are backed with 6 hours of
storage to guarantee that renewable energy can be delivered when required
according to the Australian Energy Market Operator and CSIRO. The fact that firmed
renewables will displace gas is becoming increasingly accepted in the energy
markets. This year AEMO adjusted its Victorian GPG annual consumption forecast
for the 2014 to 2039 period. They now assume that gas consumption will be
dramatically below what was previously thought due to a higher penetration of
renewables than previously forecast.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like
plankton and fish eggs - would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they
would be unable to escape being pulled into the ship intake and being subjected to
chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be significant with nearly
half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and
disperse with the current thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Will Loft
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My name is James Woods and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have retired to Western Port to enjoy the coastal atmosphere and fishing in the bay. I am concerned
that interference with the bay will damage the environment. Also, why would you import gas when we
export it? It is just wrong.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity
to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current
form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike.
Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions
because of maintenance or high noise. The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby.
The increased number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will mean
boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers will enjoy less catch as a
result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come to see the
little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible
marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers
and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent
with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the maintenance of
their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas
import terminal in the middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into the Bay each
day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about
how this cold chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling
completed by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas like Westernport
Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in
their attempts to weaken these laws. Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Millions of Australians consider climate change not to be a threat in the distant future but a dangerous
reality we face right now. We are on track for several degrees Celsius of warming by the end of the
century if we do not curb our emissions from fossil fuels. The plummeting costs of renewables and energy
storage has rendered fossil fuel projects not only a threat to our environment but also bad business.
Corporations like AGL should be investing more in renewables and supporting consumers to move away

from gas instead of investing in soon-to-be stranded assets. This proposal to build a gas import terminal
is not consistent with what we need to do to create a safe climate.
Small marine organisms which make up the foundations of the ecosystem - like plankton and fish eggs would be the most impacted by this proposal. Locally they would be unable to escape being pulled into
the ship intake and being subjected to chlorine levels far above safe levels. The impact is likely to be
significant with nearly half a billion litres of water being drawn into the intakes each day. This enormous
quantity of colder chlorinated water would be dumped back into the Bay and disperse with the current
thereby further affecting marine wildlife.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised
wetlands and wildlife would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of
Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any
harm.
Sincerely,
James Woods
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My name is Anna Whitehead and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is unique; the mangroves are nurseries for marine life and provide
critical protection for the shoreline and the wider area is a haven for endangered
(including migratory) birds. It is recognised as such under the Ramsar Convention. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on 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 t
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My name is Rebecca Robinson and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay. Westernport Bay is important to me because it provides a rich habitat for flora
and fauna, and supports a number of endangered and threatened 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 negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. Natural environments play a crucial role in
both the mental and physical health of the communities who access them. The
potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can contribute to mental distress
and environmental grief experienced by communities who place significance on
these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental health of a
community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of recreation or
among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as increased
prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and light
pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of
Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and
Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The
industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating
Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be
inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This
could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Australia has committed
to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a signatory of the Ramsar
Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is understood as the
maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their degradation. It is
inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the middle of one of the
most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally significant wetland. If
the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated water
into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to

My name is Rebecca Robinson and I care about the environment in Westernport
Bay.
Westernport Bay is important to me because it provides a rich habitat for flora and
fauna, supporting a number of endangered and threatened species throughout the
protected wetland. More crucially, we must take urgent steps to move away from our
dependence on fossil fuels. In 2020, we can no longer plead ignorance about the
catastrophic impacts of failing of act in reducing CO2 emissions world wide.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green
spaces can contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by
communities who place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact
on the long-term mental health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and
light pollution in areas of recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep
and irritability. As well as increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to
focus. The impacts of noise and light pollution can result in increased prevalence of
mental health conditions in a community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.

Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
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 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,
Rebecca Robinson
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My name is Kaye Duffy and I live in the Westernport Bay area. The bay is
magnificent ,unique and unspoiled, it supports and provides sanctuary to a variety of
wildlife, supports a sophisticated ecosystem, provides a unique environment for
active and passive recreational activities and is an important Victorian tourist
destination for all of these reasons. 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 val
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My name is Hilda McLeod and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Primarily I am
sincerely worried about the future of our planet No further development of ANY
fossil fuels is essential to save our planet I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria.
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. While I do not think
this will impact tourism and recreation significantly it will still undermine decadeslong efforts to regenerate Westernport Bay. Westernport Bay has been considered
an industrial area in the past but that perception has been steadily shifting. More
and more people now regard the Bay as a site of high ecological and recreational
importance. The gas import terminal proposal would be a step backwards for this
perception and may derail efforts to protect the further enhance the area for the
environment and for recreational users. 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. As local resident I strongly appose the agl project in Crib Point.
Sincerely Hilda McLeod
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My name is Leah Brown and I visit Westernport Bay often. Because it\'s my
neighbouring bay and it does nit deserve to be treated wrongly I thank the Crib
Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point
gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should
deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the negative impact on
greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. A new fossil fuel project like the gas import
terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local community
and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic hydrocarbons
which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire and explosion
as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import facility are
about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. Recent
research has shown that wetlands have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years. Wetlands should be protected and
enhanced for their role in the fight against climate change rather than being subject
to potentially damaging projects like this gas import terminal proposed by AGL. In
Victoria we have already bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater wetlands
which has contributed to the loss of approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot afford to lose any more as we face the
climate crisis. If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of
chlorinated water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on
marine wildlife. There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated
wastewater will affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,
current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation
value areas like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection P
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My name is Chelsea and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
I have holidayed at and visited Westernport Bay many times. The environment is
beautiful, and the wildlife diverse. It deserves to be protected so that future
generations can enjoy it and experience its beauty.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
The beach and reserve area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents
and visitors alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding areas is likely to be
affected by the loss of bush or by disruptions because of maintenance or high noise.
The EES notes that there is not a comparable reserve area nearby. The increased
number of ships coming into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion zones will
mean boaters or sailors will have more disruptive ship traffic to contend with. Fishers
will enjoy less catch as a result of the impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation
of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with
the perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip
Island as a popular tourist destination.
Australia has committed to promote the conservation and wise use of wetlands as a
signatory of the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands of International Importance. This is
understood as the maintenance of their ecological character and preventing their
degradation. It is inappropriate to build and operate a gas import terminal in the
middle of one of the most precious environments in Victoria and an internationally
significant wetland.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up to 468 million litres of chlorinated
water into the Bay each day which could have a disastrous impact on marine wildlife.
There is so much we do not know about how this cold chlorinated wastewater will
affect marine life in Westernport. The impact modelling completed by AGL is not
comprehensive and in some cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore, current
Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State Environment Protection Policy
(Waters). AGL has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts to weaken these laws.
Combining the poor impact assessments and the fact that the plan currently does not
meet the legal requirements this proposal should not continue.
Gas is more carbon polluting than coal if methane leakage throughout the whole gas
supply chain is above 3.2 per cent. Recent studies have shown that we have

previously underestimated how much methane is released to the atmosphere during
gas production. It has been found that onshore gas fields in the United States have
levels of leakage of 2-17 per cent. Despite these findings the Australian gas industry
and federal government report far lower emission intensities for unconventional gas
emissions based on default emissions factors rather than on reliable measurements.
Gas is not a climate solution.
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 consequenc e to the
visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with the Conservation
Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Chelsea Riviere
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My name is Graeme Smith and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.

Westernport Bay is most important to me in its unique ecological value in its coastal shores and
marine environments. These will be seriously damaged y a development like that propsed by AGL.

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.

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,
Graeme Smith
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My name is Luke Hunter and I visit Westernport Bay often. I grew up in Frankston
and had many Christmases at relatives in Shoreham. My uncle was heavily involved
in preserving the foreshore. It’s an idyllic part of Victoria and shouldn’t be given up
for profit. 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. Yours Sincerely, Luke Hunter
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My name is Yohanna Gardener and I visit Merricks Beach on Westernport Bay often when
we are not in lockdown.
It is where I can enjoy so many beautiful birds and creatures, especially families of Yellow
Tail Black Cockatoos, Kookaburras, Magpies, Galahs, Sulphur crested Cockatoos, Echidnas,
Koalas, Dolphins and many more. We are so fortunate to have such amazing wildlife. It is not
okay for AGL to destroy another part of our planet that is home to so many creatures.
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 would be affected by the loss of bush and
by disruptions caused by maintenance and loud 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 or 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 means 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. No sane person could
think this is okay in 2020, perhaps 1920 but not now.
This project is completely unnecessary and based on so many lies. We are told that this will
give us cheaper gas locally. It was clear that if we sold all our gas overseas then the domestic
price of gas would go up. So what happened - the gas was sold overseas and we are being
told we will have a shortage and prices have gone up and so buy in gas from somewhere else,
transport it to Victoria, regassify it with further damage to the natural environment, then pipe
it through our ever shrinking food production land to be Pakenham? Importing gas is not the
answer. This craziness, stupidity and greed has to stop and we need to look at how we can
live sustainably. What we actually need to do is reduce our use of gas because the climate
crisis that is heading our way will make the pandemic look like a rehearsal! If we hadn't sold
most of our gas overseas we would have sufficient and low priced gas.
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 could 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. This vandalism of our
natural environment has to stop! We are all responsible to ensure this project does not
happen.
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 with all
the dead creatures in it 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
Yohanna Gardener
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Beautiful and unique natural area, close to Melbourne. The pelicans are great, the
mosquitoes less so. Have often visited whilst holidaying in the Mornington
Peninsula. Family members have lived in Hastings, and farmed chicory on French
Island.
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My name is Leigh McLeod and I live in the Westernport Bay area. Westernport
provides many adventures for Mornington peninsula residents and visitors. I have
sailed out of western port marina for many years and enjoyed the natural beauty
the bay has to offer. I want clean water, healthy mangroves and dolphins. AGL
proposes an absurd gas port that makes little sense when Australia is one the largest
gas producers. Please make a sensible decision that incorporates both economic and
environmental logic not just the hip pocket of an industry giant. Sincerely Leigh
McLeod
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Saturday 22 August, 2020.
My name is Melanie McLean and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I have been a Mornington Peninsula resident since 1982 and am passionate about
maintaining its natural beauty and significance for future generations. I have already
seen one of my precious local beaches ruined due to the State Government’s
negligence and an EES process that overlooked major environmental degradation. I’m
not going to let that happen again!
Some of the bayside Mornington Peninsula beaches will never be the same after the
Port Phillip Channel Deepening Project. Portsea beach in particular has been
damaged beyond repair with considerable loss of business revenue and leisure
activities, not to mention the devastating environmental impact.
Following such events, I do not trust that the EES for the Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline
Project can be trusted either. After reading its contents, it is obvious that this project
should not go ahead. Not just because of what it addresses, but also the unknown
environmental impacts that cannot be anticipated, as we have seen with the CDP.
There is just SO much we do not know about how this project will affect our precious
and healthy marine life in Westernport Bay.
I have chosen to now live on the Westernport side of the Peninsula, due to its
environmental health and natural beauty. As a Somers resident, we swim daily during
summer, seeing dolphins and healthy marine flora and fauna. We have seen whales
in winter and marvel at living within a UNESCO biosphere. Our two young children
love playing on the beaches and we must ensure that this natural wonderland is
maintained for their children’s children and beyond!
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
1

perception that it is a pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island
as a popular tourist destination. When I recently took the ferry from Crib Point to Cowes
and there was a large ship and section of an oil rig parked in Westernport Bay, it was
very confronting and without doubt detracted from the aesthetic appeal of the area.
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,
Melanie McLean
2

Resources:
https://gasimportprojectvictoria.com.au/environment-effects-statement#view-the-ees
https://environmentvictoria.org.au/
https://www.parliament.vic.gov.au/papers/govpub/VPARL2006-10No192.pdf
https://www.planning.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0029/119729/EES-ChannelDeepening-Panel-Inquiry-Exec-Summary.pdf
https://www.theage.com.au/national/victoria/beach-loss-linked-to-dredging-201307062pj8b.html
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My name is Kathleen Howe and I live in the Westernport Bay area. It’s important to
me because of its rich ecology Of beautiful wetlands, mangroves and waterways.
There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its
current form, but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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.
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. 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,
Kathleen Howe
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Submission to Engage Victoria
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
22/8/2020
I have grave concerns about this project and about the ability of people to safely attend the hearings of
these submissions during the COVID 19 crisis. The world pandemic and the emergency situation in
Victoria will prevent many people from attending public forums on this topic. Therefore, I have serious
concerns about due democratic process being able to be implemented during this hearing time.
We Live Here
This is possibly the most critical local issue to affect me and my community in my lifetime. The
environmental concerns and dangers are real. I live in Balnarring Beach, only a few kilometres from the
planned development at Crib Point. I also lived in Crib Point for 15 years prior to living in Balnarring, and
I have family in Crib Point. The value of this superb local environment has been appreciated more keenly
than ever in this time of lockdown and restrictions. We are so lucky to be able to walk along the beach
and through the foreshore and enjoy its majesty and beauty. We are so lucky to regularly interact with
the local wildlife, both on land and in the sea. Dolphins are regular visitors to our beach, along with
countless shore birds and marine animals. Walking on the beach each day in these darkest of hours has
helped many people to be more philosophical about the world crisis when faced with despair, and
helped them to hold onto hope for the future. We must preserve this inspirational place so that our
children and grand children can continue to have first hand experience of the natural world at their
doorstep, and hope for a quality future life.
What is at stake?
RAMSAR Listed Wetlands
Local Tourist Industry & Recreational Fishing
Western Port Bay is a RAMSAR listed wetland environment, RAMSAR being an international agreement
to which Australia is a signatory. RAMSAR documents “the designation of sites containing representative
rare or unique wetlands, or wetlands that are important for conserving biological diversity” i
Western Port Bay is home to the southern most mangrove forests in the world. As well as being unique
and biodiverse habitats these mangroves are the spawning grounds of many species of fish. These fish
are an indispensable link in the food chain, as well as attracting recreational fishers. In a Melbourne
Water report, Western Port Bay is described as “a key breeding area for elephant fish, school shark,
Australian anchovy and a nursery for other species such as King George Whiting, Yellow-eye Mullet and
Australian Salmons.” iiOther local species important to recreational fishing include snapper and rock
flathead. Threatening the breeding grounds with an invasive and dangerous industry could affect the
future of these fish, as well as the future of recreational fishing in the area and by extension adversely
impact local tourism and local economies.
Countless other species of marine life are also threatened by the AGL development, including iconic
species such as the weedy sea dragon and the pipefish. Dolphins are regular visitors to Western Port

beaches and are often sighted at Somers and Balnarring beaches. Humpback whales were sighted in
Western Port by locals in 2020. Seals are residents. The larger fish, mammals and birds are all
dependent for food upon the fish colonies resident in and migrating through the bay.
Wetlands combat climate change
According to an Australian Government publication Wetlands and Climate Change, “Wetlands can play
an important role in our approach to climate change adaptation, through capturing and storing carbon
to reduce atmospheric greenhouse gases, and providing resilience to hazards such as flooding, storm
surge and coastal inundation”iii . Now more than ever, after our last horrific summer of bushfire tragedy,
we need the help of our wetlands. Why are we still investing in energy sources which damage our
climate? Fossil fuels are fossil technology. We need to be investing our resources in clean, renewable
energies.
What will the FSRU be like?
According to AGL, the planned FSRU to be permanently moored at Crib Point is to be 290 metres long
and 49 metres wide iv, or the exact length of the now infamous Ruby Princess cruise liner. Firstly, this
cannot avoid being unsightly visual pollution for local residents and tourists. Secondly, the 24 hour
operation and subsequent illumination will cause significant light pollution, not only of great annoyance
and inconvenience to local residents and potential tourists, but also to local land and marine fauna.
Thirdly, the noise pollution will be considerable, also causing annoyance and possible distress to local
residents and most likely to local land and marine fauna as well.
How will the FRSU impact the environment?
Apart from the visual, light and noise pollution already mentioned, the FSRU will affect the environment
through its emissions. More than 100,000 litres of water (estimates vary, this is a conservative low end
figure), 7 degrees cooler than the water of the bay, will need to be discharged daily when the plant is in
operation. This cannot fail to affect the marine life in the vicinity of the plant and will likely have a flow
on effect to the adjacent area and quite likely to the overall area. In addition, the process of de-fouling
the plant uses the process of electro-chlorination, resulting in hypochlorites being released into the
water. In effect, the water will be chlorinated. How long this will take to disperse and the residual
effects are unknown. A report commissioned by Melbourne Water states that “Fish populations in
Western Port are highly dynamic and show strong response to changes in habitat characteristics and
water quality”v. We have reason to be concerned about the invasive and destructive effect of these
emissions.
Environmental Risk Management
AGL has an appalling record of breaches of environmental safety and has logged millions of dollars in
fines to date. Why should we trust them to change their ways and start doing the right thing? The large
industrial plant and visiting ships will inevitably involve risks of accident, explosion and collision. Why
risk our pristine environment this way? See appendix.
Are there any benefits?
I can’t see any. Employment opportunities for the local community will be minimal. The plant is said to
employ 40 people. Most of the jobs will be skilled technical jobs and unlikely to go to locals. There are a

couple of cleaning/maintenance jobs. At what cost? And cheaper energy? Fossil technology which is
damaging our climate. Is a savings of $10 per month on my power bill worth such a sacrifice?
Summary
The risk to the environment is too great. The marine environment is too dynamic and fragile to
withstand interference on this scale and too valuable to use as an experiment. We live here. This is our
home too. As well as enjoyment, Western Port provides us with inspiration and solace. And there has
never been a time when we have needed it more.
Appendix
AGL’s Poor Record
• 29 August 2019 AGL f ined $15,000 by NSW EPA f or contaminated slurry spill “f rom the
Muswellbrook power station, resulting in water pollution to a nearby endangered ecological
community of river red gums”.
• 5 March 2019 AGL f ined $30,000 by NSW EPA f or over 45,000 litres of diesel that overf lowed near
Tinkers Creek.
• 17 Jan 2019 AGL admits selling coal ash contaminated with heav y metals to business customers
that exceeded limits set
by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA)
• 24 Sept 2018 AGL receives $2.99 million f ine f rom Victoria’s Essential Services Commission f or
f ailing to surrender the correct number of Energy Ef ficiency Certif icates (EEC) under energy
ef f iciency regulations.
• 17 Sept 2018 AGL may lose licence to sell gas and electricity in Victoria due to incorrect data
submitted to the Victorian Essential Services Commission regarding customer numbers, customer
complaints, hardship levels and debts.
• 11 Sept 2018 AGL f ails to provide accurate data to the Australian Energy Regulator on customer
numbers, customer complaints and hardship programs.
• 29 May 2018 $15,000 f or slurry overf low f rom ash dam inf rastructure at Liddell Power Station.
• 16 May 2018 $10,000 f or f ailing to collect data on two gas wells as part of the Camden Gas
Project.
• 7 Feb 2018 $60,000 f or f ailing to inf orm customers that their f ixed term retail contracts were due to
end and not allow enough time to negotiate improved terms or change suppliers.
• 9 Mar 2015 $15,000 f or methane gas leak at Spring Farm in NSW.
• 11 Jan 2017 $124,000 f or f ailing to declare political donations it made to NSW political parties.
• 8 Jan 2016 $30,000 f or sulphuric acid pollution into Tinkers creek at Bayswater Power

• 11 May 2015 $40,000 f or disconnecting customers in hardship programs or payment plans.
• 1 May 2015 $1.5 million f or misleading customers about price rises and discounts in f ixed
contracts.
• 19 Dec 2013 $1,500 f or brief ly exceeding the Nitrogen Oxide licence limit at Rosalind Park Gas
Plant.
• 8 Aug 2013 $150,000 f or environmental project due to f ailure to comply with environment licence.
• 21 May 2013 $1.56 million f or using illegal door-to-door sales tactics.
• 8 July 2005 $325,000 f or gas explosion at Kogarah shopping centre in 1995 killing two people.
• 13 Aug 2003 $100,000 over the electrocution of a Melbourne carpenter in 1999.

i

The RAMSAR Convention on Wetlands, Australian Government, Department of Agriculture,Water and the
Environment, p.1 https://www.environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/ramsar
ii
Jenkins, Greg: Understanding the Western Port Environment, Melbourne Water, p.145
https://www.melbournewater.com.au/sites/default/files/201802/Understanding_the_Western_Port_Environment_0.pdf
iii Wetlands and Climate Change; Australian Government, Department of Agriculture, Water and the Environment,
p.1 https://www.environment.gov.au/water/wetlands/publications/wetlands-climatechange#:~:text=Wetlands%20can%20play%20an%20important,storm%20surge%20and%20coastal%20inundation.
iv AGL – Fact Sheet: Floating Storage and Regassification Units, p.1 https://www.agl.com.au//media/aglmedia/documents/about-agl/how-we-source-energy/cribpoint/fsru_factsheet_a4_v2.pdf?la=en&hash=DDC9AFB2F8757001EBCAEBDE8387420D
v Ibid, p.143
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To whom it may concern, I am strongly opposed to this proposal proceeding in any
shape or form. I object on several grounds: 1. Marine Environment Risk. The
imposition of a new and quantifiable risk to the Westernport marine environment is
short sighted. This environment is fragile and needs to preserved, arguable as a
marine park. The dispersal of chlorine, heat and other foreign bodies and/or
chemicals will undeniably cause needless damage that the multinational company
cannot and will compensate the community for. 2. Unproved demand. The
demand for this product is unproven and appears more likely to be in state of
transition to alternative products thus if there is any demand it will only be short
term demand. 3. Unproven that this is best location. There is no analysis that
supports this is the best location. There are alternative locations that have a
significantly lower risk profile with deeper habour facilities, far less tidal impacts and
with no proximity to seagrass meadows that are the live blood of the marine food
chain in Westernport. 4. Not highest and best use of the site. Just as it was right
not to damn the Franklin it is right not to allow this event to destroy Westernport as
there is a higher and better obtained by preserving the natural environment. 5.
Putting existing Jobs at risk. Westernport is already providing a higher and better use
extensive for tourism and recreation - these 2 activities are the major employer in
the region which includes Phillip Island. As the Prime Minister pointed out this week
the number one issue for the economy is jobs. This activity will not create many
jobs however it jeopardizes thousands of jobs in the region and the ability to expand
the tourism and recreation employment opportunities. Please stop this madness!
David Arnold
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My name is Trevor Vreekamp and I visit Westernport Bay often. Myself and my
family fish the bay all year round and strongly object to this proposal as it will be an
environmental disaster to all the wild life in and around the bay. Such a stupid thing
to even be considered it bewilders me. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory
Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to make a submission
to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable
under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue that
concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife. 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
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My chief concern is for the Ramsar protected wetland of Westernport bay and the
general health of the bay and marine life.. The increase of shipping in the bay of up
to 40 LNG carriers (EES chp 4 p 6) which are large ships having a significant
environmental impact. The bay is currently quiet and tanker traffic is relatively low.
The impact will include noise,light dredging, possibility of accidents, all of which will
affect marine plant and animal life. The discharge of warmer, chlorinated water from
the heat exchange system is of grave concern. EES ch 6 p 122) Only a fool would
expect this to have no marine impact. The possibility of marine pests being
introduced is greatly increased with extra shipping traffic. The EES find ways to
downplay these effects, but this is another project that is putting money ahead of
conserving our planet. We have children and we would like to be proud of the state
of the earth that we leave for them. We don't want to be seen as the generation
that was too greedy to care. Bass Coast has declared a climate emergency, so why
aren't we developing solar, wind and tide energy instead of more and more use of
fuels that destroy the environment? The answer is of course greed. So as the
politicians that have the power to decide these things, please look beyond your own
nest egg and consider the health of our world.
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My name is Graeme Levey and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
Not over developed, recreation, swimming, surfing, fishing or just walking.
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,
Graeme Levey
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22 August 2020
My name is Chris Russell and I live in the Western Port area.
Western Port is a highly sensitive marine environment that supports a range of important marine ecosystems. These
ecosystems are already under threat through the impacts of population growth and inappropriate development. We
must protect it from the further significant threats posed by the AGL gas import jetty and pipeline.
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 Western Port 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.
The Mornington Peninsula economy relies on the natural beauty and cleanliness of the local environment, with the
visitor economy underpinning a huge range of employment opportunities in hospitality, accommodation and
ecotourism. The inappropriate industrialisation of Western Port 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 the Mornington Peninsula 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 Western Port 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 Western Port - 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.
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,
Chris Russell
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My name is Amanda Kelly and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
The bay is home to the three Marine National Parks—French Island, Churchill Island and
Yaringa. These Marine Parks need to be protected.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the
opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this proposal
unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but the issue
that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife.
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.
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, th e unique wildlife
which depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Amanda Kelly
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My name is Amy Finerty and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay. I
thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the
Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues
which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will
point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife. A new fossil fuel project like the
gas import terminal which AGL is proposing would introduce new risks to the local
community and visitors to the area. These risks include exposing people to toxic
hydrocarbons which may leak from the facility and increased risk of accidental fire
and explosion as noted in EES Technical Report K. The nearest homes to the import
facility are about 1.5 kms away and Wooleys Beach is also close to the site. AGL have
completed only preliminary quantitative risk assessments on these risks and have
deemed the risk acceptable on that basis. It is not acceptable to present preliminary
studies and the EES should not continue until we have an independent expert to
provide final risk assessments. Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent
region in all of Australia. People come to see the little penguins and the migrating
Humpback and Southern Right whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty of
the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a pristine and protected
wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist destination. 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 the
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My name is Jacqui Winstanley and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
The Westernport area has high quality environmental and natural features which sustain a diversity of plants and
animals and also sustains the human population physically, emotionally and spiritually. These values will be
impacted by this project.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the oppo rtunity 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 potentiall y
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 w astewater 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 d ue
to a higher penetration of renewables than previously forecast.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import
jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife
would be unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can pursue to ensure that
we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which
depend on this ecosystem, or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jacqui Winstanley
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My name is Julia Coffey and I have family who live in Westernport Bay. I grew up on
Merricks and Point Leo beaches. I used to see seals on early morning runs; and when
we visit my family we often still see dolphins. It is a pristine and beautiful ecosystem
and represents a truly unique and precious natural resource. I thank the Crib Point
Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for the opportunity to
make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty
and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my
submission but the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally
recognised wetlands and wildlife. 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, Julia
Coffey

My name is Julia Coffey and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
I grew up on Merricks and Point Leo beaches. I used to see seals on early morning runs;
and when we visit my family we often still see dolphins. It is a pristine and beautiful
ecosystem and represents a truly unique and precious natural resource.
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning for
the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib Point gas
import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which should deem this
proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to in my submission but
the issue that concerns me most is the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands
and wildlife.
Natural environments play a crucial role in both the mental and physical health of the
communities who access them. The potential loss of nature and access to green spaces can
contribute to mental distress and environmental grief experienced by communities who
place significance on these areas. This can detrimentally impact on the long-term mental
health of a community. Excessive exposure to noise and light pollution in areas of
recreation or among households can result in loss of sleep and irritability. As well as
increased prevalence of anxiety and a lack of ability to focus. The impacts of noise and
light pollution can result in increased prevalence of mental health conditions in a
community.
Phillip Island is the second most tourism-dependent region in all of Australia. People come
to see the little penguins and the migrating Humpback and Southern Right whales as well
as other incredible marine and wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of Westernport Bay in
the form of huge gas tankers and a Floating Storage and Regasification Unit will
undermine the beauty of the area and be inconsistent with the perception that it is a
pristine and protected wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a popular tourist
destination.
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,
Julia Coffey
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I write to voice my objection to AGL’s proposed gas development project in Western
Port Bay. Every climate model says we must make zero carbon emissions by 2050 if
we are not to avoid catastrophic, irreversible changes to our world. Yet, AGL’s plan
to build a gas terminal at Crib Point and pipeline from there to Pakenham will not
reduce polluting greenhouse gas emissions. I oppose AGL’s proposed gas
development because it will continue Victoria’s domestic dependence on a nonrenewable source of energy. The consequence is that any intended investment in
‘new’ technologies and talented people will only be directed at propping up this
finite energy source instead of in supporting us to solve the challenge of balancing
and reducing our supply and demand for gas and other non-renewables. I was a
permanent resident living near Balnarring for nearly 25 years until recently. I walked
and swam and birdwatched from Hastings to Flinders all these years and continue to
do so whenever I visit. It is with pride that I recognise the beauty and ecological
complexity of this internationally recognised wetland and marine sanctuary. The
wetlands of Western Port are precious not only for the habitat they provide to
countless species but as a defence against climate change by locking in carbon. We
cannot know the full extent of damage that will be done to marine life as a result of
the seawater processing of the transported LNG at the proposed terminal site. We
cannot know the full knock-on effects for migratory birds and other flora and fauna
during this process let alone should any chemical or petroleum leakage occur. Nor
can we estimate the slow accretion of the environmental-related, mental health
issue of solastalgia on many of us who know and love Western Port. The proposed
development will provide very few ongoing direct jobs in the sector. Any social
impact reference to be a creator of indirect jobs is spurious since all new
developments are potential ‘job multipliers’. A former UN climate negotiator,
Christiana Figuerres, recently said there may be many paths to achieve a decarbonised economy in order to meet zero emissions by 2050. At present, with
neither an honest plan nor bipartisanship on how to do this, Australia continues its
shameful dissemblance on the subject. We can, at least at a more local level, take a
strong, moral stance and say ‘no’ to AGL’s proposal. Victoria deserves a better way
forward.
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My name is Fred Butcher and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Pleas see my attached submission.

My name is Fred Butcher and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
It is an amazing resource for the Victorian community and I don’t believe the Western Port Bay
environment can survive having up to 468 Million litres of chilled chlorinated water dumped into it
every day without sustaining significant damage.
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.
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 cause
any harm to the local community.
Sincerely,
Fred Butcher
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My name is Aaron Kosub and I have family who live in Westernport Bay.
Westernport Bay is where my family live - I enjoy spending time on Merricks and Pt
Leo beaches with my children and extended family. It is a very special area and an
important ecosystem for numerous marine animals, and an important wetlands
habitat. I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for
Planning for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment
of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of
issues which should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and
that I will point to in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the
negative impact on greenhouse gas emissions in Victoria. The beach and reserve
area around Crib Point jetty is a popular spot for residents and visitors alike. 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. 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. Furthermore, the negative impact on greenhouse gas
emissions in Victoria would be unacceptable. Please do not expose the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm. Sincerely, Aaron Kosub
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SUBMISSION TO EES REVIEW – AGL GAS TERMINAL & PIPELINE PROJECT –
WESTERNPORT Building mooring and facilities in the bay; operating the facility; and
construction of gas pipeline ~ 60 km. - to Pakenham. 1. I am an opponent of
Victoria becoming increasingly dependent on gas! Gas is NOT clean and NOT
renewable! It melts icebergs, and much more. We need urgent transition AWAY
from gas, for its methane-releasing function, so this project can be justified only
against a background of that larger process happening. That is, if renewable energy
projects are rapidly expanded across the lifetime of this gas project, as part of a
state-level energy target process, involving planning from strategic energy level to
consumer expectations. 2. But I can see, as a long-term climate change activist, that
THIS project may be necessary in the medium term. I mean a couple of decades! It is
not our future! 3. I am concerned about the risk of accidents that could blot the
project’s record, but see this as – in this context and specific location – less than
regular, something to be watched carefully. 4. However, I am more wary of cavalier
attitudes in the resources industry to declared environmentally-protected areas and
threatened species. • In regard to the pipeline’s land disturbance, every effort must
be made to avoid areas known to be refuges of rare or threatened species. And
don’t get sniffy about a few native plants or burrowers! • The marine impact
reports say the potential for impacts on wetland birds (inc. Ramsar ¬wetlands
already declared as of international importance for rare species or diversity reasons)
is minimal. Frankly, I doubt this!! • The report is saying that because they are not in
the direct project zone, waterbird habitats will not be affected. But it is well known
that wetland birds have sensitivities to disturbance i.e. visual light, noise and
predators and can alter behaviours and translate to a reduction in feeding zones,
energy reserves, particularly for birds breeding or building reserves for migration.
Does the report address this fully? • The report does not seem to address directly
the potential biological impacts on the Ramsar area’s ecological values. I urge the
Inquiry to uphold the principle ‘when in doubt, don’t do it’ in relation to human
impacts on the natural world! 5. Discharge and dispersal of chlorine from the
facility: it seems to me that – given the planned concentration of chlorine in
discharges - pollution avoidance from this process may need a wider field for
dispersal of this waste! Do we need a couple of marine pipelines towards the ocean?
Why not? K. J. Blackman
. Hampton Vic. 22 08 20
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I am living at
. Merricks Beach and previously owned a house in Palmers
Hill Rd, bought in the early 1970’s I am a former Associate Professor in
Pharmacology and Toxicology at Monash University. I have read some of the
opaque and lengthy EES document on the proposed Gas Import Jetty and Pipeline
Project ,in particular the summary and chapters 6, 7, 16 and 21. My submission and
my questions are about the impact of the project on the biodiversity of Westernport
Bay and its surrounds which are key to its inclusion in the Ramsar Convention.
Westernport Bay meets some seven of the criteria for under the Ramsar
Convention. Both its marine and its terrestrial components are required to fulfill
these criteria, and thus are integral to it. The EES Statement does adequately
address issues involved in maintaining biodiversity , and seemingly does not follow
precautionary principles re potential risks. There is an obligation under the Ramsar
Convention to manage the site to maintain its ‘ecological character’. That is defined
as “the human induced adverse alteration of any ecosystem component, process
and or ecosystem” To quote: “Important habitats within the site include the
extensive intertidal mudflats and saltmarsh where migratory waders feed. High tide
roosting sites, where waders can rest are also important” Westernport’s
approximately 300 km of shoreline includes low lying intertidal areas, and includes
poorly consolidated areas prone to erosion. This is but one example of its fragility.
Coastal erosion hazards during upgrading of the jetty and construction of the
pipeline in the region of the bushfire prone Warrangine Park sector and particularly
the subsequent operation of the project could compromise Western Port’s role in
protection of migratory birds. During operation gasification (including using
chlorine) would likely lead to temperature and other changes can affect water
quality and thus biodiversity. Oil spills related to increased shipping in Westernport
could represent an even wider threat, especially if these might lead to destruction of
the saltmarsh and mangrove communities essential for continuation of biodiversity.
There is a risk of introduction of pest species by increased and regular shipping
movements that could affect the marine and terrestrial flora and fauna. These may
also present a biosecurity risk AGL and APA do not make clear how the propose to
do minmise harm and risk? What monitoring and preventive measures will they
undertake? With whom will they consult to do so? Have the companies consulted
the Indigenous Wetland Wardens, if indeed this proposed wardens ‘group has been
established? Finally, as a shareholder in AGL and APA I question the need for and the
viability of the project and support the views that will have been expressed by
others that the amount of gas produced in Australia is already sufficient so that its
import from overseas is not justified.
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My name is Jan Farrell and I live in the Westernport Bay area.
I came down to this area and have lived here for 30 years because of the rural living
conditions and natural beauty. Why does that need to change?
I thank the Crib Point Inquiry and Advisory Committee and the Minister for Planning
for the opportunity to make a submission to the environment assessment of the Crib
Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. There are a variety of issues which
should deem this proposal unacceptable under its current form and that I will point to
in my submission but the issue that concerns me most is the 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.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of the soil carbon on our planet.
Wetlands are responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per cent of global soil
carbon despite occupying only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of the Earth.
Protecting wetlands such as Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a priority to
prevent the release of vast quantities of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES that there have been no baseline
studies of the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also not tested the impact of
noise in Westernport Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed FSRU. Even
with these inadequate studies the EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the communication of whales in the area.
The noise would also deter fish and other marine animals from foraging nearby
which would affect the important ecosystem around Crib Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Jan Farrell
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I have attached my submission below.

I am deeply concerned about AGL’s proposed gas import facility at Crib Point in
Western Port Bay. The risks posed to Western Port Bay’s unique marine
environment are too great to justify this project, and AGL’s own Environmental
Effects Statement (EES) has not adequately shown how it plans to mitigate these
risks. In fact the EES has failed to even acknowledge some of the potential
consequences that could cause irreparable harm to this ecologically significant
environment.
Plans for construction of the 60-kilometer long pipeline is of particular concern.
To make way for this pipeline, 15 hectares of native vegetation will be cleared;
much of this includes plant species that are listed as endangered. The pipeline
also threatens the survival of the nationally endangered Southern Brown
Bandicoot, whose likely habitat will be impacted by vegetation removal.
Considering the work local communities and governments have done to protect
this species, it is inconceivable that the state government would approve a
project, which could spell the extinction of the Southern Brown Bandicoot
locally.
The EES has not done due diligence in its assessment of the impact on marine life
close to the proposed site, and the impacts that could play out more broadly in
the Bay. Chlorine will be released from the FSRU ship into the Bay at levels well
above what CSIRO have identified as safe for marine waters, in fact Chlorine will
be gushing out at 16 times the safe level. Modeling in the EES indicating how far
this contaminated water will spread ignores evidence in other parts of the world,
where toxicants from FSRU operations have been widely distributed. The
modeling does not properly take into account tidal movement, which could
disperse these toxicants more broadly than the estimated 5 hectares. To me this
is astonishing when you take into account the proximity of Western Port Bay’s
Ramsar listed Wetlands to the Crib Point Site.
Also of concern is the 25-40% increase in shipping activity from this project.
Accurate assessment of the impacts to marine life is yet another glaring omission
in the EES. Peak shipping will coincide with the peak of the whale season, and the
risk of whale strike from LNG carriers has been understated. Endangered
Southern Right Whales visit Western Port Bay every year. This east coast
population of Southern Right Whales is estimated to be only 300 individuals. Any
whales strikes from LNG ships would have a significant impact on this already
vulnerable population.
I understand Victoria has a rapidly growing population with increasing energy
demands. However it’s not in any Victorian’s interest to green light energy
projects that pose such unmitigated risks to the environment. Professor Graeme
Samuel’s interim report on the EPBC act stated the Australia’s environment is in
an unsustainable state of decline and under increasing threat. We must strike a
balance between the housing and energy needs of our population and the needs
of our ecosystems to survive and sustain themselves. This project does not strike
that balance.
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My name is Bron Ives and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Victoria's wildlife and their habitats are under catastrophic threat and the shorebirds
that call Westernport home are one of the most threatened species on our planet.
AGL is capable of more enlightened planning and must be more responsible. 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. Refer to attachment for full submission.

My name is Bron Ives and I care about the environment in Westernport Bay.
Victoria's wildlife and their habitats are under catastrophic threat and the shorebirds
that call Westernport home are one of the most threatened species on our planet.
AGL is capable of more enlightened planning and must be more responsible.
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.
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 impact of increased shipping and toxic chlorination of the important nursery
seagrass surrounding the Crib Point jetty will have negative environmental impacts.
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.
Large ships like LNG tankers have been recorded as having hit whales and other
marine mammals. The EES has grossly underreported the chance of whale strike at
1-in-2500 per year. Using their own figures the actual calculated risk is 1-in-326.
This means a 1-in-16 chance over the proposed 20-year lifespan. It is likely that
these numbers are conservative because the number of whales observed with
injuries consistent with ship strike is higher than the number of strikes reported by
shipping operators. The conclusion that a ship strike would have a low
consequence to the visiting Southern Right whale population is inconsistent with
the Conservation Management Plan for Southern Right whales.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to contribute to the environment
assessment of the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline project. As outlined
above, the impact on our internationally recognised wetlands and wildlife would be
unacceptable. There are many other viable, and more suitable, options Victoria can
pursue to ensure that we meet our energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique wildlife which depend on this ecosystem,
or the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Bron Ives
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My name is Sally Baillieu and I live in the Westernport Bay area. This area is so
profoundly fragile, it’s ecosystem supports a mix of flora and fauna important to
everyone 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 f
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My name is Sally Baillieu and I live in the
Westernport Bay area.
This area is so profoundly fragile, it’s
ecosystem supports a mix of flora and fauna
important to the health and wellbeing of
everyone and everything in it
To put the interests of big business ahead of
the health of all those in it is
an act of environmental and societal
vandalism.
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
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alike. Access to the reserve and surrounding
areas is likely to be affected by the loss of
bush or by disruptions because of
maintenance or high noise. The EES notes
that there is not a comparable reserve area
nearby. The increased number of ships coming
into Westernport Bay and the strict exclusion
zones will mean boaters or sailors will have
more disruptive ship traffic to contend with.
Fishers will enjoy less catch as a result of the
impact of increased shipping and toxic
chlorination of the important nursery seagrass
surrounding the Crib Point jetty.
Phillip Island is the second most tourismdependent region in all of Australia. People
come to see the little penguins and the
migrating Humpback and Southern Right
whales as well as other incredible marine and
wetland wildlife. The industrialisation of
Westernport Bay in the form of huge gas
tankers and a Floating Storage and
Regasification Unit will undermine the beauty
of the area and be inconsistent with the
perception that it is a pristine and protected

wetland. This could impact Phillip Island as a
popular tourist destination.
Recent research has shown that wetlands
have the potential to capture and store large
amounts of carbon for hundreds of years.
Wetlands should be protected and enhanced
for their role in the fight against climate change
rather than being subject to potentially
damaging projects like this gas import terminal
proposed by AGL. In Victoria we have already
bulldozed or drained most of our freshwater
wetlands which has contributed to the loss of
approximately 35 per cent of wetlands
worldwide between 1970-2015. We cannot
afford to lose any more as we face the climate
crisis.
If the project is approved AGL could dump up
to 468 million litres of chlorinated water into
the Bay each day which could have a
disastrous impact on marine wildlife. There is
so much we do not know about how this cold
chlorinated wastewater will affect marine life in
Westernport. The impact modelling completed
by AGL is not comprehensive and in some
cases totally inappropriate. Furthermore,

current Victorian laws prohibit the discharge of
wastewater in high conservation value areas
like Westernport Bay - clause 22 of the State
Environment Protection Policy (Waters). AGL
has so far been unsuccessful in their attempts
to weaken these laws. Combining the poor
impact assessments and the fact that the plan
currently does not meet the legal requirements
this proposal should not continue.
Wetlands contain a disproportionate amount of
the soil carbon on our planet. Wetlands are
responsible for storing between 20 and 30 per
cent of global soil carbon despite occupying
only around 5 and 8 per cent of the surface of
the Earth. Protecting wetlands such as
Westernport Bay Ramsar site should be a
priority to prevent the release of vast quantities
of carbon pollution to the atmosphere. This is
particularly important as a defense against the
impacts of climate change.
It is concerning to see the lack of credible
assessments on how noise would affect
marine wildlife. AGL acknowledge in their EES
that there have been no baseline studies of
the noise in Westernport Bay. They have also

not tested the impact of noise in Westernport
Bay itself nor the noise produced by a berthed
FSRU. Even with these inadequate studies the
EES states that underwater sound would elicit
behavioural changes in dolphins and mask the
communication of whales in the area. The
noise would also deter fish and other marine
animals from foraging nearby which would
affect the important ecosystem around Crib
Point.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to
contribute to the environment assessment of
the Crib Point gas import jetty and gas pipeline
project. As outlined above, the impact on our
internationally recognised wetlands and
wildlife would be unacceptable. There are
many other viable, and more suitable, options
Victoria can pursue to ensure that we meet our
energy needs without exposing the precious
wetlands of Westernport Bay, the unique
wildlife which depend on this ecosystem, or
the local community to any harm.
Sincerely,
Sally Baillieu
Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, ligula suspendisse nulla pretium, rhoncus tempor
fermentum, enim integer ad vestibulum volutpat. Nisl rhoncus turpis est, vel elit,

congue wisi enim nunc ultricies sit, magna tincidunt. Maecenas aliquam maecenas
ligula nostra, accumsan taciti. Sociis mauris in integer, a dolor netus non dui aliquet,
sagittis felis sodales, dolor sociis mauris, vel eu libero cras.
Ac dolor ac adipiscing amet bibendum nullam, lacus molestie ut libero nec, diam et,
pharetra sodales, feugiat ullamcorper id tempor id vitae. Mauris pretium aliquet, lectus
tincidunt. Porttitor mollis imperdiet libero senectus pulvinar. Etiam molestie mauris
ligula laoreet, vehicula eleifend. Repellat orci erat et, sem cum, ultricies sollicitudin
amet eleifend dolor nullam erat, malesuada est leo ac. Varius natoque turpis
elementum est.
Consectetuer arcu ipsum ornare pellentesque vehicula, in vehicula diam, ornare
magna erat felis wisi a risus. Justo fermentum id. Malesuada eleifend, tortor molestie, a
a vel et. Mauris at suspendisse, neque aliquam faucibus adipiscing, vivamus in. Wisi
mattis leo suscipit nec amet, nisl fermentum tempor ac a, augue in eleifend in
venenatis, cras sit id in vestibulum felis in, sed ligula.
Sincerely yours,

Urna Semper

