Proposed Crib Point Gas Import
Jetty & Pipeline Project

The following are responses to the questions raised by community members during Mornington
Peninsula Shire’s community information session held on 16 July 2020.
In the interests of providing information to the community, Council has sought responses from:
•

the Victorian State Government Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
(DELWP) for questions regarding the Environment Effects Statement (EES) process and
other matters concerning State Government, and

•

AGL and APA Group (the project proponents) for questions regarding details of the
proposed project and its associated potential impacts.

Please note, the views of these organisations have not been verified by Council, nor do they
necessarily reflect the views of Council.

Questions & Answers
How can I get a copy of the Environmental Effects Statement?
Council response:

The Project proponents are currently exhibiting the EES to the public
until 26 August 2020. To view and download the EES, visit
www.gasimportprojectvictoria.com.au/environment-effectsstatement#view-the-ees. Alternatively, contact AGL to request a hard
copy of the EES free of charge by phone: 1800 039 600, via:
https://www.gasimportprojectvictoria.com.au/order-ees or by emailing
AGLCommunity@agl.com.au.

Who is APA?
Council response:

APA Group is the joint proponent of the Project with AGL. To find out
more about APA Group and their involvement in the Project, please
visit: www.apa.com.au/about-apa/our-projects/crib-point-to-pakenhampipeline/.

What are the Draft Evaluation Objectives and Scoping Requirements of the Environment
Effects Statement?
Council response:

The Draft Evaluation Objectives provide the framework within which the
EES will be assessed, whilst the Scoping Requirements are the range
of matters that the EES must address. Both the Draft Evaluation
Objectives and Scoping Requirements are determined by the Minister
for Planning.
The Objectives identify desired outcomes in the context of potential
project effects and legislation. During the development of the EES the
proponent can consider refining the objectives and proposed evaluation
framework, as well as develop specific assessment criteria to assist the
evaluation of effects. The Minister may refine the evaluation objectives
for the purposes of the Minister’s assessment.
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The framing of the Draft Objectives reflects the key subject matters to
be investigated for the EES, legislation and policies, the objectives and
principles of ecologically sustainable development and environmental
protection, as well as environmental issues identified by the proponent
in the referral documentation.
Answers to frequently asked questions about the Scoping
Requirements can be found here:
https://www.planning.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0019/410509/Cri
b-Point-Scoping-requirements-FAQ.pdf.
What is the relationship between this proposal and the shortage of gas forecasted by
AEMO (Australian Energy Market Operator) in Australia’s Southeast region from
2023/2024 onwards?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
Project’s rationale to make a written submission to State Government
via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than
Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL response:

The aim of the Project is to meet the needs of industrial, commercial
and residential gas customers on the east coast of Australia against a
backdrop of predicted gas shortfalls in the south-eastern Australian
states from 2024 onwards. The Project is part of AGL’s commitment to
deliver gas supply certainty to the south-eastern Australian market
safely, within agreed timeframes and at competitive prices, while
balancing economic, social and environmental factors.
The abundant gas supplies Victoria has enjoyed since the 1960s are in
decline, particularly from the Gippsland Basin fields in Bass Strait. This
means that Victoria needs to find alternative sources of gas supply.
While Australia is a major exporter of natural gas, most is produced in
locations extended distances from demand centres and is not available
to customers in the south-eastern states. (Chapter 2 S. 2.1)
The Victorian economy is highly dependent on gas. Victoria’s gasintensive manufacturing sector and its cold winters mean the state
accounts approximately 50 per cent of gas demand in south-eastern
Australia.
Victoria, New South Wales and South Australia (the south-eastern
states) have historically received much of their gas from Victoria’s
offshore Gippsland and Otway basins in Bass Strait. These mature
southern gas reserves are facing declining production, which will
reduce gas availability in Victoria and limit gas exports to New South
Wales and South Australia. (Chapter 2 S. 2.2)
The Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) advised in its 2020
Gas Statement of Opportunities (AEMO, 2020, p. 31) that:
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Supply from existing and committed gas developments will be sufficient
to meet forecast gas demand across eastern and south-eastern
Australia until at least 2023, provided that liquefied natural gas (LNG)
export spot cargoes are redirected to meet domestic demand, if
required. Several gas fields are forecast to cease production sometime
between mid-2023 and mid-2024. If production ceases earlier, this
could create peak winter day supply gaps in Victoria in 2023. Southern
supply from existing and committed gas developments will reduce by
more than 35% (163 petajoules [PJ]) over the next five years, despite
an increase in committed gas developments in the past year. Unless
additional southern supply sources are developed, LNG import
terminals are progressed, or pipeline limitations are addressed, gas
supply restrictions and curtailment of gas-powered generation (GPG)
for the National Electricity Market (NEM) may be necessary on peak
winter days in southern states from 2024. Anticipated gas field projects
(considered likely to proceed within the outlook period) are forecast to
improve resource adequacy until at least 2026 if developed. However,
due to the location of most of the anticipated projects within Victoria,
dynamic operational pipeline constraints would limit their effectiveness
in addressing the forecast peak winter day supply gaps under certain
conditions.
What impact will Viva’s proposed gas import facility in Geelong have on whether AGL’s
proposed gas import facility for Crib Point is approved?
Council response:

The impact of other proposed private sector-led energy projects on
whether to approve the Project is a matter for State Government to
determine. Council strongly encourages anyone who wishes to oppose
the Project to make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than 26 August
2020.

Could renewable energy alternatives (like wind and solar) be developed within the same
time frame as the gas plant proposal to satisfy a similar demand?
Council response:

Council is unable to answer this question, however Council is aware
that there are some organisations that consider renewable alternatives
are indeed a viable alternative to the Project. See for example:
https://environmentvictoria.org.au/2020/06/03/the-gas-jig-is-up-hereshow-victoria-can-get-off-gas/.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
Project’s rationale and whether there are any viable alternatives to
make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

AGL is already Australia’s largest privately-owned investor in
renewable technologies, with a portfolio of large-scale renewable
energy assets including: the Hallett wind farms in South Australia; the
Macarthur and Oaklands Hill wind farms in Victoria; hydro power
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stations in Victoria; and the Nyngan and Broken Hill solar plants in New
South Wales.
AGL’s renewables generation fleet plays a critical role in the transition
to a decarbonised generation sector to provide valuable low cost and
efficient generation over the coming decades while the electricity sector
transitions to more renewables and distributed energy resources.
AGL is retiring its fleet of coal fired power stations, with the first closure
being Liddell in 2023, Bayswater in 2035, and Loy Yang A in 2048. As
we move out of coal many of our customers want to be assured that
they will have stable and reliable energy supply and gas can support
this transition to occur without power supply shortages.
As coal-fired power stations approach the end of their intended
operating life they will need to be replaced with low-cost renewable
technology that is firmed by a range of more flexible technologies such
as gaspowered generation, hydro, battery storage and demand
response.
A reliable gas supply can be a critical component of this replacement
plan. AGL is committed to managing the transition to renewable energy
carefully so that the community will continue to have a secure and
affordable energy supply.
For more details visit: www.agl.com.au/solar-renewables
How long would it take for the gas found in Crib point to be available for AGL
customers?
Council response:

The Project is not seeking to extract Liquid Natural Gas (LNG) from
Crib Point, but rather import gas to Crib Point to then pipe to the
Victorian Transmission System (VTS) in Pakenham to distribute to the
southern states of Australia, including Victoria. The Project proponents
anticipate that, if approved, the Project would start providing gas to the
VTS by 2023.

Are any of the Pakenham Delivery Facility, Main Line Valves, Crib Point Receiving
Facility or FSRU capable of "bidirectionality" in that Victorian gas could be compressed
and exported?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
Project to make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

The project is being undertaken to address a forecast regional shortage
of gas and this makes an export scenario highly unlikely. The pipeline
has been designed as a bi-directional pipeline to allow gas to flow from
Crib Point to Pakenham and also from Pakenham to Crib Point. This
provides flexibility in the future to continue to use the pipeline as part of
the regional supply network when the import facility is no longer
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required. APA and AGL are not considering the pipeline to be utilised
for export purposes.
Can the Project be modified so that public access to the water down to the low water mark
is retained, and if not, can the Project proponents be required to provide an equivalent
sand beach area protected by a short sea wall immediately to the south of the proposed
Port Zone?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about what
impact the Project may have on public access to the foreshore to make
a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

The EES, Chapter 18 – Social, s18.7, p.12 explores the construction
impacts on Woolley’s Beach:
The use and enjoyment of Woolley’s Beach and the HMAS Otama
lookout may be affected due to increased noise during construction
which may temporarily reduce the appeal of visiting the area during the
Project’s construction phase. At times the construction noise levels are
predicted to exceed the recommended levels for outdoor public places
and would diminish the appeal of Woolley’s Beach North as a passive
recreational area and gathering place. Users of Woolley’s Beach North
may migrate to Woolley’s Beach South or other beaches in the area
during this time. The facilities available at Woolley’s Beach South are
comparable with Woolley’s Beach North in most respects, although
without public toilet facilities.
Boating participants may choose to temporarily avoid the vicinity of the
Crib Point Jetty during construction and may use other parts of Western
Port. Existing restrictions to accessing PoHDA waters and land would
be actively enforced for kayakers and fishers for safety reasons and to
meet regulatory requirements. The existing (unauthorised) kayaking
route between Hastings and Woolley’s Beach under the jetty would be
severed. Kayaking activity may migrate to other parts of Western Port
and/or the nature and purpose of kayaking trips launched at Woolley’s
Beach may change. This effect would carry through to the operation of
the Gas Import Jetty Works. This outcome would also occur if the
waterside restriction zone was actively enforced for other reasons.
There is therefore potential for a change to the pattern of use at the
Woolley’s Beach Reserve. The required mitigations are outlined in the
EES, Chapter 18 – Social, table 18.4, p.17 and states:
The Crib Point Stony Point Committee of Management Inc. and the
community will be consulted with to identify a suitable foreshore
location and propose additional recreational infrastructure, to
accommodate activity displaced from Woolley’s Beach North.
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What amount and concentration of chlorine will be pumped into Westernport Bay by the
Project?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
amount or concentration of chlorine to be pumped into Westernport Bay
by the Project to make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

Chapter 6 of the EES explores the impact to Marine Biodiversity and
states following the intake of seawater into the vessel, an electric
current would be passed through the seawater (a process known as
electrolysis).
Electrolysis breaks up the naturally occurring salt molecules (sodium
chloride) in seawater and produces chlorine and hypochlorite, which
prevents the growth of marine organisms in the internal piping system
of the Floating Storage Regasification Unit (FSRU). When the seawater
is discharged from the FSRU back into the marine environment, some
shortlived residual chlorine would be present before mixing and decay.
At the point of discharge from the FSRU, the residual concentration of
chlorine-produced oxidants (CPO) would be 0.1 milligrams per litre
(equal to 100 micrograms per litre). Ballast water undergoes longer
storage, and there is more chlorine decay, so the level of CPO in the
ballast discharge is taken as 21 ug/L. (Section 6.1.1).
Section 6.6.3 "Chlorine discharges", in Chapter 6 (Marine biodiversity)
of the EES and Technical Report A, discusses the potential impacts on
the marine environment from discharge of seawater containing residual
chlorine-produced oxidants (CPO) from the FSRU in more detail.
Chlorine concentration modelling and analysis has been undertaken to
determine the potential implications for the marine ecosystem from any
residual chlorine in the seawater discharge from the FSRU.
Due to the absence of sufficient chlorine toxicity data for marine waters,
the CSIRO was engaged to review all available toxicity data for chlorine
and develop a guideline Value applicable to marine waters in Western
Port that provided 99 per cent species protection.
The conclusions of the CSIRO review (CSIRO, 2019) are summarised
as:
• For 99 per cent species protection and continuous exposure, the
short-term guideline Value for chlorine (CPO) is 2 μg/L where the
concentration zone is relatively consistent over time.
• For 99 per cent species protection and where the concentration is
intermittent or variable over time, such as the tidally varying
conditions in the North Arm of Western Port, the short-term
guideline Value is 6 ug/L.
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Therefore, for this assessment, a guideline Value of 6 ug/L is used for
chlorine, based on averaging chlorine exposure over a 12-hour tidal
cycle.
When a Liquid Natural Gas (LNG) carrier is moored adjacent to the
FSRU for unloading of LNG, there is a zone under and adjacent to the
two vessels in which the Guideline Value for chlorine is predicted to be
exceeded which would occur for up to 36 hours while the LNG is
moored and up to 40 times a year. The estimated dimensions of the
zone in which the chlorine concentration is predicted to exceed 6 μg/L
is shown in Chapter 6 Table 6-20 of the EES main report.
Without an LNG carrier moored adjacent to the FSRU for unloading to
the FSRU which will be for a majority of the year, there may be shortterm events of local chlorine concentrations above 6 μg/L in weak
currents at slack water, although due to low chlorine concentrations
through the majority of the tide cycle, the time-averaged chlorine levels
are below 6 μg/L.
Operations in open loop regasification up to peak operations (that is,
the highest rate of gas production and so the highest volume of
seawater being discharged from the FSRU regasification process when
an LNG carrier is not present are therefore assessed as being
compliant with the time-averaged chlorine Guideline Value of 6 μg/L.
Under all modelled operating scenarios, chlorine concentrations over 6
μg/L are confined to the dredged port basin within the operating Port of
Hastings and are not predicted to extend to the more ecologically
significant areas of Western Port including seagrass beds and intertidal
mudflats.
Only organisms sensitive to a low level and short duration of exposure
to chlorine will be affected during the passage through the FSRU or in
the plume around the discharge ports – others will survive this shortterm event.
The potential impacts on marine organisms and communities due to
chlorine oxidants are directly related to the concentration, duration and
frequency of exposure to chlorine.
Due to dilution over time and decay of the chlorine product, there is no
forecast long-term accumulation of chlorine in Western Port and the
cumulative effects of the FSRU on chlorine concentration are expected
to be negligible.
Considering the main environmental impacts would be as a result of using seawater to
transfer heat to the liquefied natural gas, is there a safer alternative way to do it?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential environmental impacts of the Project to make a written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.
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AGL response:

The Floating Sea Regasification Unit (FSRU) converts stored Liquid
Natural Gas (LNG) into natural gas via a process called regasification
using an onboard regasification plant. A heat-exchanger is used as an
interface to transfer heat from a heat source to the LNG in the
regasification train. The regasification trains can operate in either open
loop mode, which uses seawater as the heat source, or closed loop
mode, which uses gas-fired boilers as the heat source. The FSRU
would also be able to operate in closed loop regasification mode and
combined loop regasification mode as described in the following
sections.
Options to heat the LNG as part of the regasification process were
examined and are summarised in the EES, Chapter 3 – Project
Development, s.3.2.4, p.7 in Table 3-2.
The optimum process depends on various factors including plant site
location, climatic conditions, throughput capacities, energy efficiency,
emissions and regulatory approvals.
The potential adverse and beneficial impacts of the FSRU operating in
open loop and closed loop regasification modes are set out in the
following technical reports and chapters of this EES:
• EES Technical Report A: Marine biodiversity impact assessment
and Chapter 6 Marine biodiversity
• EES Technical Report F: Greenhouse gas impact assessment and
Chapter 11 Greenhouse gas.
The EES assessment also looked at the use of ambient air heating as a
regasification alternative, however it found in Chapter 3 s.3.2.4, p.7:
While ambient air heating can be an effective solution for FSRUs in
warmer climates, it was not considered appropriate for the Gas Import
Jetty Works due to the climatic conditions at Crib Point.
After careful consideration of the regasification alternative modes, the
EES investigations concluded in Chapter 3 – Project Development,
s.3.2.7, p.12:
Based on the EES investigations, open loop regasification mode would
be used by the FSRU. The main benefit of the open loop regasification
mode is that seawater from Western Port can be used by the onboard
regasification plant on the FSRU to heat the LNG. This is an efficient
and readily available means of heating the LNG without using
additional fuel to generate heat for LNG vaporisation. Greenhouse gas
emissions from open loop mode are substantially less than closed loop
mode (see Chapter 11 Greenhouse gas).
Combined loop regasification mode would be used when the seawater
intake temperature is close to 10oC or below to improve operational
efficiency with respect to regasification. This mode is unlikely to be
used for more than 30 days during winter in any given year. The
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seawater flow volumes when using the combined loop regasification
mode are the same as those for the open loop regasification mode.
Closed loop regasification could be used as an alternative to open loop
regasification mode, however open loop is the preferred operation
mode for the Project.
More information can be found in the EES, Chapter 6 - Marine
Biodiversity.
I am concerned about noise and light impacts from the Project. What can I do?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential light and noise impacts of the Project to make a written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

I am concerned about noise impacts of the Project on the marine ecology of Westernport
Bay. Will Council be looking at this issue?
AGL response:

An assessment of the potential impacts of underwater noise generated
by the proposed Floating Storage Regasification Unit (FSRU)
operations on marine fauna receptors has been carried out and can be
found in Annexure I (Underwater noise impact assessment) of the
Technical Report A - Marne biodiversity Impact in the EES.
The findings of this impact assessment conducted by Jasco can be
summarised as follows. The planned operations of the FSRU at Berth 2
would contribute to the soundscape in this harbour area but not change
the ecological character or reduce the biodiversity of this environment.
None of the species listed as endangered or vulnerable under the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC
Act) (Southern right whales, humpback whales and Australian sea
lions) nor species listed under the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act
1988 (FFG Act) (such as white sharks or Australian grayling) and little
penguins are at risk from the planned operations as the Gas Import
Jetty.

Council response:

Yes. Council is reviewing potential impacts of the Project on the marine
ecology and biodiversity of Westernport Bay with expert assistance
from an independent marine ecologist.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential noise impacts of the Project on marine ecology and
biodiversity of Westernport Bay to make a written submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

Will the Project remove mangroves from near the Project site?
AGL response:

The nearest saltmarsh and mangrove habitat to the proposed Floating
Sea Regasification Unit (FSRU) and jetty facilities are to the north and
south of Crib Point. The wave and current exposure at Crib Point is too
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high for the establishment of saltmarsh and mangroves. Saltmarsh and
mangrove habitat occur near the HMAS Otama Lookout approximately
one kilometres west–north-west from the proposed FSRU and to the
south of Woolley’s Beach around one kilometre west–south-west
FSRU, as shown in Figure 6-28 of Chapter 6 of the EES and will not be
disturbed as part of construction or operation of the Project.
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential impacts of the Project on mangroves to make a written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

I am concerned that the Southern Brown Bandicoot is close to being listed as an
endangered species and the proposed gas pipeline goes through their habitat. What can
I do?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential impacts of the Project on the Southern Brown Bandicoot and
its habitat to make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

The project assessed Matters of National Environmental Significance
(MNES) listed under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999. One of the main species assessed under the
Matters of National Environmental Significance (MNES) was the
Southern Brown Bandicoot. The presence of this species had a direct
influence on the project design and route selection.
Findings on the Southern Brown Bandicoot are discussed throughout
the Chapter 7: Terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity of the EES, and
an independent assessment of the impact on this species can be found
in Technical Report B: Terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity impact
assessment.
The main sections of Technical Report B which reference the
assessment of the Southern Brown Bandicoot include:
• Section 4.1 Methodology - Existing conditions assessment –
Southern Brown Bandicoot
• Section 5 - 5.2.3.2- Fauna Habitat – Southern Brown Bandicoot
• Section 6 – Risk Assessment
• Section 7 – Impact Assessment
• Section 8 – Mitigation Measures
A range of mitigation measures would be used to minimise impacts on
the Southern Brown Bandicoot, including reducing the risk of injuring
individuals. The below is an extract from the EES Chapter 7 –
Terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity – Section 7.7.8 Significant
species:
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… The Project is considered unlikely to have a significant impact on
Southern Brown Bandicoot. Mitigation measures would be implemented
to minimise potential impacts to individuals where possible, including
maintaining dispersal corridor functionality. Other mitigation includes
ensuring all Project personnel are inducted and aware of Southern
Brown Bandicoot habitat areas as well as the reinstatement of
vegetation structure and groundcover at locations of known habitat.
The project has avoided or minimised habitat loss through route
selection, retention of native vegetation at Horizontal Directional Drilling
(HDD) and bore locations where practicable, and reinstatement.
The below is an extract from the EES Chapter 7 – Terrestrial and
freshwater biodiversity – Section 7.11 Mitigation measures:
Dense cover of suitable native shrubs, or vegetation of similar
structure, will be reinstated in any of the 19 locations of Southern
Brown Bandicoot habitat impacted by the construction footprint by
planting of semi-mature native shrubs or fast-growing tubestock, other
than within 4 m of the pipeline and a narrow track to allow ground
access for surveillance patrols. For areas within 4 m of the pipeline,
revegetation will be limited to shallow-rooted ground cover species.
I am concerned that the Project will impact critically endangered hooded plovers sighted
on Sandy Point where the chlorine plume from the gas transfer station potentially will
interrupt the marine food chain. What can I do?
Council response:

Council is receiving expert advice on the potential impacts of the
Project on marine birds.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential impacts of the Project on the marine birdlife to make a written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL response:

The extent of combined seawater discharge impacts were explored in
the EES, Chapter 6 – Marine Biodiversity, s.6.6.4 P121 outlined:
The worst-case predicted combined area above the chlorine and
temperature Guideline Values would be localised to the Port of
Hastings area around the Crib Point Jetty. There are no predicted
effects on the shallow edges of North Arm, all seagrass and mangrove
areas, all of the northern area of Western Port and all areas used by
wading birds. In summary, in the worst-case scenario, the area of
potential impact for residual chlorine and seawater temperature change
extends over 20 hectares around the proposed FSRU location.
Mangroves, saltmarsh, seagrasses, subtidal reefs and waterbirds
(including wading birds) would not be impacted by the seawater
discharge associated with the seawater usage of the FSRU.
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I am concerned that the Project will impact the Yaringa Marine National Park and I do not
agree with what AGL have said about this in the EES. What can I do?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential impacts of the Project on the Yaringa Marine National Park to
make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

Chapter 6 of the EES explores the impact to Marine Biodiversity.
Western Port contains three marine national parks which represent a
key component of how environmental values are protected in Western
Port:
• Yaringa Marine National Park (980 hectares), in the north-west
corner of Western Port, which contains area of saltmarsh,
mangroves, bare intertidal mud and sand flats and subtidal
seagrass, with bare sandy sediment in the deeper channels.
• French Island Marine National Park (2,800 hectares) located in the
upper north arm, extending 15 kilometres on the northern side of
French Island. Habitat within the park is primarily intertidal and
subtidal mud and sand flats supporting seagrass beds. A small
patch of intertidal reef is present. Some mangroves are within the
southern park boundary, but the majority of the shoreline
mangroves and saltmarsh are outside the park boundary.
• Churchill Island Marine National Park (670 hectares), located
between Churchill Island and Long Point on the north-eastern side
of Phillip Island. Habitats present include seagrass beds,
mangroves, mudflats and sandy beaches. (6.3.1)
The closest marine park to Crib Point is the Yaringa Marine National
Park, approximately 12 kilometres away (shown in Fig 6.11 on page
6.18 Chapter 6). Given the distance between the area above the
chlorine Guideline Value and the subtidal reef at Yaringa the likelihood
of there being any effect from the discharge of chlorine on the subtidal
reef is very low. The large distance between the FSRU and Yaringa
means that several tidal cycles would be involved in the travel time and
chlorine would have dispersed and decayed to zero before it reached
the reef. Therefore, the potential impact is considered negligible. (Table
6-21 Summary of impact assessment and risk of discharge of
chlorinated water on the environment).

The proposed pipeline is to be constructed under sensitive areas and water crossings.
How do the Project proponents repair these underground water crossing without
environmental damage?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential impacts of the Project on sensitive environmental areas to
make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.
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AGL response:

In the unlikely event that repair works are required within a sensitive
area, APA would work to develop a repair strategy that would minimise
impact to the environment and would seek the appropriate regulatory
approvals to undertake the works. The construction of a short new
section of pipeline adjacent to the damaged section may be considered
to avoid surface disturbance. If clearing of native vegetation is required
for pipeline safety or maintenance during the operational phase, the area
cleared will be the minimum necessary to complete the work and will be
assessed and offset in accordance with the Guidelines for the removal,
destruction or lopping of native vegetation (DELWP 2017). This
requirement will be listed as a commitment in the Pipeline Works
Operational Environmental Management Plan (OEMP).

I am concerned that the Project is a return to conventional gas extraction. What can I do?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
Project to make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

Chapter 2 of the EES details the Project Rational. Several relevant
initiatives to alleviate gas supply issues are being considered by the
Victorian and Commonwealth governments, including the Victorian Gas
Program.
The Victorian Gas Program is a comprehensive program of scientific
research and related activities to assess the potential for further
discoveries of onshore conventional gas and offshore gas in Victoria.
The Victorian Gas Program also investigates whether the state’s current
underground gas storage capacity could be expanded. The program will
operate until mid-2020 and provide a resource estimate to inform future
Victorian Government decisions. The Victorian Gas Program has three
scientific components:
• onshore conventional gas
• offshore gas
• underground gas storage.
The Victorian Gas Program focuses on Victoria’s two most prospective
regions for undiscovered accumulations of gas: the Otway Basin
(currently considered as having the highest potential) and the Gippsland
Basin.
The Project is consistent with the Victorian Gas Program as it contributes
to a diversification of gas supply and an increase in competition in the
wholesale gas and pipeline transmission markets. The Project also
avoids some of the concerns over potential impacts of on-shore gas field
development on land valued for its agricultural, environmental, social or
cultural heritage values.
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I am really worried about an accident with tankers from the Project. What can I do?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
potential impacts of the Project to make a written submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

Will the gas imported by the Project come from fracking?
Council response:

Council understands that the Project proponents have not ruled out gas
imported via the Project may one day come from fracked sources.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
Project and its relationship to fracked gas to make a written submission
to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no
later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL response:

Most of the gas produced in the world still comes from traditional
sources, not fracking or shale gas, and we are most likely to buy gas
from traditional sources such as from Qatar and Africa.

Is the Council aware that at 80 million tonnes of LNG, Australia is the biggest exporter on
the planet and that the alleged gas shortage is purely for the domestic market, as a result
of the gas companies not keeping enough of our own gas for ourselves?
Council response:

Council is aware that Australia is a major exporter of LNG to overseas
markets. Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about
rationale of the Project to make a written submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

Will State Government take into account the other Floating Storage Regasification Unit
(FSRU) proposals that are live now and could affect gas shortage?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
Project and its relationship to other gas import projects in Australia to
make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

DELWP response:

In considering the EES and the case that it presents for the project, the
Minister for Planning might take into account alternative ways of
addressing aspects of the project objectives, but this EES does not
investigate or describe the potential environmental impacts of other
private sector proponents' potential proposals.

The Project Description in the EES speaks of an import process but the pipeline is
bidirectional. Does the Council have any control should AGL decide to export?
Council response:

Council is not the responsible authority for approving the Project. The
decision, and any subsequent approvals that may be required to
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convert the Project to an LNG gas export facility, rests with State and
Commonwealth governments.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
Project and its potential to export gas to make a written submission to
State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no
later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.
AGL response:

The project is being undertaken to address a forecast regional shortage
of gas and this makes an export scenario highly unlikely. The pipeline
has been designed as a bi-directional pipeline to allow gas to flow from
Crib Point to Pakenham and also from Pakenham to Crib Point. This
provides flexibility in the future to continue to use the pipeline as part of
the regional supply network when the import facility is no longer
required. APA and AGL are not considering the pipeline to be utilised
for export purposes.

Will the gas carbon emissions be the responsibility of AGL or will it add to Mornington
Peninsula Shire’s carbon footprint?
Council response:

Any carbon emissions associated with the Project are the responsibility
of the proponents – AGL and APA Group. Emissions from the Project
will not add to the Shire's carbon footprint as an organisation as the
Shire is not responsible for this Project.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
carbon emissions of the Project to make a written submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL response:

The Victorian Government's Climate Change Act 2017 (Vic) has set a
target for Victoria of net zero emissions by 2050. This legislation
requires the Environment Protection Authority (EPA) to consider the
potential impacts of climate change, and the potential contribution to
Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions, when making a decision about a
works approval application.
The context of the existing conditions for the greenhouse gas impact
assessment is the current Victorian state emissions profile. In the State
and Territory Greenhouse Gas Inventories 2017 report (Commonwealth
of Australia, 2019), Victoria’s total emissions were 110 million-tonnes of
carbon dioxide equivalent (Mt CO2-e). Energy industries accounted for
54 per cent of Victoria’s total emissions or 59 Mt CO2-e. Chapter 11 of
the EES, Section 11.5 p. 4 Greenhouse Gas - details that the existing
conditions assessment considered Victorian greenhouse gas emissions
using the State and Territory Greenhouse Gas Inventories 2017 report.
This was the most recent data available at the time of preparing this
assessment.
In 2017, Victoria’s total greenhouse gas emissions were 110 Mt CO2-e.
This total consists of the emission sources listed in Table 11-1. The
operational emissions associated with the Project would primarily
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contribute to the energy industries category included in the table. The
impact assessment discussed in Section 11.7 (Construction impacts)
and Section 11.8 (Operation impacts) of this chapter compares the
Project’s projected greenhouse gas emissions against Victoria’s annual
emissions.
The Technical Report F - Greenhouse Gas Impact Assessment of the
EES, states that Greenhouse gas emissions associated with the
Project would be required to be managed in accordance with the EPA
Victoria’s Protocol for Environmental Management (PEM):
Greenhouses Gas Emissions and Energy Efficiency in Industry and the
State environment protection policy (Air Quality Management) (SEPP
(AQM)) under the Environment Protection Act 1970 (Vic).
A works approval is required for the Floating Sea Regasification Unit
(FSRU), and a licence would be required prior to operations
commencing, under the Environment Protection Act 1970 (Vic).
How tall is the proposed Floating Service Regasification Unit (FSRU)?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who is concerned about the
potential visual impact of the Project to make a submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL response:

The FSRU is approximately 300 metres long and 50 metres wide with a
maximum draft of 12 metres (the distance between the surface of the
water and the lowest point of the vessel). The height of the vessel
approximately 50 metres above the sea surface to the top of the
exhaust stack. Details of the FRSU can be found in Chapter 4 of the
EES, Project Description S.4.3.1. pg 4.9. It be continuously moored at
Berth 2 of the Crib Point Jetty. At times, there may be three vessels at
the jetty: the FSRU, a visiting LNG carrier of similar proportions to the
FSRU, and potentially a United Petroleum vessel at Berth 1. United
Petroleum vessels moor at the Crib Point Jetty on approximately a
fortnightly basis.
The EES, Chapter 14 – Landscape and Visual, s.14.6.1, Figure 14-10
demonstrates Visualisation of the FSRU and LNG carrier from
Woolley’s Beach North facing east (United Petroleum carrier present).
The EES, Chapter 14 – Landscape and Visual, s.14.6.1, pp.7-9 outlines
the landscape and visual impact of the FSRU.
When assessing the landscape and visual impact of the Project, the
EES noted on s.14.6.1, p.8:
…while the significance of visual effects from these viewpoints is
moderate, these effects are considered appropriate within the
complementary context of the viewpoint, and the existing jetty and
maritime industrial activities at the site. This significance rating
(moderate) is largely a reflection of the impact on views across Western
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Port towards French Island consisting largely of flat foreground, sea
and sky. The moderate rating was assigned considering a framed view
of the Gas Import Jetty Works, without a petroleum tanker (that
intermittently docks at Berth 1) or any other surrounding port or
maritime activities.
The EES states on Chapter 14 Landscape and Visual s.14.6.1, p.8:
Generally, from viewpoints where the Crib Point Receiving Facility and
FSRU would be visible, a view of the existing jetty, legacy BP tanks and
other industrial maritime activities would provide a background. The
mooring of the FSRU and an additional LNG carrier at an existing jetty
is consistent with the existing use of the jetty for industrial maritime
purposes and the existing landscape character. As such, the operation
of the Gas Import Jetty Works is considered to have a minor impact on
the landscape character area in the context of the surrounding port and
industrial area.
Why does the EES include photos of a ship at the Crib Point Jetty showing a much
smaller ship than what is actually proposed?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who is concerned about the
potential visual impact of the Project to make a submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL response:

All artistic impressions of the Project in the EES are to scale and based
on the blueprints of the jetty and FSRU. Images can be found in the
EES, Chapter 14 – Landscape and Visual.

Who is liable in the case of a disaster at the proposed Project site?
Council response:

In the event the Project is approved, liability for the safe construction
and operation of the facility and associated infrastructure is a matter for
State Government to determine. Council encourages anyone with
concerns about the potential risks and impacts of the Project to make a
submission to the EES via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC.

AGL response:

As highlighted in the EES, Chapter 25 – Environmental Management
Framework, s.25.10, p.66, AGL and APA and their contractors will have
in place contingency measures to facilitate an efficient and effective
response to unexpected environmental events that could arise during
Project construction and operation.
Events for which contingency measures will be prepared include (but
are not limited to):
• The discovery of previously unidentified Aboriginal cultural heritage
or historic heritage objects or places (see MM-HH02);
• Hazardous chemicals, fuel or waste spills (see mitigation measure
MM-HR07)
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•
•
•
•
•

Emergency shutdown of abnormal operation conditions (see
mitigation measure MM-HR03)
Liquid fires and gas fires within the Gas Import Jetty Works (see
mitigation measure MM-HR04)
Exceedance of predicted or recorded construction noise beyond
noise management levels (see mitigation measure MM-NV04)
Encountering unexpected threatened fauna species during
construction (see mitigation measure MM-FF08 and MM-FF09)
The discovery of unexpected legacy contamination and
contaminated material(s) (see mitigation measures MM-C02, MMC03 and MM-C07).

Contractor Construction Environment Management Plans (CEMPs) and
Operation Environment Management Plans (EMPs) will be required to
include appropriate contingency measures to address identified
environment, social and safety risks during construction and operation
of the Project. All contractor documents prepared for the Project will be
required to align with the documents and mitigation measures
referenced in the statutory approvals and consents where relevant, as
they detail mandatory conditions and contingency measures to protect
environmental and social values throughout the life of the Project.
If this Project is approved, does that mean that the old BP Westernport site can also be
redeveloped for more projects like this?
DELWP response:

Approvals sought for this Project do not relate to use of the former BP
refinery site. Any project proposals for the former BP refinery site will
be subject to separate assessment and approvals processes.

How many jobs will the Project create once the gas import facility is commissioned?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who is concerned about jobs
creation associated with the Project to make a submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL response:

The Project is expected to employ in excess of 500 workers at the peak
of the construction phase of the Project. The majority of the
construction workforce for the Project will be specialists sourced from
Victoria and interstate. Opportunities for local suppliers and
employment will include a range of general trade and support services,
such as:
• crew for the FSRU
• vegetation management, such as clearing, mulching and
rehabilitation
• construction work for jetty upgrade, remediation and piling and
ongoing maintenance
• catering and food contractors
• fencing contractors
• security guards and patrols
• grading, dozing and excavating
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•

water truck driving.

Once the Project is operational, it is expected that 40 permanent
positions will be created at Crib Point. These roles, relating to running
the FSRU, as well as security and support, will involve rotating shifts
and accordingly, the 40 positions will in practice create employment for
well in excess of 40 personnel.
More information about the project benefits can be found in the EES
Chapter 2: Project rationale – Section 2.7.
Has AGL and APA Group been working and consulting with traditional owners?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone who is concerned about the
involvement of Traditional Owners in the Project to make a submission
to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no
later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL Response:

APA and AGL are working with the Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal
Corporation and Aboriginal Victoria to manage Aboriginal cultural
heritage aspects of the project, through the development of Cultural
Heritage Management Plans (CHMP). You can find more information
on the Aboriginal cultural heritage aspects of the project in EES
Chapter 21 - Aboriginal Cultural Heritage.

Did Council investigate the clearing of native vegetation that occurred on site?
Council response:

Yes, Council is currently investigating the removal of native vegetation
from the site of the proposed Crib Point Receiving Facility (adjacent to
the existing Crib Point Jetty). Council has not issued any permits to
remove any native vegetation from the land.
State Government have confirmed that assessment of the Project via
the EES process will be based on all native vegetation on the site,
including that which has recently been removed.

When will AGL open their Hastings Community Information Centre to public queries?
Council response:

Council understands that AGL is unable to open their community
information centre in Hastings until COVID-19 restrictions are
sufficiently eased. It is important to note that this may not happen
during the EES exhibition period. Council therefore strongly
encourages any community members who may have questions
regarding the Project to contact the Project proponents on: 1800 039
600 or via email at AGLCommunity@agl.com.au.

What is EPA’s position on the Project? Is the EPA going to make a submission?
Council response:

To find out what the Environment Projection Authority (EPA) Victoria’s
views are on the Project and whether the EPA is going to make a
submission, please contact the EPA by phone on 1300 372 842 or visit:
www.epa.vic.gov.au/our-work/licences-and-approvals.
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What is the Catchment Management Authority’s (CMA) position on the Project? Is the
CMA going to make a submission?
Council response:

To find out what the Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment
Management Authority’s views are on the Project and whether it will
make a submission, please contact the Authority by phone on (03)
8781 7900, via email at enquiries@ppwcma.vic.gov.au or visit:
www.ppwcma.vic.gov.au.

Does the Port of Hastings support the Project? Will they make a submission?
Council response:

To find out what the Port of Hastings Development Authority’s views
are on the Project and whether it will make a submission, please
contact the Authority by phone on (03) 5979 5500, via email at
enquiries@portofhastings.com or visit: www.portofhastings.com.

What is the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council's position on the Project? Does Council
support or oppose it?
Council response:

Council will adopt a position on the project at the 17 August 2020
Planning Services Committee (PSC) meeting. The PSC meeting will be
livestreamed to the public. A link to the livestream will be provided on
Council’s website prior to the meeting: www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/AboutUs/About-Our-Council/Council-Meetings/Live-Stream-of-CouncilMeetings. A recording of the meeting will be uploaded to this page.
Meeting minutes – including a copy of Council’s adopted submission –
will be published on Council’s website by Friday 21 August 2020 here:
www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/About-Us/About-Our-Council/CouncilMeetings/CouncilCommittee-Meeting-Agendas-and-Minutes.
Following the meeting, Council will publicise its position and submission
to the local community via a media release, email updates to registered
stakeholders (you can register for Council updates here), social media
updates and an online community information session to be held on
19 August 2020, 5–6pm via the following web-link: bit.ly/2E45Fml.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has a view on the Project to
make a submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

Will Council livestream its meeting on 17 August 2020 when it votes on the Project?
Council response:

Yes. Council’s Planning Services Committee (PSC) meeting will be
livestreamed to the public. A link to the livestream will be provided on
Council’s website prior to the meeting: www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/AboutUs/About-Our-Council/Council-Meetings/Live-Stream-of-CouncilMeetings. A recording of the meeting will be uploaded to this page.
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Meeting minutes – including a copy of Council’s adopted submission –
will be published on Council’s website by Friday 21 August 2020 here:
www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/About-Us/About-Our-Council/CouncilMeetings/CouncilCommittee-Meeting-Agendas-and-Minutes.
Following the meeting, Council will publicise its position and submission
to the local community via a media release, email updates to registered
stakeholders (you can register for Council updates here), social media
updates and an online community information session to be held on
19 August 2020, 5–6pm via the following web-link: bit.ly/2E45Fml.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has a view on the Project to
make a submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.
What is the role of the Council in taking a position on the Project?
Council response:

Council is not a decision-maker in the approvals process for the
proposed Project – it does not have any power to approve or reject the
Project. The decision on whether to approve the Project rests with the
State and Commonwealth Governments.
Instead, Council is a stakeholder representing the community and best
interests of the Mornington Peninsula Shire.
Council officers are currently reviewing the EES and related Project
documentation with the assistance of various independent experts and
legal counsel. Upon completing the review, officers will prepare a report
and submission for Council to adopt at the 17 August 2020 Planning
Services Committee (PSC). Councillors will vote on whether to support
or oppose the Project based on officer recommendations and adopt a
submission accordingly for lodgement with State Government by the
close of exhibition on Wednesday 26 August 2020.
Council’s PSC meeting will be livestreamed to the public. A link to the
livestream will be provided on Council’s website prior to the meeting:
www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/About-Us/About-Our-Council/CouncilMeetings/Live-Stream-of-Council-Meetings. A recording of the meeting
will be uploaded to this page.
Meeting minutes – including a copy of Council’s adopted submission –
will be published on Council’s website by Friday 21 August 2020 here:
www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/About-Us/About-Our-Council/CouncilMeetings/CouncilCommittee-Meeting-Agendas-and-Minutes.
Following the meeting, Council will publicise its position and submission
to the local community via a media release, email updates to registered
stakeholders (you can register for Council updates here), social media
updates and an online community information session to be held on
19 August 2020, 5–6pm via the following web-link: bit.ly/2E45Fml.
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Council strongly encourages anyone who has a view on the Project to
make a submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.
Can members of the public get access to Council’s adopted submission to read before
all submissions are due by Wednesday 26 August 2020?
Council response:

Yes. Following Council’s Planning Services Committee (PSC) on 17
August 2020, Council will release a copy of its adopted submission to
the public.
Council will publicise its position and submission to the local community
via a media release, email updates to registered stakeholders (you can
register for Council updates here), social media updates and an online
community information session to be held on 19 August 2020, 5–
6pm via the following web-link: bit.ly/2E45Fml. During this information
session, Council officers will advise residents how to make a
submission, including using material from Council’s submission to
inform community member submissions.
It is noted that Council’s PSC meeting be livestreamed to the public. A
link to the livestream will be provided on Council’s website prior to the
meeting: www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/About-Us/About-OurCouncil/Council-Meetings/Live-Stream-of-Council-Meetings. A
recording of the meeting will be uploaded to this page.
A copy of Council’s adopted submission will form part of the PSC
meeting minutes which will be published on Council’s website by Friday
21 August 2020: www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/About-Us/About-OurCouncil/Council-Meetings/CouncilCommittee-Meeting-Agendas-andMinutes.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has a view on the Project to
make a submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

Will Mornington Peninsula Shire Council make a strong comment in their submission
about the overall impact on the future of Westernport in terms of social impacts /
liveability / nature tourism, prosperity, clean and green, reputation and so on?
Council response:

Council's submission will address a range of aspects regarding the
potential environmental, economic and social impacts of the Project.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has a view on the Project to
make a submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.
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Will Council be considering its response to this Project within the context of its Draft
Climate Emergency Plan and the values and issues it promotes?
Council response:

Yes, Council's response to the EES will be informed by the Council’s
Climate Emergency Declaration and draft Climate Emergency
Response Plan.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about the
Project’s potential impact on climate change to make a submission to
State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no
later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

Will the Council's view be a significant influence on the process outcome?
Council response:

Council is one of many stakeholders in the EES process. All
submissions will be considered by the Inquiry and Advisory Committee
and the Minister for Planning when making an assessment as to the
environmental effects of the project. The Minister’s assessment will
then be considered by the State and Commonwealth responsible
authorities in making their decisions in relation to the project.
Nevertheless, once Council has adopted and declared its position on
the Project, Council intends to engage in political advocacy efforts to
promote support for its position.
Council strongly encourages anyone who wishes to support Council’s
adopted position on the Project to make a submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

What is the position of the Traditional Owners and Indigenous people in Victoria on this
proposal?
Council response:

The Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation (BLCAC) represent
the views of local traditional owners; the Bunurong people of the SouthEastern Kulin Nation. The BLCAC aim to preserve and protect the
sacred lands and waterways of their ancestors, their places, traditional
cultural practices and stories. To find out their views on this project,
please contact the BLCAC on (03) 9770 1273, or via email at:
admin@bunuronglc.org.au, or visit their website at:
https://www.bunuronglc.org/.

AGL response:

APA and AGL are working with the Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal
Corporation and Aboriginal Victoria to manage Aboriginal cultural
heritage aspects of the project, through the development of Cultural
Heritage Management Plans (CHMP). You can find more information
on the Aboriginal cultural heritage aspects of the project in EES
Chapter 21 - Aboriginal Cultural Heritage.
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Has the Shire taken into account the views of the traditional owners on this development
or do they need to make a separate submission?
Council response:

The Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation (BLCAC) represent
the views of local traditional owners; the Bunurong people of the SouthEastern Kulin Nation. The BLCAC aim to preserve and protect the
sacred lands and waterways of their ancestors, their places, traditional
cultural practices and stories. Council encourages the BLCAC to make
their own submission to the State Government in relation to this project.
To find out their views on this project, please contact the BLCAC on
(03) 9770 1273, or via email at: admin@bunuronglc.org.au, or visit their
website at: https://www.bunuronglc.org/.
Council encourages anyone with concerns about Traditional Owner
involvement in the Project (including BLCAC) to make a written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL response:

APA and AGL are working with the Bunurong Land Council Aboriginal
Corporation and Aboriginal Victoria to manage Aboriginal cultural
heritage aspects of the project, through the development of Cultural
Heritage Management Plans (CHMP). You can find more information
on the Aboriginal cultural heritage aspects of the project in EES
Chapter 21 - Aboriginal Cultural Heritage.

Does the Council regard the various AGL Corporate policies as critical to assessing the
suitability of AGL as the operator of the gas import facility?
Council response:

Council is not assessing the suitability of AGL to operate the proposed
gas import facility – Council is reviewing and forming a position on the
Project’s Environment Effects Statement (EES) which details the
potential environmental impacts of the Project and how the proponents
intend to avoid, minimise, mitigate or offset these impacts as outlined in
the Environment Effects Statement. Council’s review of the EES and
related Project documentation will inform Council’s decision to either
support or oppose the Project.
The suitability of AGL as the operator of the proposed gas import
facility is a matter for State and Federal Governments to determine.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about
proposed Project to make a written submission to State Government
via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than
Wednesday 26 August 2020.

Is the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council aware of AGL's appalling track record in
breaching many regulations over the years?
Council response:

Council is aware of AGL's public record of various regulatory breaches
in Victoria and New South Wales that have resulted in punitive action
from the New South Wales Environment Protection Authority (NSW
EPA), Victoria's Essential Services Commission, Australian Energy
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Regulator and others. These breaches are a matter for AGL and the
relevant statutory authorities responsible for overseeing AGL's
operations.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about
proposed Project to make a written submission to State Government
via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than
Wednesday 26 August 2020.
What capabilities and/or powers does the Council hold to maintain AGL and APA Group
heightened accountability regarding potential environmental impacts considering the
Project’s proposed to be located in proximity to RAMSAR wetlands and a UNESCO
biosphere site?
Council response:

Mornington Peninsula Shire does not have any decision-making
powers with respect to AGL's proposed gas import facility at Crib Point
and therefore is not responsible for ensuring AGL complies with all the
necessary project approvals and conditions that may be issued by the
Victorian and Commonwealth governments.
Nevertheless, Mornington Peninsula Shire will advocate as a
stakeholder to minimise any potential environmental risks and impacts
of the Project to the Peninsula, including ensuring that impacts and
risks are avoided, minimised, mitigated or offset (in that order). Council
is particularly keen to ensure a conservative approach to risk where
matters of local, regional and international environmental significance
are concerned – including the Western Port Ramsar site, listed
migratory species, listed threatened species and ecological
communities.
Council will also advocate to ensure that, if the Project proceeds, both
State and Commonwealth Government's will ensure that all statutory
requirements (including the Environmental Management Plan) are
properly implemented, complied with and enforced, with a clear
framework for ongoing complaints management and stakeholder
engagement.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about
environmental accountability regarding the Project to make a written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

Has Mornington Peninsula Shire got any control over the planning changes asked for by
AGL?
Council response:

No, only the Minister for Planning has the authority to approve or reject
AGL’s proposed amendment to the Mornington Peninsula Planning
Scheme known as “Amendment C272morn”.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about
proposed Amendment C272morn to make a written submission to State
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Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.
Does the EES include Planning Scheme Amendment C272morn?
Council response:

Yes. A draft of proposed Amendment C272morn to the Mornington
Peninsula Planning Scheme is located in Attachment VI of the EES. To
view and download the EES, visit
www.gasimportprojectvictoria.com.au/environment-effectsstatement#view-the-ees. Alternatively, contact AGL to request a hard
copy of the EES free of charge by phone: 1800 039 600, via:
https://www.gasimportprojectvictoria.com.au/order-ees or by emailing
AGLCommunity@agl.com.au.
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about
proposed Amendment C272morn to make a written submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

AGL needs an amendment to the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme to get planning
approval for the Project. How is the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council planning to vote
on this amendment?
Council response:

Council is reviewing proposed Amendment C272morn and will form a
position on the amendment as part of its overall position and
submission on the Project to be determined at its 17 August 2020
Planning Services Committee (PSC) Meeting. The PSC meeting will be
livestreamed to the public. A link to the livestream will be provided on
Council’s website prior to the meeting: www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/AboutUs/About-Our-Council/Council-Meetings/Live-Stream-of-CouncilMeetings. A recording of the meeting will be uploaded to this page.
Meeting minutes will be published on Council’s website by Friday 21
August 2020 here: www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/About-Us/About-OurCouncil/Council-Meetings/CouncilCommittee-Meeting-Agendas-andMinutes.
Following the meeting, Council will publicise its position and submission
to the local community via a media release, email updates to registered
stakeholders (you can register for Council updates here), social media
updates and an online community information session to be held on 19
August 2020, 5–6pm via the following web-link: bit.ly/2E45Fml.
You can find out more about the Project and register for Council
updates here: www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/Building-Planning/StrategicPlanning/AGL-Crib-Point-Gas-Import-Jetty-and-Pipeline-Project
Council strongly encourages anyone who has concerns about
proposed Amendment C272morn to make a written submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020.
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Do I need to make submissions on the EES and the Planning Scheme amendment? They
are usually separate submissions.
DELWP response:

Each submission is being treated as a submission in response to the
EES, the draft planning scheme amendment, the works approval
application and the pipeline licence application. No-one needs to make
more than one submission, in which they can address all of their
interests or concerns regarding to the overall Project.

Does it hold more weight to make an individual submission to the Project, or a
submission as a community group?
Council response:

The Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC) will consider all submissions
received, whether they are from individuals or groups. The weighting of
submissions will be determined by the IAC. Council encourages
anyone with views about the Project to make a written submission to
State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC either
as an individual or a group. To ensure your individual views are
accurately represented (and/or secure your ability to become
personally involved in the Panel hearing), Council recommends that
you make an individual submission in addition to any group submission.
It is important to note that petitions will not be recognised or treated as
a submission by the IAC.

Are there particular words or phrases I should use in my submission so State
Government staff can readily understand my submission?
Council response:

Council encourages anyone who wishes to make a submission on the
Project to write the submission in Plain English – there is no need to
use technical terminology or jargon. Please make your submission to
State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no
later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

Is there a format my submissions should be in? A letter or will the online form do the
formatting for me?
DEWLP response:

On-line submission using Engage Victoria template is preferred but a
free-standing email or letter can also be accepted as a submission,
however contact Planning Panels Victoria to obtain a coversheet to
send with such a submission.

Save Westernport has been gathering ‘Heart Stories’ which are stories about how
peoples’ connection to and relationship with Westernport Bay and why they are against
the Project. Can this be included in a submission?
Council response:

Council encourages anyone who wishes to express their views on the
Project and how it may impact their lives and the environment around
them to make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.
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Does everyone who makes a submission on the Project get to be heard at the Inquiry and
Advisory Committee (IAC) hearing?
DELWP response:

Yes. Everyone who makes a submission may choose to be heard at
the Hearing.

I understand that I can elect to be heard as an organisation or an individual at the Inquiry
and Advisory Committee (IAC) that will review the Project on behalf of the Victorian
Government. What is the deadline to let the Committee know that I want to appear and
speak at the Panel hearing?
Council response:

It is important to note that only people who make a written submission
on the Project and lodge it with State Government within the prescribed
exhibition period will be allowed to appear and speak at the IAC Panel
hearing (which will be held in October 2020). You can confirm your
intention to speak at the Panel hearing via the online submission form
here: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC or by simply stating your
intentions in your submission. You must lodge your written submission
by no later than Wednesday 26 August to register for the Panel
hearing.
Following exhibition, Planning Panels Victoria will provide written
instructions to all submitters about how to engage in the Panel process.
It is noted that a Directions Hearing will be held on Thursday 17
September 2020. At the Directions Hearing, the IAC will establish the
necessary arrangements and a timetable for the Hearing. The Hearing
is scheduled to commence on Monday 12 October 2020 and run for 6-8
weeks. For further details about the Panel hearing, how to get involved
and making a submission, visit https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC
or contact Planning Panels Victoria on 136 186 or via email at
cribpoint.IAC@delwp.vic.gov.au.

Can I present a PowerPoint presentation as part of my oral submission to the Inquiry and
Advisory Committee (IAC) during the Panel hearing?
DELWP response:

This is a matter for the IAC to give direction on, but commonly yes.

Will people be able to see everyone's submission on the Engage Victoria website?
DELWP response:

Submissions will be made public, but you would need to check with
Planning Panels Victoria exactly where on-line they will be published.
Contact Planning Panels Victoria on 136 186 or via email at:
cribpoint.IAC@delwp.vic.gov.au.

Is Mornington Peninsula Shire getting legal advice on the Project?
Council response:

Yes. Council is obtaining legal advice in reviewing the Project’s EES
and associated documentation (including proposed Amendment
C272morn to the Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme) and
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preparing for the upcoming Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC)
Panel Hearing scheduled to commence on Monday 12 October 2020.
Why does Council need legal advice when they are not a proponent and are not
responsible for making the final decision?
Council response:

Whilst not the responsible authority determining whether the proposed
Project will proceed, Council is nevertheless a significant stakeholder in
the EES process. Council continues to seek legal advice in responding
to the EES and proposed Amendment C272morn given the legal
complexities involved in both matters and the Project more broadly.
Council wishes to ensure any submission made by the Shire is legally
sound and will withstand the rigours of the Inquiry and Advisory
Committee (IAC) Panel hearing process.

Is Mornington Peninsula Shire going to engage expert witnesses or scientific experts for
the Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC) Panel Hearing, and who does the Shire intend
to use?
Council response:

Yes. The Shire is briefing a range of experts to assist in reviewing the
EES documentation, however, not all of these experts will necessarily
be engaged by Council to assist the Shire during the IAC Panel
Hearing. The final selection of experts officially engaged by the Shire
will be revealed following the 17 August 2020 Planning Services
Committee at which Council intends to determine its position on the
project and adopt its written submission.

What costs will be involved in having the experts review the EES and how will this be
funded?
Council response:

It is anticipated that costs for expert review, expert witness evidence at
the IAC Panel Hearing and legal representation will total approximately
$250,000. The exact cost will be determined by the length of the IAC
Panel Hearing and the number of expert witnesses Council decides to
use. This is being funded through Council’s legal budget.

Has there been interest from NGO environmental groups to support legal fees?
Council response:

Council has not received any correspondence from NGO's or other
groups about providing support for legal fees.

Does Council have any real or perceived conflicts of interest in relation to the Project?
Council response:

At this point, no disclosures of conflict have been made.

Is the Shire a customer of AGL? If so, will maintaining this be consistent with the Shire's
proposed Climate Change Plan?
Council response:

Yes, the Shire currently has one retail contract with AGL for the supply
of gas to large sites (such as Pelican Park). The contract term is three
years from 1 July 2020 to 30 June 2023. This contract was procured via
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a Procurement Australia group tender and represented the best value
offer.
AGL is also the sole retailer for unmetered electricity supplies
(excluding the public street lighting network). Council has
approximately 20-30 of these accounts which are usually for pedestrian
crossing signals, watchman lights (single spot lights) and CCTV
cameras. Council cannot have these accounts with any other retailer.
AGL contracts do not change the Shire’s intentions of phasing out gas
but phasing out gas takes time owing to the cost of replacing gas
assets with electric assets and upgrades.
Council will continue to offset residual gas emissions for its larger sites
and review whether to renew its contracts with AGL as and when
existing contracts expire.
What level of risk to the environment is Mornington Peninsula Shire Council willing to
accept?
Council response:

Mornington Peninsula Shire Council has a strong commitment to
protecting the environment as evidenced in its Climate Emergency
Declaration, Council Plan, Planning Scheme and range of adopted
policies and strategies across the organisation.
Unfortunately, Council is not a decision-maker with respect to this
Project, and so can only advocate as a stakeholder to minimise any
potential environmental risks and impacts of the Project to the
Peninsula, including ensuring that impacts and risks are avoided,
minimised, mitigated or offset (in that order). Council is particularly
keen to ensure a conservative approach to risk where matters of local,
regional and international environmental significance are concerned –
including the Western Port Ramsar site, listed migratory species, listed
threatened species and ecological communities.

Will Council look at the EES in terms of what it doesn't say as much as what it does say?
Council response:

Council is conducting a thorough review of all EES documentation with
independent expert and legal input. A key part of this analysis is to
determine – to the Shire's satisfaction – whether the EES accurately
identifies all potential impacts that may be incurred during the Project's
construction and operation, and whether the EES appropriately
addresses all impacts in terms of avoiding, minimising, mitigating and
offsetting (in that order).

Who will be on the Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC)?
Council response:

On 24 July 2002, Mornington Peninsula Shire received a letter from
Planning Panels Victoria advising that the Minister for Planning has
appointed the following members to the IAC:
• Kathy Mitchell (Chair) (Town Planning),
• Michael Kirsch (Deputy Chair) (Town Planning),
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•
•
•

Jacquelle Gorski (Environmental Science),
Chris Harty (Town Planning & Environmental Science) and
Trevor McCullough (Town Planning).

The IAC will consider submissions to the EES, draft planning scheme
amendment C272morn and works approval application.
You can view biographies of each Committee member here:
https://www.planning.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0026/481418/IA
C-members-biographies.pdf.
How is the Inquiry and Advisory Committee (IAC) selected?
DELWP response:

Under the Environment Effects Act 1978, the inquiry is appointed by the
Minister for Planning, subject to the approval of the Governor in council.

How many times can an EES be submitted? If the State Government is not happy with
certain things in the EES will the Project proponents be required to review and resubmit
the EES?
DEWLP response:

The EES is final when publicly exhibited, however, a proponent is
expected to respond to matters raised in public submissions and may
propose changes to the Project among the possible ways of responding
to those issues. Once the Minister for Planning has made his
assessment, the EES process has been concluded. Note that the
Minister's assessment, as the final product of the EES process, is
advice to decision-makers, it is not an approval in its own right.

Council response:

In addition to the above advice from DELWP, Council notes that the
Minister’s Assessment of the EES may find that the Project:
• will have an acceptable level of environmental effects or
• will not have an acceptable level of environmental effects or
• would need major modifications and/or further investigations [emphasis
added] to establish that acceptable outcomes would be achieved.

What are the requirements for the Minister to approve the Project?
DELWP response:

The Minister for Planning is responsible for assessing the
environmental effects of the proposed works under the Environment
Effects Act 1976. He is also responsible for deciding whether to
approve the proposed planning scheme amendment. Other authorities
are responsible for making the decisions about required approvals
within their respective jurisdictions, including EPA for the works
approval, the Minister for Energy for the pipeline licence, the Minister
for Environment for consents under the Marine and Coastal Act 2018,
appointed registered Aboriginal parties or Aboriginal Victoria for cultural
heritage management plans under the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006
and the Commonwealth Minister for the Environment for approvals
required under the Commonwealth Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999. Each decision-maker is obliged to
consider the Minister for Planning's assessment under the Environment
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Effects Act 1976 before deciding whether to grant approvals, and if so
under what conditions.
Can I make a submission to the Minister for Planning to ensure that he has considered
all angles of the Project?
DELWP response:

Submissions in response to the EES are submissions to the Minister for
Planning.

The EES Environmental Risk Report states that numerous participants were consulted
on risk. Who were these participants were and how were they chosen?
AGL response:

A series of Risk Workshops were undertaken to develop a list of
potential environmental risks and a systematic risk assessment
approach and make the initial assessment of the likelihood and
consequences of the potential environmental risks. Each workshop was
on a separate topic and involved the technical experts, scientists and
environmental consultants who prepared the EES technical report on
that topic. Representatives of the proponents, APA and AGL, were
present to provide the necessary details about the proposed project to
the technical experts. More information about the Risk Workshops can
be found in EES Attachment III: Environmental risk report – Section
3.1.

Does Council think that Crib Point has huge potential as a seaside haven / tourism town
rather than a polluted industry town?
Council response:

Council is currently preparing a Township Plan for Crib Point which will
set the overall vision and key strategic directions for the township.
Council encourages anyone with views on how the township should
develop to make a submission on the draft Plan. Submissions close on
14 August 2020. For further details, please visit Council's website at:
www.mornpen.vic.gov.au/Building-Planning/StrategicPlanning/Strategic-Planning-Projects/Crib-Point-Township-PlanRefresh.

Why is Mornington Peninsula Shire Council not responsible for foreshore management
in areas of the bay other than Flinders and Hastings?
Council response:

A Crown land reserve manager or better known, Committee of
Management (CoM) is appointed by the Minster for Environment,
Climate Change and Water under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act
1978. The coastline of Western Port Bay between Flinders and
Hastings has eight different CoMs including the Mornington Peninsula
Shire, Parks Victoria and Voluntary CoMs. Each of these CoMs were
appointed by the Minister to ‘manage, improve, maintain and control’ a
Crown Land Reserve.
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Will the government look at APA Group in a different light considering the tension
between China and Australia with APA being Chinese owned?
Council response:

Council cannot comment on the likely views of the State and/or
Commonwealth authorities responsible for assessing and determining
whether to approve the Project.
Council encourages anyone who wishes to express their views on the
Project to make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

What's the best way to prevent this Project from going ahead?
Council response:

Council encourages anyone who opposes the Project to make a written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020. Council also
encourages anyone who opposes the Project to lobby local State and
Federal Members of Parliament.

Do Federal M.P.'s have any weight? Can they make a submission?
DELWP response:

Yes. Anyone can make a submission.

Council response:

Council encourages anyone who with a view on the Project to make a
written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020. Council also encourages anyone to lobby local State and
Federal Members of Parliament if they so wish.

Can the proponent transfer or sell an EES approval to another proponent?
DELWP response:

The Environment Effects Act 1976 does not provide for or lead directly
to an approval. The decisions about whether to grant statutory
approvals that are required under other legislation must be made by
those decision-makers after they have considered the Minister's
assessment which concludes the EES process. Whether those
approvals are transferrable depends on the relevant legislation, but it is
common that approvals can be transferrable - they usually relate
primarily to the land/ works/ activity rather than to the holder.

If this Project is approved, will a container port be established in Westernport Bay?
Council response:

Approvals sought for this Project do not relate to use of the Port of
Hastings as a container port. As per the 2018 Victorian Freight Plan
‘Delivering the Goods’, Bay West was confirmed as the State
Government’s preferred location for Victoria’s second container port but
importantly highlighted the need to retain the Port of Hastings as an
option in reserve. As such, the current planning strategy for the Port of
Hastings focuses on non-containerised trades while acknowledging the
need to reserve and protect port land use operations to offer flexibility
in end use as port planning in Victoria evolves over the coming
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decades. For more details, view the Port of Hastings Development
Strategy (2018): https://www.portofhastings.com/port-developmentstrategy.
Will the Minister for Planning consider the AGL proposal in conjunction with the
proposal by Viva Energy in Geelong?
DELWP response:

In considering the EES and the case that it presents for the project, the
Minister might take into account alternative ways of addressing aspects
of the project objectives, but this EES does not investigate or describe
the potential environmental impacts of other private sector proponents'
potential proposals.

Can we help to inform the Shire on key issues we find so that the Shire can then
potentially strengthen some arguments they may not have considered to add weight?
Council response:

Council appreciates the input of local residents, but strongly
encourages anyone with views on the Project to make their own written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.

Will Council take advice from the community as there are marine biologists and other
specialists in the community to help Council?
Council response:

Council appreciates the input of local residents and experts, but
strongly encourages anyone with views on the Project to make their
own written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

If the Project was to be approved, would Council benefit from AGL's $7.5 Million dollar
community slush fund?
Council response:

In the event the State and Federal Governments see fit to approve the
Project, Council will aim to secure as many benefits to the community
as is possible, including improvements to public amenities and
infrastructure in the immediate locality via AGL’s Community Fund for
the Project.
Council encourages anyone with views on the Project regarding the
provision of community assets to offset Project impacts to make a
written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

We recognise that the energy security benefits of this project will be
enjoyed by the rest of the state through increased gas supply - so we
want to ensure the Gas Import Jetty Project also brings benefits to the
host community.
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Section 18.6 of Chapter 18 – Social p.11 discusses project benefits and
states: AGL has made a commitment to a Community Fund of $7.5
million to be managed by a panel of community-based representatives
if the Project proceeds. This fund would be established as a
mechanism for sharing some of the benefits of the Project with the local
community, particularly the townships of Crib Point and Hastings.
Detailed arrangements for the community fund will be resolved in
partnership with relevant community stakeholders. In particular, there
will be community led involvement in how the fund will be set-up,
managed and spent.
Table 18-2 Summarises the main potential construction impacts
(adverse and beneficial) and highlights that: The proposed community
fund is well resourced and designed to ensure appropriate targeting of
resources, and so would facilitate delivery of significant beneficial social
outcomes.
See Chapter 2 Project rationale for further details about the Project
benefits.
If the Project is approved, does Council request any level of increased "public use"
amenities from AGL such as new / improved walking / cycling tracks etc along the
foreshore south of Jacks Beach?
Council response:

In the event the State and Federal Governments see fit to approve the
Project, Council will aim to secure as many benefits to the community as
is possible, including improvements to public amenities and
infrastructure in the immediate locality.
Council encourages anyone with views on the Project regarding the
provision of community assets to offset Project impacts to make a
written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

In terms of objections to the ocean does that have to fall under the EPBC Act or can it
come under the EPA which is at State level?
DELWP response:

Both EPA (under the Victorian Environment Protection Act 1970) and the
Commonwealth (under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Protection Act 1999) have their own responsibilities.

Does the Shire own the waters in Westernport? If so, will Council be charging rent to
AGL to have their degasification unit there?
DELWP response:

Waters overlying Crown land are also deemed to belong to the Crown
in terms of tenure, and are administered in that context under the
Marine and Coastal Act 2018.

Council response:

Council does not own the waters in Westernport. Council cannot
charge rent to AGL in the event the Project is approved. Council
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encourages anyone with views on the Project regarding the provision of
community assets to offset Project impacts to make a written
submission to State Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/cribpoint-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26 August 2020.
What qualifications does the Minister of Planning have? Is he a State Minister for the
Environment or the Federal Minister?
DELWP response:

The Victorian Minister for Planning has responsibility for administering
the Environment Effects Act. The Act has been within the Planning
portfolio since 9184. The Commonwealth Minister for the Environment
is responsible for the Commonwealth EPBC Act and must make
decisions about approvals for the project under the EPBC Act after
receiving and considering the Victorian Planning Minister's assessment
under the Environment Effects Act.

The EES mentioned the impact of chlorine on barramundi. Are there barramundi in
Westernport Bay?
Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone with concerns about potential
impacts of the Project on fish communities in Westernport Bay and its
National Parks to make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

AGL response:

The EES does not suggest there are any barramundi in Westernport.
Barramundi larvae and juveniles are used, in conjunction with other
species, as part of standardised laboratory methods to test the toxicity
of substances in the marine environment.
Two standard acute toxicity tests were chosen to test the acute toxicity
of chlorine in seawater at concentrations ranges around that of the
proposed discharge from the Floating Storage Regasification Unit
(FSRU). The test organisms were (1) juvenile marine stage barramundi
(Lates calcarifer) and (2) adult marine sand fleas (Allorchestes
compressa). They were exposed to a range of initial doses of chlorine
in seawater from 0.006 mg/L up to 1 mg/L and were exposed for 96
hours after the initial dose. The results showed no acute lethality to
initial doses of 0.006 mg/L up to 1 mg/L of chlorine as hypochlorite in
seawater and subsequently over 96 hours of continuous exposure to
the mixture after the initial dose. The concentration of chlorine at the
point of discharge from the FSRU is estimated to be 0.1 mg/L chlorine.
Hence, in the framework described above, the tests (two species, 96hour acute lethality tests) show that the discharge would not result in
acute lethality.
The full toxicity test report is available in Appendix N to the Works
Approval Application. EPA Works Approval Application of the EES.
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There are three National Parks in Westernport Bay. Does not the Federal Government
care about those?
DELWP response:

Marine National Parks, like non-marine National Parks (despite the
name) are a State responsibility for management and protection.
However, the Commonwealth has responsibilities for designated
"matters of national environmental significance" under the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999, hence the
identification of both AGL's proposal and APA's pipeline proposal as
"controlled actions" requiring approval under that Act. The EES process
is serving as the accredited assessment process for both controlled
actions under a bilateral agreement between the Australian and
Victorian governments.

Council response:

Council strongly encourages anyone with concerns about potential
impacts of the Project on Westernport Bay and its National Parks to
make a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

What sense does Council have as to the community's approval or opposition of the
proposal and does that inform Council's decision?
Council response:

Council is aware of the many community groups and individuals who
oppose the Project, as well as many individuals who support the
Project. Council’s submission will be informed by expert technical
advice and Council’s adopted Strategies and Policies as well as known
community views.
Council strongly encourages anyone with views on the Project to make
a written submission to State Government via:
https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later than Wednesday 26
August 2020.

What effect will the review of the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act 1999 have on this Project?
Council response:

Council understands that the Project will be reviewed under the existing
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC
Act) and the review of this Act may not impact the assessment of the
Project.
Council strongly encourages anyone with views on the EPBC Act
review as it relates to the Project to make a written submission to State
Government via: https://engage.vic.gov.au/crib-point-IAC by no later
than Wednesday 26 August 2020 and/or contact the Commonwealth
Government Department for Agriculture, Water and the Environment on
1800 803 772 or via their online enquiry form at:
https://www.environment.gov.au/about/contact-us/website-feedback.
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