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PICS acknowledges and pays respect to the region’s first people, the 

Bunurong and Boon Wurrung, part of the Kulin Nation, who are the 

traditional custodians of these lands and waters.



Introduction

▪ PICS: Protecting and conserving Phillip Island & Western Port since 1968

▪ Today, we’ll cover:

▪ PICS position re Crib Point gas import project

▪ Phillip Island context

▪ Ramsar context

▪ Key environmental concerns



PICS position

▪ Strongly oppose the project—environmental, economic, and social grounds

▪ Inconsistent with community vision—biodiversity conservation, sustainable 

development, carbon neutrality

▪ No credible rationale

▪ Uncertainties and risks of unacceptable environmental damage not addressed

▪ The project should not proceed



Phillip Island context

▪ Second-most tourism dependent economy 

in Australia

▪ Nature-based: penguins, seals, 

shearwaters, whales

▪ Our environment is our economy

▪ We need to preserve and enhance it



Phillip Island context

▪ No social or economic impact assessment

▪ Deep anxiety, grief and opposition to the 

project

Source: Phillip & San Remo Advertiser



Source: Phillip & San Remo Advertiser



Ramsar context

▪ Obligation to maintain the Western Port Ramsar ecological character

▪ Port operations are listed as a threat in the ecological character description

▪ The Crib Point project is a major intensification of port-related pressure

▪ At some point, cumulative effects mean new projects should not proceed

▪ There needs to be a proportionate intensification in risk management



Crib Point project: key environmental concerns

▪ Spills

▪ Marine pests

▪ Entrainment and fish

▪ Light pollution and birds

▪ Whales
Source: Phillip & San Remo Advertiser



Spills

▪ Increased spill risk—oil, diesel, fire foams

▪ Spill consequences potentially catastrophic

▪ Not possible to acceptably mitigate this risk, so the project should not proceed

▪ At minimum, a more thorough risk assessment, updated emergency response 

plan, and funding for augmented response capacity is required



Marine pests

▪ Increased risk of infestations

▪ High priority threat to ecological character

▪ Increased effort is required to manage the risk before the project proceeds

• Baseline study

• Monitoring and response plan that requires eradication of infestations

• Funded for life of project



Entrainment and fish

▪ Western Port fish nursery—critical component of ecological character

▪ Peak entrainment will occur in the month of peak fish egg abundance (Aug)

▪ There is no method to determine the species that will be entrained

▪ The proponent has under-estimated entrainment

▪ We do not have Ramsar “limits of acceptable change” for fish in Western Port

▪ There is a knowledge gap re fish spawning in Western Port



Entrainment and fish cont.

▪ Uncertainties and potential for significant damage—project should not proceed 

▪ At minimum, the project should not proceed without:

▪ Further sampling of fish eggs and larvae to confirm seasonal abundance

▪ Further analysis of the extent of egg and larvae entrainment

▪ Use of the results to refine entrainment mitigation (EPR ME02)

▪ Assessment of projected loss of mature fish and ecosystem effects

▪ An adaptive monitoring program



Light pollution and birds

▪ Birds, including the Short-tailed Shearwater, are a critical component of 

ecological character

▪ Short-tailed Shearwater is abundant in Western Port (approx. 250,000 birds)

▪ Fledglings are highly vulnerable to artificial light sources as far as 20 km away

▪ Detailed lighting design should have been completed before EPBC and EES 

referral to enable adequate risk assessment



Light pollution and birds cont.

▪ Before the project proceeds further:

▪ A detailed lighting design that meets minimum safety and security 

requirements must be assessed for shearwater impact assessment

▪ Sky glow must be modelled

▪ Local shearwater experts must be consulted 

▪ If the project proceeds, the Crib Point facility must be monitored for grounded 

birds to enable adaptive management



Whales

▪ Whales enter Western Port each winter, which coincides with peak gas 

demand and shipping. The project should not proceed without:

▪ Improved vessel strike mitigation measures, including funding for marine 

observers and acoustic receivers, revision of port and harbour master 

documents, and lower speed limits when whales are present 

▪ Fully addressing the threats in the SRW conservation management plan



Conclusion

▪ The project would 

degrade Western Port 

and damage our 

communities

▪ It must not proceed

▪ Thank you


