The Hon Sue Pennicuik MLC

206 Bay Street

North Brighton 3186,
Dear Sue Pennicuik,
Re: Westernport Bay and the Proposed Port Of Hastings Development
Westernport and Peninsula Protection Council have been doing a letter-writing stall using versions of this letter for federal and State Parliamentarian. We thought we should send a copy to you to forward to The Greens and to help your campaign ideas against The Port Of Hastings.

We have never had as much support from any other Politician and appreciate you very much Sue.

In November 2012, (last week) The Hon Tim Pallas announced withdrawal of support for the proposed Port of Hastings, on economic grounds. Now would be an appropriate time for a broader economic study of the value of a healthy Westernport Bay to the economy. The local economy is based on the area being suitable for recreation for Melbourne, and for tourism, fishing, surfing, school camps etc. The value of the area for preventative savings to the health budget should be determined also.
As you know in January 2009 Ralph Kenyan, CEO for Port of Hastings announced that an EES will proceed to evaluate suitability for port expansion of stage one of a three stage process. We want a stop any further work on the Port of Hastings proposal until the existing evidence has been properly taken into account.  
We could demand that prior to the expenditure of taxpayers’ funds on EES investigations, the scientific evidence and the global experience of oil spills is reviewed. The Shapiro Westernport Bay Environmental Study 1973-74, a world first study of a major marine wetland, resulted in a detailed understanding of its very high biodiversity, the sensitivity of its (highly integrated) ecosystems, and a detailed modelling of the very high tidal flows and other currents resulting in rapid distribution of any pollutant throughout The Bay. 
Based on this, and subsequent research and modelling, and observations of continuing shipping accidents and oils  spills around the world, a strong case has been made by community groups against any port development for 30 years. These were reported in many State and Federal forums including an ANOA inquiry in 1994, two Australian Parliament oil spill inquiries (1978 and 1995), and the development by the Victorian Government of the Westernport Ramsar Site Strategic Management Plan 2003; also the Toll Westernport Port of Hastings Environment Management Plan 2002.  The arguments recorded in these inquiries have on no occasion been effectively countered.
Despite claims that an oil spill in Westernport can be responded to by the National Oil Spill Plan, there is ample evidence to demonstrate that even a moderately sized spill (such as a spill of bunker oil, say 500 tonnes) could not be effectively responded to even using the very best world technology, due to the tidal movements and exposed tidal mud flats and mangroves in The Bay. 
42% of Westernport Bay is exposed tidal mud flats at low tide. That means close to half of The Bay’s bottom (benthos) is in contact with its surface twice a day. Any oil on the surface would thoroughly coat and kill the life embedded in the bottom. According to the Melbourne Water- Dr Jeff Ross’s study, the benthic life is responsible for converting nitrogen in the water to harmless nitrogen gas. Excess nitrogen can result in dangerous algae blooms and eutrophication.
Global experience proves oil spills can happen anywhere, anytime. The foundering of the Iron Baron at the mouth of the Tamar River, Tasmania, on 10 July 1995, resulting in only 2% of the oil carried being recovered from the sea (contrary to excited claims that the oil spill plan worked very well) and Tasmanian government estimates published four years later that between 7000 and 17000 Fairy Penguins were destroyed as a result, as well as lots of other wildlife. Every ship has enough oil to create a major spill.
Other relevant issues include: Major dredging; Marine pests in ballast water which have devastated fish stocks in other bays; Acid sulphate soils, Loss of green wedges, compulsory acquisition of land for new train-lines, roads and storage. More traffic congestion and accidents, displacement of and threat to small boats, and holiday makers, (including Victoria’s premier tourist attraction, The Penguin Parade). light and noise pollution,( fish are affected by noise pollution); Increased air pollution;  Demand on Water resources, an increase risk of miscellaneous spills from ships, disabled ships, fires on ships, anti-fouling, etc. 

You could demand any EIS/ EES should be for all three stages of a proposal. This was promised by Tim Pallas and Madden.  Building the first stage of the port would mean so much infrastructure development that resisting stages two and three would be politically impossible for scientists and community groups against the juggernaut. An EES for stage one alone would be breaking an important promise to the community, and the worst sort of trickiness.
At Present less than 2 million containers come into The Port of Melbourne each year. The Port of Melbourne will have enough capacity for 8 million containers per annum. Then the plan is to use Westernport Bay as a container port for any extra capacity needed above 8 million. As this will be containers for other cities why not use their ports instead of developing Westernport Bay? You could demand the Port of Hastings expansion is considered within a National Transport Plan.  
Blue Wedges Coalition have reported that shipping lines have cut thousands of jobs and mothballed ships to cope with overcapacity and falling trade volumes as more economies fall into recession, depressing demand for goods. Freight rates for cargo has dropped dramatically and the three biggest container shippers have all cut several vessels and routes from service.’

We congratulate you on your stand against The Port of Hastings and urge you to ask for an economic study to be extended to the value of a healthy Westernport Bay to Victoria’s economy and an immediate stop to any further work on the PoH proposal. In view of current world historical climate and financial circumstances we think that the entire project be abandoned and would appreciate a press release from you towards this end. 

Yours faithfully,






