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Dear Sir/Madam,

In answer to the EPA’s first 4 questions, I first went to Exmouth Gulf (EG) in the late 1980s and have
returned there many times since because, quite simply, it is very special from an environmental
viewpoint. It is still relatively pristine as indeed it needs to be as the nursery for the Ningaloo Reef. It is
one of the top spots in the southern hemisphere at which I have snorkelled due to the richness of sea life
it contains and supports. With the greatest respect, how one could allow industrialisation of any nature
to put it at risk, and the diverse eco tourism it supports at risk, goes beyond any sane comprehension. To
put it at risk translates into putting the Ningaloo Reef at risk which in turn means WA may well not
have its most vibrant coral reef any longer into the future. These are extremely fragile environmental
precincts we are speaking about and I for one would not like to look into our successors eyes and say
sorry but yes, it was us who destroyed the EG and the Ningaloo Reef, thus meaning you cannot enjoy
the beauty, the richness and the tranquility it gave us and the eco tourism dollar it allowed us to turn.

In answer to the EPA’s last question, no doubt there will be other proposals of an industrial nature into
the future. It goes without saying, if one builds a deep water port this will attract a myriad of other
industrial activity well beyond pipeline fabrication and mining. It’s a bit like saying yes I gave you the
key to the house but now I need to restrict you from building a garage, a swimming pool and from
planting a garden.

Exmouth Gulf is not the geographical location for any industrialisation whatsoever. It is way too
precious for us as Australians, and indeed for the citizens of the World, to put at risk.

Thanks for the opportunity to make these submissions.

Yours faithfully,
    




