
From:
To: Exmouth Gulf; info@protectningaloo.org.au; 
Subject: Gascoyne Gateway- What a disgrace.
Date: Monday, 9 November 2020 1:22:04 PM
Attachments:

I oppose the Development- Letter attatched.

Regards



Gascoyne Gateway.  A clever marketing campaign name that suggests it’s run by the local or 
regional government. This is where alarm bells start ringing!  
When companies start with these tactics, it is usually guaranteed the proposal will not be in 
the best interests of the earth, the people, the community or the underwater environment.    
 
To suggest that the Exmouth Gulf and the Ningaloo Reef/ Marine Park are two separate 
entities is another strike against Gascoyne Gateway. It is a living breathing ECO-SYSTEM, 
totally reliant on each other.  
 
In reference to the Gascoyne Gateway website, it seems to be aimed at the general public, 
and tries to imply that anyone complaining about the venture is just a narrow minded 
‘hippie’ trying to halt progress. 
 
The truth is that the campaigners against this project are passionate locals, who are 
educated and well read and understand the devastating impacts that this project would 
have pristine waters surrounding Exmouth.   
 
Reference groups for the Gascoyne Gateway comprise of 4 classifications and invite only 14 
people per group.  In total that is 56 people having an input compared with the 2300 local 
population.  It doesn’t appear to be a comprehensive sample group.  The classification 
group also don’t allow for any feedback or alternate proposal or discussion.  Rather 56 
people who support the project.  Where is the example of community engagement?   
 
In the publications and website of GGL, there are many discrepancies and unanswered 
questions.   
 
FOR EXAMPLE: 
 
What impact will this project have on Ningaloo Reef? 
The proposed location is 10km south of the Exmouth township, adjacent 
to the Ingram Street industrial area and well outside the Ningaloo Marine 
Park. As part of any Environmental Impact Assessment process, 
Gascoyne Gateway will ensure the values of the Ningaloo Marine Park 
are protected. (NO ANSEWER ON IMPACT IT’S A POSITIONAL ANSWER) 
Why did you choose this location, Exmouth generally and this site 
specifically? 
Exmouth is an important strategic location for the establishment of a 
single jetty deep-water port. By providing a facility in this location there 
are increased efficiencies for logistics and exports/imports, national 
security, and opens the regional economy to trade opportunities. 
The site was also selected due to its proximity to the current industrial 
area, light airfield and Shire landfill site. It is in a position far enough from 
the township to not inhibit residential growth into the future. (WHAT DO WE 

TRADE) 



 
 
 
With reference to their supplied information, would they not be better off building a deep-
water port in Carnarvon or reinstate the One-Mile jetty in Carnarvon, so at least it would 
incorporate a regional economy that isn't just tourism. It would also align with their “blurb” 
regarding increased efficiency for “logistics, exports/imports, national security and opening 
the regional economy to trade opportunities”.  An already established location would 
support faster and more efficient development. 
 
To note:  There is not such thing as a GREEN PORT.  Dredging damages all  surrounds 
especially with Exmouth tides.   
 

1. What are the values (environmental, social and cultural) you associate or identify 

with in and around Exmouth Gulf? 

2. What activities do you engage with in and around Exmouth Gulf? 

3. What environmental pressures do you observe in and around Exmouth Gulf? 

4. What environmental pressures in and around Exmouth Gulf affect you/your sector 

or business? 

5. Are there other activities that are proposed (or likely to be proposed) that you are 

aware of, which will impact the Exmouth Gulf? 

1. The Exmouth Gulf now would be the same as Cockburn Sound 200 years ago.  A near 
pristine area of water that nurtures life from the tributaries to the surrounding 
ocean. Imagine Cockburn Sound if it had not been industrialised ......If you were to go 
down now and swim from south Coogee beach down to Rockingham, you would feel 
the muddy silt in your toes.  Dredging kills reef.  Dredging works faster to destroy 
habitat than global warming.  Looking closer to my home of Exmouth, you only have 
to look at the industrialisation of Karratha and the dredging around Onslow to know 
what a disaster has occurred under the water. You will not catch a decent fish till you 
get out to the islands off Onslow because of the water quality.  It is difficult visibly 
see what degradation has occurred under the sea.  

EXAMPLE: Chevrons fluffy adds on TV how they have been so environmentally 
amazing on Barrow island and they have been ON the island its underwater they 
destroyed. 

 "Barrow Island remains one of our nation's finest Class A Nature Reserves…It proves 
that with the right management, industry and the environment can coexist". They 
fail to mention the reef that had to be decimated around Barrow island for ships to 
enter. Perhaps Gascoyne Gateway can build a jetty out there to the deep water for 
some revenue. 
 



2. I fish in the gulf for an array of food sources and also just enjoy exploring the area 
and seeing the aquatic life. This year we noticed more dugongs entering the gulf.  
When talking with some older residents, they mentioned the sea grasses had grown 
back from when Cyclone Vance affected the area.  Dredging is disastrous for sea 
grass and would be equally disastrous for the amazing dugongs. 

 
 
      3. 

• The pawn trawlers did decimate the Gulf early on by dragging chains through the 
area so their nets would be protected. They continue to drag nets through our gulf.   
Have they put money back rehabilitation? I'm sure initially they did put a great 
argument for local employment predictions for the local community but look what's 
happened now to that industry.  There are minimal jobs for locals and it's all been 
sold to overseas investors. I believe this industry could be better managed. Our 
country, our resources being exported but still our country.   

• In relation to the local area and management by  local government, our Marina 
experiences annual/bi annual dredging.  I continue to be amazed that they can just 
continue to dredge and then pump the dredging back onto town beach with all sorts 
of refuse. 

• Tourism. Tourism is good, and it supports a lot of people to put food on the table for 
their families but how many people do we need on the reef ? How many can it 
support? This town cannot (nor should it) support consistent growth forever . 
Something has got to give and unfortunately it will be the pristine surrounds for 
which this town is known.  Seeing the tourist boom this year and the negative impact  
incurred,  we are not able to sustain the high numbers as it is. The facilities in the 
town and surrounds can't deal with the high numbers now. Indonesia has much 
pollution and some undersea disasters from fishing and fishing practices, but we 
could take a leaf out of their book in the case of Palau. 
 

     4. The prawn trawlers and the dredging in the marina    
 
     5.     Only subsea 7                                
 
A COUPLE OF FINAL REMARKS TO SUM UP: 

  

 

 

• If this was to go ahead, it would,  in the end affect the whole town when 
unsustainable industrialisation kills the reef and the eco systems within the gulf. The 



lifestyle will disappear, the unique environment disappears and your tourists from 
the cruise ships will no longer come. 

 

• A simple as this sounds, read a couple of children's books on the destruction of our 
planet it doesn't get any simpler. ‘Uno’s Garden’. 

 

• This is a project that was OK to do in 1960 and belongs in 1960 not in 2020! We are 
better than this.  We know better than this.  

 

• Watch David Attenborough's witness statement: “..we are not too late, but we can't 
allow this.” 

 

• Why would a government support a marine park, then allow industry to destroy it, it 
does not make sense. 

 
Regards 
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