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I wish to object to the shortcut methods of waste control now being proposed by the state government.
The suggestions to extend landfill life for several years when landfills in Sydney in particular are
unlikely to survive beyond 2030 means the aggregation of other areas for this purpose, particularly
around Lucas Heights/Menai. If so, this will mean the destruction of more bushland to deal with the
city's burgeoning population. But behind this offer to industry and the community an extension of old-
style polluting habits while introducing FOGO systems through councils contemporaneously to
presumably remove a key part of the landfill stream, lies a darker and perhaps more realisable plan, ie,
to introduce more WtE (Waste to Energy) schemes. Although such methods eg, pyrolysis have been
shown to continue pollution and, in some cases, worsen the pollutants produced, vis dioxins and furans,
etc it remains on corporate agendas like the legacy industries of carbib capture and storage, despite
abject failures of the past and indeed present times. I can only speculate that since industry has been so
slow to uptake large scale composting and invest accordingly that government, while outwardly
suggesting to the public that such composting systems are on the way, is in fact allowing for continued
limited uptake of such large scale composting infrastructure on the fringes of the megalopolis while
both eating and having its cake too. A large part of the cake for some industry interests is the organic
fraction which once dehydraded becomes adequate feedstock for the combustion process. The state of
our soils and their importance to our food supply should be a red flag in the centre of that cake which
denotes the vital role our organic 'wastes' ie feedstock for compost (soil regeneration) make. A
fundamental of sustainability should be the knowledge that soil restoration is a basis on which
civilisation stands and falls. Burning it to create insubstantial amounts of dirty energy may be
convenient and profitable for some but is NOT a sustainable solution.

I would propose a more environmentally sustainable path in which smaller localised methods of
composting contributes to the amelioration of landfill issues and the concommitant problems with
FOGO (being contamination and lack of uptake through councils) and seeks to seriously invest in small
scale solutions in each neighbourhood, through schools and other specifically identified areas to
enhance local employment and education about the vital role of high quality compost to improve local
soils for small scale food production in community gardens, attached to or contiguous with those
schools.

This will serve several important purposes as follows:

1. It will educate the coming generations on the importance of composting, the methods of achieving
high quality soil and food security through the growing of food and related crops.

2. In turn, this enhanced knowledge and skills base, while adding immeasurably to key STEM
educational efforts, will also help ensure that a better educated public has a deeper understanding of the
importance of FOGO and industrial scale composting and is therefore likely to uptake the efforts at
kerbside and to contaminate that stream more effectively (if supported by other efforts at governmental
level to reduce plastic proliferation. This may improve food security longer term and avoid excessive
ultra processed food production undermining public health.

3. It will enable a more gradual uptake by corporations of the investment into industrial scale
composting, allowing government to better calibrate its response including the allocation of investment
funding in support of corporations through bodies such as the EPA and other authorities such as water
authorities (under greater pressure potentially through other industrial demands including mining and
data centres, especially in regions close to population centres.

4. In turn the diminution of landfills may be subject to extended lives in fewer cases and roll outs of
staging stations (MRFs) for further source separation and redirection offer further adumbration within
the systemic flows of materials.

5. Such planning and explicitly timed delivery (involving the whole community) also creates further
options for recovery, reuse, repair and reconstruction/remanufacture by limiting contamination of other
materials. This is due of course, to the removal of putrescible (organic) materials from the human
manufactured items which (due to built in obsolescence at almost every level of production/over-
production) are typically landfilled due to that cross-contamination. If people appreciate that the drive
for FOGO is led by government and other stakeholders (including themselves as consumers (however



witting) then it builds upon the existing council/business infrastructure (as no doubt intended); then this
sense of involvement will help limit the disaffection felt for 'recycling schemes' by the broader society.

In toto, it requires the actual involvement of the wider society, starting with schools, community gardens
including small business in solutions to pollution that actually make a difference. They must be at a
manageable level so as to ensure feasibility but properly funded, taught, embedded and inculcated to
curriculum and management in schools and local businesses/government entities. As someone who has
worked in this area for the past 35+ years I can well remember speaking to then Environment Minister
Pam Allan to assure her that the key to waste minimisation was the removal of putrescibles from landfill.
Over 30 years later my argument remains essentially the same. As it appears finally likely to occur, my
question is - will government ensure the solution to the "Waste Problem' finally becomes encompassing,
genuinely sustainable (allowing also for the climate impact of aerobic digestion of organics) and capable
of involving nearly everyone as real stakeholders in the overall mentality change which we are within
reach of, or will corporate interests be once again allowed to direct the challenge rather than be in
partnership with the rest of society in achieving.



