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To the Members of the NSW Legislative Council

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a submission on Energy from Waste (EfW)
incinerators in New South Wales. | have previously written to each of you with a letter of
objection, which | have attached for reference.

Since submitting that letter, | have continued to investigate EfW incinerators in greater
depth. My research has included a review of international facilities, during which | came
across a comprehensive and highly informative paper of 296 pages.

https://www.toxicsfreeaustralia.org.au waste incineration and the environment

This resource has further reinforced and expanded the concerns | originally raised and |
wish to include this additional information as part of my submission.

Some key findings from this paper include:

e Waste incineration is not a solution to the triple planetary crisis — it actually
contributes to it. Incinerating waste emits large volumes of CO2, pollutes the
environment with a variety of toxic chemicals including dioxines, mercury and
many others in quantities exceeding planetary limits and contributes to
biodiversity loss.

e Communities living near incinerators may be at higher risk of health issues due
to their harmful effects.

e Airemissions are not the only pollution pathway from Waste Incinerators. Both
fly ash and bottom ash from incinerators are highly contaminated with dioxins
and other chemicals such as PFAS.

e Emissions to air from waste incinerators are not fully controlled, as some very
toxic substances are monitored for only a few hours twice a year or not
measured at all.

*xxxWASTE INCINERATORS CANNOT OPERATE WITHOUT STATE SUBSIDIES AND
OTHER FORMS OF ECONOMIC SUPPORT FROM PUBLIC BUDJETS.

Waste incinerators represent an outdated, unsustainable and expensive way of
managing waste that has negative effects on the environment, human health and the
planetary ecosystem.

Industry promotes that their newer, modern incinerators are included in the circular
economy system but to do this they need to look for ways to use their waste bottom
ash, which remains up to 1/3 of it’s original weight and is highly contaminated.

While reading this article, | was horrified to see mountains of this toxic waste in other
countries.



The choice of waste management technologies our governments make inherently
comes with significant local and global impacts. The destruction of finite resources by
entrenching waste incineration leads to a linear instead of circular economy.

Our region has been forced to confront this issue in the past. In late 1990, the NSW
Government proposed the construction of an incinerator at Bogan Gate, west of Parkes,
on the unused Army Depot site located only 2 km from the township. | have attached a
copy of an article published in The Champion Post on 10" December 1990, as well as a
paper by Dr Merrill Findlay from 1991, which outlines the concerns at that time.

Reading these documents highlights how little has changed. The same questions
remain unanswered more than three decades later. Most notably: if incinerators are as
safe as proponents claim, why are they not located in Sydney itself? Rural communities
should not be treated as Sydney’s dumping ground.

Merryl Findlay. Sunset on high temperature incineration
NB: this paper has copyright but is definitely worth reading.

For over 35 years, successive state governments have failed to deliver a permanent and
sustainable solution to waste management, instead deferring the issue and shifting the
burden onto regional areas. In 2000, the Government approved a landfill site at the
Woodlawn open-cut mine near Goulburn, which had close in 1998. Since then,
Sydney’s waste has been transported and deposited into that pit.

We are now facing the same cycle once again, with the Government attempting to
impose Sydney’s waste problem on rural towns rather than taking responsibility for
developing long-term, equitable and sustainable solutions.

We are advised that the proposed incinerator will be required to meet the highest
international standards and will be regulated by the NSW Environment Protection
Authority (EPA). However, recent events raise serious concerns about whether the EPA
can be relied upon to act in the best interest of public health.

In September 2025, it was revealed that the EPA had withheld, for a period of 4 years, a
report on elevated lead levels in children’s blood samples in Broken Hill. This reports
only came to public attention after residents of the small town of Lue, near Mudgee,
discovered it while opposing the development of a local mine. Further, emails between
the EPA and the mining company in Broken Hill indicated an intention to “quietly load it
onto the Leadsmart website and not tell anyone”.

This matter was subsequently table in State Parliament, with the NSW Greens stating
that the situation highlighted a “concerning culture” within the EPA.

Given this recent breach of public trust, the community cannot be expected to accept
assurances that EfW incinerators will be safely managed or regulated in a way that
genuinely protects public health. This example demonstrates that, despite formal



requirements and stated standards, the EPA has previously failed to act transparently or
to prioritise the wellbeing of effected communities.

abc.net.au/news/broken-hill-lead-poisoning

In closing, | urge the Government to recognise that Australia has a unique opportunity to
become a global leader in sustainable waste management. However, incineration is not
the solution.

Through my research, | have also begun to look more closely at the products available in
our supermarkets. Encouragingly, some compostable alternatives — suitable even for
home worm farms - are slowly appearing on the shelves, but they remain difficult to
find. Government policy should create incentives for these products to become
mainstream.

| therefore recommend that the Government

e Introduce requirements for manufacturers to adopt fully compostable or
recyclable packaging

e Implement measures to phase out single-use plastics altogether

e Supportinnovation and invest in waste reduction, reuse and composting
systems rather than harmfulincineration projects.

These actions would make a genuine and lasting contribution to reducing landfill while
fostering innovation and sustainable industry. As the saying goes “necessity is the
mother of invention”

Thank you once again for the opportunity to make this submission. | ask that you give
this matter careful consideration. | also urge you to reflect personally, would you want
such a facility built near your own community? If the answer is no. Then it should not be
imposed upon ours.

Sincerely





