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SUBMISSION TO THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL SELECT COMMITTEE ON  

PROPOSED ENERGY FROM WASTE FACILITIES 
 

In developing this submission, we are mindful that clauses (a) to (e) of the Select 
Committee’s Terms of Reference require it to report on the likely health and environmental 
impacts of the facilities proposed at Tarago and Parkes, particularly in relation to the 
performance of ‘state of the art’ facilities internationally. We are confident that the Select 
Committee will therefore seek out the best available scientific evidence on which to judge the 
magnitude of these impacts and that this information will be publicly available. We stress, 
however, that such an analysis should include comparison with other methods of waste 
disposal and not comprise simply a comparison with similar facilities overseas.  
 
We are aware that ‘Energy from Waste facilities or mass waste incinerators are currently 
banned in the ACT and Sydney due to health concerns but that current NSW policy allows it 
in four regional areas’ 1 and that ‘the NSW Government’s own regulation states that Energy-
from-Waste incinerators are not suitable for Sydney due to health and environmental risks’2. 
While accepting that other submissions will deal in detail with health and environmental risks 
we wish to emphasise the inequitable application of planning standards that the current 
situation entails.  
 
In this submission we are primarily concerned with item (i) of the Terms of Reference which 
requires the Committee to  consider ‘alternative solutions to reduce and manage residual 
waste3 produced by Greater Sydney’. This requires a holistic approach to waste reduction 
overall. In this context we are concerned that establishment of energy-from-waste (EFW) 
facilities may have perverse outcomes as they will require the maintenance of a waste 
stream able to satisfy their operational economics, over several decades. This will effectively 
limit the extent to  which residual waste can be minimised and inhibit development of the 
circular economies to which the NSW government is committed.  
 
Numerous options are available to minimise the volume of residual  waste and these should 
be incorporated into a strategic approach to the issue. They include: 
 

1. Public education to emphasise the importance of recycling and ensure that waste is 
appropriately separated and prepared at source;   

2. Expanding prohibition of single-use items;  
3. Combating the packaging industry’s preference for ‘virgin plastic’ by mandating a 

minimum content of recycled material where this is fit for purpose, consistent with 
overseas practice  e.g. both the European Union and California have mandated 
targets for recycled material in bottles and other packaging while Australia currently 
has only voluntary targets with no enforcement4; 

  

 
1 From mo�on passed by the 2025 Synod of the Diocese of Canberra-Goulburn (Rev P Davey,  pers. comm.) 
2 Parkes Clean Future Alliance (htps://parkescleanfuture.org/ ; accessed 13/10/25) 
3 Residual waste is trash that cannot be recycled, composted, or reused. This le�over garbage goes to landfills 
or gets burned for energy a�er all recyclable materials are removed. Common examples include dirty diapers, 
broken ceramics, and mixed materials that are too contaminated to process. Residual Waste: Defini�on & 
Significance | Glossary. Available at htps://www.trvst.world/glossary/residual-waste/ accessed 13/10/25. 
4 We are grateful to Ms J Hodge of Resourceful Living, Kurri Kurri, NSW (htps://resourcefulliving.com.au/ ) for 
informa�on relevant to points 3 and 4. 






