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Submission to the Select Committee on
Proposed Energy from Waste Facilities

Dear Chair and Committee Members,

| am writing as a local resident who is not an expert but who has researched this proposal
carefully because | am deeply concerned about what it would mean for our health, water, and
livelihoods. | live in the Tarago—Mount Fairy area and, like many of my neighbours, | rely on
rainwater tanks and the local environment to sustain daily life. | am urging the Committee to
reject Veolia’s proposed waste-to-energy incinerator at Woodlawn.

Who we are and what is at stake locally.

Tarago is a small community of about 510 people. Nearby Lake Bathurst has 218 people and
Mount Fairy has 244. We are part of the Goulburn Mulwaree and Queanbeyan-Palarang local
government areas of around 100,000 people. These are close-knit rural communities where
everyday life depends on clean air, safe water and productive land.”

Primary school aged children make up a visible part of local life. Decisions that increase air and
water pollution risks land most heavily on our kids.

Sheep farming is a top industry of employment in both Tarago and Lake Bathurst, and livestock
production forms the backbone of agriculture across the wider Goulburn Mulwaree and
Queanbeyan-Palerang region. Together, these LGAs account for much of the Southern
Tablelands’ primary production, generating over $100 million in agricultural output annually. In
Goulburn Mulwaree alone, livestock slaughterings represent around 66.7% of the LGA’s
agricultural value, while Queanbeyan-Palerang’s mixed grazing and wool industries add
substantial economic and employment strength to the region.” This is a farming landscape, not
an industrial one, and introducing a 24-hour incinerator risks undermining a productive rural
economy, our regional identity, and the reputation of local producers.

Why this location is the wrong place.

Water security and tank-dependent households

Many properties in and around Tarago, Mount Fairy and Lake Bathurst rely on private rainwater
tanks and, in some cases, bores for drinking water. NSW Health acknowledges that rainwater
tanks are widely used for drinking across rural NSW and must be protected from
contamination.” The Environmental Health Standing Committee’s national guidance similarly
highlights the vulnerability of private supplies to airborne pollutants that settle on roofs and
wash into tanks.®

Queanbeyan-Palerang planning documents note that a large part of the LGA sits within the
Sydney drinking water catchment, underscoring how sensitive and regulated this landscape is
for water quality, not just for local residents but for Sydney’s as well.® Pollutants from stack



emissions and ash handling add cumulative pressure on communities like ours that do not have
reticulated town water as a fallback.

Recent regional experiences highlight the real-world risks for tank users when industrial dust
and metals are present in the air. Community testing near the Cadia mine revealed unsafe levels
of heavy metals in a significant proportion of rainwater tanks, prompting further investigations
by NSW Health.” Thisis a cautionary example for any proposal that increases particulate and
metal emissions in tank-reliant communities like ours.

Air pollution, ash and an existing compliance history

Veolia already operates multiple EPA-licensed facilities at the Woodlawn precinct. Community
concerns are not theoretical. Public reporting shows repeated odour and leachate issues at
Woodlawn over many years, including EPA penalty notices.® It would be irresponsible to layer an
incinerator and its toxic fly ash disposal on top of a site with this track record in a region where
people live close to the fence line and depend on tanks, gardens, bees and pasture.

A mismatch with our agricultural and regional identity

The Goulburn-Mulwaree and Queanbeyan-Palarang economies are materially rural. Livestock
and wool are prominent, and Council-commissioned work describes strong engagement in
livestock production. The proposed facility would import hundreds of thousands of tonnes of
Sydney’s mixed waste each year into a district known for food and fibre. That is a poor strategic
fit for land use, branding and biosecurity, and an avoidable reputational risk for producers.9

Claims about energy and emissions do not stack up.

The proponent points to 30 MW of power output. Putting aside the confusing comparison
sometimes drawn to coal output, the question for this Inquiry is whether burning mixed
municipal and commercial waste here is the best, lowest-risk way to generate 30 MW in a rural
catchment with tank-dependent households and high-value agriculture. When weighed against
cumulative air toxics, dioxin risk, metal emissions, logistics movements, and permanent ash
liabilities, the answer is no. Better, cleaner capacity options exist that do not externalise health
and environmental risks onto small communities and their children.

Specific local impacts the Committee should weigh.

Children and schools

Tarago’s primary-age cohort is small but significant in proportion to our community, and the
region’s schools serve a large regional student body. Any increase in acute pollution episodes or
chronic exposure to fine particles and metals falls on developing lungs and bodies.?

Household drinking water

A high share of local homes drink tank water. Airborne contaminants, including metals and
acidic gases, can deposit on roofs and be washed into tanks, increasing maintenance burdens
and potential exposure.45



Farming, beekeeping and local food

Sheep and other livestock are central employers locally. Pasture, fodder crops and apiary forage
can bioaccumulate contaminants. Even the perception of contamination damages farm-gate
value.®

Existing site performance

EPA-documented compliance issues at Woodlawn underline why adding a 24-hour incinerator
and on-site fly ash disposal is an unacceptable risk multiplier.8

A constructive way forward.

| support solutions that reduce waste at source, increase reuse and recycling, and invest in
organics diversion and advanced materials recovery close to where waste is generated. Those
options create jobs in Sydney without shifting the pollution burden onto small regional
communities that rely on rainwater and agriculture.

Request to the Committee.

On the evidence above, | respectfully ask the Committee to recommend that proposed energy-
from-waste facilities, including the Woodlawn proposal, be ruled out in tank-reliant rural
communities and sensitive catchments like ours. The cumulative risks to children, water
supplies and agriculture outweigh the claimed benefits.

Thank you for considering a local resident’s perspective. | would welcome the opportunity to
speak to this submission.

Sincerely,

Kathryn (Kate) Levy
Tarago—Mount Fairy NSW
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