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Bathurst Community Climate Action Network (BCCAN) is a network of organisations and individuals working together 
to promote action on climate change and sustainable and equitable development.  BCCAN has about 45 members 
and a mailing list of about 250. We are greatly concerned about the Draft NSW Waste and Circular Infrastructure 
Plan and argue that waste incineration be dropped and instead waste be managed via a truly circular system. 

 

The idea that the EfW (energy from waste by incineration) creates energy is truly a misnomer, and only part of the 
situation. Consider also: EfW production generates toxic by-products, including both air and ash emissions of toxic 
gases, heavy metals, and persistent organic pollutants (POP’s) like dioxins and furans. Some forever chemicals (PFAS) 
are resistant to high temperatures and are also emitted. EfW pollutants are a risk to human health, agriculture, the 
environment and the livelihoods of many families. 

In the Lithgow area, there is already a high pollution burden in streams (for detailed figures, see Stream Watch 
https://www.lithgowenvironment.au/stream-watch.shtml), the result of industry in the area over many decades. To 
potentially add to that environmental burden would be extremely unjust. 

Nowhere deserves to be given such a polluting, long-life operating factory. Parkes, a city, has a very developed, 
thriving agricultural economic base which would be put at risk by toxic emissions. 

Less than 3 months ago came the shocking news of very high PFOS levels being found by top water scientist Dr Ian 
Wright ‘in the Belubula River near Blayney … a year after a group of concerned landholders first called in the 
Environment Protection Authority (EPA) over foam blanketing the river they rely on for irrigation.’¹ That local 
community is extremely concerned about the source, likely impacts and sick livestock they have had – BCCAN 
members have heard from Frances Retallack, whose property has had the large foam accumulations on her 
property’s riverside frontage. 

And on October 28, 2025 the Sydney Morning Herald published an article about research completed at Newcastle 
University on ‘the first animal testing done on environmentally relevant levels of per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances 
(PFAS). Short-term exposure (12 weeks) to a cocktail of forever chemicals at the same levels found in the 
environment could disrupt hormones and sperm counts in male mice and cause abnormalities in their embryos.’ 

In continues: ‘The Australian Bureau of Statistics has found that almost everyone in Australia has some level of PFAS 
in their bloodstream, and three types – PFOS, PFHxS and PFOA – have been detected in 85 per cent of people over 
the age of 12. Numerous Australian and global studies have found that many types of PFAS cause cancer and birth 
defects, and the National Health and Medical Research Council lowered the levels of contamination permitted in 
drinking water earlier this year.’² 

These two very recent pieces of news increase concerns about two other new potential concentrated sources of 
those contaminants, at Lithgow and Parkes, being brought into and imposed upon the Central West region by waste 
incineration, and continued for decades. Overseas monitoring and careful research has found a link between the 
burning of solid waste and similar contamination. 

Overseas experience gives years of data to learn from. We read of the situation in and around Paris. Here, hens in 
backyard coops were tested in 2022 and re-tested in 2023, confirming that soil they forage in and the eggs the hens 
have produced are contaminated by forever chemicals and toxins.  

‘Tests by ToxicoWatch Foundation in 2022 found very high levels of dioxins in domestic 
backyard chicken coops near the largest waste incinerator in Europe, located in Paris. Authorities have now 
carried out their own research in 25 hen houses and confirmed their initial warning.’ ³ 

‘There is "ubiquitous [widespread] contamination of soil and eggs from domestic chicken farms in Paris and 
the inner suburbs by persistent organic pollutants [POPs]" such as dioxins, furans, polychlorinated biphenyls 
and per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (known as PFAS or forever chemicals), the agency explains in a press 
release.’ 

They have been a threat to public health since the 1950s when the number of uses, names and applications 
for this group of chemicals quickly began to grow. PFAS are known as forever chemicals because they persist 

https://www.lithgowenvironment.au/stream-watch.shtml
https://www.smh.com.au/link/follow-20170101-p5m1bg
https://www.smh.com.au/link/follow-20170101-p5m1bg
https://www.euronews.com/green/2023/08/27/dogs-with-feathers-could-your-next-pet-be-a-chicken-rescue-from-an-egg-farm
https://www.euronews.com/green/2023/06/22/the-eu-and-uk-exported-1000-tonnes-of-a-banned-pesticide-to-poorer-countries-investigation


in the environment for an incredibly long time. They have chains of linked carbon and fluorine atoms. 
Because this carbon to fluorine bond is one of the strongest there is, some chemicals won’t break down for 
more than 1,000 years. 

According to the French health authority, regular consumption "several times a week for several years" leads 
to "a potential endocrine disrupting effect that can initiate chronic diseases and affect the development 
of reproductive and immune functions". 

Previous research has linked PFAS to a weaker response to vaccines and an increased risk of certain types 
of cancer, particularly kidney and testicular cancer.’ ³ 

This is one site’s monitoring outcomes. The web home page of Zero Waste Europe gives links to other very 
concerning discoveries in Spain, Slovakia and The Netherlands. 

We all have the right to a safe environment and food. In Europe, apparently only a tiny fraction of emissions are 
measured.  There, many residents who live close to incinerators are taking steps to find the real impacts of 
burning waste in their vicinity on their health and also the environment by testing for dioxins, e.g. in eggs of 
backyard chickens; fruit and vegetables; pine needles, mosses, soil, sediments, water, roof dust and sheep wool. 
Samples were rigorously tested in accredited laboratories, for all polyhydrogenated dioxin-like compounds. ⁴ 

It is sobering that citizen biomonitoring (an accurate and affordable tool), in Europe has been the way these 
extremely serious pollutants have been found and the awareness of the electorate raised. It forewarns that plans to 
introduce solid waste burning must be looked at extremely critically.  

We suspect that Greenwashing of waste incineration is promoted by the incinerator industry and their lobbyists. 
This would mean a tilted approach which does not seek fairness and truth and justice. We need decision makers to 
be completely thorough, transparent, look to overseas EfW instances to learn from their experiences, and care for 
their own constituents and the beautiful Australian environment. 

EfW is said to be the most expensive way to generate electricity. 

Incineration would reduce the volume of waste, but disposal of the highly toxic concentrated bottom ash is a 
problem. It might be reused in making concrete, pavement and other construction materials, but since road 
pavements degrade with time, toxins would leach out and pollute roadside environments.  

Having such incinerators locks in the need for supply of waste material, rather than having the system working to 
eliminate it; it risks effectiveness of higher-value reuse and recycling efforts. 

We note that Australian Renewable Energy Agency (ARENA) does not intend to support any new funding 
applications for such energy projects. “Arena’s investment priorities do not align with investing in further projects 
incinerating waste for energy.”⁵ 

There are solutions. BCCAN urges the government to research viable alternatives. See Ellen MacArthur Foundation 
https://www.ellenmacarthurfoundation.org/ for a plethora of links and information. Incineration is not inevitable. 

We note that the parliamentary inquiry into Waste to Energy in NSW, concludes on the 31st October. Its findings 
must be considered. 

Also we note and are concerned with the following points made by Toxics Free Australia in their media release :  

‘This plan is unjustified and detrimental to NSW citizens, farmers, the environment and our climate. Waste 
incineration is driving the triple planetary crisis – climate change, biodiversity loss and chemical pollution.’ ⁶ 

‘The NSW Government plans to establish an Interagency Working Group as part of this plan, but it does not 
include Health or Environment agencies.  

Further, the industry will be provided with concierge and agency expertise to fast-track approvals for their 
projects.  

https://www.euronews.com/green/2022/06/18/infertility-heart-failure-and-kidney-disease-how-does-climate-change-impact-the-human-body
https://www.euronews.com/green/2022/06/28/10-of-cancer-cases-in-europe-due-to-pollution-says-groundbreaking-new-study
https://www.ellenmacarthurfoundation.org/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/383692205_Waste_Incineration_and_the_Environment
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/383692205_Waste_Incineration_and_the_Environment


 … the UN Human Rights Special Rapporteur for toxics and hazardous waste, concluded in his final report to 
the Australian Federal Government, that waste incineration was the “end of the line for fossil fuels” and 
urged Australia to avoid incineration and choose zero waste policies instead.’ ⁶  

In the interests of community health and safety, the investment and income streams in place that many people 
depend on, for continued assured healthy food production and care for our environment, we demand that a 
precautionary approach be taken. For once in place, we would expect, that nearly regardless of the pollution 
subsequently found, those waste incinerators would stay operational. 

BCCAN members want plans to incinerate waste laid aside, and waste to be managed via a truly circular system. 
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