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Dear Madam / Sir,

My property is approximately eighteen kilometres Northeast of the proposed Tarago Waste
Incinerator. My 466 hectare property is approximately 65% arable, and 35% native eucalyptus
vegetation. | run a 200 head Angus cattle herd using many regenerative agricultural principals.
Clean water, clean soil and clean air are extremely important to me, my family and my business.

My research, reading and information discovered in regard to the proposed waste incinerator at
Tarago fills me with concern about the future of my family, my business, my land and my
animals. | also have concerns about the negative effects more generally of allowing such a
proposal.

SYDNEY’S WASTE

Whilst we understand Sydney produces an enormous amount of waste, and current landfill
sites have afinite life, is transporting it to Regional NSW the best solution. Is it fair to make it
“out of site and out of mind”? Politicians have said waste incineration is not good enough for
Sydney, how can it be good enough for Regional NSW?

Sydney residents should be asked to reduce waste, not just merrily go along without a care in
the world. Bondi alone disposes of 70,000 disposable coffee cups every week. Where is the
motivation to reduce, reuse, recycle? Where is the motivation to contribute to the circular
economy?

INCINERATION

Is burning waste the best we can do? We used to have backyard incinerators, but these were
banned due to the negative effects they had on air quality.

Incomplete combustion incinerators are unable to deal with PFAS material safely.

Is burning plastics and other waste products any better than burning coal in power stations, a
practice that is blamed for global warming and climate change and being phased out as we
listen to the science.

WATER, SOIL AND AIR QUALITY

Much of the farmland within 40 kilometres of the proposed Tarago Incinerator is in the Sydney
Water catchment. Some farms have restrictions imposed by the Sydney Water Catchment
Authority on allowing livestock within riparian zones. Allowing a waste incinerator in an area of
quality farmland is hypocritical. Any poisonous air escaping from the stack will land on the
ground and may end up in waterways. Sydney Water is already having to manage unacceptable
levels of PFAS in some catchments. Surely, they don’t want to expedite this problem.



Most residences not in towns rely on rainwater tanks. Rainwater harvested in Moree Shire was
credited with causing birth defects in the 1970’s when aerial chemical application and spray
drift contaminated domestic water supplies. Please don’t allow a similar situation fifty years on
when we should know better.

HUMAN COST

PFAS has damaged the lives of innocent families affected by firefighting foam residues escaping
from Williamtown and other RAAF bases around Australia.

Toxic residues from the stack or into the groundwater from the Tarago Waste Incinerator has the
potential to do the same. If it is found in the future that the negative consequences of allowing
Veolia to construct and operate a risky piece of infrastructure, woe be the government who has
to answer to and compensate the multitude of affected people, after they were warned.

Thank you for considering my submission.

Christopher Kloster





