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Submission to the NSW Waste to Energy Inquiry 

From: 

To: 
The Secretary, NSW Waste to Energy Inquiry 
NSW Parliament / NSW Environment Protection Authority 

Date: October 2025 

Subject: 

Formal Objection by  to the Proposed Waste-to-Energy 
Facilities at Tarago (Woodlawn ARC) and Parkes 

Introduction 

I am writing on behalf of  a family-owned and operated cattle 
enterprise located approximately 7 kilometres from the proposed Woodlawn 
Advanced Energy Recovery Centre (ARC) site near Tarago, NSW. 

We wish to formally object to both the Tarago (Woodlawn) and Parkes Waste-to-
Energy (WtE) incinerator proposals. 
These projects represent unacceptable, irreversible, and permanent risks to prime 
agricultural land, regional health, and environmental integrity — including Sydney’s 
water catchment and the Canberra–Goulburn region. 

Our business has made no reportable political donations in the past two years. 
We acknowledge and accept the Department’s disclaimer and declaration. 

1. Irreversible Damage to Prime Agricultural Land

 1,800-acre property produces premium grass-fed cattle for 
Australian and export markets. 
Our success — and that of neighbouring farms — depends entirely on clean soil, 
uncontaminated air, and pure groundwater. 

The proposed incinerator threatens these essential assets through the release of 
persistent and bio-accumulative pollutants, including: 



• Dioxins, furans, PCBs, and PFAS; 

• Heavy metals such as mercury, lead, and cadmium; 

• Ultrafine particulate matter (PM₂.₅ and smaller), which current filtration 
technology cannot capture. 

Once released, these pollutants bioaccumulate in soil, crops, and livestock, and 
cannot be removed or remediated. 
They would permanently compromise the productivity and value of some of NSW’s 
most fertile agricultural land. 

Furthermore, the Tarago water system flows into Sydney’s drinking-water 
catchment, meaning any contamination from this site could have direct consequences 
for millions of Sydney residents. 

 

2. Global Evidence of Irreversible Contamination 

Experience from European waste-to-energy incinerators shows that these risks are 
not hypothetical. 

Across multiple EU countries, communities located near waste incinerators have been 
warned not to grow vegetables, raise chickens, or allow children to play in local soil 
due to high levels of contamination from dioxins, furans, and heavy metals. 
These toxins persist for decades, binding to soil and entering food chains through 
garden produce, dust, and animal feed. 

Such contamination has left entire towns unable to safely farm, garden, or recreate 
outdoors. 
This risk is entirely unacceptable for Tarago, Parkes, Goulburn, Canberra, and the 
surrounding region, where prevailing winds and plume dispersion patterns could carry 
airborne pollutants tens of kilometres from the incinerator stack. 

Given the proximity of Canberra and Queanbeyan — with a combined population 
exceeding 200,000 people — along with the broader Goulburn and Southern 
Tablelands region, the potential for exposure extends to hundreds of thousands of 
residents. 
This includes children, the elderly, and families dependent on rainwater, homegrown 
produce, and local food systems. 

For agricultural regions such as ours, the long-term consequences would be 
devastating: 
the loss of productive capacity, market trust, and public health for generations to 
come. 



 

3. Threats to Human and Animal Health 

Peer-reviewed research — including the Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public 
Health (2020) review — found there is “insufficient evidence to conclude that any 
incinerator is safe” and identified food contamination as a major exposure pathway. 

The known health impacts of chronic exposure to incinerator emissions include: 

• Increased risk of cancer and heart disease; 

• Respiratory and developmental disorders in children; 

• Endocrine and neurological effects linked to PFAS and heavy metals. 

For rural communities relying on rainwater, livestock, and local produce, these risks 
are magnified. 
Neither the Tarago nor the Parkes proposals include credible plans for baseline data 
collection, continuous air monitoring, or independent soil and water testing — 
leaving nearby residents completely unprotected. 

 

4. Environmental Inequity and Absence of Social Licence 

The NSW Energy from Waste framework bans incinerators in metropolitan Sydney, yet 
allows them in regional precincts such as Southern Goulburn–Mulwaree (Tarago) and 
Parkes. 

This policy is environmentally unjust. Sydney generates the waste, but regional 
communities bear the health, pollution, and reputational costs. 

The Tarago community already hosts the Veolia Woodlawn Bioreactor landfill, which 
takes over 40% of Sydney’s waste and is licensed until at least 2047. 
To now impose a waste incinerator on this same community would be a gross act of 
environmental inequity. 

Public sentiment could not be clearer: over 98% of submissions lodged during the last 
exhibition period opposed the Woodlawn ARC proposal. 
There is no social licence for further waste-to-energy infrastructure in Tarago, Parkes, 
or any other regional precinct in NSW. 

 

5. Failure of Regulatory Oversight 



Veolia’s compliance history at Woodlawn demonstrates systemic regulatory failure. 
The company has breached its EPA licence in 19 of the past 20 years, often 
withholding reports or failing to meet environmental standards. 

Such a record proves that regulatory frameworks and “best-practice” standards do not 
prevent harm when enforcement is inconsistent and penalties are trivial. 
Until the NSW Government establishes genuinely independent oversight, robust 
penalties, and transparent public reporting, it is irresponsible to consider expanding 
incineration operations. 

 

6. More Sustainable and Economically Viable Alternatives 

Far from being essential, incineration is an outdated and inefficient approach that 
locks councils into decades of waste supply contracts, discouraging recycling and 
reuse. 

Proven and economically superior alternatives include: 

• Advanced recycling and materials recovery facilities; 

• Mechanical-biological treatment (MBT); 

• Anaerobic digestion and composting for organic waste. 

Many European nations that once invested heavily in incineration are now phasing out 
these facilities due to escalating costs, pollution liability, and community opposition. 
NSW should learn from these mistakes — not repeat them. 

 

7. Cumulative Impacts and Sydney Water Catchment Risk 

The Tarago region already carries a heavy environmental burden, hosting one of NSW’s 
largest landfills, alongside mining and energy projects. 
Adding a waste incinerator would create an unacceptable cumulative toxic load. 

Of particular concern is Veolia’s plan to bury millions of tonnes of toxic ash onsite. 
Even when mixed with cement, PFAS, dioxins, and heavy metals are likely to leach into 
Tarago’s groundwater, which ultimately flows into Sydney’s drinking water 
catchment. 

This would put the health of millions at risk, and once contamination occurs, it cannot 
be reversed. 

 

8. Conclusions and Requests 



  respectfully calls on the NSW Government and this Inquiry to: 

1. Reject both the Tarago and Parkes Waste-to-Energy proposals outright due to 
unacceptable health, agricultural, and environmental risks; 

2. Remove the Southern Goulburn–Mulwaree (Tarago) and Parkes precincts 
from the Energy from Waste Infrastructure Plan; 

3. Commission an independent, transparent assessment of cumulative health, 
environmental, and water-supply risks, including dispersion modelling for the 
Canberra–Goulburn region; 

4. Prioritise investment in circular-economy infrastructure such as recycling, 
reuse, and composting, which provide safer regional jobs; and 

5. Strengthen EPA enforcement powers and introduce penalties that genuinely 
deter breaches by waste operators. 

 

Final Statement 

The Tarago and Parkes Waste-to-Energy proposals would irreversibly harm farmland, 
contaminate vital water systems, and endanger the health of hundreds of 
thousands of residents across NSW and the ACT. 

They would sacrifice regional prosperity, food security, and environmental safety for 
short-term waste convenience. 

The NSW Government must act in the public interest and reject these proposals in full 
to protect our land, water, and future generations. 

 

Signed, 
 

 
 

 

 




