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OBJECTION TO BUILDING OF WASTE INCINERATORS

Although this objection is to the proposed Veolia Tarago Incinerator, the title is general
as waste incinerators should not be built to contaminate air, ground and water,
anywhere. No animal except humans would pollute the air they breathe, the ground that
nourishes their food and their drinking water!

Yes, the beneficiaries claim that there is no toxic risk. Their argument is the same as any
big international profits driven company trying to push their scheme through against the
Community and Environmental best interests. The antismoking campaign was a prime
example. Cigarette companies countered with intellectually isolated “experts” and well-
paid lobbyists to counter the collective wisdom of the true experts and available
research data. This is the tactic that Veolia has adopted. Richard Kirkman of Veolia has
been reported as saying that “We just need to convince them of the science and of the
evidence that there aren’t any problematic air emission or any impact on their soils”.
This is despite measurable levels of NH3, PM2.5,Sox, Nox, heavy metals and persistent
organic particulates in the emissions. The air pumped out will contain known toxic
compounds, toxins not yet recognised as such and toxins not known to be present.
PFAS being a classic example. First produced in the 1930s, specific PFAS chemicals
were not banned in Australia until July 1 of this year.

The toxic emissions will pollute the soils on the surrounding agricultural land preventing
safe food production. Australia is two thirds arid and cannot afford to pollute its arable
land. Enough is lost to residential expansion, overuse and over grazing, salination and
soil erosion. The ability to feed your own and other populations will become more
important in the future. Spectres of food wars are already being raised.

Not only the emissions are a concern. There will also be thousands of tons of toxic fly
ash and bottom ash needing to be disposed of. They contain “forever” chemicals such
as POPs. This will be buried, risking leaching into ground water supply of the local area
waterways and water supplies such as dams, and bores, and the Sydney water
catchment. Sydney siders will send their waste to Tarago and have it part returned as
contamination of their water supply.

Getting the waste to site is problematic. Trucking thousands of tons of waste from
around Sydney to Tarago will be at great cost to the roads — already potholed beyond the
resources available to keep repaired. The Hume highway is full of holes and rough
patches necessitating constantly changing lanes to get a smoother ride, but this of
course is illegal! Hundreds of added trucks will exacerbate this road degradation.

The proposalis put forward as an Energy from Waste Facility. This is not the smart way
to produce energy. It is even more polluting and less efficient than the aging coal fired
power plants. They consume more energy than they produce and burn finite materials
such as plastic and diesel. There are other much less polluting processes for dealing
with waste with research leading to new systems coming online. This is where the
money should be spent.



Incinerators emit CO2 and thereby contribute to climate change. They emit more than
coal, gas or oil-fired power plants.

Veolia has a long history of being fined for breaching conditions at their landfill facility at
Tarago. They are not open when information is sort. They are not a good corporate
citizen and their “facts” and “data” are not to be relied on. No other animal deliberately
pollutes the air it breathes, the water it drinks and the food it eats. Neither should
humans. Itis perplexing that this proposal is even being given consideration. The irony is
that modelling shows that the ACT having banned these incinerators, would be subject
to contamination from the Tarago proposal.

The ACT and other parts of the world have already banned these incinerators. The NSW
government should consider the same, or even the Federal Government because this is
something that should not be considered anywhere in Australia.



