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Re: NSW Legislative Council Select Committee Inquiry into proposed Energy from waste facilities 

 
The Country Women’s Association (CWA) of New South Wales is the state’s largest women’s advocacy 

organisation, with over 8,000 members and close to 400 branches throughout regional, rural and remote 

NSW. For over a century, members have worked to improve the conditions for women, families and 

communities outside metropolitan areas. The CWA of NSW has long engaged in public discussion on 

planning, infrastructure, and environmental health, particularly where policy decisions have direct impacts on 

regional communities. 

At the 2023 Annual State Conference, the CWA of NSW members unanimously adopted a policy position 

opposing the establishment of energy-from-waste (EfW) incinerators in NSW and calling for the government 

to prioritise waste minimisation and resource recovery through environmentally sound alternatives that align 

with circular economy principles. 

CWA of NSW Position Summary 

The CWA of NSW opposes the current energy from waste framework in New South Wales, including the 

specific development of facilities in Parkes and Tarago, and urges the NSW Government to: 

• Rescind approvals for all EfW incinerator projects in NSW. 

• Withdraw support for the designation of EfW priority infrastructure precincts in regional areas. 

• Redirect investment into waste reduction, reuse, recycling, and composting initiatives. 

• Honour the government’s commitments under the NSW Waste and Sustainable Materials Strategy 

2041, the National Waste Policy Action Plan 2024, and Australia’s transition to a circular economy. 

a. Technology Performance and Precedent 

The Tarago and Parkes proposals involve thermal EfW technologies not yet in widespread use along the 

Eastern seaboard. In 2018, the Independent Planning Commission refused a similar proposal at Eastern 

Creek, citing significant concerns over air quality, public health risk, and misalignment with the waste 

hierarchy. It is inconsistent and inequitable to deem a project unsuitable for metropolitan Sydney while 

proposing similar facilities in rural communities.1 

b. & c. Emissions and Health Risks 

Despite advanced filtration systems, EfW incinerators emit hazardous pollutants2 such as dioxins, furans, and 

fine particulate matter. These are linked to increased cancer risk, respiratory illnesses, and other serious 

 
1 NSW Independent Planning Commission, Eastern Creek Energy from Waste Proposal Refusal, 2018. SSD 6236 statement-of-
reasons.pdf (accessed 27.10.2025) 
2 National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences, https://www.niehs.nih.gov/health/topics/agents/dioxins (accessed 27.10.2025) 
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health effects3. The proposed facilities risk contamination of drinking water and harvested rainwater due to 

their proximity to rural properties reliant on tank systems. 

d. & e. Regional Health and Agricultural Impacts 

Pollutants from EfW incinerators can settle on soil and water catchments, endangering local food production, 

biodiversity, and human health. Unlike urban areas, regional residents often rely on direct rainfall collection 

and on-farm water sources4. There is insufficient evidence that current monitoring systems can safeguard 

these communities.5 

f. Parkes Special Activation Precinct (SAP) Concerns 

Introducing an incinerator into the Parkes SAP undermines the precinct’s potential to attract innovative, low-

carbon industry. Locating metropolitan waste infrastructure in the heart of a regional economic development 

zone sends conflicting signals about the government’s commitment to sustainable growth. 

g. Legacy Waste and Dumping in Tarago 

Communities in the Goulburn-Tarago area have endured decades of Sydney’s waste being trucked into the 

region. The Woodlawn landfill is emblematic of this. The addition of an EfW facility compounds the historical 

and cumulative burden on this region. 

h. Emission Monitoring and Regulatory Doubt 

While the NSW EPA claims that real-time emissions monitoring will be required, no clear mechanism exists to 

ensure communities can access this data, verify compliance, or hold operators accountable. This undermines 

public confidence and contradicts the ‘good neighbour’ principle outlined in the current policy. The policy 

defines the “good neighbour” requirement in terms of “readily available information” but falls short of 

specifying exactly how the community will access it or participate meaningfully in compliance monitoring. 

i. Alternatives to Sydney Waste Disposal 

The 2024 National Waste Policy commits to a 10% per capita waste reduction and 80% resource recovery. 

Thermal incineration contradicts these objectives by locking in high-waste, high-emission systems. Proven 

alternatives include advanced recycling, anaerobic digestion, composting, and decentralised FOGO programs. 

CONCLUSION 

Rural NSW communities should not be treated as zones for the disposal and treatment of waste produced 

elsewhere. The risks of EfW are well-documented, the alternatives are known, and the direction of global 

policy is clear. The CWA of NSW urges the Select Committee to reject proposals for EfW facilities in Parkes 

and Tarago and recommend a renewed focus on reduction, reuse, and recycling. 

 

 
3 World Health Organisation: Dioxins https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/dioxins-and-their-effects-on-human-health 
(accessed 27.10.2025) 
4 National Academies Press: Waste Incineration and Public Health | The National Academies Press p.71 (accessed 27.10.2025)  
5 European Environmental Bureau / Zero Waste Europe – Waste Incineration and the Environment: Summary of the Study (2023) 
Summary-of-the-study-Waste-Incineration-and-the-Environment.pdf (accessed 27.10.2025) 
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