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I wish to provide the committee with evidence relating of the circumstances, context and behaviour 
relating to the Narwonah Incinerator Proposal (“Narwonah Renewable Energy and Circular Chemicals 
Project”) and its effects on Narromine Shire residents.  It will also identify some of the linkages of the 
Narwonah project with the Parkes Waste Incinerator project. 
 
This information has implications and lessons for the establishment in NSW of any facilities proposed 
as ‘waste to energy’ projects and is supported by written documentation, public documents, public 
statements, media reports, witness testimony and correspondence. 
 
The information and evidence relates to items (a), (b), (d), (e) and (j) of the terms of reference for the 
Select Committee Inquiry. 
 
The experience of Narromine Shire residents in relation to the Narwonah Incinerator project can be 
summarised as: 
 Pre-approval planning by interrelated private and government bodies. 
 Tacit pre-approval of projects by regulatory authorities. 
 Deliberate provision of false information by public officials. 
 Deliberate refusal by public officials to provide relevant information to the public. 
 Deliberate refusal of project proponents to provide full and factual information to the public. 
 Failure to notify of potential conflicts of interest matters by public officials. 
 Deliberate refusal to incorporate  
 
The Narwonah Incinerator Project serves as a case study on how developments are progressed and 
imposed on rural communities across NSW. 
 
The issues unveiled by the circumstances surrounding the Narwonah Incinerator raise serious and 
valid questions about the conduct of individuals and organisations. 
 
It will be incumbent on those in this committee and others in positions of authority to prevent further 
damage to rural and remote communities that are facing increasing numbers of complex modern 
industrial proposal decisions without full transparency and accountability. 
 
The only democratic consent authority for any proposal is the local community involved. That consent 
can only be exercised by the open provision of all information so that decisions on approval can be 
decided on their merits. 
 
Narromine residents took it upon themselves to obtain the consent result within the community, and 
it was overwhelmingly against the establishment of an Incinerator. 
 
The consent decision from the Narromine community was recorded by survey in the table attached. 
 
Public statements from the proponents of the Incinerator are included below. 
 
The range of claims from the proponents, developers and consultants to the proposal can be 
summarised by these broader categories: 

• Jobs- no proof provided- no business case 



• Greenhouse Gas Emissions- likely to be the reverse of claims made. 
• Contradictory technical claims. 
• CSIRO support- not correct. 
• Locally owned- not supported. 
• Water use- deliberately incorrect 
• Power generation- deliberately incorrect 

 
 
A range of supporting documents containing information on the interactions of public and private 
individuals and organisations will be provided to the Inquiry Deputy Chair to utilise her discretion on 
providing those to the Inquiry or to other relevant authorities.   
Those supporting documents are not attached to this submission as they contain matters that may 
involve investigations beyond the scope of this Inquiry and potential legal actions. 
 
Narromine residents experience deserves to be witnessed by the Inquiry during hearings, and I would 
be willing to testify to the Select Committee if the opportunity was provided. 
 
Bruce Maynard 
31/10/2025 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Public Statements by the Proponents of the Narwonah Incinerator Project: 
(Council officials, private developer company representatives, consultants to the project) 
 

• “At the appropriate time we can share that” 
• “There are Dioxins released, I’m not going to say there aren’t, but I can’t tell you because we 

don’t know yet” 
• Question from the community: “in comparable plants around the world how much Dioxin is 

released”.  
• Answer from the consultant “I don’t know I haven’t done the research yet.” 
• “I don’t know if there are going to be any Dioxins, I haven’t done the modelling” 
• “We can’t guarantee there won’t be releases of Dioxin” 
• “It is because of the Inland Rail" 
• “We’ve had various meetings with politicians before we put a definite proposal to Council” 
• “There is the potential to bring whatever from wherever” 
• “Breathing Oxygen is a risk sometimes” 
• “Is there actual underground water on that site?  We don’t know.  We will drill holes and check 

it out.” 



• When asked whether he knew that the acquifers here were connected to underground water 
far to the North the developer said “does that mean I can have a hot bath here?” 

• “Other than truck and trains there’s no noise.” 
• “Why so close to town?”  “Well, it’s 9ks away” 
• “it (the technology) is completely new for Australia….” 
• There’s numerous opportunities for feedback”- Chani Lokuge 
• “So it’s a circular process….” 
• “….very limited emissions, I’m going to be totally transparent, there are some emissions….” 
• I respectfully decline to answer” 
• “My supporte(d) was to give this company an option to buy land that will allow them to do a 

study and give the community time to do the same. ” 
• ”once-in-lifetime opportunity with no downside to it” 
• ”The green chemicals that can then be turned into fertilizer….”  
• “the facility won't produce harmful emissions or unpleasant smells, as the proposal is based 

on a no-emissions outcome.” 
• This is not incineration”……… 
• “there is no point coming to a forum of this nature without all the answers” 
• “it is a state significant project”……… 
• “Council don’t get a say on this..” 
• “We have listened to the experts and based on what they’ve told us we are happy for this to 

start” 
• “We as a Council are not the decision makers” 
• When asked about the lack of evidence of CSIRO support Craig said: “we’ll do our best to dig 

that up” 
• “You will get all the say you want” 
• “At every stage it goes out to the community.” 
• “I’m not going to take a vote with 150 people in the room”……. 
• “….leaves no residues…”. 
• “….Green energy…”  
• “…no gas will be burnt off..” 
• “….the fact is there will be 250 jobs in construction, 150 in operation and 200 in the area..” 
• “it will fill the schools, it’ll keep the retail sector busy, it’ll keep all the businesses in Narromine 

viable into the future” 
• “the emissions that will come from this will be so insignificant- it will be like having a truck run” 
• “the gasification process captures all the gases” 
• “most of the emissions from the plant will be steam” 
• “there is 4,500 litres of water used per day” 
• “This Council has unanimously decided to allow this process….” 
• “ It will be the most technologically advanced plant in the world” 
• “….a process of this kind which has been unanimously agreed upon by Council to be allowed 

to go to the next step” 
• “…doesn’t allow the product to burn but rather to be reduced to its raw elements which are 

gases.” 
• “All the  gases are captured.” 
• “delivered to the site for the purpose of making Bio Char” 
• “Inland Rail or the trains using the existing rail line could  be fuelled by Hydrogen and 

emissions locally from what is expected to be 30-40 trains per day in 2040 would  cease 
entirely.” 

• “would ensure our schools stay full, our local businesses thrive , our sporting clubs like the 
golf club , the football clubs, netball clubs , tennis and squash clubs have more members” 

• “This will never happen unless the project  meets the most exacting standards worldwide.” 



• Thanks for your interest in this proposal. As it stands it is exactly that. A proposal . Nothing has 
been submitted to council in terms of a DA or anything of that nature. Yes, the proponents 
have had numerous discussions with council but given it is a state significant project will never 
by under the scrutiny of council. I suspect it will be looked over by the state and probably  the 
Feds should it ever reach that stage. 

• Much of the chatter in the public domain is being generated by a local who is somewhat 
convincing except that he talks of the project as  an incinerator . It is in fact a process called 
gasification and bears no resemblance to incineration. The latter burns the feedstock whilst 
the former uses heat to break the feedstock down into it’s original form which is gases. These 
gases are captured and used for other beneficial renewable  purposes. 

• Council have NOT  agreed to support the project as suggested by ……… and this typifies the 
lack of an honest approach to the proposal. An option to purchase land from Council has not 
been taken up by the proponents and has since lapsed. I have no doubt that in the event of an 
adverse report being delivered, neither the State , the Feds nor the NSC would  wish to see the 
project in our shire. 

• The proposal has been brought to the attention of numerous government luminaries including 
Local,  Stephen Lawrence MLC , local Member Dugald Saunders,   Federal Minister Kristy 
McBain, Minister for Regional Development, Senator Deborah O’Neill, Senator representing 
western NSW, Minister Tara Moriarty, State Minister for Regional NSW and Western NSW, 
Senior advisers to the  State Minister for the Environment and Energy , Penny Sharpe as well as 
Energyco, responsible for the planned rollout of renewable projects in NSW. There has been 
universal interest amongst the group. 

• I have no doubt that along with NSC they will await the result of the study being undertaken 
before coming to a conclusion on the viability of this proposal in the absence of “ expert advice 
“. Where indeed would Fletcher’s abattoir be in the face of opposition that is pre-empting the 
outcome of a report that will be subjected to the highest level of scrutiny in the world. 

• “At the moment its a $500 million project but it can eventually be a $1.8 billion project.”  
• He said it has the potential to generate 2.44 gigawatts of power - 20% of the NSW power grid.  
• “What this project does is turn waste into either green energy or chemicals”  
• “The green chemicals that can then be turned into fertiliser, something there has been a 

statewide shortage of”.  
• “Council is behind (the project) unanimously for many reasons…” 
• “Given there’s an understanding now that this operation will provide a significant discount on 

energy costs into our Shire….” 
• “…...this Shire is going ahead with a masterplan for our freight hub on the Inland Rail corridor 

which is basically on the same parcel of land” 
• “This community consultation process is part of the broader environmental impact 

assessment.” 
• And the timeframe “didn’t matter” 
• “Is there actual underground water on that site?  We don’t know.  We will drill holes and check 

it out.” 
• “Other than truck and trains there’s no noise.” 
• “it will be like having a truck run” 
•  

 
 
 


