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I oppose any sort of waste incineration technology to be used in NSW or Australia for the 
following reasons. 

 

1) Impact of waste products 

The impact of waste from the "Waste to Energy" Incinerators is not fully quantified. It relies on 
the composition of the feedstock and that is fully dependant on what people place in their "red" 
bins. It is stated that the waste will be sorted, but that is done via moving it around with excavators. 
Currently waste from Sydney that is shipped to Tarago NSW consists of at least 11 trains of at 
least 55 containers - each container weighing approx 30Tonnes (30000kg) per week. There is no 
possible method that ensures there is no contaminant within that level of waste that should not be 
placed in an incinerator. I acknowledge that the complete amount sent is not proposed to placed 
in the proposed Tarago Incinerator but approx 1/3 of all waste that is sent here will be. That is 
still a significant amount. 

Even with the sorting there is approx 25% of the waste product (approx 1/8 of amount burnt) 
that forms the bottom ash that is considered toxic and requires stabilisation to ensure that there is 
not toxic substance leached into the surrounding area. There is no policy in NSW to address that 
waste and how to treat or store it. I believe current world best practice is to vitrify this waste but 
that is expensive and takes a lot of energy that nullifies the benefit of the process. 

There is also a claim that this waste incineration to energy process is cleaner than coal. This does 
not take into account the energy that is required to make the products that become waste and 
should be in any analysis. 

 

2) Impact to regional communities 

There is a large impact on the regional communities where these systems are proposed to be placed 
due to the transport of waste to them and the dealing with a large corporation where the area is 
sparsely populated. Tarago has been dealing with Veolia for a very long time and there is an 
ongoing record of Veolia not doing what is in its license condition nor what it promised the 
community. 

The license condition on the current Veolia land fill is that there should be no odour. But we live 
approx 15km away from the landfill and smell it regularly to the extent that you dry heave when 
you walk outside. If this was occurring in Sydney there would be so many complaints that the 
Government would have to act, but when these things are placed in regional areas they use the 
"not many complaints" actual number (not as a percentage of population) to indicate that no action 
is necessary. 

There is no trust by the community of the organisations from the lack of information or the 
complete twisting of the information to favour the corporation. 

 

Often in license conditions there can be community trusts included, but often the companies use 
these as a promotional point and while it can benefit the community it results in the company 
name being everywhere and when there is angst in the community against that company it can be 
a significant slap in the face to be reminded of the impact and the inability to change it. 

 

3) Other countries are shutting down incineration not implementing it. 

There is a lot of areas in Europe that are moving away from incineration due to its impact. This 
should carry a lot more weight in the decision of the NSW government to implement these here. 



 

4) More consideration on Circular economy 

The feedstock of incinerators require a high calorific content. This means that one of the best 
items to use is that containing petrochemical products (ie plastics). These should be removed from 
the Australian area by way of legislation. 

There are reasons why a lot of plastic cannot be recycled and that is because it is layered by many 
different types that are difficult to separate and recycle in Australia. NSW should consider a policy 
that effectively bans types of plastic that cannot be recycled in Australia. This would remove a lot 
of those multilayered products or make them super expensive to buy and people may reconsider. 

Cardboard that has plastic covering is difficult to recycle. This includes boxes with colour on them. 
It would be a simple change to mandate that all cardboard packaging has to meet a recycling 
standard to ensure this was easy. 

These changes would mean that the items that end up in recycling bins are actually recyclable 
within the region and not make it difficult to manage. 

 

I believe there are many arguments against these items but believe that the primary source of 
information accepted by the government comes from the waste industry that is promoting this 
technology. I think a very critical review needs to be done and a proof of no harm policy should 
be used as opposed to absence of science showing bad outcomes before this technology gets used 
in Australia. 


