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To Select Committee on Proposed Energy from Waste Facilities,

Please accept this submission as my objection to the NSW Government proposal to site waste
incinerators in rural communities as part of the NSW Waste and Infrastructure Plan, which allows
Sydney to burn its waste in rural regions. If waste incinerators aren’t safe for Sydney, how do they
magically become safe when situated in regional NSW? Whilst | oppose all waste incineration, if
Sydney believes it requires such a method to deal with its waste issue, it should also host the
facilities.

As a resident of Goulburn Mulwaree Local Government Area, many of my points are based on the
proposed waste incinerator proposal at Tarago, however the points are applicable to all locations.
The proposed site of the incinerator at Veolia’s Woodlawn waste facility in Tarago, already receives
40% of Sydney’s non-recyclable waste and has done so for over 20 years. Veolia’s Woodlawn waste
facility has a significant and long-running record of environmental issues and non-compliance to
licencing. The primary problems include leachate management failures, repeated offensive odour
pollution impacting the local community, and improper waste containment. The EPA has issued
multiple fines, clean-up notices, and prevention notices to Veolia over the years.

Committee members would be well aware of Veolia’s current and past performance of non-
compliance to their operating licences at their Woodlawn facility; however, | have included the
following examples to provide context on those breaches. Current and past performance would
indicate if Veolia is granted a licence to burn waste, Veolia would continue with its history of
noncompliance, leaving Tarago and surrounding communities suffering both the health and
economic consequences.

Leachate and water management

o Licence breach fines: In February 2025, the EPA fined Veolia $30,000 for breaching its
licence by exceeding the storage capacity of its leachate dams. An earlier $30,000 fine was
issued in July 2024 after a blocked drain at the Mechanical Biological Treatment (MBT)
facility caused leachate to flood compost pads.

o Clean-up notices: Following heavy rain events, the EPA issued a clean-up notice in
October 2024 to compel Veolia to reduce excessive leachate levels in its storage dams. In July
2024, a prevention notice and an order were also issued regarding the facility's leachate
management.

o Leaking transport containers: The EPA has issued fines and notices to Veolia over
waste containers leaking leachate during transport. For example, in August 2023, two
$30,000 fines were issued after community members and EPA officers observed leaking
containers on a public road.

o Water quality report: An August 2025 EPA report found elevated levels of pollutants,
including PFAS, nutrients, and metals, in nearby creeks, raising concerns about impacts on
water quality and livestock.

Odour pollution

. Persistent complaints: The facility has a history of causing offensive odours that
frequently generate community complaints. Complaints logged by residents and Veolia often
describe a "disgusting odour of rotting garbage" or "rotten egg gas".



. Regulatory response: The EPA has required Veolia to take action to address the
odour issues, including carrying out odour audits, conducting gas assessments, and installing
a real-time hydrogen sulphide (H2S) monitoring system.

Improper waste containment

. Litter clean-up notice: In December 2024, the EPA issued a clean-up notice to Veolia
to address wind-blown litter that had escaped the landfill and accumulated on a
neighbouring property.

o Waste cover non-compliance: In January 2023, Veolia was fined for failing to cover
waste at the end of the working day, a breach that followed prior compliance notices.

Additional considerations

Water quality / Food contamination

e Tarago Township and the surrounding areas don’t have access to reticulated water and rely
on rain fall for drinking and bathing water, any air pollution from waste incineration will have
a direct pathway to impact human health within the region. Additionally any contamination
form waste incineration to streams, creeks, rivers or ground water will enable a direct
pathway for food contamination. The statement below from the NSW Government highlights
its concern for residents with access to reticulated water when it comes to PFAS
contamination. No data is available or exists on rain water contamination from waste
incineration, and given the concerns from the NSW Government for residents with access to
reticulated water contamination, how is this risk acceptable in an environment where
residents have no access to reticulated water supplies? PFAS and drinking water -
information and updates | NSW Government

What we are doing in NSW

The NSW Government appreciates the community’s concerns about PFAS. Our management of PFAS
is informed by the best science and evidence, and we continue to operate with an abundance of
caution when it comes to the presence of PFAS in drinking water.

The most important message is that all drinking water that complies with the updated NHMRC
Australian Drinking Water Guidelines is safe.

The NSW Government has plans in place with suppliers to ensure any exceedances that might
occur are addressed.

In NSW, public drinking water is supplied to communities by Sydney Water, Hunter Water, or 83 local
water utilities, most of which are owned and operated by local councils.

The NSW Government helped ensure that all local water utilities in NSW assessed the risk of PFAS
and tested every drinking water supply system.

DCCEEW and NSW Health are working to support all regional water utilities to test their drinking
water for PFAS.


https://www.nsw.gov.au/environment-land-and-water/pfas-and-drinking-water-information-and-updates
https://www.nsw.gov.au/environment-land-and-water/pfas-and-drinking-water-information-and-updates

The NSW Government is working to ensure all NSW water supplies — in metropolitan and regional
areas — are equipped with long-term solutions to ensure effective management of PFAS risks
including treatment if needed.

Social licence

The social licence for waste incineration in regional NSW is non-existent this is clearly evident by the
number of objections to Veolia’s proposed incinerator in Tarago and the reaction by Parks
community to the incinerator proposal in their region. It’s also apparent council’s situated in the
Greater Sydney area are happy to support waste incineration, provide they are not required to host
an incinerator near their residents. Environment Minister Penny Sharpe, would appear to subscribes
to the same mantra of supporting waste incineration anywhere but near ones electorate or waste
source in Sydney. In 2018 the then Shadow Environment Minister Penny Sharpe had this to say about
a waste incineration project, “Time for talk is over,” and “This project shouldn’t be going ahead, and
the government should stop it now.” Given that those who produce waste don’t wish to deal with
the resolution of the issue, why should regional NSW be expected to?

Final Comments

If waste incineration is not safe for Sydney residents who create the waste, it’s not safe for rural
residents. If waste incineration is now considered safe by Minster Sharp and the Government, it
should be hosted in Greater Sydney as they generate the waste. Hosting waste incineration at the
source in Greater Sydney, would result in reductions of greenhouse emissions from less transport,
reduce impact on underfunded regional roads and not destroy clean farm land. Additional if Greater
Sydney was to hosting waste incineration facilities it negates the need for additional waste transfer
stations, which not only reduces cost but saves land in Greater Sydney for other uses. Situating the
waste incinerators at the waste source, would also assist in avoiding rail disruptions to transporting
waste transportation beyond the Greater Sydney area.

The NSW Government proposal to have Regional NSW host Sydney’s incinerators is aching to an
individual not excepting responsibly for their own actions. You wouldn’t ask a neighbour to pay your
speeding fine, so why should Regional NSW pay the butchers bill for Sydney’s inaction to reduce
waste or face the consequences of hosting an incinerator to deal with the issue?


https://wendytuckerman.com/2024/08/15/labor-mp-raises-the-alarm-about-waste-incineration-that-needs-to-be-heard-by-the-government/
https://wendytuckerman.com/2024/08/15/labor-mp-raises-the-alarm-about-waste-incineration-that-needs-to-be-heard-by-the-government/
https://wendytuckerman.com/2024/08/15/labor-mp-raises-the-alarm-about-waste-incineration-that-needs-to-be-heard-by-the-government/

