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The Select Committee, 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the Inquiry into proposed energy from 

waste facilities. 

My specific comments relate mainly to the Tarago Incinerator. Our property lies 

approximately 15 kms SSE of the Incinerator site, well within plume range. 

 

Others will make informed submissions on the impacts of the emissions and other by-

products of the incineration process and the impacts they will have on our water, air, 

pastures and ultimately our health. 

 

A few kilometres further South, we reach the ACT.  Hopefully, some of your professional 

and political colleagues who plan to retire to surrounding acreage will submit personal 

and private submissions directly to you. They should remember that the Incinerator is 

only the next project for Tarago. (Small Modular Reactor anyone? Or maybe Incinerator 

2 or Incinerator 3?) After all, Veolia is the owner of the 6000 hectare “Eco Precinct” 

much of it zoned Heavy Industrial. 

How did that happen? 

I urge you to request a briefing from Veolia on its near-term plans. You may be unable to 

publish them, but they could be of great assistance in your deliberations. 

 

On December 15, 2022, NSW Planning wrote to Veolia requesting a response to the 

many powerful community and other submissions, giving the normal expected 3 month 

response time. As we approach the 3 YEAR anniversary of this departmental request, we 

are all none the wiser as to status. 

In my opinion, your first recommendation, if Veolia is still interested in progressing the 

project, is for them to start again. A review of the literature over the last three years 

shows that the direct and indirect dangers to the surrounding communities are clearer and 

more severe. Europe is at the stage of deciding whether the last incinerator has been built.  

 

Should the Tarago proposal restart, I urge the Department to examine the potential 

conflicts of interest. 

- Veolia collects garbage to suit. 

- Veolia “sorts” its garbage in its four transfer stations in greater Sydney, to suit. 

- Selected incinerator suitable garbage is transferred to its Tarago incinerator on its 

wholly owned precinct. 

- Incinerator unsuitable garbage is deposited in Veolia’s landfill on its wholly owned 

precinct. 

 

Large sections of the wider community have put the case that Veolia, by its actions or 

lack thereof over the last decade or more cannot be allowed to operate such a complex 

and potentially dangerous facility, regardless of its location. The EPA, for whatever 

reason, has been unable to protect us. 

 

As I write, Minister Penny Sharp has just released the first chapter of the NSW Waste 

and Circular Infrastructure Plan (WaCIP), authored by the NSW EPA, a Sydney centric 

document designed, it would appear, to counteract any alternative recommendations from 

this committee. Why else the urgency? In summary it proposes to tweak the landfill 



strategy and pave the way for EFW. It reads like an industry edited document. Was 

Veolia or its consultants given the opportunity to review it before publication? 

 

To an outsider there seems to be an EPA faction totally committed to Incineration and 

Tarago in particular. I urge you to disprove this by reviewing any and all 

documentation/communication between relevant parties. In the past three years, nothing 

has been published on the Planning Portal. The EPA authors of the WaCIP Chapter 1 

believe that the Tarago proposal is currently “mature and progressing”. They obviously 

know more than we do. If there is anything that we, a key stakeholder, are entitled to 

know, then please publish it. I also ask the question. Should the EPA set the policy or 

protect the environment? 

 

The objectives of the circular economy and WTE are not compatible. Veolia, as you 

would expect, will try and feed its incinerator with the best quality fuel it can source, 

starting with plastics. 

 

Additional comments prompted by the Terms of Reference. 

 

- Thermal technologies employed by international “state of the art” facilities are 

determined largely by the waste industry. What else would you expect? 

 

- Emissions monitoring will be as minimal as Veolia can get away with. We all know that 

smoke stack emissions should be online monitored 24/7. Also, waste input should be 

under 24 hour online video surveillance. Key process measurements eg. temperatures 

must also be available online. 

Your best policemen will be the Tarago community members.  

The key issue is what the penalty will be when the inevitable happens. 

 

- This “crisis” is of Sydney’s making. It is politically dangerous to rapidly impose a 

solution on rural communities. Buy some more time and get it right. Extend Sydney’s 

landfill solution for another decade. We’ve been doing it for two centuries. After all, 

Australia is the most suitable country for landfill in the world. 

 

 

Thank you, 

Anthony Gardner, 29/10/2025 

 

 

 

 

   


