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I oppose the development of an incinerator at Tarago to burn waste. 

 

First, this is because I oppose all use of waste for energy generation through burning. This includes 
so-called woody weeds and forestry-related 'waste'. Burning waste is like burning coal - it generates 
more greenhouse gas emissions. The government's move to use old power stations and to create 
new incinerators to burn 'waste' is totally contradictory to Australia's commitment towards net 
zero. 

 

Second, the evidence to date is as yet unclear as to whether the toxins generated by this process 
using modern incineration plants are damaging human and ecosystems health. See reference here 
for a literature review and ( https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1111/1753-
6405.12939?elqCampaignId=38746&elqTrack=true&elq_cid=11596809&elq_mid=61199). Until 
such time that the government can provide solid evidence that incineration is not harmful, they 
should adopt the precautionary principle and not proceed with their plan to burn household waste. 
Certainly, if incinerators ARE deemed safe, they should NOT be located near human settlements. 
Australia has enough land to be able to locate incinerators in areas that minimise risk to human 
health, water supplies and biodiversity. Building them at Tarago and Parkes instead of the far west 
for the sake of transport costs (which would be minimised if the government adopted an "electrify 
everything" approach to the future) cannot be justified given the unknown long-term impacts on 
adjacent populations. 

 

Third, and most importantly, the government must urgently address Australia's poor capacity to 
deal with its domestic waste. We need to invest immediately in: 

1. Reducing household waste through education. The majority of householders do not sort their 
waste because they are uneducated about the problem. 

2. Improve our recycling capacity (improved automated sorting technology, improved bin systems, 
support for upgrading Council waste facilities). 

3. Fast-track new technologies for breaking down residual waste (plastics). 

 

The above three advances would reduce our waste to just a small fraction of that currently. 
Prioritising them is the only way forward for dealing with the waste problem in the longer term. 

 

While there will be a lag time to achieve the above, and therefore an interim solution is required, 
going down the incinerator route is just a stop-gap and is costly because it has no future. It is a 
retrogressive step, simply repeating the mistakes of the past by creating more greenhouse gases 
and releasing toxins into the living environment. Now is the perfect opportunity to get on top of 
our waste problem and build a sustainable solution. 


