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Submission to the NSW Parliamentary Inquiry into Proposed Energy from Waste Facilities 

Subject: Opposition to the Proposed Tarago Waste-to-Energy Incinerator 

To the Committee, 

I write to express my strong opposition to the proposed waste-to-energy incinerator at 
Woodlawn, near Tarago, NSW. This submission is made in response to the current Inquiry into 
Energy from Waste Facilities and draws upon community concerns, scientific research, and the 
lived experiences of residents already impacted by Veolia’s operations. 

1. Public Health Risks 

The incineration of waste releases a range of toxic pollutants including dioxins, heavy metals, 
and fine particulate matter. These substances are linked to cancer, respiratory illnesses, 
neurological disorders, and developmental issues in children. The World Health Organization 
and numerous peer-reviewed studies have documented the dangers of incinerator emissions to 
human health. [notaragoin...erator.com] 

Submission #0006 to this Inquiry already highlights the failure of Veolia to manage odour and air 
quality under current operations. Expanding these operations to include incineration will only 
exacerbate existing health risks. [parliament...nsw.gov.au] 

2. Environmental and Agricultural Impact 

Tarago and surrounding communities rely heavily on clean air, water, and soil for farming, 
beekeeping, and food production. We moved to Lake Bathurst from Sydney in 2013 for this 
reason. The risk of airborne toxins settling on farmland or leaching into waterways threatens not 
only local agriculture but also food safety and biodiversity. PFAS and other contaminants have 
already been detected in creeks near Veolia’s landfill site, with delayed community notification. 
[notaragoin...erator.com] 

3. Social and Economic Injustice 

This proposal unfairly targets a rural community to solve Sydney’s waste problem. Residents in 
Tarago, Currawang, Goulburn, and nearby towns rely on tank water and live close to the 
proposed site. The incinerator threatens their health, property values, and way of life. The lack of 
genuine consultation and transparency further erodes trust in the planning process. 
[notaragoin...erator.com] 

4. Failure of Regulatory Oversight 

There is widespread concern about the NSW EPA’s ability to enforce environmental protections. 
Past failures to act on pollution complaints and delayed reporting of contamination suggest that 
regulatory safeguards are insufficient to protect communities from the risks posed by 
incinerators. [notaragoin...erator.com] 

5. Better Alternatives Exist 

Rather than investing in incineration, NSW should prioritize waste reduction, recycling, and 
composting. These methods are safer, more sustainable, and aligned with circular economy 
principles. Incineration undermines these goals by locking in a need for continuous waste 
generation. 

 

 



Conclusion 

The proposed Tarago incinerator is not a safe, sustainable, or community-supported solution. It 
poses unacceptable risks to public health, the environment, and rural livelihoods. If approval is 
granted, the damage caused cannot be undone.  I urge the Committee to reject this proposal 
and recommend investment in truly clean and equitable waste management strategies.  Put the 
NSW Government on the map for rejecting bad investment and supporting world’s best 
practices. 

 

Yours sincerely 
Caroline Marsh 
Lake Bathurst, NSW 
 

 


