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I, Bernard Martin, am against the proposal to build these incinerated anywhere near productive 

farmlands and water catchment areas in NSW. Though I am against it, if they really need to be built, 

then they need to be built close as possible to the major waste creation centres in NSW like Sydney on 

already pollution areas like Kernel, Dandown and Ropes Creek for example. 

In the case of the Tarago site, it is too close to the catchment areas for the Warragamba, Shoulhaven 

and Googong catchments that supply water for the urban areas of Sydney, Wollongong and Canberra 

respectively. 

It is also too close to farmlands that provide produce for consumption within highly urbanised areas 

like Sydney, Wollongong, Newcastle and Canberra for example. 

Such incinerators are banned in the ACT, but the proposed site will affect the air, food and water quality 

for our neighbours in the Capital Territory making the issue not confined to NSW. Also, the Googong 

Catchment feeds waters into the Murrumbidgee River and thus the Murray River and will contribute 

polluting waters in South Australia. Thus the Tarago site will become an issue not exclusively an issue 

to New South Wales. 

Also, the current ban of building these waste to energy incinerators within urbanised NSW on health 

issues defines a boundary that separates two groups of peoples in NSW being those Urband NSW of 

Newcastle, Sydney and Wollongong and those that outside of these places in rural NSW. The ban 

provides protections and privileges in health and environment to urnan NSW but denies the same for 

those in rural NSW. This fits the definition of discrimination between groups of peoples with in state 

and thus is contrary to the provisions of Part IV of the NSW Anti-Discrimination Act. How can the 

Parliament of NSW support a ban issued by the state government that is contrary to statue law created 

by the Parliament? Thus if such incinerators are unfit to be built in urban NSW, thus in law, they unfit 

to be built anywhere else in NSW. This makes any such incinerator proposal unlawful in the current 

context and thus should not be allowed to proceed. 

As the proposal is to deal with Sydney's waste and Tarago in circa 260kms away by rail from Sydney, 

a transport safety issue arises in case of a serious accident like a train derailment. Similar for road 

transport. Such impacts could affect the local environment adversely in the accident area which may 

include highly urbanised areas. I consider this to be highly problematic to the operation of the state's 

emergency services and victims of such incidents. 

The attached file provides extra details including alternate technologies and paradigms that can be 

introduced to deal with the issues of Sydney's waste by the population that is creating it. 

There is no reason in why uban NSW should live like an effluent society spreading a diseased way of 

life to those in rural NSW who provides them with the food they eat and the water they drink. 


