SUBMISSION NO. 6

Heritage Dlscusswn Paper issue 4: ‘
Manage and minimise domestic and Industrial Waste.

Introd uction

A fundamantal soctal change requ&red in ati aspee:ts of Australian hfe is the need ta wew all human

human systems

We need {0 percexve a! of our actmbes from the perspectrve of ‘Systemsy Descgn Thmkmg where the
process is predlcated on the outcome. . ; :

We need to percexve the required eutcome and then work toward it through apprc;prlate systems demgn in all
areas relating to the built envwonment o S - , , , ; ,

ng the need :ff(:r change

We expend vast resources pursuing solutions to problems that could have been avoided through the
application of better management and design in the first instance.

From our treatment of human iliness to ot

the pipe- all are based on s’eivingfth;e' P

Many cultures around the world had found m pa e principal 108t € 100 €
dealing with problems was to prevent them happ ‘developed’ societies actively pursue our
problems after they have been fully developed - : .

‘We treat the body after the :Hness has startey rate ymptoms




There is an obvious need on a resource and land-limited planet ta address the issue of sustamammy not for
the perspective of a single generation but from the dual no’uons of survsvabmty and of multiple generatmns

More than any other cmrmstve social issue our survwabmty is threatened by our attitude toward resource use
and the cancerous economic attitude that drives it. It is difficult to believe that. any sensible person in th
world can think that we can have an ever»expandmg econemy on a resource»llmlted planet '

Our guilt-ridden response of partial recyc ingas a panacea for the wastage tlls that beset our societies is yet
another ambulance. It is simply an excuse for lack of positive action and a distraction from the real actnvutnes
required to make this world sustamabie and in generatronal terms, suwwab!e

Focussmg ona dlfferent sotutton

We do need efficient and effective recycling and reuse programs But they must be designed
as to continually move all thm si ey

To address the real issues of continued occupation of this planet by humanity we need to go back to the top
of the cliff and redesign our products, our processes, our systems our economics and our education
programs, with the cycles of nature in mmd

We need fo remvent our industrial processes to work with nature, to fit with nature, to mimic nature, to be
part of nature . If we are fo have expandmg economies, they must expand by cocperatmg with nature, net
externalising their negative !mpacts toit. : ;

The very first step in this process is to see all the cutputs of any. actlwty as yet anather resource for inclusion
in yet another cycle. We must begin to move from thmkmg of autputs as waste to thenkmg of outputs as

inputs,
This not the destmatton of our journey, but the leaving pomt

As we move along this new road systems for continual resource streammg will be put in place. These
systems will react and respond posxtwely to any mput supportzng the natura system They will reward good
behaviour and penalise bad. ,

All human.activity is conducted within social and cultural systems that direct our behawour Unacceptab
soc;at behawcur brmgs admamtton repri mand and penalty e

replaced with systems for resource recovery and management which support and reward good behaviour
and penalise bad. :

Engaging the community

Resource recovery systems must reflect the optimum benefit back to the commumty They need to be peopie
based and people focussed. They need to llnk the papuiatton back to nts resource base.

Our systems need to connect the commumty back to the !and It is the land whtch ss our. food provider; It is
the land which sustains us. : ;

Of all the environmental problems ccrnfrontmg humamty today, itis thls degradatuon Qf our farmland that i is
both one of the greatest threats and one of the most easﬁy addrassed ;

‘Farming should be viewed as a m:nera! extractwe' mdustry whtch progresswely removes from the soil not
oniy the orgamc fractron but aiso mmera!s and nts. o




Al of this matenal is axported from the ' 5 the [cstzes where itis
processed through people and after passing throu,

landfill or our sewage treatment works

How did tms negat ve, Itmer process aome to he the b k

Much of this degradation an&l structure |
micronutrients. These in turn cause red
nutrient to the plant. o ;

Research in 1997 by Anthony nngrose-Vea&e of the C
of orgamc material is soil are mrecty attnbuta, x to de

Dep!etlon of socl quahty isa probiem that hits the
science report from Britain recently stat
~ organic material. Another report to the World
agncu ftural sons have 2% or less ::argama ar

‘The quality of these so:fs decrease further w&th eve&'y cr&p removed from the farm m every canntry around
the world. ; , e . ,

I will be the graveyard of sustainability,

oy our agricultural lands, landfil
and desolation and deprivation the legacy of our grandchildren.,

k‘uats At the same

There is a constant cry from cc:vmpcst manufactu
c:tswty wh:ch ns

time our soils cry out for the apphcatmn of m‘gam - materi
compacted into our iandf;ﬁs every day o

We have an urgent need for natrcnal progr
the waste stream and the processmg of th
farms. -

There is not a farmer in this world who wants to eave thear chxtdr&n acres of desolatxon and destructmn But o
the farmer is given no chmce e ; : , , ,

knds up tn e;ther aur .




Who will prowde the fmancza! breathmg space t‘ "filow,fo” ’the !uxury cf change?

; e to the. kccnstantuse; of chemmat fertmser

of New Sauth Wales 70% of the Iand is affe ed by
severe!y to very severel y affected .
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agncultural crisis ccmfrcntmg the wc}r d taday

s i e S

The True cost of landfll!, i

you mc:lude same repiacement co! siand a s
environmental consequences Th is was tater T
ACT Treasury : , ‘

envrronmen’cai and social cost was $77 per to n ;,; ‘

Allof these costs are conservatwe in that they (
social damage. However gwen these conserv
d;fferent way? : .




All costs assocnated wzth conecnon transporta

Given again the example in Young Shlre of $77’ per t<>
know that the cost of producing a tonne of campost 10
with a smaﬂ proftt For an addttnona $15 par ton‘ne

:
The returns we receive from any investment we make as a community are. predicated on what we want for §
ourinvestment. At the moment our mvestment in waste management pmwcfes us wrth an away process g 1
whtch takes the waste from our dowr o : = : ; ; - , : |

What we can have however, if we focus on the best pos&:b e outcome we can achteve is addct:onat .
employment, sustainable agrlauiture and a perm ent Landcare all wuthfn the pmwsxcm of an. away process
for our waste. , , - ; . o ;

As | have said earlier, to achreve thls we need to apply Systems Desugn Thmkmg to our waste dtsposai
processes. ‘ o -

We need to stop applying recychng sciuttans hke bandalds to the u!cer of landfill.
We need to redesign out entlre waste handhng system wnth a fccus on posxttve cutcemes for the Nattcna! -

community, farmer and city dwel er alike.

Conc!usion

g

This first step is not the totahty of solutions, but it can be a key — it will prowde the fmanee ta commence
workmg toward a solutton f'or the cause and not at the symptem o

In the recent Wentwerth repcrt produced by Austraha 8 Ieadmg sc;ent:sts tt was stated that two thlrds of our k
Iandhoiders report that their property va ues wr Il decline b 25% over the next three to ﬁve years '

ltis tme that asa natscn we life by the surf and the se

of our beaches and it is true that this icon of
tirme turn our back on the sea and look to the Iand :
farmer we have no future, ; '

f

The return of orgamc materral to the soilto. mamta in fertmty is as o d as agnculture :tself

At least half of the $3 bcihon we wast
suppo :gthe sml Wthth@de nd

We must me ke thts system c:hang’k,
grandchﬁdran, - ,



