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Members of Residents Against the Richmond Valley Incinerator (RARVI) interviewed all the mayoral 

candidates for Richmond Valley Council (RVC); Lyndall Murray, Robert Mustow, Robert Hayes and John 

Walker. We asked each candidate the same suite of eight questions, all of which focus on RARVI’s 

particular concerns. We did not ask questions on topics such as the Iron Gates development and the 

Northern Rivers Livestock Exchange (NRLX) as other groups are much more well-informed on these 

matters.   

1. Would you lobby the State Government to remove the Regional Jobs Precinct (RJP) as a 
permissible site for a waste incinerator?  
 

2. What is your vision for the RJP in Casino with regard to encouraging ethical enterprises, 
supporting local businesses and promoting the local economy?  

 
3. How would you improve on current waste management strategies?  

 

4. Given that the recent water strategy developed by Richmond Valley Council includes provision 
for Rous Water to supply a larger proportion of Richmond Valley’s water requirements into the 
future, what is your position on the Dunoon Dam? 
 

5. What do you see needs changing in the way Council operates? 
 

6. What community consultation strategies would you bring to Council? 
 

7. Would you be prepared to ban balloons and single use plastics for events held on council owned 
property? 
 

8. Given the Richmond Valley LGA is not listed in Schedule 1 of the State Environmental Planning 
Policy (Resources and Energy) 2021 as an area in which petroleum exploration and production 
are prohibited, what is your position regarding future exploration for unconventional forms of 
gas, including coal seam gas? Will you commit to lobbying the NSW Government to prohibit gas 
extraction in the Richmond Valley? 

 
RARVI would like to thank all four candidates for the generous amount of time they allocated and for 

their frank and thoughtful answers. Our initial intention had been to assemble and publish a scorecard. 

However, we found that due to the subtleties and complexities of their responses it would be dismissive 

of the candidates to reduce their answers to either a tick or a cross. Instead we are providing a general 

overview and summary of our impressions.  

RARVI’s prime concern is the potential for an Energy-from-Waste (EfW) facility, or waste incinerator, to 

be built and operated at the RJP due to prior permissibility legislated by the previous New South Wales 

Government. Although it didn’t appear to be the case in the recent past all mayoral candidates are now 

against the inclusion of EfW at the RJP. This position was reinforced at meet-the-candidates gatherings. In 

our interviews Murray was the most emphatic about lobbying the State Government to have the RJP at 

Casino removed from the list of permissible sites for an incinerator. Her team was also the most pro-

active in their ideas for providing alternative waste treatment solutions in order to reduce the need for 

landfill by treating waste as a resource that could provide an income stream for council and local business 

enterprises as well as employment for locals. Mustow also pointed out current research along the same 

lines being conducted by RVC staff and the close eye the current Council is keeping on circular economy 

strategies being implemented in southern New South Wales. 
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Each interviewee expressed great enthusiasm to develop the RJP in ways that benefit the community in 

terms of jobs and business opportunities, particularly the agricultural sector. Mostly their ideas were 

general comments about the advantages of development, although Lyndall Murray was particularly 

interested in using those businesses as training grounds for young people so they don’t have to leave the 

area for employment. 

No mayoral candidates took a definitive stance on the Dunoon Dam. Walker, Mustow and Hayes insisted 

we must have more water storage for the future. Murray wants to research further before making a 

commitment. Mustow is waiting for the upcoming studies commissioned by Rous Water to be released. 

They all expressed a willingness to engage with the community on this issue, including with members of 

the Water Northern Rivers Alliance who are wholeheartedly opposed to a dam. 

Mustow and Hayes are not unhappy with the way council currently operates though both are willing to 

take input from the community. They both expressed frustration that so few members of the community 

take advantage of events run by Council to provide information and engage in dialogue. Murray, due to 

her vast experience with marketing and community focus groups, has plans to include the community at 

several stages of any project that affects them, particularly as ideas are initiated. Walker would like to 

make Council operations more transparent and promised to invite community into information sessions 

that have historically been closed to the public. He would also take steps to relax the current Meeting 

Practice Code of Conduct to allow less restricted public access.  

All candidates would be prepared to ban balloons and single use plastics for events held on council 

owned property. 

Mustow, Hayes and Walker are convinced that Coal Seam Gas is dead and gone and poses no danger. 

Murray was perplexed that prohibition of gas extraction in the Richmond Valley had not already occurred 

subsequent to the licence buy-back by the State Government from Metgasco. She agreed to follow that 

up should she be elected. 

Both Mustow and Hayes were keen to keep momentum going on projects in the pipeline in the Richmond 

Valley and view retaining the current team as the best means of achieving that.  

Walker is of the view that Council could achieve better results for the community if it was more pro-

active in acquiring funds via State and Federal Governments. Although our interview with Walker was 

extremely encouraging, particularly his rejection of EfW and his promises regarding community 

consultation and transparency in council operations, we found it hard to get past his, and some of his 

team’s, historical support for Coal Seam Gas. 

Members of RARVI were very impressed with the enthusiasm, combined wide-ranging expertise, and 

cultural and experiential diversity of Murray’s team, as well as her fresh and innovative outlook on 

various Richmond Valley issues, informed by her experience in business, marketing, and community 

enterprises. 

We encourage all voters to take the time to read what the candidates say about themselves and rely on 

their own experience, as well as knowledge of the records of those who have already served Council. We 

also urge everyone to vote for a combination of innovation and experience by going below the line rather 

than just for a team. This will ensure that Council decisions are guided by environmental sensitivity; 

diversity of opinion, cultural heritage and life experience; and awareness of Council powers and 

limitations.  


