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Invited Speakers (7)

Pro

• Steve Cohen, Earth Institute, Columbia University

• R. Lawrence Swanson and Christine O’Connell, Stony Brook 
University

• John W. Norton, Waste Management Consultant

• Nickolas Themelis, Earth Engineering Center, Columbia University

AntiAnti

• Ananda Lee Tan, Global Alliance for Incinerator Alternatives

• Laura Haight, New York Public Interest Research Group 

• Neil Seldman, Institute for Local Self-Reliance

Public Voice

• 181 comments



•104 (57%) comments supported WtE.

•34 (19%) comments unclear. 

•43 (24%) comments opposed WtE.

•181 comments in total.



Negative Comments

• Most were in the form of Reduce/Reuse/Recycle and Compost 

(Zero Waste) ONLY and stated that WtE will take away from 

these other options. Also, if not enough garbage goes to the 

plant, it will start burning recyclables as well as non-recyclable 

waste.waste.

• Some cited other types of plants that polluted and assumed 

WtE plants are the same.

• Some stated that WTE construction and operation would take 

all the money out of the city.



Neutral Comments

• A lot commented on how suppliers inefficiently package their 

products, saying that there is usually more packaging than 

product, causing more waste than necessary.

• People commented on the suppliers’ lack of recycling 

information on most products and lack of instructions on how information on most products and lack of instructions on how 

to recycle the product.

• Some said the U. S. Government should control/monitor 

waste, give more incentives for people to recycle, subsidize 

WTE Plants, charge people for producing too much waste, etc.



Noteworthy comment

• “Here we go again!!! A very promising technology; at the very 

least, worthy of serious study, is held hostage by vested 

interests that are solely interested in, dismissing out of hand, interests that are solely interested in, dismissing out of hand, 

any alternatives that threaten their existence.”

johnny3840

Irvine, CA



• “I think it's telling that NYPIRG's opposition to incineration is 

based almost wholly on a strawman argument -- that waste to 

energy means gutting recycling program or stop being 

efficient. As the original article shows, you can still do those 

things but you'll never get zero waste; that's currently 

impossible, and is impossible until we can turn things like 

bloodied bandages and soiled diapers into something that 

magically decomposes into its constituent elements on its 

own.own.

We can recycle, we can reduce. What we can't do is, via 

magical thinking, believe that those will in some 

indeterminate future utterly eliminate the need to bury or 

incinerate. Something's going to get left over, and it's really 

hard to defend the status quo of burial in favor of a fantasy 

that won't arrive.”

Kenneth

New York, NY


