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Dear Committee Members,

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to this important inquiry.
My name is , and | have lived in the Parkes area for over thirty years. Alongside my
husband, | run a mixed farming operation producing sheep/wool and cropping.

| write to state my strong opposition to the proposed Energy-from-Waste (EfW) incinerator in Parkes.

I would like to address several key Terms of Reference relevant to this inquiry:

Air Quality (TOR b &)

If Energy-from-Waste incineration was deemed unsafe for Sydney, why is it suddenly considered safe for a
regional community like Parkes? We are no less deserving of clean air and protection from harmful
emissions. Farming families, workers, and residents in Parkes rely directly on the environment for our
livelihoods, and any compromise to air quality is a direct threat to both health and agriculture.

Agricultural Impacts and Market Access (TOR e)

As farmers, we work hard to maintain the reputation of Australian agriculture as clean and green. The risk
of contamination, either real or perceived, from an incinerator so close to productive farmland jeopardises
our access to domestic and international markets. Once that reputation is damaged, it is near impossible to
rebuild.

Human Health and Proximity to Community (TOR d)

The proposed site is alarmingly close to the township of Parkes, including schools, childcare centres,
nursing homes, and the hospital. Children, the elderly, and vulnerable residents should not be exposed to
risks from toxic emissions. This proximity also raises questions about the long-term health consequences
for families who have chosen Parkes as their home.

Land Values (TOR j — other related matters)

The presence of an industrial waste incinerator will inevitably affect property values across the region.
Families who have invested their lives and savings into homes and farms should not be left with diminished
assets due to a facility that most do not want or support.

Transport and Rail Impacts (TOR j — other related matters)

The facility would significantly increase freight traffic on the already strained rail network. Increased train
movements bring a higher risk of accidents at level crossings—something our community is deeply
concerned about. There are also increased fire risks, both from the highly combustible rubbish being
transported and from sparks caused by rail operations, which are especially dangerous in our dry
environment.



Accountability and Compensation (TOR j — other related matters)

If this project goes ahead and residents are harmed—whether through health, economic loss, or
environmental damage—who will be held responsible? Who will compensate affected families,
landholders, and businesses? These questions remain unanswered, leaving the community to shoulder the
risks while private companies stand to profit.

Bottom Ash and Waste Transport (TOR d & j)

Incinerators do not eliminate waste; they transform it into toxic bottom ash that still needs to be disposed
of. Transporting and storing this hazardous by-product presents further risks to both the community and
the environment. These risks have not been adequately addressed or justified.

Conclusion

The proposed EfW incinerator in Parkes places disproportionate risks on our community, our environment,
and our farming industry. It threatens our health, our livelihoods, and our future. For these reasons, | urge
the Committee to reject Energy-from-Waste incineration as an option for Parkes and for regional NSW.
Thank you again for the opportunity to contribute to this inquiry.

Sincerely,





