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Submission Statement – Opposition to Parkes Energy-to-Waste Facility 

 

I am writing to formally object to the proposed Parkes Energy-to-Waste project. While I understand the 

need for responsible waste management and renewable energy solutions, I strongly believe this project 

is inappropriate for the Central West and should not proceed in our region. 

The Central West of NSW is one of Australia’s most productive and reliable food bowls. Our land, 

water and air support clean, safe, and high-quality agricultural production that feeds not only our local 

communities but also the wider state and nation. Introducing an energy-to-waste facility into this 

environment poses unacceptable risks to the integrity of our food systems, our community’s health, and 

our region’s reputation as a safe and sustainable producer of food. 

My objections are as follows: 

1. Threat to Agricultural Production: 

Locating a waste-to-energy facility in the middle of prime agricultural land creates risks of 

contamination through air emissions, ash by-products, and potential water pollution. Even the 

perception of contamination could have severe impacts on the marketability of Central West produce, 

both domestically and internationally. 

2. Health and Environmental Concerns: 

Energy-from-waste plants are known to emit pollutants such as dioxins, heavy metals, and fine 

particulate matter. These pose potential long-term health risks to residents, livestock, and ecosystems. 

The proposed site risks undermining the clean air and water that our farming communities rely upon. 

3. Poor Fit for the Central West: 

This project is inconsistent with the character, economy, and strategic direction of the Central West, 

which is built upon agriculture, food production, and increasingly tourism. Locating an industrial waste 

facility here undermines decades of investment in sustainable land use and community development. 

4. Better Alternatives Exist: 

Instead of transporting and burning waste, greater investment should be made into waste reduction, 

recycling, composting, and circular economy initiatives that do not compromise the food security of 

future generations. 

In short, the Central West is the wrong location for this project. Our food bowl should be safeguarded, 

not industrialised with facilities that bring more risk than benefit to our region. I urge decision-makers 

to reject this proposal in the interests of protecting agriculture, community health, and the long-term 

sustainability of the Central West. 


