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To Whom It May Concern, 

I am writing to strongly oppose the proposed Energy from Waste (EfW) incinerator for Parkes, NSW. 

While the project is being presented as a sustainable solution to waste and energy challenges, there are 

serious and long-term risks that far outweigh any perceived benefits. 

 

1. Health and Air Quality Risks 

Incinerators emit a range of harmful pollutants including fine particulates, heavy metals, dioxins, and 

furans. These are linked to respiratory illness, heart disease, developmental problems, and cancer. No 

community should be subjected to the health risks of breathing toxic emissions—especially in a regional 

town like Parkes, where residents value clean air and open space. 

 

2. Environmental Concerns 

Burning waste does not eliminate it. Instead, it produces toxic ash and air pollutants that must still be 

managed. The residual ash often contains concentrated heavy metals and other hazardous substances 

that pose contamination risks to soil and groundwater. Locating such a facility in the Parkes region, 

known for agriculture and food production, creates unacceptable risks to land, water, and ecosystems. 

 

3. Economic and Social Impacts 

The long-term economic costs of pollution, health problems, and environmental damage outweigh any 

short-term jobs or investment. Parkes’ reputation as a clean, regional centre will be harmed, with 

potential consequences for tourism, agriculture, and community wellbeing. Furthermore, large EfW 

facilities lock councils into decades-long waste supply contracts, which discourage recycling and 

circular economy initiatives. 

 

4. Better Alternatives Exist 

The NSW Waste and Sustainable Materials Strategy highlights the importance of reducing waste, 

improving recycling, and advancing a circular economy. Building an incinerator is a step backwards—

it undermines efforts to recover resources, reduce emissions, and transition to truly sustainable systems. 

Investment should instead go into composting, advanced recycling, and waste reduction initiatives that 

generate jobs without the risks of pollution. 

 

5. Inconsistency with Climate Commitments 

Energy from waste incineration is not “green energy.” It generates significant greenhouse gas 

emissions, comparable to or greater than coal power per unit of electricity. Approving this facility is 

inconsistent with NSW and national climate targets and will lock in a high-emissions technology for 

decades. 

 

For the health, environment, and future of the Parkes community, I urge decision-makers to reject this 

proposal. The risks are too high, the benefits too limited, and the alternatives too strong to justify an 

incinerator in Parkes. Our community deserves solutions that prioritise clean air, sustainable jobs, and 

long-term environmental protection—not outdated, polluting technology. Job creation should not be 

used as a selling point for the incinerator, as it will provide only a small number of jobs while placing 

the health of our entire community at risk. Regional towns should not be responsible for the waste 

disposal of cities. Parkes community health should be valued above anything else and we should not be 

put at risk just to dispose of city garbage that we did not create. 


