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Submission to the Parliamentary Inquiry into Proposed Energy-from-Waste Facilities

Cooks Myalls Landcare Group Inc.

Introduction

Cooks Myalls Landcare Group welcomes the opportunity to contribute to this inquiry into Energy-from-
Waste (EfW) incineration. For over 32 years, our members have worked within the Cooks Myalls Landcare
Group Catchment area, which begins 5.7km from the proposed EFW site to protect biodiversity, improve
soil health, restore native vegetation, and strengthen the resilience of our farming landscapes.

Our core values, sustainable land management, biodiversity protection, water security, and community
wellbeing, are fundamentally at odds with the proposed EfW incinerator for Parkes. We strongly oppose
this project and urge the Committee to consider the following concerns under the Terms of Reference.

(b) Spread of the Emissions Predicted and the Quality of Emissions to be Generated

Soil and Water Risk: EfW facilities emit dioxins, furans, heavy metals, and PFAS, which can deposit onto
farmland and waterways. Contamination is irreversible, threatening decades of Landcare projects that have
improved soil health and catchment resilience.
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s00244-025-01150-9.pdf?utm_source
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/environmentalscience/articles/10.3389/fenvs.2022.898934/full?utm_
source

Baseline Testing Recommendation: The government should require baseline testing for dioxins, furans and
other persistent pollutants as part of every Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Without a baseline, any
future monitoring will be meaningless.

Biodiversity Threats: The Parkes proposal is close to habitat for the vulnerable Superb Parrot, along with
other woodland species. Fallout and habitat disturbance threaten to undo major revegetation and wildlife
corridor projects established by local Landcare groups.

(d) Impacts on Human Health Including Drinking Water, Rainwater Harvesting and Soil Contamination

Parkes residents depend on local water sources and rainwater harvesting. Pollutants from EfW could
contaminate these supplies.

Soil contamination is permanent and could compromise both farming and food safety.
https://semspub.epa.gov/work/11/174546.pdf?utm_source
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0301479725009697?utm_source

(e) The Impact on Agriculture Locally and Across the Wider Region

Parkes is a productive food and fibre hub. Sheep, wool, grain, and cropping enterprises underpin the local
economy.



International buyers are increasingly testing for PFAS and dioxins. Even a suspicion of contamination could
result in loss of market access for Australian produce.

Landcare’s long-standing investments in soil health and sustainable agriculture risk being compromised by
an industry with no connection to food production.

(c) and (d) Health, Safety and Amenity Impacts (community perspective)
Regional communities already face pressures from drought, climate variability, and biosecurity challenges.
Introducing a facility that burns metropolitan waste in a food-producing landscape creates unnecessary

stress and risk to human health.

Landcare’s mission to support resilient, thriving communities is incompatible with the siting of an EfW
incinerator in Parkes.

(i) Alternative Solutions to Reduce and Manage Residual Waste
Cooks Myalls Landcare supports alternatives that restore and regenerate landscapes, such as:
e Organics recycling and composting hubs to return nutrients to soil.
e Anaerobic digestion to create biogas and fertiliser.
e Reuse, repair, and local recycling industries that provide regional jobs.
We also recommend:
e Mandating a ban on all plastic packaging (building on existing bans on straws, plates, and cutlery),
and requiring industry to transition to certified compostable polymer bags and materials that are

proven safe to return to soil systems.

e Mandating Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR) so industries take greater responsibility for
products at end-of-life, reducing the need for incineration or landfill.

(j) Other Related Matters

Once pollution occurs, it cannot be undone. Australia must apply the precautionary principle; if a project
carries the risk of irreversible harm to farmland, biodiversity, and communities, it should not proceed.

Stronger regulation should shift the focus upstream, reduce waste generation, mandate product
stewardship, and expand bans on unnecessary plastics.



Conclusion

On behalf of our members, the Cooks Myalls Landcare Group strongly opposes the proposed Energy-from-
Waste incinerator at Parkes. It is inconsistent with Landcare’s principles of sustainability, biodiversity
protection, and community resilience.

We urge the Committee to recommend against EfW as a solution for Australia’s waste, and instead promote
investment in alternatives that restore, not degrade, our landscapes. With mandatory baseline testing,
stronger producer responsibility, and further plastic reduction policies, the government can support
genuine circular economy outcomes that benefit both communities and the environment.



