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Introduction 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to this important inquiry. 

I am a long-term resident of Parkes and deeply concerned about the proposal for an Energy-from-Waste 

(EfW) facility in our region. While reducing landfill waste is a worthy goal, the choice to locate an 

incinerator in an agricultural community like Parkes makes no sense, environmentally, economically, or 

socially. 

 

1. Location and Equity (ToR a, i, j) 

 

If this technology is as “safe” and “state-of-the-art” as the proponents claim, then why can’t it be built 

closer to where the waste is produced, in Western Sydney? 

 

Most of the waste is generated in the Sydney basin. Building the facility hundreds of kilometres away adds 

unnecessary transport risks and costs. It feels like regional people are being treated as second-class citizens, 

expected to carry the burden for the city’s waste problem. 

 

If this technology were truly proven and safe, it would make far more sense to locate it near the waste 

source, saving on both emissions and freight costs. 

 

2. Transport Risks (ToR b, e, f, j) 

 

We are told the waste will be transported by train from Sydney to Parkes. But what happens if there is a 

derailment, fire, or leak along the route? 

 

Each trainload carries tonnes of waste through regional towns and farmland. Any spillage or accident could 

have serious consequences for the environment, human health, and agricultural production. Parkes is not 

an industrial zone,  it is a productive farming region. 

 

The potential for contamination or accidents along the Inland Rail corridor must be carefully considered 

before proceeding. 

 

3. Water Supply and Drought Risks (ToR d, f, j) 

 

Parkes is a drought-prone region. Our water supply is limited even in good seasons, and competition for 

water becomes intense during dry years. 

 

How will this proposed EfW facility operate in times of drought? If it draws on the same water sources as 

local households and farms, it will place additional stress on an already fragile system. 

 

Farmers rely on every drop of water to keep stock and crops alive. Using that same resource to run an 

incinerator during drought conditions would be unacceptable. 



 

4. Impacts on Agriculture and the Local Economy (ToR e, f, j) 

 

Agriculture drives the Parkes economy. When farming is strong, local businesses, transport companies, and 

towns all benefit. 

 

Any risk to soil, air, or water quality threatens not just farms, but the entire regional economy. Even the 

perception of contamination could damage the reputation of local produce and reduce market confidence, 

both locally and overseas. 

 

Parkes is known for clean, high-quality agricultural production. An EfW plant risks undoing generations of 

hard work by local farmers who have maintained sustainable, trusted food systems. 

 

5. Health and Environmental Concerns (ToR b, c, d, h) 

 

While we are told emissions will be carefully monitored, the fact remains that these technologies have 

never been tested in an agricultural region in Australia. Even “modern” incinerators can still release 

ultrafine particles and persistent pollutants that are difficult to capture. 

 

No level of exposure to toxic emissions should be considered acceptable for communities relying on clean 

air, water, and soil to sustain their livelihoods. 

 

6. Conclusion 

 

The proposed EfW facility in Parkes does not align with the needs or character of our region. It places 

regional people at unnecessary risk while solving none of the waste challenges faced by Sydney. 

 

If this technology is as safe and efficient as claimed, then build it where the waste is created. Don’t impose 

it on communities that depend on clean land and water for farming and future generations. 

 

I urge the Committee to reject the Parkes proposal and recommend that all EfW projects be confined to 

industrial zones near the waste source, not in food-producing regions. 

 

Sincerely, 

Ray Knights 

Parkes, NSW 


