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Introduction

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to this inquiry. | am a lifelong resident of Parkes | am
strongly opposed and wish to express my concerns about the proposed Energy-from-Waste (EfW) facility
planned for our area.

This project poses unacceptable risks to the health, well-being, and future of our community. | am
particularly worried about the proximity of the proposed site to homes, schools, and essential community
services.

1. Proximity to Homes, Schools, and Health Facilities (ToR b, ¢, d, ¢, j)

The proposed site is far too close to sensitive areas. It is located only around 5 kilometres from Parkes
Christian School, and in close proximity to nursing homes, preschools, the hospital, and other schools.

My daughter and her family also live approximately 5 kilometres from the proposed site. | am deeply
concerned about the long-term health effects this could have on children, the elderly, and anyone living or
working nearby.

Even if the emissions are said to meet certain “standards,” no one can guarantee there will be no harm.
Families should not have to live with that uncertainty hanging over them.

2. Lack of Proper Consultation (ToR f, j)

There was very little community consultation about this proposal. Many residents only found out about it
after key decisions had already been made.

The process appears to have been pushed through under the cover of COVID restrictions, when people
were not able to attend meetings or properly engage. That is not transparent or fair. Regional communities
deserve genuine consultation and respect.

3. Impact on Workforce and Community Confidence (ToR e, f, j)

Parkes already struggles to attract and retain professionals, especially in critical areas like health and
education.

Doctors, nurses, physios, speech therapists, psychologists, and teachers are already hard to find. If an
incinerator is built here, it will only make it harder to bring people to town. Who would want to move to a
community with a waste-burning facility nearby?

This project risks undoing years of effort to build Parkes into a thriving regional centre with a good quality
of life.

4. Property Values and Economic Impacts (ToR e, f, j)

The presence of an EfW facility will likely devalue nearby land and homes. No one wants to buy property
near an incinerator, especially when there are health and environmental concerns.



This will have long-term financial impacts on local families who have worked hard to build a life here. Once
property values drop, it affects the whole community, not just those closest to the site.

5. Better Alternatives to Incineration (ToR i, j)

Instead of building a waste-burning incinerator, there are safer and smarter ways to deal with waste that
actually create local jobs and protect the environment:

1. Composting and organic recycling: Food and green waste can be turned into high-quality compost
to improve soils, rather than being burned.

2. Anaerobic digestion: This process turns organic waste into biogas and fertiliser, creating renewable
energy without toxic emissions.

3. Recycling and reuse programs: Strengthen local recycling hubs and repair centres so materials stay
in circulation instead of going to waste.

4. Product redesign and packaging reduction: The best way to reduce waste is to stop making it in the
first place, through better packaging rules and circular design.

5. Local waste solutions: Support councils and community groups to manage waste regionally and
responsibly, without long-distance transport or incineration.

These approaches are cleaner, more sustainable, and keep the benefits (and jobs) within local
communities, not multinational companies.

7. Conclusion

The proposed EfW facility in Parkes is too close to homes, schools, and essential services. It poses
unnecessary risks to the health, safety, and future of our town. If it’s not safe in Sydney — why is it safe
here?

Parkes is a growing regional community that relies on clean air, water, and a safe environment to attract
families and professionals. Building an incinerator here would threaten all of that.

| urge the Committee to recommend against this proposal and instead focus on supporting safer,
community-based waste solutions that protect both people and the land we depend on.

Sincerely,
Raelene Knights
Parkes, NSW



