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I strongly oppose plans to construct a waste-to-energy (WtE) incinerator in the regional town of Parkes,
NSW, for the purpose of processing and disposing of Sydney’s metropolitan waste. While the
technology behind WE incineration may offer some benefits in specific contexts, the proposed location
of this facility represents a deeply unfair and short-sighted decision that disadvantages regional
communities and contradicts principles of environmental justice and responsible urban planning.

It is fundamentally unjust to burden a regional town like Parkes with the environmental, social, and
economic consequences of managing waste generated in Sydney, a city over 350 km away.

Parkes did not generate this waste. It is neither fair nor appropriate for this community to bear the long-
term impacts—be they environmental, health-related, or reputational—of a problem that originates in a
completely different jurisdiction.

The proposal sets a dangerous precedent: that urban centres can export their problems to less populated,
less politically powerful regions simply because they have fewer resources to resist.

Environmental and health risks will disproportionately affect Parkes.

Incineration, even with modern technology, poses risks in terms of air pollution (e.g., dioxins, heavy
metals, particulate matter) and waste byproducts (e.g., toxic ash) that can affect surrounding
communities, water systems, and biodiversity.

Regional populations are often more reliant on agriculture, clean air, and water. Polluting this
environment can harm not only public health but also the local economy.

Residents of Parkes would be exposed to industrial emissions and transport pollution that they would
not face if the facility were placed closer to the waste source in Sydney.

Transportation and Carbon Footprint:

Shipping thousands of tonnes of Sydney’s waste by rail or truck across the state to Parkes is logistically
inefficient and environmentally counterproductive.

Transporting waste such a long distance adds significant carbon emissions, undermining any net
environmental benefits the WtE facility may claim to deliver.

The infrastructure and maintenance required to support this waste transfer is a financial burden that will
be borne indirectly by rural taxpayers for the benefit of Sydney's convenience.

Local economic development will be undermined.

Parkes is working hard to position itself as a hub of clean industry, innovation, agriculture, and regional
development. Hosting a facility associated with urban pollution and industrial waste sends the opposite
signal to investors and residents.

Property values could decline.
The town’s reputation as a clean, safe, and welcoming place to live, work, and raise families may suffer.

Job creation associated with WtE facilities is often overstated and short-term, and does not justify the
long-term environmental trade-offs.

If Waste is Created in Sydney, It Should Be Managed in Sydney

Sydney, as the origin of the waste, has the capacity, responsibility, and infrastructure to manage its own
waste stream:

It has access to industrial zones, proximity to regulatory bodies, and economies of scale to build,
manage, and monitor such a facility more effectively.

Urban areas should be accountable for the consequences of their consumption and waste generation—
not allowed to offload those costs onto smaller, less-resourced communities.

We do not want our land & waterways contaminated from a WTE plant.



Keeping waste treatment local fosters transparency, accountability, and innovation in waste reduction
strategies.

Parkes Deserves Better!!

This proposal represents a stark example of environmental injustice, where a powerful urban centre
seeks to externalize its waste problem onto a smaller, quieter, and less politically connected community.
Parkes should not be treated as a dumping ground for Sydney’s refuse.

We must advocate for fairer, smarter solutions that place responsibility where it belongs. If a WtE
facility is to be constructed, it should be located within Sydney, near the source of the waste, and not
imposed on a regional town whose future deserves protection—not pollution.

Respectfully submitted,

Andrew Hurst



