
 

 Submission    
No 183 

 
 
 
 
 
 

INQUIRY INTO PROPOSED ENERGY FROM WASTE 

FACILITIES 
 
 
 

Organisation: Winton Park Pastoral 

Date Received: 29 October 2025 

 

 



Submission Opposing the Proposed Parkes Energy from Waste Project 

Submitted by: Winton Park Pastoral 

Local Farming Business – Livestock and Cropping Enterprise, Parkes NSW 

Date: 29 October 2025 

Contact:  

 

Winton Park Pastoral is a mixed enterprise farmer operating near Parkes, 

producing both livestock and grain. The business depends on clean soil, reliable 

rainfall, and uncontaminated groundwater. As business owners we are writing 

to express our strong opposition to the proposed Parkes Energy from Waste 

(EfW) Incinerator. 

This submission addresses the Inquiry’s following Terms of Reference: 

• (b) the quality of emissions predicted and their spread, 

• (d) impacts on human health, regional drinking water and soil 

contamination, 

• (e) impacts on local agriculture, and 

• (i) alternative solutions for managing Sydney’s waste. 

 

Economic and Community Impacts 

The proposed location of this project in Parkes is deeply concerning. It exposes 

our regional farming community to industrial-scale risk for the sake of 

disposing of Sydney’s residual waste. Meanwhile, the same type of facility is 

prohibited in metropolitan areas due to health concerns. This is illogical and 

inconsistent with the state’s environmental protection principles. 

Farming margins are already under pressure from drought, input costs, and 

biosecurity challenges. Introducing a pollution risk and the perception of 

contamination will impact property values, agribusiness investment, and 

succession planning for family farms. Some neighbours are already 

reconsidering investment in infrastructure because of uncertainty around this 

project. 

 

 



Risks to Agriculture, Water and Soil (Terms b, d & e) 

As farmers, our livelihoods depend on the health of the environment. Any 

facility that emits toxic compounds — even in small amounts — poses a direct 

and lasting threat to livestock health, crop quality, and market confidence. 

Parkes farms rely heavily on rainwater, dams, and bores. Emissions such as fine 

particulate matter, heavy metals, and dioxins can settle on soil and vegetation, 

entering the food chain. Overseas evidence shows these pollutants can 

accumulate in animal fat, milk, and grain — causing produce to become 

unmarketable. 

Once contamination occurs, it cannot be reversed. It would not only damage 

individual farms but also tarnish the clean, green reputation that underpins 

Australian agricultural exports. A single perception of pollution risk can affect 

commodity prices and contract security. 

 

Lack of Local Consultation 

Many farmers in the district were unaware of the proposal until well into the 

approval process. The lack of genuine community consultation has damaged 

trust. Our concerns about air quality, water safety, and waste transport have 

not been adequately addressed. A project of this scale should not proceed 

without clear community consent and full transparency about long-term risks. 

 

 Alternative Solutions (Term i) 

There are smarter, safer and more sustainable ways to manage waste. The NSW 

Government should focus on: 

• Reducing waste at its source, 

• Expanding recycling and composting infrastructure, 

• Supporting cold and low-emission energy recovery technologies, and 

• Developing local circular economy industries that create employment 

without risking farmland and health. 



Transporting waste hundreds of kilometres inland for incineration is neither 

environmentally responsible nor economically rational, in fact it makes no 

sense at all! 

Recommendation 

I urge the Inquiry to reject the Parkes EfW proposal. The long-term risks to soil, 

water, human health, and agricultural production far outweigh any short-term 

gains. Regional NSW should not carry the burden of Sydney’s waste problem. 

Parkes should instead be supported as a model for sustainable regional 

development, clean technology, and resilient, regenerative farming — not as a 

test case for urban waste incineration. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

Winton Park Pastoral 

Livestock and Cropping, Parkes NSW 

R and B Sharpe  

 




