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We operate a mixed enterprise farm just outside Parkes, and produce livestock
and grain. We rely on clean soil, steady rainfall, and safe groundwater for
productivity and stock, pasture and crop health.

This is why | am opposed to the proposed Parkes Energy from Waste (EfW)
Incinerator — | believe it’s a serious threat to our land, our water, and our way
of life.

This submission responds to several points in the Inquiry:
o (b) the predicted emissions and how far they’ll spread,
« (d) the impact on human health, drinking water, and soil,
« (e) the effect on local farming, and
o (i) better ways to deal with Sydney’s waste.

Risks to Farming, Water and Soil: Even small amounts of toxic emissions from a
facility like this could harm livestock, ruin crops, and make buyers nervous
about the safety of our produce. Out here, we rely on rainwater, dams, and
bores. If pollutants like fine particles, heavy metals, or dioxins settle on our
paddocks, they can get into the food chain. Studies overseas show these toxins
can build up in things like milk, meat, and grain — making them unsafe and
unsellable. And once the land’s contaminated, there’s no fixing it. It wouldn’t
just hurt individual farms — it could damage the clean, green image that Aussie
agriculture depends on. Even the idea of pollution can wreak havoc with prices
and contracts.

Economic and Community Impacts: Putting this incinerator in Parkes puts our
whole farming community at risk — just to deal with Sydney’s leftover rubbish.
It’s frustrating that this kind of facility isn’t allowed in the city because of health
concerns, but somehow it is okay for us out here?! It is not fair, and it does not
line up with the state’s own environmental principles. We are already dealing
with droughts, rising costs, and biosecurity issues. Adding pollution risk — or



even just the perception of it — could lower land values, scare off investment,
and make it harder for families to plan for the future.

Lack of Proper Community and Stake Holder Consultation: Most of us didn’t
even hear about this proposal until it was well underway. That lack of real
consultation has left a sour taste. Our concerns about air quality, water safety,
and waste transport haven’t been properly addressed. A project this big
shouldn’t move forward without clear community support and full
transparency about the risks.

Smarter Alternatives: There are better ways to handle waste — ones that don’t
put farmland and health on the line. The NSW Government should be looking
at:

« Cutting waste at the source,
« Boosting recycling and composting,
« Supporting low-emission energy recovery options, and

o Building up local circular economy industries that create jobs without
harming the land.

Shipping waste hundreds of kilometres inland just to burn it? That’s not smart
— environmentally or economically.

In closing: I am asking the Inquiry to reject the Parkes EfW proposal. The
long-term risks to our soil, water, health, and farming future are not worth it.
Parkes should be backed as a leader in sustainable farming and clean
technology — not turned into a dumping ground for Sydney’s waste.

Yours sincerely,
Bernadette Binnie, Parkes NSW





