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| write to express, in the strongest possible terms, my absolute
opposition to the proposed Energy from Waste (EfW) incinerator at
Parkes.

| am a fifth-generation farmer on our family property in the Parkes shire,
Milpose Pastoral Co. Our children are the sixth generation to live and
work this land, which has been held continuously by our family since the
early 1870s. My wife is also born and raised locally.

At Milpose, we produce wheat, barley, canola, sheep for both wool and
meat, and cattle, for national and international markets. Our maiden
ewes have been recognised multiple times in the Doug Bicket Memorial
Flock Ewe Competition, and the Egelabra Stud at Warren, whose rams
we use, have showcased our ewes at the Henty Field Days.

We are immensely proud of our work, our stock, and our stewardship of
this land. We have planted thousands of trees to improve biodiversity
and soil health. Through our feral cat control program, we have restored
the balance of native wildlife—our property supports Superb Parrots,
Bush Stone-curlews, several species of owls, Tawny Frogmouths
and cockatoos, and nesting pairs of Wedge-tailed Eagles and an
amazing array of amphibians among other native species. We are proud
supporters of Cooks Myall Landcare Group and as recently as this last
year participated in a Feral Pig Control Program. We also participate in
Fox Control through Local Land Services (LLS)

The proposed Parkes EfW facility poses an existential threat to all
of this. It risks undoing generations of careful environmental and
agricultural stewardship, undermines the viability of our regional
food and fibre industries, and endangers both human and
environmental health.

Our property is less than 15km from the proposed EfW incinerator.



Threat to Agriculture and Regional Economies

The Proximity Principle clearly states that waste should be managed
close to its source. Sydney’s waste should not be transported hundreds
of kilometres to regional NSW, imposing environmental, social, and
health burdens on rural communities.

The proposed facility places hundreds of farms and farming families
across the Central West at risk. If contamination—real or perceived—
occurs, the impact on our industry will be devastating.

We produce clean, high-quality, traceable food and fibre. The release of
dioxins, furans, PFAS, persistent organic pollutants (POPs) and other
toxic substances from the incinerator will destroy our ability to truthfully
and confidently meet Meat and Livestock Australia (MLA) standards and
National Vendor Declaration (NVD) requirements. Any doubt cast over
the integrity of our produce will collapse consumer confidence and
destroy market access—locally, nationally, and internationally.

If that happens, land values will plummet, families will lose their
livelihoods, and with them the backbone of the regional economy.
Farming knowledge built over generations will vanish.

It has been clearly published online, in journals and news media that
dioxins have been found in chicken eggs that are from back yard
chickens in Paris and other locations. Dioxins and other toxic
substances have also been found in cows’ milk, from cows in close
proximity to EfW incinerators. PFAS has been found in air conditioner
filters at schools in Paris. Do we really want this for our community, our
region, our state?

Environmental and Health Concerns

| have no faith in the NSW EPA to manage or monitor such a facility
adequately, how can they when there is no baseline testing of air, water,
soil, or human health data— off-site—prior to construction. Without this,
how can any claims about safety be trusted? The absence of regular,
independent off-site testing once operational is grossly negligent.



The claimed combustion temperature of 850°C is inadequate. | was
always taught that 1,100°C minimum is required to safely destroy
complex waste materials. The proposed waste stream will be unsorted,
and therefore may contain hazardous materials that cannot be fully
combusted.

The proposed stack height is insufficient to prevent harmful deposition
locally or further afield. These emissions will not stop at the Parkes
boundary—they will fall across farmland, water catchments, and towns.

| have concerns about possible future budgetary constraints of the
incinerator leading to lower/minimum temperature outcomes, and
incomplete combustion.

The safe disposal of ash—both bottom ash and fly ash—remains
unexplained. These residues will contain concentrated toxic substances.
Where will they go? How will they be contained? Who will bear
responsibility when containment fails?

What happened to the Precautionary Principle? There is too much
unknown here and too much at stake. What don’t we know now, that
may in future be proven toxic, examples as follows:

Asbestos
PFAS
Thalidomide
Dieldrin

All were deemed safe and fit for purpose at the time of release for public
use.

Water and Ecosystem Impacts

Our family relies entirely on rainwater catchment for drinking, household
use, watering livestock and working dogs, vegetable gardens, fruit trees,
and for the survival of local wildlife. What happens when that water is no
longer safe?

If our rainwater becomes contaminated, how will we be compensated?
How will we continue to provide water for the wildlife that now thrives



under our stewardship? We would become a wasteland for native
species.

Our property lies within the Murray—Darling Basin. The Bogan River
begins as runoff from our back paddocks and flows over 600 km,
connecting with the Barwon River after passing through or by Peak Hill,
Tottenham, and Nyngan. Within the contamination zone also lie the
Lachlan and Macquarie Rivers—lifelines for thousands of people and
farms. Contamination from the EfW plant could therefore spread far
beyond Parkes, impacting entire catchments.

Impact on Pollinators and Biodiversity

Our farm and region depend on bees and pollinators for crop success.
Airborne toxins, heavy metals, and particulate matter can have long-
term, cumulative effects on insect populations. A collapse in pollinator
health would have catastrophic flow-on effects across the food chain and
agricultural production. Currently Australia has no Colony Collapse
Disorder (CCD) or mass bee death events.

Regional Inequity and Social Impact

If this project is not safe enough for Sydney, it is not safe enough for
us.

Regional NSW should not be treated as a dumping ground for
metropolitan waste simply because our population is smaller or our
political voice less. The disproportionate burden being placed on rural
communities is unacceptable. The health, environmental, economic, and
intergenerational costs will fall squarely on those who did not create the
problem.

The long-haul transport of waste from Sydney to Parkes and then
disposal of ash also presents serious risks—including biosecurity,
accidents, and spillage—along critical rail corridors that pass through



productive farmland and sensitive ecosystems. Where is the transport
and safety study addressing these risks?

Governance, Independence, and Accountability

It is deeply concerning that the project proponents are permitted to
conduct their own Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) and
Human Health Risk Assessments. This lack of independence
undermines public confidence and constitutes a clear conflict of interest.

Any such assessments must be conducted by an independent and
publicly accountable body. Furthermore, there appears to be no clear
plan for decommissioning or remediation of the site once the facility
reaches the end of its life.

Who will be responsible for cleanup, and who pays when contamination
is discovered decades later?

A Better Way Forward

An EfW incinerator is not part of a circular economy—it is linear, that
is, take, make, waste. It encourages continued waste generation rather
than reduction.

There are better, cleaner, and more sustainable options for
managing waste in NSW, including:

. Promotion and incentivisation of reuse, repurpose, recycle, and
upcycle initiatives.

Composting facilities at every landfill site.

Anaerobic digestion for organic waste.

Source reduction through better design and packaging.
Producer responsibility (“creator pays”) for plastic and non-
recyclable packaging.

. Expansion of container deposit and refund schemes.



These options create jobs, protect communities, and support genuine
circular economy outcomes—without the environmental and health
dangers of waste incineration.
https://zerowasteaustralia.org/2022/04/22/climate-and-health-impacts-of-
waste-incinerators-are-worse-than-landfill/

One only needs to look at what Norfolk Island has done to turn around
their dire waste situation, and the significant improvements made there
in the last 5 years. https://rdasydney.org.au/from-ocean-dumping-to-a-
circular-economy-how-norfolk-island-became-a-recycling-powerhouse/

Conclusion

The Parkes EfW proposal threatens our health, environment, water,
agriculture, biodiversity, and way of life. It violates the Proximity
and Precautionary Principles, undermines regional equity, and
jeopardises the very industries that sustain our communities.

Generations of care, knowledge, and stewardship stand to be destroyed
for the sake of short-term metropolitan convenience.

| urge this Inquiry, and the NSW Government, to reject the
construction of the Parkes EfW facility and to instead invest in
sustainable, circular waste solutions that protect both people and the
land that sustains us.

| ask of the Committee to stop the NSW Govt from any further planning
or construction on EfW incinerators until the outcomes of the Inquiry are
addressed.

Sincerely,

Milpose Pastoral Co
Craig Tanswell - 5" generation Farmer & Grazier





