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Objection to Proposed Parkes Energy-from-Waste Incinerator
To whom it may concern,

My name is Scott Bicket. | am a fourth-generation farmer living to the north-northwest of the
proposed Parkes Energy-from-Waste incinerator. | am writing to formally and strongly object to this
project.

| speak as someone whose life and livelihood are tied directly to the land. My concerns are
straightforward and practical.

This incinerator poses an unacceptable risk to:

- the long-term productivity and integrity of our farmland, through the potential deposition of toxic
particulates into soil and pasture systems; - the health and safety of local families and workers, due
to air pollution that cannot be reversed once it enters the environment; - the economic value of
agricultural land, which will inevitably be devalued by proximity to an industrial waste-burning site; -
the stability and mental wellbeing of rural communities, already under pressure from climate,
market and service challenges; - the future generations who rely on us to hand over land that is
cleaner, not compromised; - the circular economy, which should focus on reducing waste, not
burning it; - the direction of our region, which should never be turned into a waste import and
disposal zone for other areas.

| reject the blatant greenwashing being used to sell this project as sustainability. Burning waste and
trucking it hundreds of kilometres is not climate action — it is pollution dressed up as progress.

It is impossible to ignore the political contradiction here. NSW Environment Minister Penny Sharpe
has spoken publicly about prioritising genuine circular economy solutions and protecting regional
communities from environmental harm — yet allowing this incinerator to proceed would directly
contradict those commitments.

Federal Climate and Energy Minister Chris Bowen has also publicly stated that waste incineration is
an outdated and undesirable pathway that undermines genuine climate action — yet this project is
being forced on our community despite that clear position.

Additionally, the proposed location is entirely inappropriate. It would require a roughly 1,000km
round-trip in diesel-fuelled freight transport — a completely backwards environmental outcome that
contradicts every claimed sustainability objective. On top of that, this project is proposed in a region
already struggling with limited and unreliable water security — yet incinerators require significant
water resources to operate.

| state clearly that | oppose and reject this proposal in full. It must not be approved under any
circumstances.

Our region will not be transformed into a waste import and incineration zone. Our farms, our
families, and our future are not expendable.

Sincerely,

Scott Bicket



