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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

Re: Proposal for a Waste to Energy Incinerator at Parkes

To feed the incinerator with water WHERE ARE THE 30,000 TONNES OF WATER ANNUALLY going
to come from —year after year after year?? Especially in times of drought??

Where does the figure of 30,000 tonnes comes from?

At a community information event| asked an “expert”, “How much water is needed?” His answer
was, “5% of the waste fed into the incinerator.”

5% of 600,000 tonnes of rubbish = 30,000 tonnes of water required each year.

{ asked him where this amount of water would come from? His reply inferred that this consideration
is still in the early stages of the project and will be determined in the future. From my perspective
this is clearly an inadequate and unacceptable position to take in the light of the enormity of what is

being proposed and the controversy itis generating.

May | make two guesses about where the water will be sourced?

From the Forbes to Parkes water supply.
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

Re: Proposal for a Waste to Energy Incinerator at Parkes

To feed the incinerator with water WHERE ARE THE 30,000 TONNES OF WATER ANNUALLY going
to come from —year after year after year?? Especially in times of drought??

Where does the figure of 30,000 tonnes comes from?

At a community information event | asked an “expert”, “How much water is needed?” His answer
was, “5% of the waste fed into the incinerator.”

5% of 600,000 tonnes of rubbish = 30,000 tonnes of water required each year.

| asked him where this amount of water would come from? His reply inferred that this consideration
is still in the early stages of the project and will be determined in the future. From my perspective
this is clearly an inadequate and unacceptable position to take in the light of the enormity of what is

being proposed and the controversy it is generating.
May | make two guesses about where the water will be sourced?

From the Forbes to Parkes water supply.

In this regard | was told by a prominent farmer located near to the Forbes bores that when the
second pipeline to Parkes was installed, wells of the nearby farmers went dry. It was necessary
to dig their wells much deeper in order to secure supply. In this regard, to what extent will an
additional 30,000 tonnes of water, each and every year into the future impact the water table? Is
such a quantity of water available? What scientific studies have been undertaken to establish
continuity of supply?

2. The Council will apply for a $10 million grant to repair the pipeline from Lake Endeavour.

YES, | suggest this grant will become available - after 3 years since it was washed away and YES
it will be promoted to the public as an important initiative to secure the Parkes water supply.
Nowhere will it be mentioned that primarily it will be the vital source of water for an incinerator.

Lake Endeavour has just been developed into a major nature and outdoor attraction. Taking tonnes
of extra water annually, especially during times of drought, will have a devastating effect on the
ecology of the Lake and its wildlife.

We are reassured that this project is safe. So, why shouldn’t the incinerator be located near the

ocean where it will have access to ENDLESS WATER - even in times of drought? / .

A further major concern for me is identified on a page of the pamphlet “Parkes Energy Recovery”
under frequently asked questions. The second question is:

“Why has Parkes been chosen for a Special Activation Precinct?’
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Answer: “Situated at the only junction of Australia’s two rail spines...where suppliers can
access up to 80% of Australia’s population within 12 hours by road or rail.”

My concern is, will this lead to increased waste tonnage and incinerator capacity as the
population of Australia grows? Rubbish from everywhere? And under such circumstances,

where will the extra water come from?

If you have not already read the book “Animatl Farm” then | suggest you do so. Then consider the
major developments that have occurred at Cadia Mine, Orange. Namely,

e After some years of operation there was an unforeseen need for a significant
increase in water supply - a pipetine to the Macquarie River needed to be built. This
meant less water for everyone downstream.

e A $350,000 fine was incurred recently for pollution

e AClass Action is very likely to be taken by citizens of Orange as a result of 13 times
the recommended level of arsenic being identified across the countryside.

If the Incinerator was to proceed could similar events occur across the Parkes and Forbes Districts?

Finally, | question whether the residents of Forbes have been afforded suitable consultation and
provided with information about the likelihood of water being taken from the Forbes Bores and/or
the Lachlan River and the possible impactit will have on the future economic viability of the region.

These are the main concerns | have regarding the Incinerator Proposal. | trust they will be
addressed by industry scientists and our political leaders with determination, accuracy and
believability so as to allay fears and division currently being experienced by residents across our

communities.

Yours faithfutly

Laurié Ashcroft
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