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Chris Francis

Subject: Objection to Proposed Waste-to-Energy / Incinerator Facility at the Parkes Special
Activation Precinct

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to formally object to the proposed development of a large-scale waste-to-energy
incinerator (also referred to as an “Energy-from-Waste” or “BfW” facility) within the Parkes
Special Activation Precinct (approximately 4 km west of Parkes township).

Parkes Energy

As a resident of the Parkes region, I believe this proposal poses unacceptable risks and is
inconsistent with sustainable, precautionary and community-focused planning.

1. Community health and environmental risk
The proposed facility is expected to process up to 600,000 tonnes per annum of residual waste.

Although proponents claim the technology is safe, credible public health research states that even
modern waste-incineration facilities carry “not no risk” of negative health outcomes (including
respiratory and cardiovascular issues, exposure to heavy metals, dioxins and persistent organic
pollutants).

phaa.net.au

In an agricultural region such as ours—where soil, air and food production are central—I believe
we must apply the precautionary principle: if safety cannot be robustly proven over the long-term,
then the facility should not proceed.

2. Impacts on agriculture, land-use and reputation

The Parkes region is known for its clean-food production, agricultural enterprises and rural
amenity. Local farming and food-export businesses have voiced concern about the potential for
emissions or ash/particulate fallout to damage soil, water ot produce quality.

Any threat to that reputation could have long-term economic and social consequences for our
community. The siting of such a facility so near agricultural land and rural residences therefore
raises serious land-use conflict concerns.

3. Cumulative traffic, logistics and waste sourcing

The proposal indicates the waste will be transported (including from Sydney) to Parkes for
processing.

This will result in increased heavy-vehicle (and rail) traffic through rural roads, increased noise and
dust, and greater risk of transport-based environmental harm. This adds to the local infrastructure
burden and reduces the benefits claimed for our community.



4. Equity and regional justice

It is noted that incinerator/EfW sites have been banned in high-density population areas of NSW,
yet the exemptions include Parkes as one of only four designated precincts.

EPA NSW

This suggests an inequitable strategy: our rural community appears to be carrying waste burdens
that metropolitan areas will not. I object to such a model that treats regional communities as “waste
dumps” for others rather than partners in waste-reduction and sustainable innovation.

5. Alignment with waste-hierarchy and circular economy principles

State policy emphasises that disposal (including incineration) should be a last resort after reduction,
reuse and recycling.
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I believe investment should prioritise strategies that align with the circular economy—reducing
residual waste generation, expanding recycling and composting infrastructure—not large-scale
incineration which locks in large long-term contracts and consumption of resources simply for
disposal.

6. Insufficient evidence of long-term safety and community benefit

While proponents highlight technology improvements, independent commentary emphasises that
few long-term studies exist showing new-generation facilities are free from harm.

The community has also raised concerns about consultation and transparency.

Therefore I contend the proposal lacks adequate evidence, community trust and long-term
assurance to be supported.

Conclusion & request

For the reasons outlined above, I respectfully request that Parkes Shire Council and the relevant
NSW planning/approval authorities refuse the application for the proposed waste-to-energy /
incinerator facility at the Parkes Special Activation Precinct. Our community deserves an outcome
that safeguards health, environment, agriculture and sustainable future growth.

I further request that this objection be formally recorded and considered in the development
assessment process, and that I receive notification of any subsequent steps, hearings or
determinations relevant to the proposal.

Yours faithfully,

Chris francis





