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EfW Inquiry Submission
1, Introduction

I am a teacher living and working in the Parkes area of New South Wales. | have a child
who suffered from a serious medical condition for his first 2 years of life. | am writing to
express my concern about the proposed Energy from Waste (EfW) development at
Parkes but also the facilities more broadly.

The movement of urban waste into regional areas for regional communities to have the
potential negative impacts imposed upon them in completely unacceptable and
demonstrates gross social inequity, particularly when the proposal for a facility in
Western Sydney had to be abandoned due to concerns for the population and
environment.

If these facilities are safe and do not create any adverse health impacts for humans,
they should commissioned in the urban areas where the waste is produced. At atime
when Governments are worried about reducing carbon emissions a plan to freight
rubbish over 500kms by railis not at all in line with other policy matters.

To propose to incinerate a minimum 600,000 tons of urban waste on the outskirts of a
major regional town demonstrates poor planning. This is a betrayal of the country
people of the state of NSW who often make sacrifices around the lack of essential
services available in the regional areas they live and work in.

2, Terms Of Reference (B) Emissions

The Parkes site is located in close proximity to the township of Parkes. The closet school
is only around 5kms away and a 10km radius takes in nearly the entire township. This is
a radius some specialists in the field claim is the distance known negative impacts
occur with proven impacts.

From research | have done emission particles exiting EfW incinerators are most likely
quite fine, making it through the filtering and scrubbing process. Fine particulates
disperse quite readily once clear of the stack and are carried on the wind across the
surrounding region.

Emissions are known to be persistent pollutants such as dioxins, furan, and heavy
metals which are not easily degraded into the environments and can accumulate in
eco-systems and plant, animal and human tissues over time.

The Parkes Special Activation Precinct is substantially larger than the town at 4800ha. If
population growth within the town grows in line with the SAP the risk attached to this



development also grows. This was the exact reason plans for an EfW development were
abandoned in Western Sydney, with the EPA deeming the process shouldn’t take place
near high density residential areas.

Emissions monitoring should be real time where possible and uploaded to a publicly
accessible website.

Having freighted feedstocks over 500kms planning this facility to be in such close
proximity to a major township is extremely questionable. It is fact pollutants which are
proven to be harmful to human health will be exiting the facility as emissions and
accumulating in the township of Parkes and surrounding environment.

3, Terms of Reference (D) Impacts on Human Health

The Parkes EfW proposed site is rezoned rural land. Agricultural land surrounds itand is
part of the Central West food bowl. Itis likely emissions originating from EfW will settle
on Agricultural land, accumulating over time and possibly reaching detectable levels in
produce. At this point these residues would become part of the food chain and ingested
by humans causing harm in humans.

The fine particulates which are likely to escape are known to cause respiratory issues
and the particulate dispersion is likely to travel a distance that would cause harmful
impacts to the people of Parkes.

Forever chemicals are known to increase cancer rates in communities in close
proximity to older incineration types. There are no long term studies to back up the
claims of the companies marketing these “newer” technologies.

The rural area surrounding the Parkes EfW site is totally reliant on rainwater for drinking
and with no genuine large water reservoir offering guaranteed supply. New
developments within the town have been encouraged to install tanks to aid in times of
drought. Particulate emissions are likely to end up in rainwater tanks, impacting on the
health of locals over time.

4,Terms of Reference (i) Alternatives

Just as money boosted recycling rates with schemes like return and earn proving
successful | believe we must start taxing big business who choose to use harmful
plastics out of convenience and bolstering profits. A waste tax on the materials that are
the most troublesome creates opportunities for innovation in the types of packaging
being used.

While innovation takes time, | am sure there are plenty of big holes in the state, left over
from mining that could be backfilled at landfill in the meantime.

Anaerobic digestion methods for organic materials shows a lot of promise and
composting schemes should be supported to whatever extent Government can.



5, Terms of Reference (j) Other Matters

Living in a regional area we often have to cope without a lot of essential services. | travel
large distances weekly to access the healthcare services that are not available locally.
Working as a teacher | see the shortage of staff we constantly navigate. My husband and
I both have to travel 140kms to Orange from where we live to see a doctor as the local
surgeries are not taking new patients.

Should this development go ahead it has been indicated to me that some people will
leave town due the level of risk attached to this EfW development- this is the same level
of risk and perceptions that saw EfW not proceed in Western Sydney.

Professionals leaving the area further exacerbates the shortage of services in our
regional area and makes it even harder to attract new ones to relocate to the area.



