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Introduction 

My name is . I am a primary producer based in the Parkes Region of 
New South Wales, where my family and I run a mixed farming enterprise producing grain, wool 
and meat. Our connection to this land spans 130 years or five generations. 

I write to strongly oppose the development of the proposed Parkes Energy from Waste (EFW) 
Incinerator. I urge the Committee to fully consider the risks this facility poses—not only to our 
environment and agricultural economy—but to the health and wellbeing of regional 
communities. 

 

1. Air Pollution and Soil Contamination 

Incinerators are known sources of toxic pollutants such as dioxins, furans, heavy metals, and 
particulate matter. These pollutants can travel significant distances, settling on soil, crops and 
water supplies. 

Soil contamination is a major concern for agricultural producers. Once pollutants accumulate 
in the soil, they can enter the food chain through pasture, grains, and water consumed by 
livestock. This jeopardises both food safety and soil health—undermining years of sustainable 
land management. 

The long-term presence of these pollutants in the environment has implications that far exceed 
the operational life of the incinerator itself. 

 

2. Impacts on Human Health and Water Security 

Regional communities rely heavily on two main water sources: town water supplies and 
rainwater harvesting. Both are highly vulnerable to airborne and waterborne contamination. 

• Town drinking water can become compromised if toxins leach into surface or 
groundwater systems. Parkes and nearby towns depend on clean, reliable drinking 
water; any contamination would present a serious public health risk, particularly for 
children, the elderly, and those with existing health conditions. 

• Rainwater harvesting, which many rural and semi-rural residents depend on for 
domestic use, is at direct risk from airborne emissions settling on rooftops and in 
catchment areas. Pollutants such as dioxins and heavy metals can accumulate in 
rainwater tanks, making water unsafe for consumption and household use. 



These risks are not hypothetical—they have been documented near similar incineration 
facilities in other regions. 

 

3. Risk to Local and Regional Agriculture 

The proposed incinerator does not just threaten farms in the immediate vicinity. Due to the 
movement of air, water and trade, the impacts could extend across the wider Central West 
region, Australia, and the world. 

Contaminated water or soil could make crops unsafe to harvest or feed unsafe for animals. 
Wool, meat, and grain produced under these conditions may no longer meet domestic and 
international safety standards. As export producers, we depend on strict compliance with 
residue limits and traceability requirements. Even the perception of contamination is enough to 
damage market access and consumer confidence. 

This is not just about one farm or one product—it’s about an entire region’s agricultural 
viability being put at risk for the sake of a facility that does not align with the values or economic 
base of our community. 

 

4. Intergenerational Impact 

This region was built on farming. Our communities are proud, resilient and forward-thinking—
but proposals like this undermine the future we are working to build for the next generation. 

Young people considering careers in agriculture are unlikely to invest in land or stay in the region 
if they believe that environmental risks are being imposed without their consent or 
consideration. The presence of an industrial incinerator will send the wrong message: that clean 
air, water, and soil are negotiable. They are not. 

 

Conclusion 

The Parkes Energy from Waste Incinerator proposal threatens the health of our people, the 
quality of our water, the safety of our food, and the future of our farms. It is fundamentally at 
odds with the long-term sustainability of the Parkes Region and its surrounding communities. 

I urge the Committee to reject this proposal and protect the integrity of our agricultural land, 
water resources, and rural way of life. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

 




