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To whom it may concern

My name is Kaye Henderson and | have been a resident of Parkes, NSW for the past 29 years. |
moved to Parkes from Sydney with my eight year old son in search of a quieter, cleaner and more
relaxed lifestyle than Sydney had to offer. | currently work at a local primary school and am
approaching my retirement age. | have proudly become part of this caring community and have
strong family and social ties to the area.

| am writing this submission to voice my opposition to the proposed Parkes Waste to Energy
Facility (EfW). | feel the potential for harm to our town and the surrounding areas environments
is too great a risk to impose on our community. Nobody can guarantee the safety to the
environment or to human health.

Risk to Agricultural land and industries
Parkes is an agricultural reliant community with livestock, cropping and mining being the main
industries.

The potential for toxic emissions like dioxins and fine particles to harm the surrounding rural land
and water supplies is something that is of a great concern. The town relies heavily on the farming
industries, and many local businesses are reliant of the ongoing viability of agriculture. Emissions
can be spread through the air, water and soil with a long-term negative impact. They could then
potentially enter the food chain through crops and livestock. Most farming residences rely on
water tanks for their fresh water supply and the contamination risk would be very high.

Health authorities have deemed these facilities to be unsafe in rural areas. In 2021 the NSW
Government banned Energy-from Waste incinerations in Sydney, the Central Coast and the
Hunter regions while allowing four rural areas to be deemed as suitable. If these facilities are
unsafe for metropolitan areas, they should be even less acceptable in rural areas reliant on
agriculture. What community or market will take the risk of purchasing or consuming produce
that could be potentially contaminated by toxic emissions?

Public Health and Wellbeing

The risk to public health is too great to our community and the surrounding areas. The risk of
toxins being released into the air with the potential to contaminate the soil and water is not a
risk any rural community should be asked. All aspects of day to day life would be impacted such
as children playing at school and local sporting fields where emissions have settled on the grass
areas to farms whose soil and water could be contaminated. Many families, both in town and on
farms, grow their own vegetables, fruit, have chickens for eggs and other self reliant practices.
These would all be heavily impacted by emissions from a waste to energy facility. The mental
health of our community would be greatly impacted. Farmers are already coping with daily
stressful factors such as rising costs involved in farming, the weather patterns, market costs.
When you add the threat of toxic harm to the environment it has the potential to increase



anxiety, depression and suicide rates and this is unacceptable. There would be higher rates of
respiratory illness to the current and future populations, due to breathing air containing
emissions from an incinerator. There would also be the threat to future generations through
possible birth disorders from breathing, absorbing or eating contaminated food.

Lack of Community Consultation and Impact studies

The Parkes community, including Wiradjuri elders, were never consulted about the proposed
development. The Wiradjuri homelands and culture will be heavily impacted by this
development. We only become aware of the project after the proponents' publicannouncement.
To date there has been no independent environment or health studies conducted in relation to
the proposed incinerator facility. This is unacceptable and unfair to our rural community. Why, if
these facilities have been banned in metropolitan areas, are they acceptable for rural
communities reliant on agriculture. Are rural communities of less value or importance? Who will
feed the cities if our land and air is contaminated by the toxic emissions created from Sydney’s
waste?

Impact on Property values and Businesses

| feel the proposed facility would have a negative impact on the town, businesses and property
values. Many agriculturally based businesses would be impacted, due to the potential toxic
exposure, resulting in the loss of trade and lower employment rates. The town would fail to
entice new industries and resulting employees to the community.

Property values would fall with many people, myself included, not in a position to sell and move
due to financial limitations. Our properties would be worth less and the market for potential
buyers would be reduced as people would be reluctant to move to an area with a facility emitting
toxins into the environment.

Farming land would decrease in value. Many famers in our community are on farms that have
been held for multi generations. They would be faced with the potential loss of a sense of family
history and value to the community. They would be unable to sell for a profit and the possible
buyer pool would be reduced with no one willing to take the risk of purchasing possible toxic
farming land.

Logistics in transporting Sydney’s waste

Transporting Sydney’s waste to Parkes will put a burden on our transport systems, be it rail or
road. This will result in unnecessary costs and transport emissions, something we are all looking
to reduce. Surely it would make more sense to process Sydney’s waste closer to Sydney. If it is
unsafe for this to happen in Sydney, why is it safe for Parkes or other rural communities.

In Conclusion
| strongly oppose the Parkes Waste to Energy Facility.

| do not think waste to energy incinerators are something NSW or even Australia should be



considering as a solution to waste management. The risk to agricultural land, public health and
communities is too great.

Our agricultural and clean rural lifestyle is not something that should be out at risk to solve
Sydney’s waste problem. It is not acceptable to impose these risks on Parkes or other rural
communities when they have been deemed unsafe for metropolitan areas.

The lack of honest and open consultation with the community has been and is insulting to the
residents.

As a whole we need to be looking into alternative and sustainable waste management. Greater
education and access to recycling. Adopt practices that create less waste ie; less packaging,
reusing or repurposing waste.

Thank you for your consideration of this important issue.
Yours sincerely

Kaye Henderson



