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To the Inquiry Committee. 

I have lived in Parkes for 10 years after marrying a local lad. I grew up in 

Bathurst and hold a Science Degree, and my husband has an IT degree. 

Together, we own and operate a small but growing business in Parkes. I have 

also represented New South Wales and Australia in sport and continue to 

compete and contribute actively to the community. 

We purchased a small acreage just outside of Parkes, unfortunately very close to 

the proposed Energy from Waste project site — something we were unaware of 

at the time. This property has become our home and livelihood. We live and 

work in close proximity to the proposed incinerator. My husband and his family 

are lifelong residents of Parkes — he was educated here, and now our children 

attend local schools and daycare.  Like many other families, we have invested 

deeply in this community — financially, emotionally, and socially. 

Our family’s biggest concern is the unknown. We cannot take the risk of 

pollution that could affect our family, land, plants, animals, and ultimately our 

health and business. Our work and lifestyle depend on clean air, water, and soil. 

We grow and sell plants, including fruit trees and vegetable seedlings. If there is 

even a perception that food grown in the area could be unsafe to eat, it will 

directly destroy our livelihood. People won’t buy fruit trees or seedlings if they 

believe what they produce may be contaminated. 

On our property, we have a large, productive vegetable garden and numerous 

fruit trees that provide food for our growing family. We are not connected to the 

town water supply and rely entirely on rainwater for drinking, and a bore for 

watering plants and providing water for our small number of animals, including 

chickens. We raise and butcher our own beef and lamb, and our children sell 

eggs for pocket money.  

This way of life is built around sustainability, self-reliance, and the values of 

healthy living — all of which are threatened by the possibility of pollution from 

an EfW incinerator. The idea that our children’s health and future could be 



jeopardized by decisions made far away, for the benefit of disposing of 

Sydney’s waste, is both frightening and unfair. 

So I have to ask: 

 What happens when the water, air, soil, plants, and livestock become 

contaminated? 

 How will anyone “fix” dioxin contamination in humans or animals? The 

reality is that we can’t. The damage would be permanent. 

 What independent modelling has been done specifically for the Parkes 

site (and surrounding rural acreage properties) on air dispersion, soil 

contamination, water contamination (rainwater and bore water) and 

agricultural/horticultural impacts? 

 What provisions are in place for monitoring before, during and after the 

incinerator’s operation, including community-accessible data, and who 

will be responsible for monitoring and enforcement? 

 What remediation plan exists if contamination occurs (soil, water, 

livestock, produce)? Who pays and who cleans up? 

 Has the business impact on small horticulture/plant-nursery operations 

(such as ours) been assessed? What compensation or protective measures 

are proposed? 

 Has the sentiment of the local community (particularly rural landowners, 

horticulturists, small business owners) been captured and considered in 

decision-making? 

 Why was this particular region selected for a facility receiving waste from 

Sydney, rather than closer to Sydney waste sources? 

 What alternative waste-management solutions (other than large 

incinerators) have been fully evaluated — especially ones that do not 

place high risk on rural communities? 

 How will the facility’s emissions compare to “state-of-the-art” thermal-

treatment facilities internationally (as per the TOR)?  

 What protections will be in place for families (like ours) who rely on safe 

produce grown on-site, drinking-water from rain and bore, livestock, and 

the integrity of soil and air quality? 

The potential for dioxins, persistent organic pollutants and other toxic by-

products to contaminate air, soil, and water is well-documented in scientific 

research. These chemicals persist in the environment and bioaccumulate in 

plants and animals, entering the food chain and ultimately human bodies. My 



science background makes it impossible for me to ignore these risks. Once such 

contamination occurs, it is nearly impossible to reverse. Who will clean it up, 

and at what cost?  

These are not theoretical concerns. We are talking about real families, real 

businesses, and real health impacts — potentially for generations. Our family’s 

health, and the health of every child in Parkes and the surrounding districts, 

must come before any corporate or political convenience. We are being asked to 

bear the risks for Sydney’s waste problem, when we never created it and never 

agreed to it.  

After much soul searching and hard conversation, and with consideration to our 

family ties here in Parkes, and the wonderful growing business we have 

established, we are giving serious consideration to most likely moving away 

from Parkes and the Central West if the proposed incinerator goes ahead. 
That’s a family of five gone from the area, the schools, the sporting clubs, and 

that is a business gone as well. We hold the health and futures of our children in 

our hands, and we must do what is best for them. 

Why is this the only option for Sydney’s waste?  

Why should regional communities like ours have to unwillingly risk 

everything — our air, our water, our soil, our businesses, and our children’s 

future — to deal with metropolitan waste? 

Please do not make Parkes the test case for Sydney’s waste problem. This 

proposal goes against the principles of environmental justice, community 

consent, and regional fairness. It also raises major unanswered questions under 

the 2025 Terms of Reference regarding public health impacts, environmental 

contamination, transport risks, and alternative waste management options 

that could reduce waste at the source rather than exporting it to regional areas. 

For all of these reasons, I strongly oppose the construction of an Energy from 

Waste incinerator near Parkes or in any regional community. 

Sincerely, 

Casey Miles 

 

 

 

 

 




