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I am a grazier located 11kms north east of Trundle NSW and would like to lodge my concerns with the
proposed waste to energy incinerator proposed for Parkes - 65kms south east of my property.

I am a producer of sheep/wheat/grain products and none of the facts regarding this type of facility fill
me with any hope that it will not adversely impact the food and fibre production in this area.

The following are my main concerns with this type of facility:

Toxic emissions: Incinerators release toxic air pollutants, including dioxins, heavy metals, and
persistent chemicals like PFAS, which can harm human health and the environment. While modern
incinerators use advanced technology to treat emissions, concerns remain about potential technology
failure.

Hazardous ash: The burning of waste produces ash that is also a hazardous byproduct, requiring special
disposal methods such as landfilling, which may leach toxins.

Climate pollution: Incineration can produce significant greenhouse gas emissions, with some studies
suggesting it emits more climate pollution than coal, oil, and gas per unit of energy.

Undermining waste reduction

Discourages zero-waste goals: Incinerators can lock communities into long-term contracts for waste
disposal, which discourages and stifles the development of waste reduction and circular economy
strategies.

Undermines recycling: Facilities prioritize high-calorific value waste for burning, which includes many
recyclable materials like plastics, paper, and cardboard. This competition for valuable resources can
undermine the recycling sector.

Destruction of resources: Burning waste destroys the embedded energy and material value within it,
which could have been recovered through reuse and recycling. We need to get better at recycling and
not burn what could be valuable commodities once up cycled.

Economic and social concerns

High costs: Waste-to-energy facilities are often expensive to build and operate, and may not be
commercially viable without subsidies, potentially increasing waste treatment costs.

"Sacrificial communities": Incinerator projects are sometimes proposed in smaller, lower-income, or
rural communities, leading to concerns about fairness and the potential for these communities to bear
the burden of pollution while receiving few benefits. | consider Trundle a sacrificial community and
am very upset by same.

Health-related opposition: Local communities often raise concerns about potential health risks and the
long-term impact of emissions on their well-being, as highlighted by opposition in areas like the Sydney
Basin and Parkes, NSW

My request is that this proposed waste facility be located in the Sydney city area - that is where the
majority of the waste is coming from - one of the alleged benefits of Waste to Energy incinerators is
that they can be located close to the source of waste reducing transportation costs and associated
emissions.



