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Submission to the NSW Energy from Waste Infrastructure Inquiry

Opposition to the Proposed Energy from Waste Facility in the Parkes Special Activation
Precinct

1. Introduction

As frequent visitors to Parkes, we wish to express our strong opposition to the proposed Energy
from Waste (EfW) facility within the Parkes Special Activation Precinct (SAP). We visit Parkes as
our daughter, grandchildren and son in law reside there. Parkes has always been a strong
welcoming community with great regional character. It’s a clean and tidy town with beautiful
cafes and main street, a safe welcoming environment. After speaking with my daughter
numerus times about the proposed EfW facility and the SAP, conducting my own research about
the SAP | can see that the proposed EFW conflicts with the stated goals of the SAP being of
sustainable, innovative, and liveable.

2. Inconsistency with the Parkes SAP Vision

The Parkes SAP was created to attract clean, future-focused industries that contribute to long-
term regional prosperity. An EfW incineration facility contradicts this purpose by introducing
industrial-scale waste burning and emissions which are extremely harmful and damaging to the
environment and our family.

Key inconsistencies include:

¢ Reputation risk: The SAP promotes Parkes as a sustainable investment destination.
Hosting a waste incinerator undermines that image.

¢ Investor hesitation: Potential green and technology-based investors may be deterred
by proximity to a high-emission industry.

¢ Policy conflict: NSW Government circular economy and waste reduction goals are not
served by long-term waste burning infrastructure.

3. Tourism and Visitor Impacts

Parkes is known nationally for its welcoming spirit and landmark attractions, such as the Parkes
Elvis Festival, the Radio Telescope (“The Dish”), and cultural and regional heritage sites.
An EfW facility risks damaging this image by:

e Introducing odour, heavy traffic, and visible industrial infrastructure near key routes — my
daughter and son in law reside on a farm that requires travelling through the SAP to
access.

e Undermining visitor perceptions of environmental quality and the towns clean green
image.



o Threatening tourism-related employment and revenue for local hospitality,
accommodation, and retail businesses.

e Given public perception of Parkes being Sydney’s dumping ground and potential threat
to human health/environment from airborne pollutants it is likely going to be more
difficult attracting people to the town.

4. Environmental and Health Concerns

Even modern EfW plants release air pollutants, including fine particulates, nitrogen oxides, and
trace heavy metals. These substances can affect respiratory health, soil quality, and agricultural
output. As my husband suffers from decreased lung function it may not be safe for him to visit
anymore.

For a rural region such as Parkes — with clean air, food production, and tourism as core
strengths — these risks are unacceptable and unnecessary.

5. Social and Economic Concerns

The Parkes community and its visitors value the area for its liveability and regional identity.
Locating an EfW facility in the SAP poses several social and economic risks:

a. Community wellbeing and perception

The introduction of a waste incinerator could create anxiety and division within the community.
Residents and visitors may perceive Parkes as polluted or industrialised rather than welcoming
and sustainable. This could diminish civic pride and discourage population growth.

b. Employment quality and diversity

EfW facilities are capital-intensive but provide relatively few long-term jobs. The same
investment, if directed toward recycling, clean manufacturing, or renewable energy projects,
would create more diverse and enduring employment in line with the SAP’s sustainability
mission.

c. Property and regional value

The stigma associated with waste incineration can negatively affect property values and deter
new residents or small businesses from relocating to the area.

This outcome would contradict the State Government’s investment in regional activation,
housing, and local economic growth.

d. Inequitable burden on regional areas

There is widespread concern that regional communities are being used as disposal zones for
metropolitan waste. This undermines social fairness and places disproportionate
environmental risks on rural populations, contrary to the principle of shared environmental
responsibility.



6. Preferred Alternatives

Rather than incinerating waste, Parkes could become a leader in true circular economy
innovation by supporting:

e Advanced materials recovery and recycling infrastructure.

e Composting and anaerobic digestion of organic waste.

¢ Clean manufacturing powered by renewable energy.

o Research and development partnerships in sustainable logistics and green technology.

These initiatives align with the SAP’s sustainability objectives and would enhance Parkes’
national reputation.

7. Conclusion

As regular visitors who value Parkes for its community spirit, environmental quality, and regional
vibrancy, we urge the Inquiry to reject the proposed Energy from Waste facility within the Parkes
Special Activation Precinct. Our view is that any energy from waste facility poses a risk to
human health that is both unnecessary and the with the technology being phased out overseas
seems like a backwards step by our government.

As the project conflicts with the SAP’s sustainable vision, threatens local tourism (which the
town thrives on) and potential further investment within the SAP and presents social and
economic risks that in my opinion far outweigh any perceived benefits the project should not go
ahead.

We call for a renewed commitment to waste reduction, recycling, and green innovation that
strengthens Parkes’ role as a clean, safe, environmentally sustainable and forward-looking
regional centre.



