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My Position

I am strongly opposed to the proposal by the NSW State Government to build a waste incinerator in
Parkes.

This project is ill-conceived, environmentally reckless, economically unsound, and socially
unacceptable.

Key Concerns
1. Sydney’s Waste Should Stay in Sydney

* The plan involves transporting approximately 600,000 tonnes of Sydney’s waste nearly 400 kilometres
to Parkes each year.

» This is neither environmentally responsible nor economically viable — it simply relocates Sydney’s
waste problem to regional NSW.

* It goes against the principles of waste minimisation, local accountability, and sustainability.
2. Lack of Transparency and Community Consultation

* The people of Parkes only became aware of this project in April this year, despite it being in planning
since 2017.

* There has been no genuine consultation with local residents, business owners, or councils.

* Decisions appear to have been made without transparency, leaving the community uninformed and
excluded.

3. Water Usage and Scarcity Concerns

» Parkes is located in a semi-arid region of NSW, where water is already scarce and our dams are drying
up.

* Any large industrial project — particularly one of this scale — would place immense pressure on our
limited water resources.

» Water in our region is vital for both drinking and agriculture, which are the lifeblood of our community
and economy.

» [t is irresponsible to approve a project requiring significant water use when local farmers, residents,
and towns are already facing water restrictions.

» This proposal shows a complete lack of understanding of the challenges faced by regional
communities in a changing climate.

4. Misleading “Energy from Waste” Terminology

« Labelling this an “Energy from Waste” project is misleading and deceptive.

* The supposed energy benefits do not justify the environmental cost or the financial burden.
» It is an uneconomical and inefficient method of electricity generation.

* The title appears designed to mask the true purpose — waste disposal rather than energy production.



5. Environmental and Health Risks
» Waste incineration releases toxic emissions, ash, and pollutants into the air, soil, and waterways.
* This poses serious long-term health risks to residents, livestock, and the broader environment.

* Parkes is a clean, productive rural community — this project jeopardises both our health and our
future.

6. Better, Safer Solutions Ignored

* There are modern, proven alternatives to incineration, including waste reduction programs, advanced
recycling systems, and circular-economy models.

» The NSW Government has failed to prioritise or implement these sustainable options.
» This proposal represents an outdated approach that ignores current environmental best practice.
7. Concerns About Process and Political Influence

» After investigating the processes behind this development and the government bodies involved —
particularly Regional Growth & Development and the EPA — it appears there are serious conflicts of
interest.

» We understand the EPA has been given a directive to produce a report in favour of the proposed
incinerator, which raises grave concerns about integrity and independence in the approval process.

» This situation has clearly become a political numbers game, leaving the people of Parkes at a major
disadvantage.

» Certain state and local government bodies — and some individuals involved — should be ashamed of
themselves and held accountable for placing political gain ahead of community welfare and
environmental protection.

Conclusion

This incinerator proposal is a short-term fix for Sydney’s waste crisis that will cause long-term damage
to regional NSW.

Parkes residents deserve transparency, fairness, and a genuine voice in decisions that impact our town
and our future.

| strongly urge the Parliamentary Committee to reject this incinerator proposal and to demand an
environmentally responsible and community-driven solution to waste management.



