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Submission: Opposition to Parkes Energy from Waste (ETW) Incinerator

| am a parent, grandparent, and great-grandparent, and a long-term resident of
Parkes. | moved here with my husband and children to raise my family in a
healthy climate. Now this proposed Energy from Waste (ETW) incinerator
threatens not only my family’s wellbeing but also the health and safety of
future generations.

| resolutely oppose the Parkes ETW incinerator.

The EPA’s own regulations prohibit the construction of ETW facilities where
there is a risk to human health, the environment, or agriculture. Parkes is
home to families, food production, and a unique environment. Are we to
believe that our lives, our children’s lives, and our agricultural contribution to
Australia are somehow exempt from this protection?

Research from overseas shows that many countries are now closing down
incinerators because of environmental contamination. Toxic emissions such
as dioxins and fine particles are known to cause cancer and other serious
health problems. Do we really want to knowingly expose our children and
grandchildren to these risks? Instead of learning from the mistakes of others,
are we going to repeat them?

| also have no confidence in the monitoring processes. A climate science
report revealed that a London “state-0f-the-art” incinerator exceeded air
pollution limits 916 times between 2022 and 2024. Burning rubbish has now
become the UK’s dirtiest form of power. If modern facilities in advanced
countries cannot stay within safe limits, why would Parkes be any different?

| am also concerned about the transport of waste that poses an unacceptable
risk. More heavy trucks and trains mean greater road damage, more
accidents, and higher danger for the towns along these routes. Just this week,
a train derailment reminded us of how real these risks are. The consequences
of a single incident involving toxic waste could be catastrophic.



Then there's the cost? Not just in money, but in human health, safety, and
lives. The long-term price of pollution and environmental degradation far
outweighs any short-term gains.

Instead of investing in an outdated and harmful technology, this area could
become a leader in sustainability through the development of a circular
economy. Parkes has the potential to pioneer recycling innovation, reduce
waste responsibly, and create new industries and jobs that benefit the
community—without putting our health and environment at risk.

For these reasons, | urge you to reject the Parkes ETW incinerator proposal.

| thank you for reading my submission for this very important topic.
| kindly request a response acknowledging my concern.

Regards S Denise Blakemore





