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Submission Opposing the Proposed Energy-from-Waste Incinerator in Parkes 

 

My family has lived in Parkes for generations, running local businesses and farms. We are proud 
to raise our children and grandchildren here. I am deeply concerned about the long-term impact 
that the proposed EfW Incinerator will have on the health, mental health, and development of 
future generations in our region. 

 

I write to strongly oppose the Parkes EfW proposal due to the serious risks it poses to the health 
of our community, our agricultural economy, and our environment. 

 

Health and Environmental Risks: 

 

Waste incineration has been prohibited in Sydney and the ACT due to its health risks. Regional 
communities like Parkes deserve the same level of protection. Parkes is an agricultural region where 
clean air, healthy soil, and uncontaminated water are essential for food production and the local 
economy. Any contamination could lead to our produce being downgraded, rejected, or threatened 
entirely. 

The Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public Health (2024) in its article “Health Impacts of 
Waste Incineration” concludes that: 

“New incinerators should be located away from areas of food production,” 

and that 

“Contamination of food and ingestion of pollutants is a significant risk pathway for both nearby 
and distant residents.” 

 

Lack of Transparency and Community Consultation: 

 

There has been little transparency around this project and minimal consultation with the local 
community. The same journal (2024) emphasises that early and open engagement with 
communities is essential when considering such facilities. This has not occurred in Parkes. 

 

Toxic Emissions and Global Evidence: 

 

No number of jobs or financial benefits can outweigh the health risks posed by long-term exposure 
to toxic emissions such as dioxins and fine particulate matter. Evidence from countries operating 
“EU Best Practice” waste incinerators shows persistent contamination in surrounding 
environments, food chains, and measurable public health impacts (Toxins Free Australia, 
Greenwashing Submission, 2024). 

 

International conventions—including the Stockholm, Minamata, and Basel Conventions—
identify waste incineration as a major source of persistent organic pollutants, including dioxins and 
mercury, which are highly toxic and bio accumulative. 



 

Studies have also demonstrated increased risks of cancers and reproductive dysfunction in 
populations living near waste incinerators (Australian and New Zealand Journal of Public Health, 
2024). 

 

Global Policy Direction: 

 

The global trend is moving away from incineration, not toward it. In 2017, the European 
Commission recommended that its member states should not invest in waste incineration, should 
decommission old incinerators, and should not build new ones. Instead, the EU now incentivises 
investment in sustainable Zero Waste models that prioritise waste reduction, reuse, recycling, and 
circular economy strategies (Toxins Free Australia, Media Statement: NSW Government Rolls Out 
the Red Carpet for Incineration, 23 Oct 2025). 

 

These recommendations recognise that incineration is incompatible with long-term environmental 
goals and carbon neutrality targets. Australia should be learning from this international shift instead 
of repeating outdated mistakes. 

 

Regulatory Failures and Accountability: 

 

The NSW EPA has repeatedly failed to protect communities from corporate pollution. At Veolia’s 
Tarago facility, residents have endured years of odour complaints and confirmed PFAS leaks into 
waterways, yet the EPA’s response has been limited to minor fines and slow investigations. In 
Broken Hill, the EPA delayed releasing a report revealing dangerous lead contamination in 
children’s blood, apparently to avoid upsetting mining companies. These examples show a pattern 
of weak enforcement and poor transparency. 

 

Who will ensure that emissions from the proposed Parkes facility are properly monitored every 
day for the next 30–40 years? One serious malfunction could cause contamination that is 
irreversible. 

 

Inequity Between Regional and Urban Areas: 

 

Why are regional residents treated as less deserving of protection than those in Sydney? It is 
unethical and inequitable to expose Parkes residents to risks that were deemed unacceptable for 
city populations. Our lives, health, and rights are equally valuable. 

 

Economic and Environmental Concerns: 

 

Waste incineration undermines recycling and circular economy principles. Transporting large 
quantities of waste from other regions or states adds further environmental risk and strain on 



infrastructure. Once established, we will lose all control over how much waste is imported, or from 
where. 

 

These projects are often driven by foreign companies seeking profit, with revenue leaving 
Australia. Incineration relies heavily on plastic waste, a fossil-fuel-based material, and does not 
create clean or renewable energy. 

As Toxins Free Australia’s Greenwashing Submission (2024) states: 

“The small fractions of organic (biomass) waste in residual waste streams are better managed 
through existing Federal and State FOGO policies.” 

Incineration discourages safer waste management options such as reduction, reuse, and recycling, 
while worsening Australia’s dependence on plastics. 

 

The Toxins Free Australia Media Statement (NSW Government Rolls Out the Red Carpet for 
Incineration, 23 Oct 2025) further concludes that waste incineration contributes to the triple 
planetary crisis—climate change, biodiversity loss, and pollution. 

Many nations are now phasing out waste incineration in favour of zero-waste and circular economy 
models. NSW should follow their lead, not repeat their mistakes. 

 

Conclusion: 

 

I urge the NSW Government to reject the proposed PEW Incinerator in Parkes. Do not let our 
region become a dumping ground for Sydney’s waste. Protect the health, safety, and future of our 
community and environment. 

Thank you for considering my submission. I respectfully request a formal response to the concerns 
raised by myself and my family. 
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Sincerely, 

 

Patricia Simpson 


