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My name is Annette Scherer and I am writing to express my anxiety and concern over the proposed 
incinerator in Parkes. I have been a resident of Parkes since 2009, and I live four kilometres from 
the proposed project site. My four children, my husband and I are reliant on rainwater that falls 
on our roof to drink, wash and clean with and of course we and our animals breathe the air every 
day, and eat food produced on this land. My children attend school with hundreds of other children 
within approximately five kilometres from the proposed incinerator and would therefore be at risk 
of exposure to any pollution at a constant level, 24 hours every day. 

 

While it is known that there are many harmful products produced during the incineration process 
including highly toxic dioxins, "The analytical costs for dioxins are high, so most incinerator 
operators would only conduct dioxin testing where it is a regulatory requirement" UniLabs 
Environmental report on the Characterisation and Estimation of Dioxin and Furide Emissions 
from Wate Incineration Facilities p9. 

 

It is known that even if dioxins are destroyed during combustion, they can reform in significant 
amounts post-combustion in the flue gas stream as they cool in the chimney stack. Approximately 
57% of emitted dioxins have been shown to be present in these gases, and about 43% in the fly-
ash (Littoru 2006 cited by the United Kingdom Without Incineration Network, 
https://ukwin.org.uk/resources/health/dioxins-and-other-harmful-incinerator-emissions). 

 

It is well accepted that dioxins are highly toxic and can cause problems in multiple body systems 
including the reproductive system, immunological system and endocrine systems. They have also 
been identified as carcinogenic and as interfering with normal developmental processes (World 
Health Organisation Fact Sheet, Dioxins, 2003). 

 

The NSW Environmental Protection Agency regulations for emissions already fall far short of 
best practice as set by the World Health Organisation in many areas including the allowance of 
averaging periods for emission monitoring, lower allowances for particle emission limits for 
mercury, dioxins and furans and less accountability for Other than Normal Operating Events. 

 

I am disheartened that the people of Parkes, including my own family, are being asked to 
disproportionately risk our health to solve the waste problem of the residents of Sydney. If the 
Energy from Waste Facility is so safe, then why is the proposed site not being situated closer to 
the source of the refuse? Why has the NSW Government approved our region as one of the few 
places in the state where large scale Incinerators can be built while other localities are protected as 
these facilities are considered too much of a risk to human health by the NSW Environmental 
Protection Agency? Why is my community not being granted the same protection? 

 

Are there no better solutions than to burn our waste and call this a circular economy? I suggest 
that to call this proposed incinerator a 'Waste-to-Energy' facility, implying that energy production 
is its main purpose, is to insult the intelligence of all involved. Is this plan the height of our 
ingenuity as the people of Australia? 

 

I ask you to put human health first and alleviate the distress this proposal is causing to both myself 
and the wider community of Parkes. 


