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SOLID WASTE TO ENERGY RECYCLING FACILITY, MADDINGTON 
Statement by Member for Roleystone 

MR WHITELY (Roleystone) [12.52 pm]:  Like many residents of the suburbs of Maddington, Kenwick, 
Beckenham, Orange Grove, Wattle Grove and Martin, I am concerned by the proposal to build a solid waste to 
energy recycling facility - SWERF - at lot 280 Kelvin Road, Maddington.  Put simply, a SWERF processes 
municipal solid and commercial and industrial waste by first separating the waste stream into recyclable material 
and gasifying the majority of the remainder by heating it in a sealed tube.  The gases produced - called syngas - 
are used to fuel turbines that create electricity.  The proponents, Brightstar Environmental, claim that SWERF 
technology is revolutionary and is proven, safe technology.  Pyrolysis plants such as SWERF and rubbish 
incinerators have a very poor international environmental and economic record.  Brightstar Environmental built 
the world’s first pilot SWERF in Wollongong, New South Wales, which is licensed currently for only 30 000 
tonnes a year of municipal solid waste.  That is only 20 per cent of the Wollongong SWERF’s anticipated final 
commercial capacity.  The New South Wales Environmental Protection Authority is currently assessing the 
Wollongong SWERF to determine whether it should be allowed to expand its current development licence to 
that of a commercial licence.  I recently visited the Wollongong SWERF, the New South Wales EPA and the 
Sydney office of Greenpeace.  I am convinced that SWERF remains unproven technology.  I have argued 
consistently that the proponents should use the Wollongong SWERF to prove the technology before seeking to 
build SWERFs elsewhere.  I believe that the proposed Maddington SWERF must not get the go-ahead until the 
Wollongong SWERF has operated commercially with an independently verified 12-month record of safe 
emissions.  Brightstar Environmental has been consistently opposed to that suggestion.  While it acknowledges 
SWERFs produce noxious emissions including toxins, it claims they are at a safe level.  It claims the technology 
is proven by modelling and limited test results.  To put it bluntly, the technology will not be proven until it has a 
history of safe commercial operation. 
 


