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Independent Planning Commission 
Suite 15.02 
135 King Street 
Sydney 
NSW 2000 

November 25th, 2024 
For the Attention of: 
Andrew Mills 
Janett Milligan 
Clare Sykes 
 
Dear Janett, Clare and Andrew, 
 
In regards to development proposal SSD-9409987; 
I must acknowledge that the little company of two unknown individuals known as  ‘Plasrefine’ 
has had such a great impact on my local community of Moss Vale. Delving into the ridiculous 
submission for this project by ’Gutteridge Haskins & Davey’ known as GHD, a worldwide 
Architectural and Engineering company, has many of my local community asking why? 
 

● Why would Plasrefine and GHD choose the site of 74-76 Beaconsfield Rd? 
● Why was the development lodged with Wingecarribee Council when the council was 

but a struggling skeleton of what it should be? Or was this the reason as they, 
Plasrefine and GHD felt they had a money making free run laid out in gold before 
them. 

● Why when the proposal was questioned by the skeleton WSC would it be fast 
tracked to the Department of Planning, Housing and Infrastructure? Do we blame the 
previous Liberal state government for this decision? 

● Why would the DPHI not question the lack of technical detail and real information 
missing from the 120,000 plastic tonnage facility proposal information from GHD? 
Looking last week at a recent proposal in the Wollondilly Shire for a much smaller 
5,999 ton per annum of plastic recycling waste proposal, there were draft drawings 
with realistic detail. 

 
Is the DPHI limited to where and how they keep up to date with real time events linked to the 
dangers of this type of recycling facility? 
What is the sense in placing a very large, the largest in Australia, processing and storage of 
plastic waste facility in such a bio sensitive rural area? 
 
The site chosen by the partners of Plasrefine is in a highland area known for its tourism, 
country towns and rural economy. People visit the area to have a break from the congestion, 
and smell that comes from urban and built up locations like Sydney. 
I wonder, does Chris and Sheelagh from the DPHI when reviewing this proposal look beyond 
the site itself. We have many locations in and around Moss Vale that have increased plans 
for future housing, yet to be built, to house more people with growing families. 
 
As many of my friends and neighbours of the Southern Highlands have found reviewing the 
information buried in the proposal for ‘Plasrefine’, there are so many holes in the misleading 
information, and or down right lies. I note, to cover themselves GDH has made disclaimer 



after disclaimer within their submitted files, that if this or that is not quite right, that they GHD 
will not be held responsible. So it had me questioning what to believe.  
 
I now know that this developer and their proposed development  is untrustworthy and can 
not be considered for this site because: 
 

1. The site is too small for a factory of this size. 
2. The zoning is wrong and right in the middle of existing housing and farms. 
3. There is no buffer zone should it catch fire, and statistics for plastic recycling facilities 

world wide have shown these facilities catching fire every day. Existing established 
companies in Australia in the waste industry have already had sites catch fire 
repeatedly so how do we trust a foreign unknown owner, who has had his own 
government fine him for malpractice in business, with a facility like this. 

4. The site is in a fire prone location according to RFS. GHD has submitted out of date 
information. 

5. Proven facts that the processing of plastics uses more PFAS chemicals to make 
more, not less, plastic particulate matter that contaminates the air and water that will 
end up in the vicinity of the plant, and the surrounding countryside, homes, schools, 
towns. More for ever PFAS chemicals. 

6. The information from GHD about fast acting doors and control of air flow, that as 
locals, we know to be strong and comes particularly from the western side, and 
according to the simple diagrams produced by GHD is where the truck entry doors 
will be. Within this last month we have had winds averaging 80-90 km per hour more 
than once. 

7. You can not just divert riparian zones around your site and think that this will work, as 
GHD claims. Also thinking you can just change the riparian waters’ directional flow by 
putting it in a pretty picture, that it will solve everything. 

8. The site is very close to the Wingecarribee river, a major source of Sydney’s Water 
catchment for Millions of people.  

9. There are migratory bird life using the existing ponds next to the site. The migratory 
Straw Necked Ibis Threskiornis spinicollis were sited there only 3 days ago, by 
myself and others.  

10. There are existing classified endangered trees, Eucalyptus macarthurii, under the 
Australian Governments Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 
1999 and the New South Wales Government Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016, 
that the developer would need to remove to make an access road, leaving us with 
less of the highly endangered species. 

11. There is a bio-sensitive pre-existing research facility, on the doorstep of the proposed 
facility owned and run by the world renowned Garvan Institute. A factory such as this 
could destroy their research. 

12. Plasrefine proposes to be transporting the contaminated waste through the future 
planned SHIP project precinct.  A precinct and opportunity for our younger 
generations' future interaction and employment, keeping them in the area with their 
families. This is not what the NSW Government gave money to support, having extra 
large waste trucks drive through the SHIP. 

13. The value of existing homes and property in the area will be lessened if the proposal 
goes ahead. Families who have built a life here will be devastated. Future 



generations will be impacted, and all for the benefit of 2 owners of an unknown 
named company. 

14. There is no existing site like this one described by GHD, that has proven to work in 
this perfect ‘God like manner’.  ‘A NilDischarge site’, according to Mr David Gamble is 
ridiculous. A simple drawing on a computer doesn’t make it so. Human error comes 
in when? 

15. Only today does the Gop29 meet. One major topic for discussion is the end of the 
production of toxic plastics. The catalyst to why this Plasrefine was seen as a way to 
make money and to possibly address the worldwide plastic overload problem. 
Bringing plastic to a pristine country highland site is not the answer. 

 
The link below is to an article published this morning 25/11/2024, in the Sydney Morning 
Herald written by Mr Andrew Forest. The article highlights the global plastic problem and 
how when created, processed, recycled and processed is already such a huge health issue 
worldwide.  
  https://www.smh.com.au/environment/sustainability/we-have-a-once-in-a-generation-
chance-to-halt-the-march-of-plastic-20241121-p5kso6.html 
 
Also I wish to bring to the attention a letter sent to the Department of Planning 2 and a half 
years ago that states many of the issues I have raised here. I know for a fact the department 
did not even have the courtesy to acknowledge let alone respond to this important letter. 
 
I think the actions of the DPHI or lack thereof also need to be scrutinised. 
 











 
 
So in conclusion you have heard over and over again it is ‘not the right site’ and needs to be 
so far away from people so as not to be hazardous to a community, or of an environmental 
catastrophic impact to any flora and fauna. 
 
Sincerely 



 
 
 
 




