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INTRODUCTION

Village Well was engaged by Mornington Peninsula Shire through Hansen Partnership to provide community 
engagement and consultation for the Rosebud Activity Centre Structure Plan and Coastal Management Plan process.

This report provides a summary and details the results of six focus group sessions held with different members of the 
Rosebud community and a full day community consultation event open to the general public. The following workshop 
results have been included in this report:

� 18 October 2006 - Council staff, councillors and referral authorities.

� 18 October 2006 - Foreshore interested parties.

� 30 October 2006 -Business leaders, land owners and developers.

� 31 October 2006 - Community leaders.

� 15 November 2006 - Youth (Rosebud Secondary College).

� 15 November 2006 - Small and local business.

� 20 January 2007 – General public (permanent and temporary residents)

The Village Well Report (Appendix 2) has been divided into three parts namely:

� Part A provides an executive summary of issues and opportunities uncovered during the workshops as well as a Village Well  
 response to the essence of place that is Rosebud. 

� Part B provides detailed information on the results of all the focus groups.

� Part C provides detailed information on the results of the January 20th consultation day.

The following section outlines Part A of the report being the executive summary of "what the community is telling us" 
and issues and opportunities uncovered during the workshops.



PART A

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY



1. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Foreshore management
The community sees the development of the Coastal Management Plan as an opportunity to not only preserve and 
manage the foreshore but also to improve it. Residents expressed the need to improve current preservation and 
management practices. Concern for the conflict between users, use, maintenance and public vs private spaces on 
the foreshore was also highlighted. The business sector appears less concerned by this conflict, however they are 
concerned about funding, apathy and lack of action and agreement (in terms of management practices). This perceived 
lack was of great to concern to the temporary residents in particular, with high levels of anxiety that what they consider 
a right, the ability to camp 8 weeks per year, may be altered.

Foreshore development
The business sector see the foreshore as under-utilised and an opportunity for development. However, much of the 
community is reserved about development; emphasising appropriate development or none at all due to environmental 
damage concerns. Appropriate development was characterised as the improved provision of recreation activities. There 
was little support for residential or commercial projects. 

Access
The community would like to see improved access to the foreshore, better pedestrian connections, improved visual 
access to the bay and better connections between the activity centre and the foreshore. 

Facilities
The community strongly supported improved boating, camping and year round swimming. The need for better facilities 
for youth, community, recreation and evening activities are emphasised, as is the need for amenity upgrades. 

Tourism
Much of the community is supportive of Rosebud’s ability to attract more tourists through the provision of better tourist 
facilities. Improved tourist activities and marketing were highlighted to support this. In contrast the community youth 
noted tourism as a concern responded negatively to a suggested increase in tourism. 
Economically speaking the community would like tourism to be an “added bonus” to year round strong sales rather 
than being the focus of their businesses. 

Parking
The community called for improved access, provision and management of parking across all areas. 

Heritage
Permanent residents would like to retain and preserve more of Rosebud’s heritage. The development of an interpretive 
centre for Rosebud was suggested. Temporary residents expressed little concern over issues relating to Rosebud’s 
heritage other than the retention of traditional camping seasons. Areas highlighted by permanent residents for heritage 
consideration included the embankment behind Pt Nepean Rd, the sub-division pattern evident in the avenues, the old 
theatre and the 1920’s dance hall. There was also support for the reinstatement of the marking of the site where the 
“Rosebud” sank (giving the town its name).

Social
The community is concerned with conserving the culture and traditional values of Rosebud in terms of its laid-back 
lifestyle and affordability. There is concern regarding safety, especially for youth, at night. The community expressed 
the need to increase and develop a night economy and evening activities supported by better lighting to combat safety 
issues. There was also concern amongst traders that they did not personally know each other and were therefore 
unable to support each other.

Traffic
The community considered traffic flow and management an issue. This was of particular concern in relation to future 
development or consolidation of the activity centre precinct. Business leaders offered a potential solution to traffic in 
terms of a ring road to take the pressure off Point Nepean Rd. 



1. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Environment
The community had a high level of concern for the foreshore environment, there was less environmental concern 
in relation to the activity centre although reduction of energy usage, pollution and improved sustainability in new 
development was desired. The balance between foreshore use and protecting the natural environment was a high 
level concern, as were changes to the coastal environment resulting from dredging and stormwater run off. In order to 
protect the coastal environment the community suggested improved management of pollution and vegetation, and the 
development of environmental education programs for both temporary and permanent residents. Water restrictions 
were highlighted by temporary residents who expressed the need to upgrade amenities to achieve higher water 
efficiency. 

Urban form
The  need for the consolidation of the activity centre and the development of more active and vibrant streets was 
strongly supported. The community would like to see more vegetation and green spaces with good pedestrian 
connections incorporated into the activities precinct. A low scale building height  along Point Nepean Rd was strongly 
advocated.

Activity centre development
Development is considered by the community as both an issue and an opportunity. There is concern for the traffic and 
parking issues associated with future development. The community identified a number of elements/activities that could 
be developed in the activity centre including of evening activities, community facilities, pedestrian connections and 
transportation. Offices and medical facilities were seen as appropriate in the town centre whilst the preferred location of 
big box retail development was away from the centre where it would not impact on traffic conditions.

Council concerns
Council appear to be concerned with a wider range of issues as they discussed areas not mentioned by other 
community groups such as economy, demographics and Melbourne 2030.

 



2. SUMMARY OF ISSUES & OPPORTUNITIES

Issues and opportunities summary based on focus group responses reflecting permanent residents only.

2.1 Top issues overall

1. Foreshore environment and management.
2. Development.
3. Facilities and activities.

2.2 Priority issues and opportunities
Priority issues and opportunities were established through a post-it note exercise where participants wrote their top 
three issues and opportunities. These were then grouped into categories. The category with the highest number of 
responses regarding that issue was then deemed of highest priority and so on.

Highest priority issue/opportunity
2nd highest priority issue/opportunity
3rd highest priority issue/opportunity
4th highest priority issue/opportunity
5th highest priority issue/opportunity

Unmentioned issue/opportunity X

Overall the main issues and opportunities were as follows:

Issues 
Council 
focus 
group

Foreshore 
focus group

Business 
Leaders 
focus group

Community 
leaders focus 
group

Youth focus 
group

Small 
business 
focus group

Environment
Development
Facilities
Activities X
Identity
Traffic
Safety X
Access
Parking
Community X X X
Employment/Economic activity X

Transport
Note: Foreshore focus group more heavily focused on foreshore area than whole Rosebud area. 

Opportunities
Council 
focus 
group

Foreshore 
focus group

Business 
Leaders 
focus group

Community 
leaders 
focus group

Youth focus 
group

Small 
business 
focus group

Facilities
Environment
Restrict Development
Activities
Community X
Improve Access
Greater utilisation X X 
Identity X
Improved retail mix X
Traffic
Employment/Economic activity
Transport
Safety X 

Parking
Note: Foreshore focus group more heavily focused on foreshore than whole Rosebud area. 



Each of the focus groups participated in one or more mapping exercises. The following maps provide a summary of 
responses from these exercises and indicate where each group could imagine future development occurring. In addition 
the youth group participated in a values mapping exercise. The map for this exercise indicates what it is that they either 
value or do not value in Rosebud. 

3. FUTURE ROSEBUD - MAPPING
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4.1 Introduction

The aim of Place Making is to determine the essence of a place through authentic community engagement and tease 
out those elements of the community’s beliefs that help to make a place unique. The Rosebud Story is a dedicated 
response to the community’s vision and belief in the place. This common story draws on the spoken and hidden 
responses during the engagement process to foster connection and belonging by all members of the community.

4.2 Essence of Place

Now

There is a significant polarisation of responses in relation to where Rosebud currently stands. There are many responses 
which indicate respondents value the lifestyle, village feel, kindness and generosity of Rosebud. However, in its shadow 
is the feeling that Rosebud is dull, sedate, unemployed and dangerous. 
This polarisation appears to be reflected in the high and low seasons throughout the year. Each group mentioned the 
feeling that Rosebud has a split personality. The challenge will be how to balance these swings in mood. 

Aside from this Rosebud also appears to have a confused perception of their community as it was describe as 
traditional and Anglo-Saxon as well as diverse and multi-cultural; covert in its behaviours and “what you see is what you 
get”; immature and elderly; tourist and family, black and white, old and young. 

Vision

The future Rosebud described is one of strength, economically, socially and environmentally. It has a sense of identity, 
pride and confidence in its community and is well connected at a physical and emotional level. Rosebud is an active 
town, at all times of the year with more organised activities and community facilities.

4.3 Rosebud Community Principles

Honesty
Rosebud is a place that welcomes the average Australian and promotes an accessible, affordable 

and healthy beach lifestyle.

Local
Rosebud cares for its permanent and temporary residents, for its environment and local businesses, 

celebrating local heritage, culture and the unique coastal environment.

Pride
Rosebud is a place where guests are welcomed by a thriving local community who have mutual 
respect for each other and for their town. Permanent residents are not dependent on tourism.

Unity
Rosebud is a unified town, where the flow from season to season is regulated, the connection 

between town and coast is strong and visible, and old and new are equally celebrated.

4. THE ROSEBUD STORY



4.4 rosebud future directions

Village Well found that the different groups within the community had differing views of their town that has resulted in a sense of 
dissatisfaction between residents and business people. Many of the focus group participants stated that Rosebud itself was clearly 
divided between a tourist town and a residents’ town, between summer and winter, between successes and struggles, and between 
the environment and economics. Village Well sees the resolution of this internal polarisation as the major challenge for the community, 
council and as such, the structure and coastal management plans.

� The peak camping season in Rosebud provides an important economic boost to the local businesses of Rosebud. However  
 this intensity of tourism impacts on the environment and the social wellbeing of residents. 

� Temporary residents (tourists) have the perception that this economic boost is integral to the town’s survival. Whilst having  
 some concerns for the environment they do not appear to be aware of the social costs and economic costs to permanent  
 residents.

� Village Well recommends that a new yearly constant could be achieved that benefits permanent residents while providing an  
 affordable family destination for the temporary resident population to continue this strong tradition. This approach provides a  
 strong foundation for the town and its guests.

Village Well recommends balancing the needs of the local community and business with a return of attention and 
resources to the local. The introduction of increasing numbers of big box retail is putting pressure on local traders 
and the main street precinct. It is noted that the role of structure planning is not to protect big business/retail interests 
by providing more people to keep them in business. Rosebud appears to be balanced on a knife-edge with external 
businesses putting pressure on the town to grow to create the demand needed to support new retail, while the 
permanent resident community do not want change. 

The aim of the Structure and Coastal Management Plans should be to focus on creating a new yearly constant where the benefits of 
tourism are spread through out the year, the impact of summer tourism on the environment lessened and the permanent community 
strengthened through the support of local business precincts such as the main street around the Village Green.

The following diagram represents this key planning recommendation from Village Well, which we believe reflects the opinions of the 
community as expressed during the focus groups.

4. THE ROSEBUD STORY



5 implications

5.1 coastal management plan 

� Temporary residents passionate regarding retention of foreshore for camping purposes.

� Development of recreational facilities such as playgrounds, bbqs and boating facilities is supported and encouraged.

� Further commercial or residential developments on the foreshore will generally not be supported.

5.2 activity centre structure plan

� The community will have low tolerance for development beyond two storeys along Pt Nepean Rd.

� Traffic flow, parking, public transport and pedestrian access will need to be addressed in relation to any new development if  
 to be supported by the community.

� Big box retail will not be readily accepted within the main activity centre area.

� New housing, that is diverse and affordable and near existing infrastructure will be well received. High rise apartments or  
 large suburban developments will not. 

 community solutions:

� Defined main street precinct with low scale building heights on the street (local businesses and traders).

� Gateway elements to define precinct and Rosebud town centre (distinguish from other retail precincts along Point Nepean  
 Road).

� A declared public space with visual access to the beach (opposite main street).

� New retail/eating development on each side of public space (opportunity for the inclusion of community facilities).

� Shared pedestrian/vehicular road with wide, dedicated crossings.

� Great pedestrian environment.

� Upgrade of existing amenities and community facilities

� Development of night economy

5. IMPLICATIONS



PART B

FOCUS GROUP 
FINDINGS



1.1 Top Issues and Opportunities - Foreshore and Activity Centre

Council (18/10/06 1:30-4:30pm)
 
Issues
1 Protecting the natural environment
2 Urban form – sense of place
3 Traffic and parking
4 Employment/Economic activity 

Foreshore (18/10/06 6-8pm)

Issues
1 Environment
2 Development
3 Facilities and activities
 

Business Leaders (30/10/06 6-8pm)

Issues
1 Urban form and development
2 Access
3 Facilities
4 Environment
 
Community Leaders (31/10/06 6-8pm)

Issues
1 Environment
2 Development 
3 community
4 transport 

Youth (15/11/06 1:45-3:15pm)

Issues
1 facilities and activities
2 environment
3 safety
4 traffic and parking 

Small Business (15/11/06 6-8pm)

Issues
1 Environment
2 Development
3 Facilities

1. FINDINGS

Opportunities
1 Improve management of environment
2 Provide a heart and identity for rosebud
3 Improve activities and facilities
4 Improve access

Opportunities
1 Improve natural environment 
2 Improve access
3 Improve the number of facilities and activities
4 Restrict development

Opportunities
1 Restrict development 
2 Provide heart/identity 
3 Improved provision of facilities
4 Improve access
5 Improve environment

Opportunities
1 Improve community facilities
2 Restrict development
3 Improved foreshore precinct
4 better access to public transport

Opportunities
1 provide more activities and facilities
2 Provide more shopping 
3 Improve environment
4 Improve traffic flow and provision of parking. 

Opportunities
1 Greater utilisation of Rosebud
2 Improved retail mix
3 Improved community events and facilities



1.2 Analysis of Issues and Opportunities

The tables on the following pages give a detailed account of focus group findings. This table represents both activity 
centre and foreshore where not noted as they have been combined by the summary. A summary of those issues not 
clearly defined are however, included below. These issues were seen by Village Well as those not being given a voice or 
not discussed publicly at the meetings.

Possible points of contention

- Vegetation regeneration/preservation vs. development, parking, campers and visual access to the bay.
- Balance between adequate parking provided and pedestrian access. 
- Some foreshore people feel very strongly about no more development on the foreshore which conflicts with  
 council and businesses views that it is a great opportunity for development
- Funding – whether development is needed to maintain current foreshore assets or whether the council/state  
 government should be able to fund without. 
- Youth strongly advocated more facilities such as skate park and Aquatic centre. This development may not be  
 agreeable to foreshore group if its located there. 

The shadow (underlying story)

- Fear of becoming as commercial as the gold coast
- Issues within the community in terms of resulting action taken by council
- Concern that community may not understand the implications of Melbourne 2030, structure and coastal plan,  
 that it is definite and change is definitely going to occur. 
- Social problems related to boredom of youth

1. FINDINGS



ENVIRONMENT      ENVIRONMENT

Pollution
Water and sand quality, drainage out falls and 
rubbish.

Management
Protect, preserve and maintain identified natural 
assets including vegetation and wildlife. 

Changes in the natural environment
In terms of channel dredging, erosion and dune 
stability.

Education
In terms of understanding coastal processes and 
maintaining environmental values. 

Objection to change
In terms of lobby groups.

Underdevelopment
Poor usage of some sites

Aesthetics
In terms of low quality building stock, bathing boxes, 
scale of development and the lack of style to paths 
and furniture on the foreshore.

Facilities
Lack of facilities resulting in foreshore areas being 
used inappropriately by local clubs or schools.

Commercial Growth
In terms of balance between car parking and 
vegetation preservation. 

Preservation and conservation
In terms of identifying and retaining unspoiled envi-

ronment, vegetation and diversity of ecology.

Improved environment and management
In terms of revegetation, reduction of pollution and 

quality of foreshore between Boneo Rd and Jetty Rd. 
Improved planning with an opportunity to get it right 

with positive planning and best practice manage-
ment working together with adjacent foreshores for 

collaborative solutions. 

Enhancement
Through the creation of views and through develop-
ment and marketing in a responsible manner. Addi-

tional parks and reserves to be established.

Aesthetics
The opportunity to create a sense of place in Rose-

bud and enhance it through good architecture. 

Improvement of connections
Between the activity centre and the foreshore in 

terms of pedestrian, visual and transport. 

Large areas to work with
Opportunity to create a community hub in a central 

location with the possible inclusion of an Aquatic 
centre.

Management
The chance to develop a co-operative model be-

tween development and natural resources so that 
appropriate development can be achieved to help 

fund the maintenance of the natural assets. Also 
suggestion that all existing non-coastal dependant 

uses could be removed.

1.3 FORESHORE Issues and Opportunities Summary

FORESHORE

ISSUES OPPORTUNITIES

URBAN FORM       URBAN FORM
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Access
In terms of visual, pedestrian and transport access 
between the activity centre and the foreshore. 
Segregation of foreshore and activity centre also 
contributed to by private foreshore land ownership. 

Safety
In terms of pedestrian access from activity centre 
crossing Point Nepean Rd which is seen as a barrier.

Facilities Lacking
For boating, tourism, community, research, public amenity 
such as picnic tables.

Existing facilities
Need to build on and upgrade the existing infrastructure. 

Location
Health and professional services that are located on the 
foreshore would be better situated on the other side of 
Point Nepean Rd.

Camping Facilities
Should be available year round. 

Youth activities and facilities
There isn’t enough to entertain or occupy youth. 

Access
Need for better parking on the foreshore.

Provision
Lack of parking available on the foreshore. 

Improvement of connections
Between the activity centre and the foreshore in 

terms of pedestrian, cycle, visual. public transport 
and vehicle access. 

Quality of access
In terms of universal access and in terms of 
aesthetics such as beautifying the bay trail. 

Safety
Improve the safety of access to the foreshore for 

pedestrians. 

Boat Access
Provide infrastructure that increases access for 

boating. 

Focus
Provide a focus for facilities and activity so that 

people know where to go. 

Develop boating facilities
Such as a marina, boat haven and/or boat launching 

facilities.

Provide additional swimming facilities
Such as an Aquatics Centre which would allow for 

swimming all year round. 

Community Facilities
Provide facilities for youth that are safe as well as 

playgrounds for children. Upgrade the Village Green 
so that it is more attractive and safe at night for after 

hours activities. 

Camping
Provide year round camping facilities. 

Evening economy
Provide facilities that encourage safe evening 

activities for all ages.

Other facilities
Such as a gym, convention centre, spa and provision 

for the arts. 

Access
Improve parking access on the foreshore

Management
Provide better definition and allocation of parking.

FORESHORE

ISSUES OPPORTUNITIES
ACCESS       ACCESS

FACILITIES/ACTIVITY   FACILITIES/ACTIVITY

PARKING   PARKING
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Point Nepean Rd
Difficult to navigate.

Management
Need for improved traffic management and lack of ring 
roads. 

Maintenance
In terms of rubbish removal and maintenance of open 
spaces.

Conflict
Between usage/users and need for better peak time 
management.

Public vs Private
In terms of contention regarding bathing box citing and 
management and private land ownership on the foreshore. 

Funding and Controls
In terms of where the money comes from for maintenances 
and appropriate controls such as dog leash controls. 

Perception
In terms of the safety of some areas as well as their level of 
invitation. 

Visitors
Provide jobs for youth and profits for traders.

Attraction
Rosebud needs to be a destinations through which 
improved retail functions and performance would result. 

Management
Large numbers of tourists invade the space of local youth 
residents during peak periods. 

Point Nepean Rd
Needs simplification for better navigation.

Traffic flow
Improve and calm current traffic flow.

Ring road
The creation of a ring road to take pressure off Point 

Nepean Rd. 

Licensing
Suggestion of new licence agreements for users to 

abate some conflict of foreshore usage. 

Camping areas
Lease the caravan site to private operators. 

Consolidation of camping in terms of fewer number 
site but allow all year usage.  

Funding
In terms of acquiring State Government support. 

Private Ownership
Prevent Impact of vegetation degradation as a result 

of tracks and roads. 

Enhance atmosphere
To increase the level of invitation and feeling of 

safety of public areas. 

Open Space
Increase by removal of non-coastal dependant uses 

ie bowls and bathing boxes.

Marketing
Rosebud needs to increase its marketing so that it 

can increase its visitation. Rosebud should embrace 
its collective memory from holidaying in Rosebud.

Facilities
Need to provide more facilities for tourists such 

as and information centre, interpretive centre and 
booking agent. 

Activities
Provide more activities for tourists to increase 

visitation. 

Affordability
Rosebud needs to retain its affordable status for 

holiday makers. 

Management
Make tourism a bonus rather than the be-all for the 

local population. 

FORESHORE

ISSUES OPPORTUNITIES

TRAFFIC TRAFFIC

PUBLIC SPACE MANAGEMENT PUBLIC SPACE MANAGEMENT

TOURISM TOURISM
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Focus
Retain a historical focus of the foreshore. 

Values
Retention of traditional values and culture.

Politics
Perception of political dominance. 

Facilities
Provide an interpretive centre to retain historical 

focus.

Safety
Opportunity to reduce gang issues for youth. 

FORESHORE

ISSUES OPPORTUNITIES

HERITAGE  HERITAGE

SOCIAL  SOCIAL
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ENVIRONMENT      ENVIRONMENT

Scale
Provide height limits of 2-3 stories for new 
development and restrict high rise development to 
retain the human scale of Rosebud. 

Growth
Contention in terms of how much, where and when.

Development
Potential for development in Rosebud in terms of 
rezoning and the development of Wannaeue Place.

Residential
Need for rezoning and the changing of residential 
land. Currently obsolete building stock on large 
blocks of 

Identity
Rosebud needs a presence/image to create a sense 
of place which is individual. 

Commercial Centre
The current form of the activities centre is a strip 
which is too long and segregated. 

Hidden Centre
There is currently a hidden centre to Rosebud in the 
are where the cinema supermarket and library are 
situated.

Infrastructure
Development dependant on the ability for Rosebud 
to support it through infrastructure in terms of 
drainage capacities etc

Perception
Need for more public meeting places that are 
perceived as safe. The main street is currently 
unappealing. 

Vegetation
Currently lacking adequate vegetation in the 
activities centre.

Boundaries
Lack of boundaries between use. Need for 
appropriate interface between commercial and 
residential areas. 

Management
Improve energy usage, decrease pollution and 
prevent coastal erosion. 

Scale
Provide medium density living with built up housing 

density close to services. Develop a low level 
multi-storey building behind the shopping strip to 

provide views and other residential provision above 
commercial buildings. 

Growth
Potential for growth in terms of families bringing 

more young people to the demographic. 

More and Restricted Development
Provide more residential areas for development 

through rezoning of land for higher density 
development. Restrict this development to one area 

and to medium density development/

Identity
Make rosebud more appealing by enhancing open 
spaces and improving architectural integrity to re-

enforce coastal feel.

Heart
Rosebud needs a focal point for community activities 

and the provision for a new public meeting space. 
This needs to be a unique setting that is meaningful 

for visitors and locals.

Consolidation
The current shopping strip needs to reconfigured 

to improve walk ability and maintain village 
environment. This would create a strong centre 

which could service the rest of the Southern 
Peninsula.

Connections
Potential for a high class promenade on one side 
of Point Nepean Rd to create a more active living 

street. Integrate the foreshore with the activity centre 
form and orientate the activity centre towards the 

bay/north. 

Green spaces
Need to create more vegetation and green spaces 

integrated with the activity centre. 

Implement
Solar energy and more sustainable building forms. 

1.4 ACTIVITY CENTRE Issues and Opportunities Summary

ACTIVITY CENTRE

ISSUES OPPORTUNITIES
URBAN FORM       URBAN FORM
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Connections
Lack of adequate pedestrian and vehicular 
connections. 

Public transport
Lack of adequate service. 

Signage
Better signage for visitors and locals.

Safety
Pedestrian safety across Point Nepean Rd

Conflict
Between the community centre needs and access to 
the foreshore. 

Lack of Facilities
In terms of recreation, provision for youth and 
consolidation of facilities. 

Maintenance
Need for improved shop cleanliness.

Location
Community facilities are too far apart.

Safety
Lack of safe meeting places. 

Activities
Lack of adequate activity throughout the commercial 
precinct. In addition to this there are not enough 
activities for young people. 

Availability
Current parking situation not adequate and is in 
need of restructuring particularly in commercial 
areas and to accommodate peak summer 
conditions.

Conflict
Parking is currently conflicting with pedestrian 
access throughout the activity centre. 

Connections
Improve vehicular access by creating ring road. 

Create connections with the dune hills behind the 
commercial strip. Create better pedestrian and cycle 
links along the shopping strip. Link Rosebud to other 

points along the peninsula. 

Public Transport
Provide a more frequent, efficient and accessible 

service. 

Visual Access
Lack of views from the activity centre to the 

foreshore/bay. 

Universal Access
Provide better access for the disabled and visually 

impaired. 

Recreational
Sports and aquatic centre, skate park, bike jumps.

Consolidation
Provide a precinct or focus for community facilities. 

Upgrade
Building on the existing facilities by upgrading and 

providing adequate maintenance. 

Activities
Increase and improve community and coastal 

activities.

Evening economy
Provide facilities that encourage safe evening 

activities for all ages.

Improve
Create better access and provision of parking. 

ACTIVITY CENTRE

ISSUES OPPORTUNITIES

ACCESS  ACCESS

FACILITIES/ACTIVITY   FACILITIES/ACTIVITY

PARKING   PARKING
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Road networks
Currently low quality behind the commercial strip.

Management
Need for improved management to reduce 
congestion especially in the commercial sector and 
Point Nepean Rd. 

Activation
Activate the avenues within the commercial centre. 

Public vs Private
Private land is restricting foreshore access and there 
is better management needed to handle the summer 
influx of visitors in all areas. 

Character
Need to retain the character of Rosebud for future. 

Manage
Better management of the influx of tourism so that 
locals are not affected negatively but positively. 

Employment
Create more opportunities for the local population 
particularly youth.

Changes
Aging population plus another 1500 households to 
come. 

Expectations
Need for understanding of government expectations. 

Youth
Need for improved safety for young people during 
the evenings

Improve road networks
To create better access, movement and operation of 

vehicles. 

Tourism
Embrace tourism but manage it to keep the local 

feel for residents throughout the summer season in 
particular. 

Retention
Retain the historical interest in Rosebud and 

rediscover any lost heritage through the creation of 
an interpretive centre. 

Increase
Many would like to see Rosebud increase in tourism 

however do not wish this to be all Rosebud is. 

Affordability
Retain affordable beach living. 

Integration
Opportunity to create an environment that is 

welcoming for all ages and cultures.

Management
Ability to manage change for the future within a large 

area of study. 

Improve
By creating a night economy and increased lighting.

ACTIVITY CENTRE

ISSUES OPPORTUNITIES

TRAFFIC  TRAFFIC

PUBLIC SPACE MANAGEMENT   PUBLIC SPACE MANAGEMENT

HERITAGE  HERITAGE

TOURISM TOURISM

ECONOMY ECONOMY

DEMOGRAPHICS DEMOGRAPHICS

MELBOURNE 2030 MELBOURNE 2030

SAFETY SAFETY

1. FINDINGS



The following information summarises a series of exercises that were conducted by Village Well at all focus groups to 
obtain information essential to establishing an essence of place. 

2.1 Rosebud Identity Now

Rosebud has a split personality
The difference between winter and summer seasons in Rosebud produce an environment that is seen as “manic de-
pressive” in terms of “high highs and low lows” as a result of the yearly influx of summer campers and holiday makers. 

Rosebud today has value
The positive character and lifestyle of Rosebud is valued as laid back and welcoming. Community focus is valued as 
well as tolerance and acceptance, “(we are) allowed to be ourselves... (Rosebud is) non-judgemental”. The slower pace 
is valued in terms of a refreshing and relaxed feel to the town, which is generous, accommodating and friendly. There is 
a focus on the outdoors being a coastal town described as relatively safe and refreshing. 

Rosebud is in need of help/support
Rosebud despite its positives in terms of character is in need of support to combat the perception that it is divided and 
fractured as well as old, tired, struggling and unemployed. 

Described as “under utilized” Rosebud is seen to be “stuck in a rut” and carrying a “stigma” with it. It is seen as dull, 
boring and bland. There is also concern that Rosebud is loosing its heritage and becoming complacent. 

An issue for all groups but highlighted in particular by youth, Rosebud is seen as unsafe in the evenings, described as 
“wasted” (drunk). “violent” and “e-mo” (emotionally disturbed). This is most likely linked to other social and economic 
issues such as low incomes and the perceived lack of interest or excitement of Rosebud.  

Fragmented Identity
Rosebud is seen as being in search of its identity. It exhibits potential, many opportunities and is motivated and self-im-
proving. Rosebud is currently seen as commercial not recreational. 
Changing demographics is an issue in terms of aging and transitional population. 
The period of transition is evident in conflicting perceptions of Rosebud. Rosebud is seen as: traditional and Anglo-
Saxon as well as diverse and multi-cultural; covert in its behaviours and “what you see is what you get”; immature and 
elderly; tourist and family, black and white, old and young. 

Rosebud current needs
Rosebud needs to develop individual identity. There is a need for rosebud to be opened up to provide spaces to stop 
and views to the water. Beach improvement is needed and parking, boating facilities, restaurants and an interpretive 
centre are suggested.
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2.2 Rosebud Future Identity

Rosebud has strength: 
Socially
Rosebud is a confident, high profile destination. It encapsulates a clear identity and knows itself. There is strong com-
munity involvement and ownership which exhibits pride felt by those who call Rosebud home and respect for Rosebud 
from visitors. It is healthy, has a sense of wellbeing and meaning and is a safe environment for all. Recreational activities 
are increased, there is more to do for young people and Rosebud is a better place to take your family. 
Future Rosebud has a strong sense of social justice and is a tolerant and accepting society. 

Economically
Rosebud is a dynamic commercially successful town centre which provides strong levels of employment in generally 
and particularly for young people in the community. It generates income through a diversity of retail mix and the reten-
tion of local small businesses. It is a popular destination and still affordable for families and holiday makers. 

Environmentally
Rosebud is green, clean and more environmentally friendly. There are more banksias, wildlife and the water is clean to 
swim in. It natural and significant purchasing of land has been taken on to create open space. The surrounding farmland 
has been retained and Rosebud overall is more sustainable. 

Rosebud is attractive
Rosebud is a sexy, dynamic, beautiful place which is active friendly and vibrant. It is seen as peaceful and inviting and 
the community is generous, hospitable and kind. It is a destination which is unique and of high quality. 
There is a new modern and fresh feel to new building stock and views to the water have been identified. The town is 
more shady more integrated with the foreshore and appear to blend in with the sea. 

Rosebud has more things to do
Rosebud has improved its facilities over the past few years to provide more activities and choices. They have improved 
the Village Green and camping facilities and provided a tourists information and interpretive centre. There is a new ma-
rina, spa and aquatic centre, more cafes and a botanic gardens. 

Rosebud is easy to get to and get around
Rosebud is now well connected with good public transport. There is better disability access and improved circulation. 
The community of Rosebud now likes going places due better connections. The activity centre and foreshore is not bet-
ter connected providing a more integrated Rosebud.

Rosebud has vision
Rosebud maintains a visionary perspective on its future, it is motivated and has a goal. It is innovative, open to change, 
opportunistic and participatory. 

Rosebud is cultured
Rosebud has a style and diversity of arts and culture providing a vibrant destination. 

Rosebud has a heart
Rosebud is not only the heart of the peninsula but has a pulse and heart of its own. It has a sense of nostalgia and a vil-
lage atmosphere. Rosebud thrives on the personal involvement and collaboration of its community.

Rosebud has good management
Despite its fragile nature balanced use has made Rosebud strong. There is a new style of camping which is allowed 
year round, better parking and separation of cyclists from cars.

The shadow of Rosebud
If Rosebud is not planned for appropriately in the future it will be aggressive and overcrowded with an ageing society 
and a high divorce rate. Rosebud is also predominantly underwater due to rise in sea levels. Housing priced rose and 
forced the current community out as a result of planning system failure. 
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2.3 Rosebud Personality Exercise

2.3.1 Council (18/10/06 1:30-4:30pm)

ACTIVITY CENTRE

NOW FUTURE

• Easy going
• Traditional
• Bit dull
• Anglo Saxon
• Unsure
• Long and thin
• Poor
• Sedate
• Unsure
• Retired
• Rich, prosperous, easy going
• Unemployed
• Depressed
• Frustrated
• Stuck in a rut
• Low self esteem
• Immature
• Attractor
• Reliable
• Generous
• Articulate retirees
• Old and young

• Sexy
• Vibrant
• Confident
• Dominant
• Aggressive
• Assertive
• Diverse
• Sedate
• Contented
• Fulfilled
• Happy
• Visionary
• Legend
• Proud
• Motivated
• Commercially successful
• Spontaneous
• Sense of well being
• Friends
• Popular
• Connected
• Beautiful
• Generous
• Divorced
• Uniquely different
• Together

FORESHORE

NOW FUTURE

• Welcoming
• Fishing
• Dowdy
• Under-utilised
• Quiet
• Hazard
• Disgrace
• Has potential
• Not understood
• Lacking in displayed heritage
• Family
• Winter and summer – split personality
• Long and thin
• Wanting
• Threatened

• Seductive
• Spa
• Diverse
• Splashy
• Safe
• Recreational
• Magnetic space
• Dynamic
• Happy dogs
• Happy fish
• Natural
• Balanced
• More banksias
• All year round
• Shady
• Consolidated
• Underwater
• Stunning
• Skinks
• Cheap – affordable
• Sense of meaning
• Pride
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2.3.2 Foreshore Focus Group (18/10/06 6-8pm)

ACTIVITY CENTRE AND FORESHORE 

NOW FUTURE

• Expansive
• Fragile
• Friendly
• Colourful
• History
• Manic depressive (high highs and low lows)
• Stressed
• Dangerous
• Pleasant
• Natural
• Old
• Busy
• Diverse
• Multicultural
• Tired
• Refreshing
• Under utilised

• Natural
• Peaceful
• Fragile
• Refreshing
• Safe
• Friendly
• Colourful
• Healthy
• Active
• Environmentally friendly
• Interesting
• Diverse
• Unique
• Special
• Balanced use
• Respected
• Welcoming

2.3.3 Business Leaders Focus Group (30/10/06 6-8pm)

FORESHORE

NOW FUTURE

• Tired
• Lack of parking
• Tourist
• Not utilized
• Invisible
• Blockages
• Houses
• No individual ???
• Lacks boating facilities
• Struggling
• Haphazard
• Beach needs improving
• Need views - water
• No Restaurants
• Shabby
• Old drunk
• Unsafe
• No interpretive centre
• Does tell how to experience
• Too quiet
• Accommodating
• Too many camp sites
• Needs opening up

• new style of camping
• clean
• cohesive
• improvement to village green
• family
• activities
• cafes
• tourist information
• marina
• destination
• nostalgia
• interpretive centre
• better parking 
• affordable for families
• identify views
• interpretive
• good connection to activity centre
• separated bikes
• water view
• clear water to swim
• inviting
• art/culture aspects
• aquatic centre
• camping facilities
• opportunity to create botanic gardens
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ACTIVITY CENTRE

NOW FUTURE

• confusion
• friendly
• reliable
• lary?
• Trying to be everything at once
• Divided
• Split personality 
• Pockets of charm
• Self centred
• Cinema
• Low quality
• Single site
• Relatively safe
• Commercial not recreational
• Left behind
• Lack of spaces to stop
• Fractured
• Nostalgia
• Casual
• Daggy
• Not exciting
• Restricted
• Low income
• Complacent
• Suffering
• Tired/old

• Has fun
• Blends with the sea
• Quality
• Pulse/heart
• Cohesive
• Style
• Charm
• Village atmosphere
• New buildings
• Green
• Self esteem
• High profile
• Generates income
• Vibrant
• Clean
• Responsible with its assets
• Improved circulation
• Has a goal
• Rosebud the heart of the peninsula
• Beauty
• Diversity/arts
• Choice
• Destination
• Pride
• Identity
• Knows itself

2.3.4 Community Leaders Focus Group (31/10/06 6-8pm)

ACTIVITY CENTRE AND FORESHORE

NOW FUTURE

• Laid back
• Pathological
• Elderly
• Caring
• Dowdy
• Conned
• Relaxed
• Sharing
• Poor
• Frail
• Unemployed
• Confused
• Pathetic
• Lazy
• Community focused
• Positive
• Many opportunities
• Accepting
• Tolerant
• Non judgemental

• Much improved
• Stronger sense of community belonging
• Youth employment
• General employment
• Well connected
• Good public transport
• Children focused
• Overcrowded
• Tolerant
• Sense of social justice
• Aging society
• Better access for people with disabilities ie 
• Purchasing of land for open space
• Retention of farmland
• More choices
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2.3.5 Youth Focus Group (15/11/06 1:45-3:15pm)

ACTIVITY CENTRE AND FORESHORE

NOW FUTURE

• Wasted
• Outdoor
• Dirty
• Violent
• Emo
• Not that busy
• Laid back
• Mood swings
• Split personalities
• Working class man
• Boring
• Bland
• Sunny
• Quiet
• Dull

• Splendid
• Fun
• Bigger
• Healthy
• Happy
• Fatter
• Outgoing
• Likes going places
• More sustainable
• Environmentally friendly
• Cultured
• Kind
• Clean
• Sober
• Better place to take your family

2.3.6 Small Business Focus Group (15/11/06 6-8pm)

ACTIVITY CENTRE AND FORESHORE

NOW FUTURE

• Generous
• In search of an identity
• Black and white
• Dated
• Friendly
• Bit tired
• Untapped
• Motivation
• Bit shy
• Hard working
• Bit of self improvement
• Changing demographic
• Self pride
• What you see is what you get
• Flexible
• Allowed to be ourselves
• Maturing
• Aging and transitional people
• Personality conflict
• Stigma
• Covert in its behaviours

• Innovative
• Friendly
• Progressive
• Dynamic
• Bright
• Hospitable
• Modern / fresh
• Community involvement and ownership
• Keep small individual businesses
• Keeps diversity and retail mix
• Employment opportunities
• Cultured
• Open to change
• Opportunistic
• Sharing
• Personal involvement
• Participatory
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3. ATTENDEES

3.1 Council 
(18/10/06 1:30pm-4:30pm)

1 Mr. Shane Pianta, (DSE – planning)
2 Mr. Frank Mangan, (Strategic Projects Officer)
3 Ms. Anna Poulos, (Coastal Planner)
4 Mr. Mark Popplewell, (Recreation Planner)
5 Ms. Lee Robson, (Recreation Planner)
6 Mr. Dennis Prenderghast, (Team Leader Recreation & 
Culture)
7 Mr. Simon Lloyd, Thorning, (Team Leader Natural 
Systems)
8 Mr. Niall McDonough, (Senior Traffic Engineer)
9 Mr. Doug Bradbrook, (Team Leader Traffic & Road 
Safety)
10 Ms. Sophia Schyschow, (Manager Infrastructure 
Strategy)
11 Mr. Derek Rotter, (Team Leader Project Management)
12 Mr. Craig Cinquegrana, (Manager Infrastructure 
Design)
13 Mr. Allan Cowley, (Team Leader Strategic Planning)
14 Mr. Lynton Shedden, (Manager Strategic Planning)
15 Mr. Sotirios Katakouzinos, (Team Leader Statutory 
Planning)
16 Ms. Rosalyn Franklin, (Team leader Scheme & Sys-
tems Review)
17 Mr. Simon Lloyd, (Heritage Planner)
18 Ms. Yasmin Woods, (Manager Property Unit)
19 Mr. Shane Murphy, (Manager Economic Develop-
ment)
20 Ms. Sue Hannah, (Youthlinx coordinator)
21 Ms. Val  Smith, (Rosebud Branch Librarian)
22 Cr. David Gibb, (Rosebud Ward)
23 Cr. Tim Rodgers, (Pt Nepean Ward)
24 Cr. Bill Goodrem, (Rye Beach Ward)
25 Cr. Dave Gregan, (Kangeron Ward)
26 Cr. Brain Stahl, (Cerberus Ward)
27 Cr. Bev Colomb, (Mornington ward)
28 Cr. Anne Shaw, (Balcombe Ward)
29 Cr. Ian Johnston, (Truemans Ward)
30 Cr. Reade Smith, (Mt Eliza ward)

3.2 Foreshore Focus Group 
(18/10/06 6:30pm-8:30pm)

1 John Gaffney, (Rosebud Bowls Club)
2 Warren Leonard, (Retiree)
3 Michael Libbert, (Rosebud Motorboat Squadron & 
committed devoted long time camper)
4 Len Warfe, (Port Philip Conservation Council)
5 Peter Cass, (McCrae Yacht Club)
6 Rohan Sharp, (Capel Sound Foreshores)
7 Estelle Godsman, (Dromana Foreshore Community)
8 Bru Jones, (Scout Group)
9 Bob Sachs, (Rosebud Bowls Club)
10 Pam Thompson, (Resident) 
11 Virginia Brook, (DSE)
12 Kevin Sheaves, (Rosebud Chamber of Commerce)
13 Alison Doherty, (Chamber of Commerce)
14 Green Hunter, (MP Beach Box Association)

15 Juawta Aitken, (Rosebud Memorial Hall Committee)
16 Frank Moroney, (MP Beach Box Association)

3.3 Business Leaders Focus Group 
(30/10/06 6pm-8:30pm)

1 Mr. Kevin Sheaves (Rosebud Chamber of Commerce)
2 Mr. John Hall (Rosebud Chamber of Commerce)
3 Mr. Paul McGuinness (Rosebud Chamber of Com-
merce)
4 Mr. Bernhard McNamara(Colonial/First National)
5 Ms. Elaine Scholes (Manager Rosebud Plaza)
6 Ms. Maree Abbott (Manager - Rosebud Central Shop-
ping Centre)
7 Mr. Grant Beck (Rosebud Central Shopping Centre)
8 Mr. Rohan McIntosh (Rosebud Central Shopping Cen-
tre)
9 Mr. Peter Newman (Rosebud Central Shopping Cen-
tre)
10 Ms. Alva Hemming (MPS Tourism)
11 Ms. Pam Ashdown (Village Cinemas Rosebud)
12 Mr. Ken Healy
13 Mr. David Barke (Retravision)
14 Mr. Norman Watson (Neptours)
15 Ms. Wendy Archer 
16 Mr. Andrew Nikakis (Rosebud Hotel)

3.4 Community Leaders Focus Group 
(31/10/06 6pm-8:30pm)

1 Judy Walsh (H.P. Branch National Trust)
2 Sandy  Chirstie (Dromana and District Historical So-
ciety)
3 Jim Brunton (Rosebud Senior Citizens Centre - Presi-
dent)
4 Joyce and Bill Beckwith (Rosebud Police Senior Citi-
zens Register)
5 Wayne Odgers (Disability Consultive Committee Shire 
Council)
6 Carol Wilson (Southern Peninsula Community Care 
Inc)
7 Ellen Darcy (Southern Peninsula Community Informa-
tion Centre)
8 Lorraine Wheeler (Mornington Peninsula Ratepayers 
and Residents Association - Secretary)
9 Margaret Bottari (Friends of Rosebud Beach and 
Foreshore Inc)
10 Pam Capper (Southern Peninsula Community Sup-
port and Information Centre)
11 Richard Nelson-Jones (Rosebud Men’s Probus - 
President, Probus Association - Chair)
12 Tony Mackintosh (Mens Probus Association)
13 Peter Barnett (Resident)
14 Jane Clarke (Resident and Mornington Peninsula 
Ratepayers and Residents Association)
15 Greg Edwards (Rosebud Secondary College – Prin-
ciple)
16 Tom Gibson (Lions Club of Rosebud)
17 Margaret Haywood (Land owner)
18 Dr. Michael Haywood (land owner)



19 John Cain (Friends of Rosebud Beach and Fore-
shore Inc - Treasurer)
20 Gary Howard (Mornington Peninsula Ratepayers and 
Residents Association, Friends of Rosebud Beach and 
Foreshore Inc, McCrae Homestead Foreshore Group, 
Rosebud Police consultive committee)
21 Eunic Cain (Friends of Rosebud Beach and Fore-
shore Inc)
22 Frank Thompson (Mornington Peninsula Ratepayers 
and Residents Association)

3.5 Youth Focus Group 
(15/11/06 1:45-3:15pm)
(Year 9 Rosebud Secondary College)

1 Shannon
2 Jay
3 Matt
4 Cath
5 Talia
6 Mitch
7 Melissa
8 Casey
9 Matty
10 Greg
11 Joe
12 Mark 
13 Amelia
14 Mitch
15 Nicky
16 Jade
17 Ollie

3.6 Small Business Focus Group 
(15/11/06 6-8pm)

Mr & Mrs Andrew and Sandra Dunbar (Real Estate)
Ms Wendy Archer (Be Spoilt Lingerie)
Mr Cameron Barnett (McDonalds)
Ms Antonella Cezi (Trivne Health and Lifestyle)
Mr Greg Ross (Greg’s Family Butchers)
Mr David Croucher (Peninsula Baker Boys Café)
Mr David Elson (Rosebud Ambulance Service)
Ms Val Smith (Rosebud Library)
Mr Kevin Sheaves (Coastal Surveys)
Ms Alison Doherty (Centre Manager - Rosebud Cham-
ber of Commerce)
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1. CONTENTS



On January 20, 2007 Village Well, in association with Hansen Partnership and Mornington Peninsula Shire 
Council, conducted a community consultation day at the Rosebud Memorial Hall and within an adjacent 
marquee. The aim of the consultation was to provide Hansen Partnership with detailed community views on 
the future development and management of Rosebud; information that will be integrated into the Rosebud 
Activity Centre Structure Plan and Foreshore Management Plan.

In late 2006 Village Well conducted a number of focus group workshops with the objective of identifying 
issues and opportunities for the town. The objective of the Community Consultation Day was to move past this 
analysis to uncover ideas and solutions residing within the community.

The Program

The consultation strategy aimed to provide a number of different opportunities for members of the community 
to participate in the process. In general, the more formal, facilitated consultation was conducted in the 
Memorial Hall with informal engagement occurring in the Marquee. 

In the Memorial Hall

10-11am  The Rosebud Shopping Centre
12-1pm  Residential Areas
2-3pm   The Foreshore

In the Marquee 

• Community survey
• Background documents for perusal
• Information sheets on the project
• Colouring in competition – the future Rosebud
• Face painting for children

Formal Consultation

The formal consultation in the Memorial Hall focussed of finding community responses to a number of questions 
provided by Hansen Partnership on each of the key areas. The questions had been developed as a response 
to the issues and opportunities focus group workshops. Each session was prefaced by an introduction to the 
project and its objectives, an overview of planning policy processes and their state government context.

2. INTRODUCTION



The following data has been compiled from material captured in the formal sessions and from the survey 
(Appendix 1). In addition 71 surveys were returned either on the day or to council offices within 2 weeks of the 
consultation day. 42 respondents named themselves as either residents, semi permanent residents or residents 
who also camped. These have been grouped together in the tables below. 29 respondents considered 
themselves campers. There were no respondents that nominated themselves as day visitor, hotel or caravan 
park residents.

The following two tables provide data collected from the surveys regarding desire for change or not. They 
provide an overview of key community issues that were also apparent in the formal sessions: 

 What should not be changed in the Rosebud Town Centre or Foreshore?
Campers: Residents:
No response 17 No response 12
Camping on Foreshore 7 No change 6
Country town/mainstreet feel 1 Camping on Foreshore 5
Don’t change anything 1 Development 4
Community feel 1 Village Green 3

Parking 2
Trees 1
Rosebud Primary School Market 1
Foreshore 1
Jetty 1
Retain heritage/character buildings 1
The Bowls Club 1

What needs to change?
Campers: Residents:
No response 13 No response 8
Separate day/camper amenities 3 Traffic management/parking 3
Tokens for water usage 3 More pedestrian amenities 3
Improve facilities 3 Maintenance/cleanliness 3
Camper consultation and information 2 Aquatic Centre 2
More native shrubs and trees 2 The Foreshore 2
Better regulations/enforcement 2 Picnic/toilet areas upgrade 2
Traffic Management/parking 2 Sound shell 2
Damage to environment 1 Upgrade/facelift for shopfronts 2
Lighting 1 Better use of the land 1
Improve water pressure 1 More medical facilities 1
Provision of tap per camping site 1 Resident consultation 1
Aquatic Centre 1 Removal of syringe disposal unit 1
Safety/security 1 Jetty clean up 1
Removal of dangerous trees 1 More shade 1
Reduce jet ski usage 1 Signage along Foreshore 1

More native shrubs and trees 1
Tourist attitudes 1
Safety/security 1
Civic centre/yacht club area 1
Improved vegetation 1
Shopping Centre reduction 1

3. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS



The Rosebud Shopping Centre session was attended by c.20 people, by appearances mostly over 50 years old 
and full time residents. The attendees were asked 6 questions:

Q1 – Is the spread out nature of the Shopping Centre complementary? 
Q2 – Where should the ‘heart’ of Rosebud be?
Q3 – What’s missing in the Shopping Centre?
Q4 – Where should offices or big box retail uses fit?
Q5 – Should housing such as units occur along Point Nepean Road?
Q6 – What building heights are appropriate along the street frontage?

The following information provides a summary of responses to each question. A comprehensive report of all 
comments is included in Appendix 2.

The following table identifies survey results that relate to the general issues facing the Rosebud Town Centre:

What are the key issues that should be considered for the Rosebud Town Centre?
Campers: Residents:
No issue/no response 14 Traffic/parking 20
Traffic/Parking 10 No issue/no response 8
Pedestrian amenity 3 Expansion/development 4
Access to community services 2 Road design 4
Access to sporting facilities 2 Maintenance/cleanliness 2
Access 1 Pedestrian amenity 1
Dependence on tourism 1 Speed 1
Too many National/ chain stores 1 Infrastructure 1
Drainage/stormwater 1 Banks 1
Youth facilities 1 Employment 1

Extension of camping season 1
Availability of services 1
Safety/security 1

1. Is the spread out nature of the Shopping Centre complementary?

The consensus was that the Shopping Centre was too spread out, had little identity in the line of towns along 
Point Nepean Road and was difficult to move along. However, strong concerns were voiced for centralisation 
that would exacerbate current traffic and parking difficulties.

2. Where should the ‘heart’ of Rosebud be?

The majority of attendees acknowledged that some kind of central gathering/community space was needed 
in Rosebud, if not more than one. A number of locations were suggested regarding the possible location of 
the ‘heart for Rosebud. The most common locations were identified as in the Foreshore area; near the Village 
Green or Pier.

The following responses from the survey may indicate the reduced interest of campers in the wider community 
aspect of the town; although the fact that almost a third of residents also did not answer this question may 
indicate that it was not well understood. The majority of residents did however answer the question with most 
indicating the preferred location in the foreshore, near the Village Green, the Pier or the original Rosebud 
shopping strip.

3.1. SHOPPING CENTRE



Does Rosebud need a physical ‘heart’? If so, where should it be?
Campers: Residents:
No response 24 No response 12
No 6 Near Village Green 4
Yes 2 No 4
Away from Pt Nepean Road 1 Yes 4
Near Crescent Mall 1 Foreshore 2
Original Rosebud shopping strip 1 Original Rosebud shopping strip 2

Near the pier 2
Rosebud Plaza 1
Near Cinema 1
Doncaster Plaza 1
Somewhere with a sea view 1
In the hearts of all residents and tourists 1
Rotary Park area 1
Boneo Road area 1
Rosebud Parade Corner 1
Whole of Rosebud 1

3. What’s missing in the Shopping Centre?

The group was able to identify a number of elements and activities that they believed were missing from the 
Shopping Centre Precinct. The following list is ordered from elements/activities most mentioned to least:

• Evening activities – restaurants, entertainment etc and a safe environment to enjoy them
• Community facilities – improved civic services such as banks, meeting/gathering places, 

community centre, pool, public toilets, education etc
• Pedestrian amenity and safety – road crossings, safe laneways etc
• Connection to the water/beach culture – outdoor cafes, views to the beach, grassed areas/

open spaces etc
• Transportation – improved parking, access and public transport

The following table identifies survey responses to the issue of uses and activities in the centre:

What do you think about the existing range of uses and activities in the Rosebud Town 
Centre? Is there anything missing?
Campers: Residents:
No response/no issue 14 No response/nothing missing 21
Adequate 6 Hardware store 2
Amenities 3 Restaurant 2
More shade 1 Village Green activities 2
Pedestrian amenity 1 Market 2
More restaurants 1 Newsagency at north end 1
Less cafés 1 Parking 1
More community services 1 Improve public transport 1
Children’s playground 1 Theatre 1
Parking 1 Banks 1

Traffic School 1
No more shops 1
Adequate 1
Community services 1
Museum 1
Information Centre 1
Greenery/Landscaping 1
More quality playgrounds 1

The survey results suggest that many respondents either had little interest in the question or felt that the existing 
range of uses and activities in the Rosebud Town Centre was adequate. Those that did respond suggested 
a variety of areas where additions or improvements could be made which were reinforced by the formal 
session.

3.1 SHOPPING CENTRE



4. Where should offices or big box retail uses fit?

Attendees noted three primary commercial types; offices, medical suites and big box retail. The preferred 
location for offices for professional services and the like was to be integrated into the existing town centre, 
along the main street and side streets. Medical services were identified as needing to be in the centre and 
accessible by the elderly in particular. Big Box retail was almost unanimously preferred to be away from the 
centre where it would not impact on what are considered existing poor traffic conditions. In particular the 
area around the existing Bunnings and the Colcheson area were specifically mentioned. There was some 
discussion as to whether this type of retail was suitable in Rosebud at all.

5. Should housing such as units occur along Point Nepean Road?

The majority of attendees agreed that an increase in residential along Point Nepean Road was appropriate 
although many concerns were also voiced regarding the quality and quantity that should be allowed. 
Impacts on traffic, parking and street character should be considered while many felt that an increased 
residential population in the centre would be good for improving safety. Another concern raised was how to 
manage part time residents/tourists whose residences were empty for much of the year.

6. What building heights are appropriate along the street frontage?

The majority of attendees believed a strongly enforced 2 storeys should be the maximum allowable height, 
particularly along Point Nepean Road. There was some support for 3 storey development where it would not 
impact on streetscape character or block existing views. Specific areas mentioned for possible increased 
building heights (3-4 storeys) included Rosebud Parade, around the library and IGA, behind Point Nepean 
Road. 

3.1 SHOPPING CENTRE



The Residential session was attended by c.20 people, by appearances mostly over 50 years old and full time 
residents. The attendees were asked 5 questions:

Q1 – Where should or could new forms of housing occur?
Q2 – How can local parks and streets in residential areas be improved?
Q3 – Is access to community and shopping facilities acceptable?
Q4 – Are any neighbourhoods worthy of protection or heritage consideration?
Q5 – How can neighbourhoods be and feel safer?

The following information provides a summary of responses to each question. A comprehensive report of all 
comments is included in Appendix 3.

1. Where should or could new forms of housing occur?

Attendees stressed a need for new housing to be located near existing infrastructure and services such main 
roads, drainage systems, public transport, open space etc and to consolidate housing along the arterial spines 
with units/apartments for an ageing population. Affordable housing, especially for an ageing population was 
of concern as well as providing a variety of quality options with a preference for single storey.

Survey responses expressed a variety of views on how to manage future housing needs. The vast majority 
made no comment.

Where should/could new forms of housing occur?
Campers: Residents:
No response 20 No response 19
Not Foreshore 3 No more 7
Inland from town 1 Two storey height limited 3
Near existing infrastructure 1 No free land 1
A location that will have minimum 
impact on the environment

1 Behind Rosebud Plaza 1

Rosebud South 1 Dual occupancy 1
No free land 1 Not Foreshore 1
South of freeway 1 Boneo Road area 1

Rosebud South 1
No low quality housing 1

2. How can local parks and streets in residential areas be improved?

The primary opportunity was seen to be improving connectivity between open spaces with bike paths and 
pedestrian networks. Many in the group expressed a need for increased open space to meet needs of 
increases in population as well as an increase in active recreation opportunities. Some attendees believe that 
the foreshore provides adequate open space and additional parklands are not required.

Another improvement tabled was the planting of more trees in both parks and streets throughout Rosebud 
and drought tolerant vegetation. Attendees noted maintenance, safety and signage as three areas that 
could be improved. In particular the need to provide safe access for wheelchairs, electric scooters and the 
less abled was stated. 

3. Is access to community and shopping facilities acceptable?

The major area of concern to attendees regarding access issues was linked to poor traffic and parking systems 
and the lack of public/community transport. Concern was also stated that existing facilities were poorly utilised 
due to poor maintenance.

3.2 RESIDENTIAL



4. Are any neighbourhoods worthy of protection or heritage consideration?

There were very few particular locations noted by the group as worth of heritage consideration. It was agreed 
that existing listed buildings should remain so and additional consideration should be given to the preservation 
of the embankment behind Point Nepean Road, the subdivision pattern of the avenues and within the town, 
the old theatre and 1920s dance hall.

5. How can neighbourhoods be and feel safer?

The attendees provided a great deal of comment on improving the safety (and perception of) Rosebud. The 
following is a hierarchical list of those items recognised by the community:

• Increased lighting throughout the centre and foreshore
• Safer pedestrian environment – paths, fencing, crossings, traffic calming etc
• Improved transport – night services such as taxis and buses

3.2 RESIDENTIAL



Over 150 people, the majority of whom were regular campers in the foreshore, attended the Foreshore 
session. The large number of attendees was explained as a reaction to changes to camping rules and a 
misunderstanding regarding the purpose of the workshop. Attendees were generally angry and anxious that 
what they considered a right, the ability to camp for up to 8 weeks a year, might be altered. There were 
also a number of concerns regarding small matters such as amenities and facilities provided to campers. It 
was agreed that these issues would be passed on to council who would organise a meeting with campers’ 
representatives. On the other hand, some residents were unhappy with the fact that campers’ views were 
being given the same consideration as residents and believed there should have been 2 meetings.

Once the campers’ concerns had been aired the workshop continued as programmed. The attendees were 
asked 5 questions:

Q1 – Should an Aquatic Centre be located on the Foreshore?
Q2 – Should further development occur on the Foreshore and where?
Q3 – What’s missing in the Foreshore?
Q4 – Should the extent of camping be changed?
Q5 – How should the fragile coastal environment be protected?

The following information provides a summary of responses to each question. A comprehensive report of all 
comments is included in Appendix 4.

The following table identifies survey results that relate to the general issues facing the Rosebud foreshore:

What are the key issues that should be considered for the Rosebud Foreshore?
Campers: Residents:
Amenities 20 Maintenance/cleanliness 7
Environment 11 Amenities 6
Speed on Foreshore Roads 10 Access to facilities 5
Tree removal 9 Development 2
Campers are part of the Rosebud 
community

7 Visual access to sea 2

Camping season cost 6 Rubbish bins and pick-up 2
Camper consultation 4 Parking 2
Camping regulations 4 No issue/no response 2
Children’s fences 4 Public access 2
Safety/security 3 Safety/security 2
Pedestrian amenities 2 Tree removal 2
Foreshore Road, other uses 2 More shade 2
Parking 2 Retention of fauna 2
Camping season length 2 Life Saving Club required 1
Lighting 2 Unsightly sound shell 1
Access 2 Drainage/stormwater 1
Maintenance/cleanliness 2 Existing housing 1
Youth facilities 1 Camping to continue 1
Campsite density 1 Camping regulations 1
Safe swimming areas – boat free zones 1 Year round use 1

Grass 1
Shelter 1

1. Should an Aquatic Centre be located on the Foreshore?

The majority of attendees agreed that there should be an Aquatic Centre, however, there was considerable 
debate regarding its location. Around 25% believed it should be located on the foreshore, with nearly a third 
of those preferring it at the old pool site. Many more stated that it should not be located on the foreshore but 
rather further inland with good access to other facilities, public transport and the majority of the population. 
Those against locating it on the foreshore stated their reasons as being limiting development on the foreshore 
generally, environmental concerns, maintaining open space not reducing it, and traffic and parking impacts. 
Those against an Aquatic Centre in any location stated their reasons being the lack of need, the cost of the 
building and ongoing maintenance, and the use of precious land.

3.3 THE FORESHORE



2. Should further development occur on the Foreshore and where?

Generally development was not desired by attendees, in particularly larger developments such as residential 
and commercial projects. There was strong support for more recreational facilities such as playgrounds, 
BBQ areas, boat ramps and boat hire. Many attendees also requested the consideration of upgrades and 
maintenance of existing facilities such as traffic management, parking, landscaping, rubbish removal, 
bathroom and toilet blocks, and bike/walking tracks. 

3. What’s missing in the Foreshore?

The survey results show many respondents thought the current levels of use and activity were adequate 
however there was also support for more activities and playgrounds on the Foreshore.

What do you think about the existing range of uses and activities on the Foreshore? Should 
there be less or more?
Campers: Residents:
No response 11 Adequate 9
Adequate 8 More activities 6
More children’s play areas 3 More play grounds 4
Increased camping (powered and 
non-powered)

2 Aquatic centre 4

No more circuses 2 No response 3
More parks 1 Development 3
Amenities 1 Update trail 3
Dog litter bins along trails 1 Maintenance/cleanliness 3
More off-road cycle trails 1 Install boat ramp 3
Extension of camping season 1 Sporting/youth activities 2

More shops 2
Amenities 2
Off-leash area for dogs 1
Drainage/stormwater 1
Remove bowling club 1
Repair jetty area 1
Revegetation 1
Environment 1
Decrease activities 1
Remove car park 1
Playgrounds 1
Shelter 1
Evening activities 1

There was majority support for the upgrading/maintenance of existing facilities (66 individual responses of the 
formal session), however there was also a strong call for:

• Play grounds
• BBQ & picnic areas
• Improved and increased park furniture such as chairs and tables, shade structures, public 

benches
• Improved and increased walking and bike tracks
• Water activities infrastructure such as boat ramps, fish cleaning, life saving club
• Environmental management such as weed and dangerous tree removal, water restrictions, 

sand management
• Improved infrastructure such as lighting, fresh water access
• Parking/traffic management and road improvements

To a lesser extent but still in significant numbers, the attendees requested improved rubbish management, 
more shower/toilet facilities (with security), fire hydrants, outdoor/beach showers, community notice boards 
and dog litter management.

3.3 THE FORESHORE



4. Should the extent of camping be changed?

A large percentage of attendees supported the extension of the camping season as well as an increase in 
the size of camping areas. While many had personal objectives in mind, other ideas regarding the provision of 
short stay camping sites and the re-opening of closed sections were tabled. A number of attendees suggested 
a change of management was needed, as the new rules did not meet campers’ needs. There were not many 
who supported either a decrease in time or area; however, reasons tabled included environmental damage 
to the foreshore

5. How should the fragile coastal environment be protected?

Vegetation management including removal of weeds and non-coastal vegetation, re-vegetation and 
improved management was the highest priority for the group. Other issues the attendees felt needed to be 
addressed were 

• Pollution; rubbish removal, recycling, beach cleaning
• Water management; storm water, sewerage, rainwater tanks
• Foreshore management; governance, regulations
• Education of campers and residents, signage
• Access; manage ‘goat tracks’ 
• Beach management; boats speeds, dredging, sand groins

3.3 THE FORESHORE



Dogs
A number of people raised concerns in both the formal session and in the surveys regarding where dogs 
should be allowed on and off leash. It was stated that there is confusion regarding the rules and the current off 
leash area at McCrae was unsuitable.

Consultation with Campers
Most attendees of the Foreshore session were concerned that many decisions regarding the future of 
camping and applicable camping rules had not been made in consultation with the people concerned 
– the campers. It was requested that a formal consultation group be formed through which council could 
communicate.

Facility use
Current foreshore facilities are used by both campers and day trippers. This has caused some problems 
between users. It was requested that separate facilities be provided as their needs were different.

3.4 OTHER HOT ISSUES



THANK YOU FOR PARTICIPATING IN THE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION PROCESS FOR THE ROSEBUD ACTIVITY 
CENTRE STRUCTURE PLAN AND COASTAL MANAGEMENT PLAN – YOUR COMMENTS WILL BE CONSIDERED IN THE 

PREPARATION OF THESE PLANS

I am a…
- Permanent resident Holiday visitor o Camping

o Caravan park
o Hotel
o other accommodation

- Semi-permanent resident
- Day visitor

My age group is…
<20  21-30  31-40  41-50  51-60  61-70   >70

I heard about today’s event through…
- Local Newspaper - Email
- Peninsula Wide - Shop window
- Letter - Word of mouth
- Flyer - Walking past

PLEASE ANSWER AS MANY OR FEW OF THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS AS YOU WISH OR IF YOU HAVE GENERAL 
COMMENTS 

PLEASE WRITE ON THE BACK OF THE PAGE

Q. What are the key issues that should be considered for the Rosebud Foreshore?

Q. What are the key issues that should be considered for the Rosebud Town Centre?

Q. What do you think about the existing range of uses and activities on the Foreshore? Should there be more 
or less?

Q. What do you think about the existing range of uses and activities in the Rosebud Town Centre? Is there 
anything missing? 

Q. Does Rosebud need a physical ‘heart’? If so where should it be?

Q. Where should/could new forms of housing occur? 
___________________________________________________________________________

Q. What should not be changed in the Rosebud Town Centre or Foreshore?

Q. What needs to change?

THANKYOU & please return this to one of staff or deposit into the box

APPENDIX 1. SURVEY



Q1 IS THE SPREAD OUT NATURE OF THE SHOPPING CENTRE COMPLEMENTARY?

No, Not complementary
How can development be controlled? Through zonings? In the past MPs and council have not had adequate control over 
development

Too spread out
- No it is too spread out. But if it was condensed the parking problems would be even worse than they are today
- No, very spread out making parking a problem
- No, very messy and difficult for older people to move from A to Z
- No, weather wise the long stretch is very cold and windy in the winter, its car dependant and people ask where is 

the beach? And Why is it called Rosebud
- No, fill the gaps along PNR with shops and businesses
- Spread to north and east – create blocks or precincts, bring these together will only exacerbate traffic chaos

Needs a heart
- No, needs a central spot to create a commercial identity
- Too much commercial - centralise

No exciting
- Too bland, it just goes on and on, looks boring

Negative impact
- No, has negative impact on community transport and disability access
- No further development of any shopping facilities of any type in Rosebud

Its changing already
- The area is already changing to residential

Q2 WHERE SHOULD THE ‘HEART’ OF ROSEBUD BE?

Pier/Village Green/Foreshore
- Main heart should be near the Pier with a distribution of smaller centres; Rosebud Plaza, McCrae Plaza. 
- Around the Pier and Village Green  x2
- Around the sound shell area
- The foreshore x 3
- From Jetty Road to the cinema, plaza, library
- Hotel, village green – aquatic centre – water up to the hotel door (global warming)

Boneo Rd
- Cnr PNR and Boneo Road around shopping centre, Rotary Park and new Skate Park

We need a heart, not sure where
- Centralise in one place
- Pity that the library is away from centre
- Centre could be a complementary heart, has room for expansion and to develop a wider range of uses
- Not sure, the heart at the moment seems to be the new Plaza
- The new Plaza has made itself a hub if not a heart
- Need several hearts

The old theatre
- The old theatre (now furniture shop) x 2

APPENDIX 2. SHOPPING CENTRE Detailed Findings



Q3 WHAT’S MISSING IN THE SHOPPING CENTRE?

Design
- A theme, consistency, creativity, modernization. Built up gardens, landscaping, ambience connecting the centre to 

the foreshore
- Landscaping
- To see the water x 2

Specialty shops/market
- Small concept retail hardware has been pushed out by Bunnings
- Good over 50s clothing shops x3
- A market with fresh fish, fresh and loose product, a range of cultural ingredients eg Indian, Vietnamese
- Newsagent

Central meeting places
- An open area, rotunda for resting
- A central place
- More fun areas on the grassed areas near the pub – for families
- Save McCrae as a small village
- Needs more rest points ‘sit and chat points’

Department stores
- ‘Target’ in Rosebud keeps trade there

Evening activities
- No restaurants or entertainment that people can gather at to create a culture of mixing locals and holiday makers 

together. The Shopping centre is desolate in the evening
- More evening activities – especially in the winter 
- Live music venues – alternatives to gaming venues

Restaurants/Eateries
- Rosebud needs a decent eating area, outdoor tables etc
- Restaurants needed – a latte culture
- Pavement cafes
- Nice restaurants and evening activities x 2

Pedestrian Infrastructure
- Pedestrian amenity x 2
- Disability and general pedestrian access

Safety
- Safe laneways x 2

Community facilities/activities
- Civic services – council, police etc
- Bendigo Bank
- Banking for the elderly
- Needs more community facilities, learning precinct
- An activity ‘community’ centre, multi purpose; performing arts/ hall, theatre, youth facility, pool
- Toilet facilities
- Affordable Public housing
- A marina 

Needs no more of
- No extra shops of any type needed

Public transport
- Accessible community transport
- Community/public transport access
- Public transport

Parking/Traffic
- Parking
- Ease of parking
- Improve traffic/ carparking
- Traffic barriers to protect pedestrians and to create café atmosphere

APPENDIX 2. SHOPPING CENTRE Detailed Findings



Q4  WHERE SHOULD OFFICES OR BIG BOX RETAIL USES FIT?

Offices
- Offices near Rosebud Plaza
- Offices in main street and side streets
- Boneo Road area – offices above shops
- Offices can be anywhere but close to community transport
- Flats and houses on the foreshore – side could be used as offices

Medical
- Medical and financial offices need to be in centre; Boneo Road between PNR and Eastborne Road

Big box retail
- Delivery/access needs to be considered
- Bulky goods near Bunnings x 2
- Big box out where land is available
- Keep big box retail in light industrial area

- Big box on a major road – but not where trucks would need to go through residential – more suited to a larger 
commercial/industrial centre

- Away from shopping centre – keep in the big truck zone of Boneo Road/Colcheson area x 2

No big box/bulky goods
- Boneo Road but not in big box form
- No bulky good – there are enough at Mornington and Frankston

Q5 SHOULD HOUSING SUCH AS UNITS OCCUR ALONG POINT NEPEAN ROAD?

Yes, but…

- Yes, but may need to limit due to traffic reasons
- Yes, with all parking being considered
- Yes, increase ‘eyes on the street’ – good for community security
- Yes, provided DDO appropriate and height/footprint
- Yes, but centralized, not ‘spasmodic’ way. Modernised apartments in Rosebud central and incorporated into the 

modernized recreational precinct along the foreshore – “a Darling Harbour concept would be good”
- Yes, but east of Adams and west of Boneo
- Around the activity centre – unit development
- Shop top housing to ensure an ongoing people presence in the centre x2
- Quality housing near the shopping centre should help security at night

Need to consider…

Part time residents
- Need to limit part time residents so that areas don’t become ghost areas 
- Holiday houses being converted to permanent

Heritage
- Areas need to be designated where no change will happen – buffers around heritage properties

Elderly residents
- Permanent residents replacing holiday makers as population ages – move from hillside to beach area
- Good for older residents; flat and easy access to shops and services

APPENDIX 2. SHOPPING CENTRE Detailed Findings



Q6 WHAT BUILDING HEIGHTS ARE APPROPRIATE ALONG THE STREET FRONTAGE?

Single storey
- Single Storey

Two storey
- 2 storey – without blocking views of Bay – keep within area between Jetty Road and 6th avenue
- 2 storey – not more than 12m – behind shops along PNR where 2 storey already exists
- 2 storey maximum along Point Nepean Road
- No higher than 2 storeys – well designed and quality
- 2 storey with possible third set back
- 2 storey on PNR and 3-4 in the area behind the shopping centre ie behind Port Phillip Plaza
- 2 storey with potential for 3 (design)

Three storey
- 3 storey is needed to see over the vegetation (to the sea) but the impact on the streetscape is undesirable
- Rosebud Parade could accommodate 2-3 stories – design quality is critical

Four storey
Capped at 4 storeys for consistency – shops on ground, the offices and apartments

Specific areas
- Can build up around the library and IGA – no view block
- Apartments and higher density should be back behind Point Nepean Road
- Keep heights to a minimum where building up blocks the view of the sea

Other comments

Develop leisure area in the foreshore area west of pier

Better public transport to support aging population

Need retail survey – what are locals travelling to buy?

Safety in Rosebud at night is a problem

Don’t buy designs eg. Street furniture and facades from catalogues – have them designed especially for Rosebud

Build up Main Street into centralised precinct with connected shopping centres, arterial walkways, bridges, buses, 
monorail. Recreational facilities up to the pier and aquatic/sports centre linked to the main road. Centralised car park 
away from the main strip.
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Q1 WHERE SHOULD OR COULD NEW FORMS OF HOUSING OCCUR?

Close to services (7)
- Main roads
- Walking distance
- Public transport routes
- Avenues
- Port Phillip Plaza
- Old part – consolidation
- Consolidate housing along arterial spines – units/apartments – affordable for aging population

Housing types
Variety (4)

- Choice – affordability
- Diversity of types –units/apartments
- New forms of housing everywhere
- Town housing, retirement accommodation, rental housing/flats, houses, highrise

Retirement (2)
- Maybe council could purchase some existing lots for retirement living
- Affordable housing – access for individuals single story – ability to take transport/walk/drive. Impact on flora and 

fauna – DRS/clinics/? Are these in place before developing higher density living.

Unacceptable (5)
- Don’t want Queensland style high-rise developments
- Keep it like Rosebud not like the city.
- No unit developments or townhouses!!!
- No high rise developments!!!
- No more housing estates!!!

Density/Building heights (3)
- Higher density – in specific locations
- Single storey preferred
- Village – multistory limit 3 max

Design (2)
- Contemporary sea side architecture
- No main theme

Views (2)
- Overlooking open space
- Behind shopping centre with view over

Zoned areas (2)
- Tourist area on front to Point Nepean Rd
- Areas of subdivision

Where there is infrastructure (3)
- Requires infrastructure
- Paths, drains, open space, transport
- Questionable existing subdivisions are able to be altered therefore housing should reflect residential requirements . 

Q2  HOW CAN LOCAL PARKS AND STREETS IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS BE IMPROVED?

Connectivity
Pedestrian

- Pedestrian connectivity 
- Access to parklands
- Connectivity of open space eg as happens in Endeavor hills
- Connecting public open space
- Paths for wheelchair access, walkers, disabled and mothers with prams.
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Cycling
- More cycle facilities – eastbourne
- Bike paths
- Bike/walk tracks
- Bicycle paths within for locals 

Parks
More Parks

- Open spaces/More parks
- More open spaces if higher density housing
- Maybe council could purchase some existing lots and convert to parklands

No More Parks
- Use foreshore not more parks inside residential areas

Activities
- Athletics activities and playgrounds
- Inter-active facilities
- Sports athletics venue
- Skate park will need security issues
- Better access to sporting
- Kids activities

Existing parks
- Banksia woodpark? Will it remain?
- Ramps/footpaths/pang? – pared without water? and swings
- Lighting of sporting facilities such as cricket ground, footy grounds
- Improve the existing parks
- Children’s playgrounds
- Picnic tables

Planting
- More trees
- Drought tolerant planting
- Smaller growing trees

Streets
Planting

- Street trees but need to consider risk and watering requirements
- Trees in town – maintained and replaced as needed

Safety
- Public streets 
- By making them safer 
- Fencing for safety
- Blue lights for drug use
- Security cameras.
- Improving lighting pavement etc

Infrastructure
- Maintenance 
- General maintenance
- Underground power and drainage
- Provision for electric scooters, wheelchairs etc
- Unsealed roads should be fixed
- More footpaths

Signage
- Signage
- Street signs and welcome points - maintain
- Signage of parks
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Q3  IS ACCESS TO COMMUNITY AND SHOPPING FACILITIES ACCEPTABLE?

No it is unacceptable
No! – Developers seen to have “bulldozed” “ignored” councils own criteria and been blatant in their attitude – Done deal! 
Plaza parking chaos!!

Urban Form
- Too spread out 

Public Transport
- More affordable public transport
- Rosebud buses – route
- More frequent buses
- Main bus along Point Nepean Rd
- Bus routes need to go into the residential area not just along Point Nepean Rd
- Better public transport available for older residents with more regular points
- Flexibility to accommodate for those who can’t get to the bus stop?
- Bus run to senior villages in a circle to shops and medical centres
- Retirement village bus services 
- Public transport should stop at the front gate of every retirement village and caravan park etc
- Boneo Rd is wide enough for tram or bus trolley
- Look community bus
- Community bus
- Community bus on circuit disabled friendly
- Community bus good $1

Parking Traffic
- Access to car parking and provision of car parking inadequate
- More parking Underground at the back of shops – cooler
- More underground, beyond the shops

Community facilities
- Better access to key community services and medical facilities
- Community town operated by community
- Need to maintain and utilize facilities eg sound shell

Pedestrian/Street
- Better footpath for electric vehicles – wheel chairs
- Access across highway – pedestrian

Yes access is acceptable
- New plaza linked to existing – good better than new extension
- Generally good access to services
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Q4  ARE ANY NEIGHBOURHOODS WORTHY OF PROTECTION OR HERITAGE CONSIDERATION?

Yes
Street forms

- Embankment/stair near Rosebud Pub (8th avenue)
- Embankments

Neighbourhoods
- Subdivision pattern in the avenues

Buildings
- Yes – those building which have “historical/heritage” value – like McCrae lighthouse.
- Old theatre etc, ideal future use for that type of those type of buildings would be for community uses eg Masonic 

hall
- Dance hall from 1920 – community services building! Citizens advice here
- Older significant residences should be updated eg old mansions bought and utilized for community housing

Nothing worthy of protection
- No, everything worthy already protected.

General heritage
- Heritage controls should consider quality not just age
- Protection from inappropriate development
- Density overlays not excessive density over the activity area

Q5  HOW CAN NEIGHBOURHOODS BE AND FEEL SAFER?

Lighting
- Lighting/More lighting/Lighting of public areas.
- Improve street lighting 
- More/better lighting 
- Lighting behind cinemas
- Pub and McDonalds/KFC better lighting
- Lighting/alignment of Eastbourne Rd – relationship to schools 1300 kids 1000

Community
- Neighbourhood watch (x4)
- Safety houses
- Establishment of wide ranging neighourhood watch in conjunction with police
- Street get to know you days
- Community feeling - looking after each other

Streets
Footpaths/Fences

- Providing footpaths (usable)
- Solid walkways – wheel chairs etc
- Footpaths for the aged (wheelchair access – being forced to take roadways at present The avenues through road 

problematic)
- Boundary fences – children running out on roads

Planting
- More safer trees (public liability)
- Visibility/vegetation balance.

Pedestrian crossings
- Zebra crossings/Pedestrian crossings at Point Nepean Rd beyond shopping strip
- Good pedestrian access across road. Median strip.

Traffic
- Speed of traffic/Speed in populated areas/ Signage
- Traffic calming does make the centre safer
- Street management – bumps to block hoons.
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Policing
More police

- Not safe!! Need police
- Increased police patrols
- Patrol on public toilet blocks
- More/improved police patrols
- Secure adult areas skate parks etc
- Police patrol of area especially McDonalds
- Police presence!
- Lack of policemen
- No tolerance for alcohol

More surveillance
- Cameras in main shopping areas
- More cameras in shopping precincts
- Security cameras main shopping centre

Areas that are safe
- Foreshore is safe, no concerns re walking through at night

Areas that are not safe
- Alley between National Bank – dark and dingy
- McDonalds/KFC car parks – kids hang out intimidating – no options

Better transport
- Improved night rider bus services
- Nightrider buses to taxi ramps so as kids don’t walk home
- Night rider safety by lighting to get to taxi rank or to people picking up passengers.
- Better taxi servicing at night
- More taxis so less people are wandering the streets at night

OTHER HOT ISSUES

The foreshore…
Stormwater drain offensive and needs improvement
Public toilets – open in winter near pier
Erosion near pier
Beach baths near pier
Lighting on beach – evening use for kids
In front of housing left of pier good opportunity
Boat ramp – large one needed at the sound shell
Upgrade foreshore facilities
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Q1  SHOULD AN AQUATIC CENTRE BE LOCATED ON THE FORESHORE?

Yes on the Foreshore (7)
- Yes, we need an Aquatic centre desperately. The nearest good swimming pool is at Hastings with obesity and lack 

of exercise in our community and people suing swimming for recovery from operations etc it is essential. It has to 
be built in a central place in easy access for schools, parking etc. If the Foreshore is the best place to have an 
Aquatic centre it should be built on the foreshore! Heart. 

- Aquatic centre – yes, anywhere between Boneo Rd and 3rd avenue (where the old pool used to be) Reasons: 
ease of access, safe environment and availability of land.

- Aquatic centre – yes, swimming pool/hydrotherapy pool - coffee shop ok – not too elaborate tho! On foreshore 
– Boneo Rd end ok. Include boat-launching facilities.

- Aquatic facility – yes on the foreshore like the Hastings facility
- Yes, on the foreshore, most activity/people able to use with enhance people activity and people drift from activity 

to shopping and vice-versa
- Yes but on the foreshore. Some people don’t like saltwater/sand and all the animals and see shells that are either 

on or off the beach.
- Aquatic centre for foreshore – yes - parking developed to be placed between Boneo Rd and 3rd Avenue.

Yes where the old one was / no but if necessary where the old one was (4)
- If yes it should be located at Boneo Rd where the old one was and be indoor/outdoor, if there is a charge to use it 

no one would.
- No – should be if needed put back where it was opposite Boneo Rd. Inland traffic will be a problem.
- Yes. Rebuild the pool on the site of the old one at Boneo Rd., Maybe it could be a beach pool like at St Kilda. 

There could be smaller safe pools for small children and heated for winter. 
- Yes, like Hastings – swimming/gym/social. Even people from Frankston go there. Yes, on the foreshore.

Yes but not on the Foreshore (16)
- If an aquatic centre is needed by the community, it should be located away from the foreshore.
- Yes need aquatic centre. Not necessarily on the foreshore but the old swimming pool site is an option. 
- Yes to Aquatic Centre, Not on the foreshore x 6
- Yes to a pool being built but not of the foreshore, Why was the last pool not repaired but instead pulled down? Or 

Place on old site – next to camping offices
- Good idea but not on the Foreshore, the less building on the foreshore the better. We should be protecting the 

delicate environment from permanent infrastructure. 
- Aquatic centre good/great idea but due to ecological/environmental reasons not on the foreshore.
- Yes there should be an aquatic centre for year round use, but it does not need to be on the foreshore – more 

central to town.
- Yes – need a facility. Not necessarily on the foreshore
- The offer of an aquatic centre is a great idea both for the residents and visitors of Rosebud BUT the location should 

be maybe away from the foreshore. It is too close to the sea and it should be made further inland. The upkeep 
and costs of such an operation should also be given a lot of consideration. 

- Yes aquatic centre. Not on the foreshore until further details are given – not private development, would it be 
council/community run? If there had to be one on the foreshore  – Boneo Rd. 

- Aquatic centre – yes, On the foreshore – no, too much space off foreshore, no room for expansion of facilities, car 
parking taking precious foreshore space.
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No aquatic centre at all (5)
- Don’t feel Aquatic centre is needed at this time, previous pools have not been utilised in winter. Is it a commercial 

development or run by council? An Aquatic centre should not be placed on the foreshore.
- Don’t care whether there’s an aquatic centre. I think money could be better spent. But if there is an aquatic 

centre it shouldn’t be on the foreshore. The beach already is an aquatic centre!
- No – to the aquatic centre, Maybe if it was far inland from the beach
- No
- No to Aquatic, No to Foreshore, Why was the last pool closed?, What about pool in Boneo Rd.

Yes close to other facilities (5)
- Why close old centre? Why not sea baths?  Appropriate location might be close to other facilities
- Yes there need to an aquatic centre within this area and this should be tied in with a life saving club and swim 

club.
- Yes – ageing populations, school can use aquatic centre, training centre for young people – hospitality, tourism, 

swimming lessons, fitness programs 
- Yes with gym facilities
- Yes and aquatic centre is needed. Just where is problematic, close to public transport where public have good 

accessibility food parking plenty of finances available – how much and close to public ie behind shops.

No. Not on the foreshore (6)
- No – environmental issues relating to existing infrastructure “expansion” of using Foreshore land, place it at Boneo 

Rd area.
- There should be no aquatic centre on the foreshore – it is not a costal dependent use of a scarce resource.
- No. An aquatic centre should be located elsewhere as it would cause further traffic congestion and ruin the 

beach environment and aesthetics. 
- No, not on the foreshore. Isn’t there an aquatic centre already on the peninsula? Why has council suggested this 

as a possibility? Isn’t the bay an “aquatic centre”
- No to aquatic centre on foreshore because there are better uses for the sensation asset than a “pool” next to a 

beach
- No, it takes too much land and diverts revenue

Q2  SHOULD FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OCCUR ON THE FORESHORE AND WHERE?

None/Removal (8)
- Opposition to existing and further development of the foreshore. Support the removal of existing infrastructure ie 

boatsheds and bowling club. Stop dredging and dumping of spoil on the beach by the motor boat squadron. 
- No. Building development unless diverting stormwater drain into new aquatic centre away, way away from the 

bay. 
- Leave it as it is, it is what it is, different from everything else, the natural environment with people.
- No. (rather remove infrastructure). Can move sound stage and other facilities eg bowling green and scout hall for 

more green space
- Not necessary – look at what we have now
- No. Cancel skate park. Cost 5/05 $180,000 Cost 12/06 $266, 443
- No to further development x 2

No Residential (8)
- No more residential x 4
- No further development on foreshore only renewal of existing old homes. 
- Housing development should be banned.
- No unless consolidating existing community facilities. No more residential! Adequate amenities!
- Don’t tear down lots of trees to build houses even thought this is one of the fastest developing areas for housing 

and house prices are growing the fastest in this area Elwood and St Kilda. 

No Commercial (3)
- No retail development shops.
- No commercial development x 2

More Recreational (21)
General (4)

- Yes – recreational facilities
- The foreshore needs to be used and some areas need to be developed. Boat harbour on Village Green Heart. 
- Yes. Recreational, landscape, playground
- Yes – right along the foreshore making it safe – bbq facilities, clean sand, clean beach
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Boating (3)
- A fishing boat hire facilities like “the Jillian” an icon for many years
- Build a boat ramp at the sound shell 
- No more boat sheds or boat hire

Playgrounds (6)
- Safe playground for children – located near jetty would be great. 
- More playgrounds and shade trees. No car parks or marinas and no more boardwalks.
- Better playground facilities between section 5.
- Just improve the playgrounds that exist eg east of boardwalk in picnic area
- Park equipment more interesting to play on. They are boring
- More playgrounds

Bbq/picnic (4)
- It depends on the structure. 
- Parks, bbq areas, toilets – yes
- Depending on development – gazebos in fitting with area. More picnic areas.
- Except maybe a nice area with BBQ facilities and view opening up bay views/restaurant with blue views. . 

Youth (2)
- Yes for teenagers that have nothing to do but drink and be stupid. Get something that they can do. 
- Possibly a skate park –again between boneo Rd and 3rd Avenue – but should be better located next to Shire 

Offices behind police station.

Paths (2)
- Extend the board walk
- disable access to beach – wheelchair

No Camping (1)
- No camping on the foreshore.

Parking – None (1) Visitor parking (1)
- No car parking on the foreshore.
- visitor car parking – day users

Upgrade existing/Maintenance (27)
Parking/Traffic (6)

- More orderly car-parking and day visitor facilities
- Improve parking
- Speed humps on track to slow cars down
- During the camping season – speed signs and humps on tracks.
- Speed humps needed for safety and dust reasons.
- Speed humps on tracks or upgrading of some toilet blacks and boardwalks.

Maintenance (5)
- Plan, improve facilities and maintenance
- 2 clean up area
- Backstreets – gutters, humps and island
- Graffiti – take it off, cleaner environment
- Rubbish needs to be collected more often or provide more bins and once they used to be deodorised each week

Toilet/shower/washing/fire hydrant facilities (16)
- Yes, rebuilding of toilet blocks designated areas for day trippers and campers
- Improve public toilets x 2
- Toilets – more facilities, cleaner and open for tourism and whole year
- Minimum new development Upgrade of existing facilities such as toilet blocks – environmentally friendly. 
- Yes new toilet blocks x 2
- Improvement to toilets and showers (older ones)
- The foreshore needs new toilet/shower blocks. Designated day visitor areas.
- Toilet block between section 5 and 6 needs to be demolished. Very smelly.
- More washing machines
- Fire hoses on all toilet blocks
- Provision of fire hydrants
- Better facilities for campers using their fees
- Yes – bitumen walk/bike track 
- Safety fences for toddlers
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Environmental (5)
- Yes to conserve environment
- Environmentally conscious development
- Windows on the bay, see the water
- Re-think typical flora – water showers
- Plant some trees for shade near jetty

Q3  WHAT’S MISSING IN THE FORESHORE?

Recreation (88)
Café
Bowling club – public access

Playground (17)
- Playgrounds, x 6
- Safe playgrounds x2
- Seating, activities for children
- Children’s playground like Sorrento
- Children’s playground development like what used to be at Rosebud Jetty
- Playground near pier
- Playgrounds on boardwalks
- Play equipment in picnic areas
- Play area for kids in each camping section or end of section ie footy/cricket
- Family areas and centre such as top fun, activities and things like that
- Children’s areas

BBQ/picnic (12)
- BBQ x 2
- BBQ’s on board walks
- BBQ’s behind the jetty – motor boat squadron 
- BBQs, tables/benches,
- Covered BBQ area – for respite from the sun.
- Shelters/bbqs so foreshore community can gather together
- Nice BBQ area and blue view eg back of the Village Green. Nice restaurant with blue views.
- Some spring handled taps near bbq facilities
- Picnic areas and tables under shade trees would be lovely.
- Picnic areas and tables etc
- More picnic facilities - more bbqs

Furniture (22)
- Chairs, tables x 5
- Furniture x 3
- Shade structure x 2
- Several open Gazebos behind the Jetty – motor boat squadron
- More bench seating along beyond section 4 towards Anthony’s nose
- Gazebos x 2
- Park benches x 2
- Seating by bike tracks x2
- More seats for people x 2
- Covered seating for people taking walks to be able to rest in shade
- More seats on the boardwalk near section 7 
- Seats on the pier
- Shack structure

Water activities (18)
- Safe boat ramp x 12
- Boat launching ramp, near council offices which has parking available.
- Need for better boat harbour areas X 3
- Fish cleaning facilities to go with the boat ramp
- Life saving club in rosebud
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Paths (17)
- Adequate tracks x 2
- Bike paths/boat link/Better and more cycling/walking tracks
- More paths on streets or avenues
- Access across to foreshore through camping areas
- Drinking fountains on boardwalk
- Trees/shade along asphalt board walks
- Separate walkways
- Fencing off of camping sites but allowing access for pedestrians and cyclists along existing walking track
- Improved wheelchair access x 6
- McCrae LSC, maybe could use their facilities for wheelchair access to beach.

Environmental (18)
- Removal of weeds x 2
- Long term revegetation program x 3
- Healthy trees
- Trees near the pier x 2
- Dead trees in section 5 need to be cut down as they are dangerous
- More indigenous vegetation
- Ecological issues – maintain habitat corridor
- Foreshore cleaning for safe environment. 
- Water restrictions
- Water sensitive urban design in catchment
- Policing of removal of shellfish from the beach
- Sand
- A sandy beach near the pier (pump sand from new boat ramp to pier for a sandy beach!) eg Rye pier facilities

Infrastructure (15)
Lighting/Power (7)

- Adequate lighting x 3
- Bay trail needs better lighting
- Underground power x 2
- Solar and wind power supplies

Water (5)
- More taps x 3
- Storm water drains – what can be done about/with these? And their effect on the bay.
- Drinking water along trail

Other (3)
- Dog and pippi signs 
- Dog littler bag stations
- Churches/chapels

Community (2)
- Community notice boards in every section to improve communications
- Consultation with campers regarding new regulations and rules

Upgrade existing/Maintenance (66)
Maintenance (10)

- Maintenance of foreshore x 2
- Ensure pier maintenance.
- Active foreshore committee
- Removal of dangerous trees
- More vegetation clearing – old stumps/mulching
- Native grasses – encroach on the beach.
- Clean rubbish – non-indigenous
- Local parks cleaned up (section 4)
- The beach needs the rubbish cleaned out from between the pier and Durham Place. It was dumped there in 1972 

and pieced of aggy pipe and time are washed out of the embankment onto the sand. It would be better if the 
stormwater drain was extended out further. 
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Pollution (13)
- More rubbish bins x 5
- more rubbish bins on beach x 3
- Improved rubbish collections x 3
- Rubbish collection – more recycling eg paper, plastic, milk cartons
- Signs to say take your rubbish home with you

Toilet Facilities (18)
- Adequate toilet facilities x 7
- Improve bathroom facilities x 4
- Automatic toilets x 2
- Taps in toilet block and sinks to have timers to save water
- Hooks on back of the doors in toilets
- More concrete around toilet blocks to make cleaner saves dirt going inside
- Better access to toilets during all times of year. The distance between them is too long also.
- Use keys or some other device to keep campers toilets for the campers – our money and our need.

Shower/washing facilities (8)
- Address the water crisis – timed showers or tokens? 
- campers shower facilities
- Water smart showers
- Washing machines
- Showers taps
- Showers – in toilet blocks that are on the foreshore
- Improved amenities and organisation for campers
- More taps and access to clean water.

Fire hydrant facilities (6)
- Fire hydrants/hoses – regularly
- Fire extinguishes located at toilet/laundry block.
- Fire hoses in laundry during camping at foreshore months.
- Improved water pressure and access
- Fire hydrants x 2

Outdoor showers (9)
- Outdoor showers x 7
- Beach showers x 2

Day trippers (2)
- Improving day tripper facilities between section 5-6 & 4-5, 6-7 not bad.
- Day trippers picnic areas.

Parking/Traffic (19)
Parking (2)

- Stopped parking on the foreshore then places pressure on the street
- Adequate car parking for day visitors

Speed (7)
- Speed signs and humps x 4
- Reduce car speeds
- Sign – speed (walking)
- Some speed signs in section 7 would not go astray even signs saying “children at play slow down”.

Maintenance/Management (7)
- Delineated car parking areas for visitors (campers have key-cards) x 2
- Boom gates for car access for campers and boatshed owners
- Roads through foreshore improved
- Foreshore access – vehicle, improve maintenance
- More “courts”, less drive-through roads 
- Reduction of traffic noise along foreshore

Safety (3)
- Roads are often in very poor condition for cycling when the campers are not there. No more speed traps please. 
- Safer road crossings Point Nepean Rd
- Suggest traffic lights co-ordinate with track – move track to where we can get out on to the highway (coles)
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Heritage (1)
- Replacement of ‘wreck of rosebud’ plaque

Evening Events (3)
- Outdoor concert, beach volleyball, playground especially for young children (2-8 yr olds)
- Free outdoor movies at the Village Green x 2

Safety (9)
- Safe lighting x 2
- Improve security – crime/ Security patrols at night
- Security in showers etc
- Security for small children – drive through security guards are of no blue. We need instant response to calls for help.
- Kiddy fences to stay
- This season there have been a number of nights when hooligans have intimidated campers with threats of 

violence – police where called but arrived too late. 
- Safety – continue bay trail go right along beach rather than next to Village Green. Take the trail as far as possible 

and join it to other trails. 

None/Remove (4)
- Get rid of Rosebud Carnival
- Communal garden in Leon Street waste of parkland and should be turned into lawn.
- No buildings to be constructed on the foreshore.
- I like it the way it is that’s why I keep camping down here.
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Q4  SHOULD THE EXTENT OF CAMPING BE CHANGED?

Yes Change (3)
- Yes increase if room to do it
- Time, area, to be extended (special sections for short-termers)/Both time and area to be changed.

Yes Change Time (22)
Extend season (13)

- Yes to extended time x 3
- Now 98 days – yes more
- Sections closed at the end of the holiday period should be kept open
- The changes could include a long camping period say November – March
- Time – more sections open for longer on demand, November to Easter - Flexible
- Time – advertising off-peak camping at cheap rates as ti si a camping reserve only would increase use and 

revenue.
- Could extend season slightly back to previous dates
- Could extend the season in certain sections say from Oct through to April (if viable).
- Camping time period from December to Easter all areas
- Camping is only for 8 weeks max. 
- Access other holiday periods

All year (6)
- Open up for 12 months x 2/Keep a section available all year x 2
- Year round focus
- Promote camping all year round (a section) to interstate visitors (grey-army) combined with tourism etc.

Earlier set-up (3)
- Make the dates earlier to set up campsites - Everyone has to turn up on the one day
- Time for “pre-camp” set-up should be allowed ie. before 22/12 without extra cost. 
- Set-up time to be from early December not the weekend before Christmas (especially for long term 6-8 week 

campers_ majority people camp from boxing day to Australia day Weekend (block of 4 weeks)

Yes Change Area (24)
Increase area (4)

- Yes the area should be extended - this would create more revenue, more space therefore ease to campers to find 
to campsite, may make camping a family orientated 

- Extend area on foreshore beyond the fence that has been put in, the vegetation in this area is a fire hazard and 
potential area for new camps.

- Areas for camping could be increased and consideration taken to putting short-term (ie several days) campers in 
one particular section

- Land increased – yes, due to waiting lists but more facilities needed.

Re-open sections (13)
- Could re-open sections 2 and 3 etc x 3
- Section 2 been closed – open again x 2
- Sections 1, 2, 3 – reopen, size variation sites – equivalent payment Section 5 – non powered camping re-open.
- Area – sections near Anthony’s nose might be reopened but no other extensions
- Reopen section 10 “the zoo” for short-termers x 5
- Reinstate non-power sites

Decrease area (3)
- The extent of camping should be reduced and eventually eliminated/Yes it should be reduced
- The area must be reduced in density throughout the entire area but camping should not include tents alone.

In accordance with demand (4)
- If demand warrants it – increase sure
- Amount of areas for general camping should be in accordance with demand
- More camping depending on demand, dynamics of camping keep families and friends together etc
- Open closed area on demand (short period areas)
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Yes Change Management (10)
- Flinders shire ran a very good system of allocations and management is that formula available for viewing and 

interpretation. 
- Better management of sections to accommodate for those staying past January so they don’t have to move.
- Short term campers in a special area, long term together x 4
- This year campers who would have camped in Section 10 have moved into sections 11 and 12 causing an 

overtaxing of the already overloaded facilities. 
- Long term camping to be encouraged not overnight – short term section – defined area
- 1 vehicle per site includes trailer – not adequate x 2
- Section 4 to be powered sites. 
- Rates too high – reduction in time from 8 weeks to 6 weeks, powered and non-powered.
- Discount for full season campers re-introduced.

No Don’t change (3)
- Don’t extend 
- Not decreased
- I think it should stay the same but facilities should be improved. A key to facilities should come with camping site. 

This would stop/limit the day-trippers overusing the facilities. 
- Time reduced – no

Don’t change Area (14)
- Should stay the same. Camping on the Rosebud Foreshore has a real history with the people of Melbourne. 

Perhaps it should be classified by the National Trust. Short term bookings should have specific areas.
- No its fine. The area is great but probably put a couple of parks for kids to enjoy themselves with their parents, 

maybe bbq’s alongside with parks and playground, more toilet blocks as well and do something about the trees. 
- No. Quite happy with area and length of time allowed

Don’t extend (11)
- No less camps – it works as is.
- The number of camp site should remain the same. From 1 Dec – Easter. As it used to be with camping rates 

changing according to peak season.
- Leave it as is but improve the amenities x 3
- Extent of camping should not be increased x 3
- No increase in the density of camping x 3

Don’t reduce (3)
- Area for camping should definitely not be reduced
- Number of site should definitely not be reduced
- Land reduced – no

Unsure /don’t think its important (4)
- Local youth is more important and jobs need to be addressed
- Don’t know. Not really bothered by campers and they add to great holiday atmosphere.
- Maybe, however the land may be overstressed and tired and need a bit more room for open space.
- I’m not sure if the surface areas for camping can be extended, maybe the foreshore could use a section say 4, 

5, or 6 as a caravan storage areas during the off season charging the campers $200-250 per year a good way for 
the foreshore to make money.
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Q5  HOW SHOULD THE FRAGILE COASTAL ENVIRONMENT BE PROTECTED? 

Vegetation (52)
Remove Weeds (14)

- Removal of weeds eg. Shiny leaf and Banksia – health hazard, replace with more suitable plants
- Removal of noxious weeds x 7
- Remove weeds from the beach front and replace with indigenous plants x 2
- Removal of weeds plant a plant and care for it program. 
- Clean old vegetation as fuel for fire and weed overgrowth
- Please DSE and NRE, clear the weed plants and litter (fire fuel) from the beach area to allow native plants to grow 

and reduce fire hazard.
- Shiny-leaf (non-indigenous flora – remove)

Remove (4)
- No banksias
- Remove mirror bush – DSE
- Clear basksia – replant with suitable vegetation/natives
- Get rid of mirror trees by letting campers cut it down.

Dead vegetation (6)
- Clearing of dead wood so not a fire hazard.
- Planting days with natives so replace the banksias which are old and need replacing
- Clean up dead bush etc in Reserve between rear fence and beach (section 4)
- Cut down some more trees because when I went to the beach there were thick 5 or 6m branches that have 

come off the trees.
- Many of the older banksias need replacing as they are a threat to campers x 2

Management (12)
- Declare it a national park and manage it accordingly.
- School planting programs
- Adopt a tree program to be resumed – give a camper a tree or shrub to plant
- More monitoring of beach side trees
- Stop illegal cutting down trees for views.
- Reduce native grasses - control
- Volunteers for the tree planting and clearing some of the fire hazards
- I think the fuel on the foreshore has built up over the years and should be reduced (behind the fences) we don’t 

want a very big not fire. 
- Compost
- Vegetation maintenance and planting
- too much grass, at the expense of land
- grass is necessary but must be contained

Re-Vegetation (13)
- Tree planting – no banksia
- Tree planting x 2
- Trees which do not readily drop their limbs x 2
- More habitat revival/planting of draught resistant species
- Replace trees removed eg the old banksias which fall down
- Re-vegetate foreshore on beach side of camps like near the Board walk.
- Revegetate areas – use schools
- Revegetation programs on the Foreshore and camping areas (many trees have been removed but no new trees 

planted). Campers could “adopt a tree”
- Adopt a tree program x 3
- Tree planting day for individuals to look after their tree, to be given by the Shire

Fence protected areas (3)
- Fence off more areas near the beach to keep people out
- Vegetation fenced along beachside. 
- Use fences to protect fragile areas.

Fauna (3)
- Removal of feral cats and foxes
- Banning of netting in the bay
- Stop groups from stealing (illegally) pippies etc 
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Pollution
Rubbish collection

- More bins/More bins on the beach and foreshore
- Bins at beach entrances with recycling
- Rubbish bins available and emptied frequently twice daily
- Clean beaches
- Picking up rubbish – monitoring
- Regular clean up beach area and board walk
- Maintain rubbish removal (glass/plastics etc)
- Proper recycling on the beach
- Rubbish glass etc in grass 
- Tractor beach cleaning/More of those machines that pick up rubbish from the beach

Clean-up Day (7)
- Clean up weekend/ Clean up beach day for foreshore
- Clean up at Chinamen’s creek 4th of March – need one in the camping season.
- Beach cleaning
-  “Clean up the beach day” during peak holiday period – get campers and residents together (x2)
- Give campers the option of being involved at clean-up Australia day on the foreshore. 

Management (2)
- Provide “poo bags” for dog owners on bay trail and in off-leash areas. Many councils do this eg Queenscliff, St 

Kilda and Warrnambool
- Removal of the thousands of tones of building rubble that were dumped in the left side of the jetty in the early 70’s. 

The tide washes the rubble, exposing large amounts of glass, brick, roof tiling etc.

Water (10)
Permeable Materials (2)

- Materials that are permeable and sensitive
- No bitumen roads – porus gravel

Stormwater (5)
- Storm water drains – rubbish filters required x 3
- Capture rubbish before storm water drains empty into the bay (collect storm water for gardens)
- Storm water drains – what can be done about these and their effect on the bay?
- Drains effect water levels – pollution
- Clean and rid the bay of storm water drains polluting the bay x 2

Infrastructure (2)
- Connect all toilet blocks to sewer system
- Increase water pressure and accesses so that campers can help in case of fire.
- Rainwater tanks – water recycling

Management (8)
Governance (5)

- McCrae Homestead Coastal Group with controls. 
- management actions, grasses etc are too extensive
- Ban dogs
- Reduce number of jet skis
- Don’t let them sell the land

Maintenance (2)
- Management and enhancement of run down and full season foreshore
- Better upkeep and maintenance

Design (1)
- Landscape architects should be employed. Not extensive planting like on beach this year. Leave some sand 

rather than madly planing bushes on beach like at the beach in front of the Village Green, a balance please. 
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Education (8)
Formal education (6)

- Education
- People need to be more aware of our environment – education and expert advice.
- Education for residents and campers about ways they can still do their activities in an environmentally sensitive 

way. Eg water use – advocated biodegradable detergents as grey water does get tossed into bushland 
(campers) perhaps council could market suitable products for purchase from the office, Dog owners – picking up 
waste (residents)

- Perhaps more “beach” education programs throughout the summer.
- Educate all regarding environmental protection
- Indigenous flora education

Signage/Information (2)
- Signs re-rubbish at visitor car parks
- Information provided to campers regarding the coastal environment, plant purposes and protection. Visible bins 

and signs for visitors to use. Employ beach cleaners especially visitor car parks. 

Beach (8)
The channel 

- No dredging. X 4
- No channel deepening x 2
- Boats too fast - big ships – sends sand to beach from channel
- Ships go faster – push more sand, need to slow them down
- Sand groins

Access (10)
- Improve beach access no goat tracks x 2
- Clearly defined access points to beach along foreshore – public/camping. kayaks, dinghys
- Rationalise pedestrian access
- More defined walking tracks and 
- Designated, fenced beach access and tracks
- Fenced off access paths to beach
- The coastal environment should be protected within the constraints of reasonable access
- Signage for access tracks so people use them
- Lighthouse to Anthony’s nose information - access points rationalised

OTHER HOT ISSUES

Dogs!
Leach free areas have been ill-considered esp. the one at McCrae which is a family beach with young and elderly 
amongst the crowds and is considered one of the best swimming beaches on the bay.

- it should be a limited trial and assessed at conclusion of the season
- the allowing of dogs off leach has already caused problems with dogs rushing at people, jumping up on people 

(not owners), dog excrement left in-situ and is also causing divisions within the community. 
- We do not have many concerns with dogs on leashes and all parties in this situation are able to co-exist
- The signs and the pamphlets contradict each other as to what is allowed and what is not
- There is no enforcement of the “off leach” rules
- Lack of supervision of off leach dogs

Camper concerns with their future.
“For the Council”
Your not in tough with the campers we are concerned about our fate. 

- Each proposal needs to be looked at. I don’t believe we should be just be saying no to proposals. As we need to 
look at things that can enhance the foreshore – not only in looks but also in use by a wider community

- We are a tourist town – we need to find a balance between preserving the foreshore and developing it for the 
community for greater activities

- When we fought and won for the right for a skate park at Rosebud - the argument of only coastal dependence 
was diminished – “only” had been omitted and it was discussed that activities that relate to the foreshore and for 
use that add use to the foreshore can be allocated on the foreshore. 

- It all depends on what is proposed.

Camper consultations
Campers should have a committee to sort out their problems with the Shire Foreshore Committee.
Campers need to be informed and included

Clash between users of facilities
Tourists – many families in one house use camping facilities when not actually camping. There is a clash between locals 
and campers in terms of use of facilities especially showers.
Patrol areas for behaviours, water saving, cleaning and amenities improved.
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