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The development would be to the detriment of the amenity in Autumn Views by the increase in 

noise, traffic, activity, parking and the loss of the local neighbourhood character. 

The cumulative impact of the building setbacks, proposed building, removal of vegetation, site fill 

and building design are at odds with the character Autumn Views and the Romsey Township in 

general. 

The setbacks of the building, car parking area and a 2 storey modern building would limit the 

possible landscaping to soften the appearance of the development within the streetscape and 

character.  

The loading and refuse collection facilities and traffic management would need to be carefully 

managed via conditions provided by the MRSC Engineering Unit to ensure there is no further 

detriment to the road and unsealed road shoulders. 

Any deliveries, constant patients, drop off/pick up of children and garbage collection may impact on 

pedestrian movement, traffic flows and neighbourhood amenity expected within the local 

residential area.  

This estate is filled with young families and small children who want the opportunity to grow up 

outside playing on the bikes and with other kids in the same estate. The scale of this facility will 

hindrance this happening as the safety concerns are enormous. There is also limited public transport 

or bike lanes to reduce the need for car movements.  

The associated traffic, hours of operation and noise are not of a scale that could be generally 

expected within a minor residential street but should be rather directed toward a street, education 

centre or commercial area. 

Existing conditions and relevant history 

Subject Land & Surrounds 

The site has a number of trees along the front boundaries of both exotic and native varieties. 

Adjoining land is zoned General Residential and used exclusively for residential purposes. Most 

surrounding lots comprise of land developed with a single dwelling. The lot sizes ranges from around 

800m2 to up to around 1600m2. However, a majority of the lots are over 900m2. The facilities are 

not near the town centre which is approx. 1.6km away. Nor is there a safe way of getting to the 

facilities without a vehicle.  

In clause 52.06 of the Planning scheme it is noted: 

-To ensure the provision of an appropriate number of car parking spaces having regard to the 

demand likely to be generated, the activities on the land and the nature of the locality. -DOES NOT 

COMPLY 

-To support sustainable transport alternatives to the motor car- DOES NOT COMPLY 
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-To ensure that the car parking does not adversely affect the amenity of the locality. DOES NOT 

COMPLY  

Traffic – By my calculation of 9 appointments at any one time, 15-minute appointment times and 14 
hours of operation that equates to over 509 additional vehicles on Poplar and Maple Drive during the 
day (and night) at least…. With obvious surges and pick up and drop off times for the Child Care 
Centre. 

4.5.1 Clause 52.06 - Car Parking  

There is not enough car parks per building and the statements made by the consultants are confusing 
and incorrect.  

The shared car park accommodates a total 51 car parking spaces, including 4 disabled spaces.  

Car parking space no. 33 - 42 will be allocated for the medical centre staff with the remaining spaces 
to be shared between staff and visitors to the medical and child care centres.  

That is not 0.22 per child (DOES NOT COMPLY) 

‘A total of 19 staff (including 2 admin staff) will occupy the child care centre at any one given time.’ 
Does not include Medical Centre Admin Staff? 

4 Disabled Parking spaces and Medical Centre Administration Staff not mentioned.  

The proposed medical centre will consist of 9 practitioners which requires 29 car spaces to be 
allocated to the medical centre.  

29 for medical centre (11+2 Staff) Leaves 16 Car parks for medical centre with 4 Disabled, and 22 for 
CCS (19 Staff) or 19 for pick and drop off… where do the staff park? On your footpath?  

Leaves THREE (3) car parks for pick up and drop of. NOT 0.22 Per child Given the above, the 
proposal does not satisfy the provisions of Clause 52.34. 4.4.1 

 

The proposed development is not in keeping with Clause 21.13-4 which requires support for 

additional childcare facilities where they are appropriately designed and located close to the town 

centre or existing education facilities. 

The proposed scale and intensity of the use and development is not in keeping with the residential 

aspect of Autumn Views Estate. 

The design, setbacks and appearance of the proposed building and works is not appropriate in its 

context to the site. 

The development fails to provide for a minimum 65% site permeability as required by the design 

outcomes of the DDO18. 

The bulk, location and appearance of any proposed building and works will not be in keeping with 

the character and appearance of the streetscape and area. 

 

Design and Development Overlay Schedule 18 (DDO18) 

The Design and Development Overlay Schedule 18 seeks to implement the State Planning Policy 

Framework and the Local Planning Policy Framework, including the Municipal Strategic Statement 

and local planning policies. It identifies areas which are affected by specific requirements relating to 

the design and built form of new development. Schedule 18 outlines three precincts within Romsey.  



The subject site is located within the “Established Area A” character precinct. The applicable general 

design objectives of the schedule are as follows: 

 To encourage design which reflects the valued character attributes of Romsey, which 

broadly consists of low scale dwellings with generous setbacks from front, rear and side 

setbacks, a dominance of landscaping and either low or no front fencing. DOES NOT 

COMPLY- 2 Storey , not a generous set back from front, rear and side and there is a major 

fence on poplar drive for the child care centre.  

 To protect residential amenity by ensuring development does not intrude on neighbouring 

dwellings. DOES NOT COMPLY- These two building will certainly intrude of neighbouring 

dwellings, the extra traffic, noise, garbage bins, parking on our nature strips as there wont 

be enough parking, not being able to get in and out of our own estate in a timely and safe 

manner.  

 To ensure any fencing sited forward of a building is of a low height and accommodates a 

high degree of visual permeability. DOES NOT COMPLY- A permit is required to construct a 

fence sited forward of a dwelling (including corner lots) if: 

• The heights of the fence is more than 1.2 metres; or 

• The fence has less than a minimum visual permeability of 50%.  

The proposed 2.1 metre  high fence that is constructed along Poplar Drive and along Maple Drive 

opposite the child care centre is required to secure the outdoor play area from the public realm. It is 

noted that high fencing is a common characteristic of childcare centre developments throughout 

Victoria.  

The 2.1 metre high fence has been extended to the medical centre to ensure a consistent fence 

height along Poplar Drive 

Of particular concern is the development not providing a low scale development in a landscape 

setting. It is considered the development would be visually dominating and intrude on the 

streetscape. It is considered the visual design of the building itself would generally meet some of the 

objectives of the building form objectives and the proposed building would have some opportunity 

for landscaping. However additional landscaping would be difficult to manage due to the size 

requirements of the building and carpark area. The permeable surface area of the site would not 

meet the 65% minimum expressed for a site within the Established Area A precinct. 

The proposed development is not an appropriate response to the design objectives expressed within 

the DDO18. 

11.03-1S 31/07/2018 VC148 Activity centres (DOES NOT COMPLY WITH OBJECTIVE)  

Objective  

To encourage the concentration of major retail, residential, commercial, administrative, entertainment 
and cultural developments into activity centres that are highly accessible to the community.  

Interpretation: The intent of this objective is co-location, NOT to have residential and non-residential 
use of such scale as is the proposal in the same residential zone but to compliment the location of 
residential development with services and amenities ‘close’ by in commercial/retail service areas  

Objection: This proposal is for an isolated commercial precinct within a General Residential area and 
will not benefit other local businesses and is not easily accessible from the majority of Romsey 
residents.  



15.01-5S 31/07/2018 VC148 Neighbourhood character (DOES NOT COMPLY WITH OBJECTIVE)  

Objective  

To recognise, support and protect neighbourhood character, cultural identity, and sense of place.  

Strategies 

Ensure development responds to cultural identity and contributes to existing or preferred 
neighbourhood character. Ensure development responds to its context and reinforces a sense of 
place and the valued features and characteristics of the local environment and place by emphasising 
the:  

1. Pattern of local urban structure and subdivision.  

2. Underlying natural landscape character and significant vegetation.  

3. Heritage values and built form that reflect community identity. 

Interpretation: Protect the semi-rural, family friendly, quiet neighbourhoods with views of surrounding 
hills and mountains, concentrating business within business zones and residential dwellings within 
residential zones or in this case developments in line with the Schedule 18 of the Design and 
Development Guidelines. .  

Objection: This proposal does not meet requirements of the Schedule 18 Design and Development 
Overlay, it does not protect the current and expected neighbourhood character, cultural identity and 
sense of place that is held by the residents of the new Greenfields development.  

It does not emphasis local urban structure it obscures and obstructs it from functioning. It does not 
emphasise the underlying natural landscape character it obscures and obstructs it from view.  

It does not promote space, it obstructs the useable space on ones own property. It does not promote 
rural or semi-rural living, as one resident has stated “if I wanted to live in Craigieburn I would have 
moved to Craigieburn”  

Municipal Strategic Statement Clause 21.08 - Built Environment and Heritage Clause 21.08-3 –  

Built environment Objective  

1 • To promote development that respects the rural character and high landscape values of the 
municipality.  

Strategy  

1.1 Direct population and development to settlements where scenic landscapes will not be 
jeopardised.  

Objective 2 • To protect and enhance the existing character and form of the Shire’s towns. 

 

It is deemed necessary to consider the Romsey Residential Character Study, Design Guidelines April 

2012 to ensure that new development and subdivision within the established residential areas of 

Romsey reflects the neighbourhood character. 

Further to this, the clause outlines that it is policy to “Support additional childcare facilities where 

appropriately designed and located close to the town centre or existing education facilities”.  

Overall it is considered that the LPPF supports the use of a childcare centre within Romsey due to 

the population growth forecasts and from an economic development perspective. However, it is 

considered the proposed development is not in keeping with local policy in that it is located within a 

residential street which has unmade road reserves, is not close to the town centre or education 



centre and is not responsive or reflective of the local neighbourhood character. It is considered the 

proposal large fencing forward of the building and extensive non-permeable surfaces is not in 

keeping with the context and scale of Autumn Views. 

General Residential Zone Schedule 1 

The purpose of the General Residential Zone is to: 

 To implement the State Planning Policy Framework and the Local Planning Policy 

Framework, including the Municipal Strategic Statement and local planning policies. 

 To encourage development that respects the neighbourhood character of the area. 

 To encourage a diversity of housing types and housing growth particularly in locations 

offering good access to services and transport. 

 To allow educational, recreational, religious, community and a limited range of other non 

residential uses to serve local community needs in appropriate locations .The provisions of 

the zone provide a number of decision guidelines for non residential use and development 

within the zone.  

The applicable decision guidelines are: 

 Whether the use or development is compatible with residential use. 

 Whether the use generally serves local community needs. 

 The scale and intensity of the use and development. 

 The design, height, setback and appearance of the proposed buildings and works. 

 The proposed landscaping. 

 The provision of car and bicycle parking and associated accessways. 

 Any proposed loading and refuse collection facilities. 

 The safety, efficiency and amenity effects of traffic to be generated by the proposal. 

 

***Whilst the proposed Medical Centre has access to a road in a Road Zone (Melbourne Lancefield 

Road) and does not require a permit under Clause 52.06-3 given the floor area exceeds 250 square 

metres, the use of the land for a  Medical Centre is a Section 2 permit required use. 

 

SUCCESSORS IN TITLE 

The Owner and its successor or successors in title must: 

3.1 Ensure that no buildings or other improvements shall be constructed outside the building 

envelope on each of the lots shown on the endorsed plans to the Planning Permit unless the prior 

written consent of the Council is first obtained. We were aware after we starting building our home 

and after a 13 month wait on our titles being released that there was to be a childcare facility going 

in- we found that out from our bricklayers. We were not advised from anyone officially. We were 

CERTAINLY not aware of a medical centre- they have snuck this in under everyone’s noses knowing 

that residents weren’t going to be happy. 

3.2 Ensure that no vegetation is to be removed or destroyed within the building exclusion zones on 

each of the lots shown on the endorsed plans to the Planning Permit unless with the prior written 

consent of the Council is first obtained. Vegetation will be removed to make way for a carpark on the 

southern boundary of the site which backs on to a farming zone. 



 

 

IN THE PROPOSAL 

2.2 Land to the north and east is also included in Plan of Subdivision 735236V and is currently 

vacant. These properties are included in the General Residential Zone, Schedule 1. INCORRECT My 

house is directly East and opposite the driveway on the entry and exit. 2 other houses are directly 

North of facilities. Again, with an entry and exit opposite there homes.  

 

The objective of Policy 15.01-5S (Neighbourhood Character) is “to recognise and protect 

neighbourhood character and sense of place”. The strategies associated with this policy are to: 

 Ensure development responds and contributes to existing or preferred neighbourhood 

character. THIS DOES NOT COMPLY- This is a 2 storey business within a residential 

development. Romsey CBD does not comprise of (1) DOUBLE STOREY BUSINESS. This is NOT 

complying with neighbourhood character. 

Ensure development responds to its context and reinforces a sense of place and the valued 

features and characteristics of the local environment and place by emphasising the:  

 Pattern of local urban structure and subdivision. DOES NOT COMPLY- This is a modern 

double storey state of art facility, it does not comprise of local urban structure.  

 Underlying natural landscape character and significant vegetation. DOES NOT COMPLY- To 

make room for the carparks they would need to remove vegetation on the southern border 

of the site. 

 Heritage values and built form that reflect community identity. DOES NOT COMPLY-As 

discussed earlier.  

 

In conclusion to my objection, the major factors of this development are as follows: 

Traffic impacts:  

 Safe access of entry and exit from the estate 

 Minute long hold ups as access to Melbourne-Lancefield rd are already increasing as 

residents move into the estate. Let alone 500+ extra people over the opening hours wanting 

in and out of estate.  

 Parking- Not enough parking within the facility, cars would then park over our properties. 

 Motor vehicle is the only safest way in and out of the facility and estate as this will be 

around 1.6kms from the centre of town. With no bike lanes or footpaths to access Autumn 

Views from the centre of town.  

 Pedestrians are more at risk as there is no zebra crossings, bike lanes or extra road 

widenings.  

 To get into the facility there is only a 100m turning in lane from Melbourne Lancefield road, 

there will be major hold ups and risk of collisions along that 80km stretch of road at peak 

AM and PM times for the child care centre. 

Loss of amenity: 



 House values will decrease significantly 

 Character of Romsey and Macedon Ranges  

 Views  

 Single storey dwellings 

Noise: 

 From 6am-10pm residents are constantly hearing vehicles, possible horns, children and 

overall noises you would hear from a large scale business. 

Times of operation: 

 CCC- 6.30am-6.30pm Mon- Fri 

 Medical- 8.30am-10pm Mon-Saturday- A medical centre operating of those times is 

absolutely not in the business scheme of Romsey. 

 

Safety: 

 We brought our block of land for the end of street location, where our kids could play 

outside like we used to and be safe as no other vehicles would be accessing that road. Now 

we would face the facilities, our driveway is directly opposite the entry and exit of the 

facility.  

Lighting: 

 From 6am to 10pm Mon- Sat, we will have constant industrial lights pointing to our house to 

keep the carpark and facilities well lit up.  

Garbage Collection: 

 The facility I would assume would have atleast 10 bins if not more to service both areas that 

we would need to be smelling and looking at each week and have a garbage truck sitting 

there a lot longer then picking up 1 residential bin 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

These are comments of a peititon we created: 99 Signatures with 3 days and growing  

https://www.change.org/p/macedon-shire-council-stop-new-medical-and-child-care-

centre/c?source_location=petition_show 

Reasons for signing 

See why other supporters are signing, why this petition is important to them, and 
share your reason for signing (this will mean a lot to the starter of the petition). 
 

 
 

23 hours ago 
 
Totally inappropriate location and the area is already well serviced with medical facilities 

 
2 days ago 
 
I’m sure a more suitable site could be found for a Medical Centre as a residential Estate is neither practical or 
well thought out for residents in a country town. 

 

2 days ago 
 
We need a high school not another medical centre 

 

2 days ago 
 
We dont need additional medical centres or more development of housing. Romsey is losing its appeal and is 
becoming another sunbury 
 

 
2 days ago 
 
A facility like this would function perfectly well even if it was away from a group of residential houses. Build it 
somewhere else in town. People want a quiet neighbourhood, not full of coming and going cars. 

 

2 days ago 
 
Tina Hillsdon 

 
 

2 days ago 
 
Autumn Views Estate does not need this new development. To put such a large eyesore in our estate is not 
wanted, not only will there be congestion trying to get in and out of our area, there will be traffic from outside the 
estate coming in overcrowding our newly development area. There are plenty of areas in Romsey town centre 
that need the development more than Autumn Views, that has only just begun. We are lot and do NOT want 
this to proceed! 
 

https://www.change.org/p/macedon-shire-council-stop-new-medical-and-child-care-centre/c?source_location=petition_show
https://www.change.org/p/macedon-shire-council-stop-new-medical-and-child-care-centre/c?source_location=petition_show
https://www.change.org/u/65159703
https://www.change.org/u/65159703
https://www.change.org/u/65159703
https://www.change.org/u/72736233
https://www.change.org/u/72736233
https://www.change.org/u/71408170
https://www.change.org/u/69022271
https://www.change.org/u/42033710
https://www.change.org/u/42033710
https://www.change.org/u/42033710
https://www.change.org/u/924173149
https://www.change.org/u/1017969966
https://www.change.org/u/1017969966
https://www.change.org/u/1017969966
https://www.change.org/u/753999622
https://www.change.org/u/65159703
https://www.change.org/u/65159703
https://www.change.org/u/1017969966
https://www.change.org/u/65159703
https://www.change.org/u/1017969966
https://www.change.org/u/1017969966


 

2 days ago 
This estate is too small for this. Please think of all of the young families in the estate. Too much traffic and open 
until 10pm?! No thanks! 
 

 
2 days ago 
 
Romsey has quite enough Med CTRs in town that shut down occasionally because not enough people using 
them. We don’t need 11 new Drs in town. I feel for the people in the estate not being told. It’s only a very small 
estate! 
 

 
2 days ago 
 
Not needed here! 

 

 
2 days ago 
 
The childcare centre was advertised and known about but the medical centre was a hidden agenda and not 
spoken of. 
 

 

 
2 days ago 
 
I agree... The medical center does not need to be built in a residential street! 

 

 
2 days ago 
 
This is rediculous for such a small town 

    

2 days ago 
 
Romsey is meant to be a quiet town. This new estate is meant to be quiet. Then we decide to put this right in the 
middle????? 
 

 
2 days ago 
 
Romsey does not need another medical center! 
 

 
3 days ago 
 
Romsey does not need this yet! 
Put families first. 
 

 

 
3 days ago 
 
This project is literally on the edge of town and would be far better suited to somewhere closer to the town centre. 
Whilst I am sure Romsey will grow and more commercial areas will arise, this was not earmarked for such a 
radical commercial development when we were buying our land.  The blocks of land this project is being 

https://www.change.org/u/101835495
https://www.change.org/u/101835495
https://www.change.org/u/101835495
https://www.change.org/u/323723180
https://www.change.org/u/323723180
https://www.change.org/u/323723180
https://www.change.org/u/880184940
https://www.change.org/u/880184940
https://www.change.org/u/880184940
https://www.change.org/u/72730042
https://www.change.org/u/72730042
https://www.change.org/u/583770179
https://www.change.org/u/583770179
https://www.change.org/u/914006804
https://www.change.org/u/20223554
https://www.change.org/u/20223554
https://www.change.org/u/20223554
https://www.change.org/u/406253235
https://www.change.org/u/406253235
https://www.change.org/u/62276957
https://www.change.org/u/62276957
https://www.change.org/u/62276957
https://www.change.org/u/880184940
https://www.change.org/u/880184940


proposed for were residential blocks. Had we known in the beginning that this might be a possibility we may have 
not bought land in this development. This project does not fit the landscape of Romsey as it is, a quiet, rural town, 
and would be much better suited, in this scale, to somewhere like Sunbury. 

 

 

 
3 days ago 
 
The proposed hours of the medical centre are excessive for the surrounding houses. Cars coming in and out of 
the estate until 10pm 6 nights a week is too disruptive I think it’s fantastic that there is going to be another 
medical centre in Romsey, it just does not belong on our residential street in our small residential estate. 
 

 

 
3 days ago 
 
I put my life savings into buying a large house block in rural Victoria. 
Adding a medical centre with long hours, a huge car park, increasing traffic and devaluing my property is just 
heart breaking and taking away from everything that we bought into this area for 

 

3 days ago 
 
I think it’s unnecessary in such a small estate 

 

 
3 days ago 
 
I will live across the road! 

 
 

3 days ago 
 
Autumn views is a small new estate. It does not need a new establishment of a childcare and medical centre! I 
hope for everyone's sake who bought in this estate who were all unaware of this going in that this project get 
thrown in the bin! 

 

These are comments made from residents on a site called planningalerts.org.au 

4 Poplar Drive Romsey VIC 3434 

Use and Development of the Land for a Child Care Centre 

 Read more information  

We found this application for you on the planning authority's website 4 months ago. It was received by them 29 days 

earlier. 

(Source: Macedon Ranges Shire Council, reference PLN/2019/279) 
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https://www.change.org/u/29258653
https://www.change.org/u/835872149
https://www.change.org/u/835872149
https://www.change.org/u/835872149
https://eservices.mrsc.vic.gov.au/ePathway/Production/Web/GeneralEnquiry/EnquiryLists.aspx?ModuleCode=LAP
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/authorities/macedon_ranges
https://eservices.mrsc.vic.gov.au/ePathway/Production/Web/GeneralEnquiry/EnquiryLists.aspx?ModuleCode=LAP
https://www.change.org/u/835872149
https://www.change.org/u/835872149


12 Comments 

Have your say by adding your own comment. 
1.  commented 3 days ago 

We are just about to receive our keys for our brand new dream home. Unaware we have purchased a block  a 

new Medical and childcare centre. This is a new estate of less then 100 blocks. I can assure you, no one would have brought 

this block of land knowing they would be sharing a dead end street with a 53 car space, 6.30am-6.30pm Childcare centre (5 

weeks- 5 years old) nor a 11 staff operated, double storey Medical centre open from Mon-Sat 8.30-10pm. 

As a resident of Romsey, we certainly do not require another medical centre, especially in a brand new estate, and to the 

scale of this proposal. 

I have started a Petition to put a stop to this. 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

2.  commented 3 days ago 

No thanks, I will live  the road and I was already worried about traffic and my  year old son...now I have a 54 car 

parks across the road? And when they are full where next? this is residential land not a profit centre. Please consider the 

families that have spent their life savings on moving to a peaceful area to raise their families. No no no! 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

3.  commented 3 days ago 

My family & I strongly object to this development. This small housing estate has within it a significant majority of young 

families and first home buyers looking to start families in the short term. They bought in this estate in the hope that they 

would have peaceful and overwhelmingly *residential* enjoyment of their homes, in some cases - dream homes. This 

includes us. There is a serious and credible threat to upcoming valuations on stage 2 blocks when they finally title that may 

compromise many families ability to fulfil their already signed and executed building contracts if this goes ahead. 

Furthermore, this is likely to create an immense influx of traffic into the polar/maple roundabout, particularly at childcare 

pick up time but also into the night of the GPs are there late. This will massively disrupt the quiet enjoyment of homes built 

on lots . 

It is clear from even a very tentative survey of the land owners that this development has zero support with current land 

owners and if anything is likely to drive stage 2 owners out (several of whom are already discussing pulling out of the estate) 

and drastically reduce interest in any remaining or future land sales. 

Please do not destroy the hopes and the dreams of some 60 odd families who all wanted to invest their future in this town, 

and who all believed this would be their chance to finally get their piece of Regional Victoria, away from developments like 

this. Families who have already been waiting so so long for their land to be ready to build on. Who are banking completely 

on the increased value of their blocks of land. To wait this long, only to have a massive commercial traffic machine that will 

https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499?fbclid=IwAR0Q1_w--HsOaSBgI8YLewwaLexofHf-0FCf3mvSemHt1PTZehqEV6ydNO0#add-comment
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84744
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84744/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84745
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84745/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84746


shine lights and noise into the bedrooms of the house on 6, into the bedrooms & living rooms of the house on , that 

will invite sirens, children's screams, people with infectious ailments and so much more that no-one here could have ever 

known was a possibility when they unwittingly bought their blocks for their dream homes... 

Please. 100+ hearts (owners & partners) just sunk massively tonight. Please don't ruin what we have all worked so hard to 

keep hold of and build for ourselves. Romsey does not need it. And we don't want it. 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

4.  commented 3 days ago 

Purchasing land in autumn views at a premium price was what I thought was a good decision to join a lovely small estate on 

the outskirts of romsey having grown up in the area. 

Any development of this nature in the estate is something that needed to be communicated to the purchasers prior to their 

contracts, as this is something that would definitely affect people's decision to purchase. A child care centre is one thing but 

health Care is something that will severely affect the livability in the estate. Long hours, huge client base, cars clogging up 

the already tiny streets, turning what was a small rural estate into just another urban suburb. You will deprive the estate of 

what makes it a country town. 

The phenomenal devaluation of the land that we have paid a premium for, planned our family homes around and invested 

our lives savings will be devastating. 

The betrayal of the residents if you allow this to continue will not be worth it to please the developer of this health care & 

child care centre. 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

5.  commented 3 days ago 

Plenty of dumps in the central business area that could use this sort of investment and not effect the residents and families. I 

strongly oppose this development. Families won’t be able to get out of their own driveways in some cases, this is insane and 

will mean YOU councillors will be looking for new jobs come election I can promise you that. I hope the kickback is worth 

it........... 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

6.  commented 2 days ago 

Strongly oppose, this area is for families to enjoy and raise their families in a quiet part of Victoria, we have had to fight of 

mining and now this? Please consider the safety of families and children being able to 

move freely around the streets of their neighbourhood. There are easily othe opportunities to build this facility in Romsey 

and closer to the CBD or Main Street and in commercial/industrial areas. I don’t feel like this facility if it’s in with the 

greenfields guidelines and will have major impact on the desired outcomes of that planning documents intent. The hours of 

the medical centre are extremely excessive (over 70 hours a week of heavy traffic, noise pollution and facility lighting and 

vehicle lights) on small for a small rural town in a small rural street and will have major traffic implications for residents and 

commuters using Melbourne Lancefield Road. The intersection of Melbourne Lancefield Road and Poplar is way to close to 

the intersection of M/L Road and Lomandra estate entrance/exit as it is without adding an abundance of traffic attempting to 

https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84746/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84743
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84743/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84749
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84749/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84753


chicken run across M/L Road to get to the facility. Extremely intrusive for residents adjoining the facility, to the peace and 

quiet nature we believed we would have in such a lovely town, do not sell us out. As I said the Romsey business district 

could use this facility and the developer could easily invest in current infrastructure or knock down and rebuild this facility 

closer to the town centre to the be of other small business and without determinant to families of Macedon Ranges Shire 

families. 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

7.  commented 2 days ago 

 is completely opposite the entrance and exit to this development. We sold our house in a busy 

suburb to escape the traffic and noise and move to a quiet rural area in Romsey. 

We we're well unaware of this building going to happen, if we knew I guarantee we wouldn't of bought this block of land but 

our house is already at handover stage. 

The traffic and noise that's going to be entering poplar drive will be immense. The hours of the facilities doesn't given the 

families are break. 

We check on our house being built daily and sometimes cannot exit the estate because of the amount of cars either coming in 

or leaving romsey on the main road. 

I can almost guarantee you the high risk of huge car accidents to happen from so many vehicles exiting poplar drive. 

Romsey doesn't need this in a small estate. Come on Macedon Ranges shire council! NO NO NO 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

8.  commented 2 days ago 

We have purchased in this estate and while happy to have a child care close by a medical centre is not needed, there is 

already plenty in town(3 that I counted) and it is no suitable for an estate of this size. 

We strongly object this medical centre 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

9.  commented 2 days ago 

The noise and traffic entering and leaving the entrance of this small estate is going to be DANGEROUS. Melbourne 

lancfield road is dangerous enough as it is with the amount of fatalities it has had. 

They even put the safety barriers in the middle of the road leaving romsey and nearly every kilometer along it has been 

collected by a car. 

Imagine peak our traffic with the vehicles turning into the main road leaving this development and impatient drivers. 

Nobody wants to see a fatality at the entrance of this estate on Melbourne Lancefield road 

https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84753/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84756
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84756/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84755
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84755/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84758


Put a stop to this Macedon Shire Council. 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

10.  commented 2 days ago 

Whilst it would be good to have a child care in town (very much needed) the location needs to be changed. Having a child 

care and large medical center at the entrance to the small estate, on a small entrance road from Lancefield Rd, is a dangerous 

risk. 

This will cause congestion on a corner of a busy highway that already has high levels of road accidents. 

These 2 businesses are better located in town, where they can be safely built on the side access road. They will also benefit 

from additional foot traffic and other businesses in town will also realise that benefit. 

I am moving to this town for it’s pride of place and strong planning regulations. Please enforce these by ensuring these 2 

businesses are appropriately relocated outside Autumn Views and within town where they should belong 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

11.  commented 2 days ago 

My  and I made the decision to leave  move to Romsey so our  could grow up in a quiet 

rural area. 

Originally we put a deposit down on one of the 4 blocks in question and were told that we could not have that block as it was 

to be used for a childcare centre. We were then offered . There was no mention of a medical centre at this 

time. Had we known, we would have looked for land elsewhere. 

Consequently we are now building our dream home on  and all of the bedrooms are on the Poplar Drive side of the 

house. The noise, traffic and lights from the medical centre will be incredibly disruptive to us especially with the proposed 

operating hours. 

I have no objection to the child care centre as I have known about this from day 1 and the hours that the centre will be open 

will not directly affect my family. 

Please listen to the residents of Autumn Views Estate and find a better location for this medical centre. Our dream of a quiet 

and safe neighbourhood for our children is at stake. 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 

12.  commented 2 days ago 

After years of seeing blatant mismanagement of development in Wallan under Mitchell Shire Council, I was looking forward 

to the prospect of not only being in an estate with decent-sized blocks, but being under a Council that is known to be quite 

strict in their planning. It is with great surprise to now learn that a small residential estate with no proper carriageway access 

for high traffic movement has a development application for a medical centre. Conservatively, there would be no less then 

250 cars a day JUST for the medical centre (6 doctors/shift; 4 patients per hour), plus 90+ homes with 2 cars each (at least) 

and a day care which would be 50 cars approximately? Just with that alone, may I say, "ambience, ambience, ambience". 

https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84758/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84760
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84760/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84770
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/comments/84770/reports/new
https://www.planningalerts.org.au/applications/1322499#comment84771


Eyesore is the nicest thing I can say. I am still confused as to how a commercial-zoned business can be built in a residential 

estate. 

delivered to the planning authority 

report comment 
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12 February 2020 
 
Awais Sadiq 
Coordinator Statutory Planning 
Macedon Ranges Shire Council 
PO Box 151 
Kyneton  
Victoria 3444 
 

 
Re: PLN/2019/279, 2-8 Poplar Drive Romsey VIC 3434 

 
Dear Awais 
 
These comments are on behalf of Matthew Liubinas and Ming Ko,  

, . 
 
We believe that the following may be of relevance for the above application: 
 
Medical Centre 
 
The plan provided indicates 8 consulting rooms for doctors. Currently there are 3 medical centres 
in Romsey.  
 
Parkwood Green Medical Centre, 117 Main St Romsey- 2 Full time equivalent GPs 
Romsey Medical Centre, 99 Main St Romsey- 4.5 Full time equivalent GPs 
Lifeline Medical Centre, 28 Main St Romsey- 1 Full time Equivalent GP 
 
We understand that there is no intent for any existing doctors to relocate into the medical centre. 
 
The ratio of Full time equivalent (“FTE”) GPs is around 1 GP per 1,000 people population1. There 
are a little over 5,000 people in Romsey, with 7.5 FTE GPs currently. Even including the 
surrounding areas, Romsey is currently at or near its satisfactory level of GP hours. 
 
This proposed medical centre has opening hours indicated at approx. 80 per week. Even with only 
one doctor working during those times, this is an additional 2 FTE GPs. 8 consult rooms with 
those opening hours represents at least 6-8 FTE GPs. There is simply not the population in Romsey 

 
1 https://ama.com.au/article/general-practice-facts 
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that requires this amount of GP servicing. A further 6,000-8,000 people would be required to live 
in Romsey for this to be an appropriate development. 
 
Unlike a retail development, people tend to stay with their existing GP and will not automatically 
visit a medical centre because of convenience. 
 
Without the additional 6,000- 8,000 (or more) population, the development is simply a white 
elephant which will be mostly vacant. 
 
Parking 
 
I have not seen the full plans indicating the parking for the area however I believe that 5 car parks 
per practitioner is typical for medical centre developments. With 8 consult rooms, 2 dentist rooms, 
a dispensary and a nurse station, we would expect to see at least 60 car park spaces. This doesn’t 
take into account the “wellbeing” practitioners on the first floor. 
 
 
Dispensary 
 
A number of issues surround the proposed dispensary. 
 
VPA approval 
 
The Victorian Pharmacy Authority will not approve the dispensary for a number of reasons. One 
reason is that the size is too small, and therefore does not satisfy VPA requirements. A number of 
other VPA rules will also prevent approval. Hence the dispensary will remain vacant and unused. 
There is no reason for Council to approve the dispensary if it cannot operate as a dispensary. 
 
From a planning perspective, VPA approval requires that the Local Council must approve the 
premises to stock certain goods, other than prescription medicines, which are consistent with the 
practice of pharmacy. A pharmacy is almost universally recognised as a “shop” or as retail 
premises. There is a high risk that an approved dispensary will in effect become a “shop” which 
is a prohibited use in the zone. 
 
PBS Approval 
 
The Federal Department of Health would not grant a new PBS approval at the site without at least 
8 FTE GPs practicing at the medical centre. As discussed above, this will not happen until the 
population in Romsey more than doubles. 
 
 
Yours Sincerely 

Stuart Mihulka    
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Jacqui Wood

From: PlanningAlerts <contact@planningalerts.org.au> on behalf of Concerned Resident 

Sent: Tuesday, 12 November 2019 6:13 AM
To: Macedon Ranges Shire Council
Subject: Comment on application PLN/2019/279

For the attention of the General Manager / 
Planning Manager / Planning Department 
Application PLN/2019/279 

Address 4 Poplar Drive Romsey VIC 3434 

Description Use and Development of the Land for a Child Care Centre 

Name of commenter Concerned Resident  

Address of commenter   

Email of commenter  

Comment 

Strongly oppose, this area is for families to enjoy and raise their families in a quiet part of Victoria, we have 
had to fight of mining and now this? Please consider the safety of families and children being able to  
move freely around the streets of their neighbourhood. There are easily othe opportunities to build this 
facility in Romsey and closer to the CBD or Main Street and in commercial/industrial areas. I don’t feel like 
this facility if it’s in with the greenfields guidelines and will have major impact on the desired outcomes of 
that planning documents intent. The hours of the medical centre are extremely excessive (over 70 hours a 
week of heavy traffic, noise pollution and facility lighting and vehicle lights) on small for a small rural town 
in a small rural street and will have major traffic implications for residents and commuters using Melbourne 
Lancefield Road. The intersection of Melbourne Lancefield Road and Poplar is way to close to the 
intersection of M/L Road and Lomandra estate entrance/exit as it is without adding an abundance of traffic 
attempting to chicken run across M/L Road to get to the facility. Extremely intrusive for residents adjoining 
the facility, to the peace and quiet nature we believed we would have in such a lovely town, do not sell us 
out As I said the Romsey business district could use this facility and the developer could easily invest in 
current infrastructure or knock down and rebuild this facility closer to the town centre to the be of other 
small business and without determinant to families of Macedon Ranges Shire families.  

This comment was submitted via PlanningAlerts, a free service run by the OpenAustralia Foundation for the 
public good. View this application on PlanningAlerts  
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