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OUR VISION: 
 

Hume City Council will be recognised as a leader in achieving social, 
environmental and economic outcomes with a common goal of 
connecting our proud community and celebrating the diversity of 
Hume. 
 
 
An audio and video recording of this meeting of the Hume City Council will 
be published to Council’s website within two (2) working days. 
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HUME CITY COUNCIL 
 
 
Notice of a 
COUNCIL MEETING OF THE HUME CITY COUNCIL 
to be held on Monday, 22 July 2024 
at 7:00pm 
at the Town Hall Broadmeadows 
 
 
 
Attendees: a: Council Cr Naim Kurt 

Cr Karen Sherry  
Cr Jarrod Bell 
Cr Trevor Dance 
Cr Joseph Haweil 
Cr Chris Hollow 
Cr Jodi Jackson  
Cr Jack Medcraft 
Cr Sam Misho 
Cr Carly Moore 
Cr Jim Overend 
 

Mayor 
Deputy Mayor 
 
 
 

  
b: Officers 

 
Ms Sheena Frost 
Ms Rachel Dapiran 
Ms Kristen Cherry 
Mr Adam McSwain 
Mr Hector Gaston  
Ms Fiona Shanks 
Mr Fadi Srour  
 

 
Chief Executive Officer 
Director City Planning and Places 
Act. Director City Services & Living 
Director Infrastructure and Assets 
Director Customer & Strategy  
Chief People Officer 
Chief Financial Officer 
 

 
 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 
 
1. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF TRADITIONAL OWNERS 
 

Hume City Council would like to acknowledge that we are meeting on Country for which the 
members and Elders of the Wurundjeri Woi-wurrung people and their forebears have been 
custodians for many thousands of years. The Wurundjeri Woi-wurrung, which includes the 
Gunung-Willam-Balluk clan, are the Traditional Custodians of this land. Hume City Council 
would also like to pay its respects to their Elders, past and present, and to all Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander peoples who may be here today. 

 
 
2. PRAYER 

 
Hume City’s religious diversity strengthens and enriches community life and supports the well-
being of the citizens of Hume City. Hume City Council acknowledges the importance of spiritual 
life and the leadership offered by the Hume Interfaith Network (HIN). In recognition of the 
religious diversity of residents in Hume City Council has invited the HIN to take responsibility 
for the opening prayer at Council meetings. This evening’s prayer will be led by Helen 
Patsikatheodorou OAM, from the Greek Orthodox Church, on behalf of the HIN. 
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3. APOLOGIES  

4. DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST  

Councillors' attention is drawn to the provisions of the Local Government Act 2020 and 
Council’s Governance Rules in relation to the disclosure of conflicts of interests. Councillors 
are required to disclose any conflict of interest immediately before consideration or discussion 
of the relevant item. Councillors are then required to leave the Chamber during discussion and 
not vote on the relevant item. 

 

5. CONGRATULATIONS AND CONDOLENCES  

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 8 July 2024, including Confidential Minutes. 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
THAT the Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 8 July 2024, including Confidential 
Minutes, be confirmed. 

 

7. ASSEMBLIES OF COUNCIL  

8. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME  

9. OFFICER’S REPORTS 

The Mayor will ask the Councillors and gallery at the commencement of this section, which 
reports they wish to speak to. These reports will then be discussed in the order they appear 
on the notice paper.   
 
Item No Title Page 
9.1 Conserving our Rural Environment Grant (CoRE) Applications for 2024-

2025 .................................................................................................................... 5 
9.2 Broadmeadows North Local Area Traffic Management Study ..................... 33 
9.3 Westmeadows Local Area Traffic Management Study.................................. 81 
9.4 Response to NOM24/03 - Australia Day Event Options .............................. 119 
9.5 Naming Proposal: Noogal Park (Sunbury) Community Consultation 

Results ........................................................................................................... 123 
9.6 Sunbury Aquatic and Leisure Centre Water Play Area ............................... 133 
9.7 Response to NOM24/24 Proposed Amendments to Governance Rules 

(Community Consultation Results). ............................................................. 137 
9.8 Correspondence received from or sent to Government Ministers or 

Members of Parliament - June 2024 ............................................................. 141 
9.9 Monthly Capital Works Update ..................................................................... 255   

 

10. NOTICES OF MOTION 

10.1 NOM24/34 - Cr Joseph Haweil....................................................................... 257 
10.2 NOM24/35 - Cr Trevor Dance ........................................................................ 259 
10.3 NOM24/36 - Cr Jack Medcraft ....................................................................... 261  

 

11. ITEMS TO BE TABLED 
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12. URGENT BUSINESS 

13. DELEGATES REPORTS 

14. CONFIDENTIAL ITEMS 

The Meeting may be closed to members of the public to consider confidential items. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
THAT Council close the meeting to the public pursuant to section 66(2) of the Local 
Government Act 2020 to consider the following items: 

9.5 Naming Proposal: Noogal Park (Sunbury) Community Consultation 
Results 

• Confidential Attachment - Noogal Park (Sunbury) Community 
Consultation Results 

9.7 Response to NOM24/24 Proposed Amendments to Governance Rules 
(Community Consultation Results). 

• Confidential Attachment - Proposed changes to Council's 
Governance Rules community engagement results 

9.9 Monthly Capital Works Update 
• Confidential Attachment - Monthly Capital Works Report - June 2024 

14.1 Contract - Parks Horticulture and Landscape Maintenance 
Item 14.1 is confidential in accordance with Section 3(1)(g(ii)) of the Local 
Government Act 2020 because it is private commercial information, being 
information provided by a business, commercial or financial undertaking 
that if released, would unreasonably expose the business, commercial or 
financial undertaking to disadvantage.  
The specified grounds apply because this report contains contractual 
matters. 

14.2 Contract - SALC Water Play Area 
Item 14.2 is confidential in accordance with Section 3(1)(g(ii)) of the Local 
Government Act 2020 because it is private commercial information, being 
information provided by a business, commercial or financial undertaking 
that if released, would unreasonably expose the business, commercial or 
financial undertaking to disadvantage.  
The specified grounds apply because this report contains contractual 
matters.  

 
 
15. CLOSURE OF MEETING  
 
SHEENA FROST 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
 
17/07/2024 
 
 



22 JULY 2024 
NOTICE OF MEETING ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING OF COUNCIL 

Hume City Council Page 4 

 
 

THIS PAGE HAS BEEN LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK 
 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 

Hume City Council Page 5 

   
REPORT NO: 9.1 
REPORT TITLE: Conserving our Rural Environment Grant (CoRE) 

Applications for 2024-2025 
SOURCE: Cassandra Borg, Rural Environment Officer  
DIVISION: City Services & Living 
FILE NO: HCC14/160 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 2.1: Facilitate appropriate urban development and 

enhance natural environment, heritage, landscapes and 
rural places 

ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Conserving our Rural Environment Grant Project and 
Budget Summary 

2.  Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-
25      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

This report provides an overview of the Conserving our Rural Environment (CoRE) Grant 
2024/25 assessment process. It recommends awarding 42 CoRE grants with a total spend of 
$326,168.12 (Attachment 1), within allocated budget.   

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council approves the allocation of $326,168.12 to 42 CoRE grant projects, in 
accordance with Attachment 1. 
 

3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 
Hume City Council can offer incentives to rural landholders. The CoRE grants are 
administered in accordance with Hume’s Grant Giving Policy and in compliance with Local 
Government Act 2020. Grants are competitive and merit based.  

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
4.1 Council’s 2024/25 budget provides $415,590 for the implementation of the CoRE grant 

program.  
4.2 Within this budget, $85,000 has been assigned to reintroduce a CoRE on-ground 

works monitoring program (Council report SU121 dated 8 February 2016). A suitable 
consultant will be engaged by Council to conduct the monitoring. This leaves $330,590 
remaining in the budget for distribution to grant recipients. 

4.3 There are a total of 42 CoRE grants recommended for funding, totalling $326,168.12. 
As shown in the table below, this can be funded within the overall budget, and leaves 
$4,421.88 remaining.  

 CoRE Budget    Total Recommended 
for grants  Monitoring Program  Remaining    

$415,590  $326,168.12  $85,000 $4,421.88  
  

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
As outlined in Hume’s Rural Strategy 2022 and Land and Biodiversity Plan 2023-2030, the 
CoRE grants aim to conserve and improve rural land and the natural environmental values 
on private property in Hume. They achieve this by providing financial incentives to rural 
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landowners to undertake environmental improvement works on their land and encourage 
sustainable agriculture. 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
The CoRE grant assists in improving the quality and extent of native vegetation. This will 
improve the resilience of local ecosystems to the impacts of climate change and will 
decrease the risk of localised, climate-driven extinction of flora and fauna species. Hume’s 
Climate Action Plan 2023-28 includes the CoRE grants as an action for reducing the heat 
island effect and supporting biodiversity by increasing canopy cover on rural private 
property.   

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
7.1 The Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 has been taken into 

consideration in the design and delivery of the CoRE grants program. Rights that are 
relevant and have been considered are: 

7.1.1 Section 13: right to privacy 
7.1.2 Section 20: right to property 

7.2 The above rights are not being limited by the recommended action in this Report.  
7.3 Council aims to ensure an equitable approach is used for assessing and approving 

grant applications. An assessment and review process involving Council officers, 
senior management and Councillors ensures each application is treated fairly and 
equitably in accordance with the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 
2006. Hume's Social Justice Charter provides further context for ensuring our 
responsibilities under the Act are met.   

8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 
8.1 Approximately 1,500 landowners were sent an Expression of Interest (EOI) postcard in 

 February 2025, allowing 11 weeks for Council Officers to engage with interested 
landowners. A total of 75 rural landowners returned the EOI.  

8.2 The CoRE grant application round was opened on SmartyGrants on 1 February 2024. 
Applications could be accessed once an EOI was received, and a Council Officer 
conducted a property visit.   

8.3 The CoRE application round was also promoted via RE-Source Rural Environment 
Newsletter, which is distributed to all rural landholdings in Hume.   

8.4 A Rural Engagement Program Information night was held in Craigieburn on 28 
February 2024. The session provided landowners with an opportunity to meet staff in 
person, seek guidance with their grant application and ask questions about Council’s 
rural land management programs.    

8.5 Council officers visited each landowner applying for a CoRE grant in 2024 to discuss 
their applications and clarify project details.   

9. DISCUSSION: 
9.1 Overview of the CoRE Grant and review during 2024-25:   

9.1.1 The CoRE grant provides eligible rural landowners in Hume with up to 
$10,000 per property (excl. GST) to undertake environmental protection and 
improvement works on their land.    

9.1.2 Council has a capped annual budget for the program, which is $415,590 in 
2024/25. As such, the program operates under a competitive application 
process whereby each application is assessed and ranked against criteria.   

9.1.3 The CoRE Grant Guidelines (Attachment 2) outline the basic eligibility 
requirements and criteria.    
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9.1.4 The functions, Guidelines and Terms of Reference of the CoRE program 
are undergoing a review during the 2024/25 financial year. The scope of the 
review will include considerations about value for money, benefits and 
outcomes of the program, benchmarking with related programs, and possible 
integration of administrative functions alongside Council’s other grants and 
awards programs. Any recommended changes to the program will be 
presented to Council in 2025 for consideration.  

9.2 Assessment Process:   
9.2.1 In accordance with the Terms of Reference, the assessment of applications 

for the CoRE grant includes an assessment and review process, including:   
(a) Officer Assessment Panel (OAP) – includes Council officers involved in 

administering the program who make recommendations to Council 
based on eligibility and quality of applications. 

(b) Executive Review Panel (ERP) – includes at least two Councillors and 
two senior officers who review the recommendations made by the 
Officer Assessment Panel for probity and equitability of distribution.    

(c) Council – the decision to award or not award CoRE grants to individual 
applicants is made at a Council meeting.   

9.2.2 Applications closed on 10 May 2024, and 44 applications were submitted via 
SmartyGrants.   

 
9.3 Officer Assessment Panel (OAP): The OAP is comprised of the Coordinator 

Sustainability Engagement, Senior Rural Environment Officer and Rural Environment 
Officers (west and east), with administrative support from the Sustainability Project 
Officer.   
9.3.1 The OAP assessed all applications on Tuesday 21 May and Thursday 23 May 

2024. Applications were assessed using the selection criteria in the 
Guidelines. This process determined a score for each project. Applications 
were ranked from highest to lowest score.   

9.3.2 Project scores for this round of CoRE ranged from 39 (highest) to 19 (lowest) 
through the assessment process (Attachment 1).   

9.3.3 One project (CORE003) was assessed with a score below 20. This project 
scored low due to their limited conservation values, an important criteria in the 
Guidelines. Council officers will work with this applicant to build their capacity 
to manage their land sustainably by providing one-to-one support and land 
management advice. The applicant is eligible to apply for Council’s Rural Land 
Management Grant.     

9.3.4 One project (CORE025) is not recommended for funding due to the project 
proposal being eligible for Melbourne Water’s streamlined and flexible 
incentives program: Liveable Communities, Liveable Waterways. Council and 
Melbourne Water have a pre-existing arrangement whereby project 
applications for CoRE that are eligible for Melbourne Water’s Liveable 
Communities, Liveable Waterways grant, are best suited to receive Melbourne 
Water funding. 

9.3.5 An applicant who operates a business within Hume is also a preferred 
contractor for several applicants. Due diligence from Council officers has been 
conducted to ensure there is no conflict of interest. Outside of the grant, this 
contractor would still be engaged to conduct land management and pasture 
improvements.  
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9.3.6 Environmental Planners were consulted to ensure the CoRE grant does not 
fund any works that are, or may become, the subject of enforcement 
proceedings.  

9.4 Executive Review Panel: The ERP included Cr Medcraft and Cr Sherry and two 
senior officers. All Councillors were provided with an opportunity to self-nominate for 
the Review Panel. Councillors on the ERP were provided with the Projects and Budget 
Summary 2024/25 (Attachment 1), as well as details relating to probity of the Officer 
Assessment Panel and equitability of grant distribution. Councillors were invited to 
raise questions and provide feedback at a scheduled meeting held on 17 June 2024.  

 
9.5 NOTIFICATION OF OUTCOMES 

9.5.1 Following the decision of Council, all applicants will be notified of the outcome 
of their application by letter. Applicants who are successful will be required to 
enter into a funding agreement and will be provided with ongoing project 
support by Council officers.  

9.5.2 All grant recipients will be required to comply with standard conditions of the 
grant and those developed in relation to their particular project. These 
conditions will be outlined in the funding agreement.  

9.5.3 Feedback will be given to unsuccessful applicants for the purpose of 
enhancing their future application submissions.  

9.6 MONITORING PROGRAM  
9.6.1 A monitoring program would provide data on the condition of conservation 

assets on a property and would assist in determining the effectiveness of 
Council’s investment.  

9.6.2 A monitoring program was introduced in 2017 and continued until 2021.  
9.6.3 During the COVID-19 pandemic, the monitoring program ceased due to lack of 

access on private property.  
9.6.4 A suitable consultant will be engaged by Council to conduct the monitoring. 
9.6.5 In previous years, a total of 50 properties have been monitored for their 

conservation assets, totalling 1,654.6 hectares of area monitored.   
 

10. CONCLUSION: 
The Conserving our Rural Environment (CoRE) Grant are integral components of Council’s 
support to the rural community of Hume City. These incentives help protect and improve the 
natural environment. It is expected that the 42 recommended CoRE grant projects will make 
a significant contribution to the health of Hume's rural environment. These programs assist 
landowners to maintain a healthy and productive green wedge.  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 1 - Conserving our Rural Environment Grant Project and Budget Summary 

Hume City Council Page 9 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 1 - Conserving our Rural Environment Grant Project and Budget Summary 

Hume City Council Page 10 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 1 - Conserving our Rural Environment Grant Project and Budget Summary 

Hume City Council Page 11 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 1 - Conserving our Rural Environment Grant Project and Budget Summary 

Hume City Council Page 12 

 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 13 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 14 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 15 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 16 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 17 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 18 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 19 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 20 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 21 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 22 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 23 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 24 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 25 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 26 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 27 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 28 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 29 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 30 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 31 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 2 - Conserving our Rural Environment Guidelines 2024-25 

Hume City Council Page 32 

 
 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 

Hume City Council Page 33 

   
REPORT NO: 9.2 
REPORT TITLE: Broadmeadows North Local Area Traffic Management 

Study 
SOURCE: Caleb Mau, Traffic Engineer  
DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 
FILE NO: HCC24 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 2.3: Connect our City through efficient and effective 

walking, cycling and public transport and road networks 
ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Locality Plan 

2.  Traffic Count Map 
3.  Casualty Crashes 
4.  Consultation Brochure 1 
5.  Consultation Brochure 2 
6.  Final Traffic Management Plans and Details      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 Hume City Council undertakes two Local Area Traffic Management (LATM) studies 
each financial year. In 2023/24 a commitment was made to undertake an LATM study 
for the Broadmeadows North area as shown in Attachment 1. A Final Traffic 
Management Plan has been developed which includes 11 proposed traffic treatments 
valued at a total of $2,024,000 as detailed in Attachment 6. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 
2.1 Adopt the Broadmeadows North Local Area Traffic Management (LATM) Study 

report and Final Traffic Management Plan and Details as shown in Attachment 6. 
2.2 Allocate $241,000 from Council’s 2025/26 Capital Works Annualised Program – 

Local Area Traffic Management Facilities for the works listed in Item 1 of Table 1. 
2.3 List Items 2 - 4 in Table 1 (valued at $33,000) for consideration in Council’s 

Responsive Road Safety Works – Operating Budget for future funding.  
2.4 List Items 5 - 11 in Table 1 (valued at $1,750,000) for consideration in Council’s 

Capital Works Annualised Program – Traffic Management Facilities for future 
funding. 

2.5 Inform the residents within the study area and the online consultation participants 
of the adopted Broadmeadows North LATM Final Traffic Management Plan (TMP) 
and Details. 

2.6 Provide a copy of the adopted Broadmeadows North LATM Final TMP and Details 
on Council’s website for viewing by the public. 

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

3.1 Council has the power under the Local Government Act 2020; Road Safety (Traffic 
Management) Regulations 2019; Road Safety Road Rules 2017 and the Road Safety 
Act 1986 to install and modify traffic control devices on local roads where authority has 
been delegated to Council. 
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4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

4.1 The total estimated cost to install the traffic management devices recommended in 
Table 1 is $2,024,000.  

4.2 There is $482,000 in the 2025/26 Capital Works Program – LATM Facilities allocated 
for works related to two approved LATM studies, Broadmeadows North and 
Westmeadows. Of this, it is proposed that $241,000 be allocated to the Broadmeadows 
North LATM.  

4.3 The allocation of the funds is based on the evaluation of the proposed traffic treatments 
for the two LATM studies. Priorities were established based on crashes, traffic speeds 
and volumes at the proposed treatment sites.  

4.4 The estimated cost of the remaining treatments is $1,783,000, of which, $1,750,000 will 
be listed in Council’s Future Capital Works Annualised Program - Traffic Management 
Facilities and $33,000 will be listed in Council’s future Responsive Road Safety Works 
– Operating Budget. 
 

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
5.1 The Broadmeadows North LATM study aims to improve pedestrian and cyclist 

connectivity throughout the area. The study lends itself to Victoria’s Climate Change 
Strategy, as promoting other methods of travel will subsequently reduce carbon 
emissions within the area and contribute to the overall goal of net-zero emissions by 
2050. The Broadmeadows North LATM study also satisfies the current Transport 
Strategy for Hume by providing treatments which improve the wellbeing of motorists, 
cyclists, and pedestrians.  

 
6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 

6.1 The Broadmeadows North LATM study aims to improve pedestrian and cyclist 
connectivity throughout the area and towards a greater cycling network. The study 
aligns with the overall objectives of the Victorian Climate Change Strategy in promoting 
other modes of travel and subsequently reducing carbon emissions. 

 
7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 

7.1 The Broadmeadows North LATM study aims to improve the safety and amenity of the 
area. This enhances the protected rights under the Victorian Charter of Human Rights, 
of individuals who use this area, including the right to freedom of movement and right 
to life. 

 
8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 

8.1 A brochure seeking details of existing traffic issues experienced by residents in the 
Broadmeadows North area was distributed to residential properties, schools, 
businesses, and community facilities in July 2023. A copy of the brochure can be found 
in Attachment 4. 

8.2 The brochure directed residents to an online interactive mapping tool which allowed 
comments to be placed on locations of interest within a map of the LATM area. The 
recorded casualty crash data for the most recently available 5-year period across the 
LATM area was also available online for viewing by the public. 
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8.3 The community was encouraged to respond online via the interactive map but were 

also able to respond by email, phone, and mail. 
8.4 At the first stage of consultation, approximately 1,300 brochures were distributed to the 

local community and the online interactive map tool and brochure was available for 
comment for approximately 5 weeks. A total of 75 responses were received from 24 
respondents. 

8.5 The study and link to the online map was also advertised to the community via the 
Participate Page on Hume City Council’s website. 

8.6 Taking into consideration the feedback received, a proposed Traffic Management Plan 
(TMP) was prepared and distributed to residents, schools, businesses, and community 
facilities and made available via the online mapping tool in November 2023 for 
comment. The community was also given the option to provide feedback through email, 
phone, or mail. A copy of the proposed TMP can be found in Attachment 5. 

8.7 At the second stage of consultation, approximately 1,300 brochures of the proposed 
TMP, were distributed to the local community and the brochure was available online for 
approximately 6 weeks. A total of 13 responses were received from 10 respondents. 

8.8 A summary of all feedback received regarding the Broadmeadows North LATM study 
can be found in Tables 4a, 4b, 4c, 4d and 4e. 

8.9 A final letter will be sent to all properties in the LATM area advising them of the 
outcome of the study and adopted traffic treatments. In addition, this information will be 
provided for viewing by the wider community on Council’s website. 

 
9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 Background 
9.1.1 A LATM study aims to improve safety and residential amenity in local streets 

on an area wide approach. It is a proactive way to identify and treat traffic, 
parking, pedestrian, cycling and accessibility issues in an area. 

9.1.2 A LATM study was previously undertaken for the Broadmeadows North area 
in 2010. Most of the traffic treatments that were proposed in this study have 
been implemented. Those projects identified which had not yet been 
implemented were reviewed as part of this study to identify if the treatments 
are still required. 

9.1.3 The treatments that were identified in the previous LATM but were not 
implemented are listed below:  
(a) Blair Street at Barry Road: Install a “Truck Prohibition Sign”. On 4 

January 2010, a letter was sent to VicRoads/Department of Transport 
and Planning (DTP) advising of the proposal and seeking approval to 
implement the truck prohibition along Blair Street. The proposal was not 
supported by the Truck Advisory Committee and therefore not approved 
by VicRoads/DTP. 

9.1.4 The traffic treatments that were implemented through the previous LATM have 
been effective in reducing traffic speeds and enhancing road safety in the 
area. This is demonstrated by the general lack of speeding issues that was 
identified by automatic traffic counts that were undertaken for this study as 
shown in Table 2 and Attachment 2. 
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9.1.5 The Broadmeadows North area has changed significantly since 2010, with 

portions of previously industrial areas being rezoned for residential and retail 
developments, resulting in changed traffic conditions. 

9.1.6 A second LATM study for an area is a good opportunity to identify any areas 
of concern to the community, particularly safety concerns that may not be 
evident through analysis of speeds and crash history. LATM studies are 
evolving to have a greater focus on community input to identify issues, as well 
as a focus on accessibility and other road users such as pedestrians and 
cyclists. 

9.1.7 Hume City Council undertakes two LATM studies each year. In 2023/24 a 
commitment was made to undertake an LATM study for the Broadmeadows 
North area bounded by Riggall Street, Railway Crescent, Camp Road, and 
Merlynston Creek. A locality plan of the area is shown in Attachment 1.  

9.1.8 The recommendations provided in this report align with relevant standards and 
guidelines. These documents provide the rationale and recommended actions 
for addressing local traffic issues in the area. 

9.2 Existing Conditions 
9.2.1 The Broadmeadows North area is a mix of residential and industrial zones. It 

is located approximately 15km north of Melbourne’s CBD and has an area of 
approximately 1.76 square kilometres.  

9.2.2 The area includes several community and commercial facilities, including the 
Broadmeadows Railway Station, Seabrook Reserve, Hume Central Secondary 
College, Broadmeadows Primary School, St Domenic’s Primary School, My 
College Primary School, and Sirius College Eastmeadows Campus.   

9.3 Analysis 
9.3.1 Council sought resident and community feedback on existing traffic, parking, 

and accessibility issues within the Broadmeadows North LATM area as 
detailed in section 9 of this report. 

9.3.2 One of the common themes in resident feedback was traffic speed and safety 
issues on the arterial roads (Camp Road), and the main collector routes 
through the area (Blair Street, Riggall Street & Dallas Drive) and their 
intersections.  

9.3.3 Automatic traffic counters were placed on numerous roads within the study 
area to obtain existing traffic speed and volume data. The recorded traffic 
speeds and volumes for the area are listed in Table 2 and shown in 
Attachment 2. Most of these traffic counts were conducted in early May 2023. 

9.3.4 Crash statistics for the area were also obtained from the Department of 
Transport and Planning (DTP) Road Crash Information System (RCIS) 
database for the most recently available 5-year period at the time, which was 
between 1 July 2017 to 1 July 2022. The locations and number of reported 
casualty crashes for the study area are shown in Attachment 3. 

9.3.5 These sites were analysed to determine whether any actions could be taken to 
reduce the risk of further crashes. A summary of locations or lengths of road 
with 3 or more crashes in the most recently available a 5-year period, with any 
proposed actions, are shown in Table 3. 
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9.3.6 The information provided by residents was analysed in line with the data on 

traffic speeds, volumes, and crashes. A summary of the issues raised, 
investigations and proposed actions can be found in Tables 4a, 4b, 4c and 4d. 
A proposed TMP was developed to address the issues that were identified 
and is detailed in Attachment 5. 

9.3.7 The proposed TMP was then made available to the community for feedback. 
Although some comments were made regarding other matters, no responses 
were received relating to the proposed treatments. This indicates that the 
proposed treatments were generally well accepted by the community.  

9.3.8 These additional concerns – some which were issues previously raised - were 
further investigated and considered as part of the final TMP. All these 
concerns raised have been included in Tables 4a, 4b and 4c and identified 
with (*). 

9.4 Proposed LATM Treatments 
9.4.1 The following treatments are proposed as part of the Final Traffic 

Management Plan (TMP) and are detailed in Attachment 6. These treatments 
have been designed in consideration of resident feedback as detailed in 
Tables 4a, 4b, 4c, 4d, and 4e. 

9.4.2 Railway Crescent between Camp Road and Kitchener Street 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the pedestrian crossing point between Cuthbert Street 
and Oxley Court to a raised zebra priority pedestrian crossing (also 
known as a wombat crossing). 

(ii) Install zebra line marking on the existing concrete road hump 
between Cuthbert Street and Kitchener Street to convert it to a 
raised priority pedestrian (wombat) crossing. 

(iii) Introduce a 40km/h speed zone between Camp Road and 
Kitchener Street.  

(b) Community feedback raised concerns regarding vehicle speeds and the 
safety of pedestrians and cyclists on Railway Crescent near 
Broadmeadows Railway Station.  

(c) Railway Crescent is a Council Access Street with default 50 km/h speed 
limits. This road has a single traffic lane in each direction. Bus routes 
538 and 540 operate along this section of Railway Crescent. 

(d) Railway Crescent has an average daily vehicle volume of up to 2,449 
vehicles and has an 85th percentile speed of up to 43.1 km/h within the 
vicinity of Broadmeadows Railway Station. 

(e) This section of Railway Crescent has high pedestrian activity due to its 
proximity to the Broadmeadows Railway Station, bus interchange, and a 
strip of shops further south along the road.   

(f) Railway Crescent between Oxley Court and Cuthbert Street has been 
treated several times in the past, including with splitter islands and 
concrete road humps. An at-grade non-priority pedestrian crossing 
facility is also present at the road bend. 
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(g) A review of the Department of Transport and Planning (DTP) Road 

Crash Information System (RCIS) database indicated that there was one 
casualty crash on Railway Crescent between Camp Road and Kitchener 
Street in the most recently available 5-year period. The crash involved a 
vehicle that performed a U-turn near the intersection of Railway 
Crescent and Cuthbert Street and failed to give way to passing traffic. 
The crash resulted in minor injuries.  

(h) There is a road bend on Railway Crescent between Oxley Court and 
Cuthbert, near the Broadmeadows Railway Station. This results in a lack 
of sight distance for pedestrians and vehicles at the existing pedestrian 
crossing points midblock between Cuthbert Street and Oxley Court.  

(i) A wombat crossing is classified as a Major Traffic Control Device 
(MTCD) which requires approval from the Minister of Transport. This will 
be sought during the design stage, however based on previous advice 
from DPT, no objections are expected for this proposal as the crossing is 
on a Council Road. Furthermore, DTP guidelines indicate that zebra 
crossings are appropriate on a road with low traffic speeds and high 
pedestrian activity.  

(j) Local bus companies were also consulted and did not object to the 
proposed treatment. 

(k) DTP guidelines indicate that 40km/h speed zones are suitable for roads 
that are within activity centres and high pedestrian activity areas. 
However, the speed zone change still requires approval from the 
Minister for Roads in line with DTP guidelines. 

(l) This proposal did not receive any feedback, indicating that this treatment 
is generally well accepted by the community.  

9.4.3 Riggall Street between Millewa Crescent and Pascoe Vale Road 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Construct a bus-friendly raised safety platform with non-priority 
pedestrian crossing. 

(b) Riggall Street is classified as a Council Trunk Collector Road with a 
posted speed limit of 50 km/h. It consists of one through lane in each 
direction, and a bike lane on each side of the street.  

(c) Riggall Street between Blair Street and Pascoe Vale Road carries an 
average daily traffic volume of 13,561 vehicles and has an 85th percentile 
speed of 60.4 km/h.  

(d) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that there was one recorded 
casualty crash on Riggall Street between Millewa Crescent and the 
Pascoe Vale Road. The crash involved a traffic controller assisting with 
traffic management for road works at the intersection of Millewa Crescent 
and Riggall Street. The traffic controller was struck by a vehicle travelling 
on the wrong side of the road. The collision resulted in minor injuries to 
the traffic controller.   

(e) The recorded vehicle speeds and volumes at this section of Riggall Street 
meet the warrants of Council’s Traffic Management Guidelines for the 
installation of traffic calming devices. 
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(f) Bus Route 532 operates along Riggall Street between Millewa Crescent 

and Pascoe Vale Road. 
(g) There is an existing midblock pedestrian crossing on Riggall Street 

between Millewa Crescent and Pascoe Vale Road. 
(h) The affected bus operator was consulted with and did not raise any 

objections to the proposed treatment. 
(i) This proposal did not receive any feedback, indicating that this treatment 

is generally well accepted by the community.  
9.4.4 Blair Street at Meadowlink Path 

(a) Proposal: 
(i) Construct a bus-friendly raised safety platform with non-priority 

pedestrian crossing. 
(b) Community feedback raised concerns regarding vehicle speeds and the 

safety of pedestrians and cyclists on Blair Street near the Meadowlink 
Path.  

(c) Blair Street is classified as a Council Major Road with a default speed limit 
of 60 km/h. It carries an average of 15,459 vehicles per day and has an 
average 85th percentile speed of 54.6 km/h. 

(d) Meadowlink Path is a shared user path (SUP) that runs east west between 
Railway Crescent and Dallas Drive. It is intersected by Blair Street, which 
runs north south. 

(e) The intersection of Blair Street and Meadowlink Path is currently treated 
with pedestrian refuge islands and associated line marking.  

(f) A review of the DTP RCIS database at the vicinity of Blair Street and 
Meadowlink Path indicated that there was one casualty crash in the most 
recently available 5-year period. A vehicle has failed to stop in time to 
prevent colliding with stationary queued traffic, leading to a rear end 
collision. The crash resulted in minor injuries. It is unclear from the RCIS 
report whether the stationary traffic was due to pedestrians crossing Blair 
Street from Meadowlink Path. 

(g) The proposed raised safety platform will be designed to accommodate 
busses as per the Department of Transport and Planning’s specifications 
for the ramp and platform grades and dimensions.  

(h) The affected bus operator was consulted with and did not raise any 
objections to the proposed treatment. 

(i) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments. 

(j) This proposal did not receive any feedback, indicating that this treatment 
is generally well accepted by the community. 
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9.4.5 Intersections of Blair Street & Cuthbert Street, and Blair Street & Waranga 

Crescent  
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade intersections by constructing pedestrian refuge islands, 
improve bicycle crossing facilities, and widen kerb radii at 
roundabout approaches to improve vehicle flow.   

(b) Community feedback raised concerns regarding a lack of pedestrian and 
cycling facilities at the intersections of Blair Street and Cuthbert Street, 
and Blair Street and Waranga Crescent. Both intersections are currently 
treated with roundabouts that allow for one lane of circulating traffic. 

(c) Blair Street is classified as a Council Major Road with a default speed limit 
of 60 km/h. It carries an average of 15,459 vehicles per day. Cuthbert 
Street and Waranga Crescent are both classified as Council Access 
Streets and carry an average of 1,556 and 690 vehicles per day 
respectively.  

(d) There are existing bicycle lanes (one in each direction) that run north-
south along Blair Street. 

(e) These intersections currently guide cyclists off the road, directing them 
onto shared concrete areas to navigate the roundabout. However, upon 
leaving the road, cyclists encounter obstructive signs, and the widths of 
the ramps and concrete paths are below standard. Additionally, there is a 
lack of clarity for cyclists regarding the intended transition from the road 
to the concrete shared areas for navigating the roundabout.  

(f) Splitter islands that incorporate pedestrian refuges are currently provided 
at the Blair Street crossings. The minor crossings (at Cuthbert Street and 
Waranga Crescent) do not have splitter or refuge islands. 

(g) A review of the DTP RCIS database at the intersection of Blair Street and 
Cuthbert Street indicated that there were three casualty crashes in the 
most recently available 5-year period.  
(i) The first crash involved a motorbike that was struck from behind by 

a car. The motorcycle was stopped at the roundabout and the 
driver of the car claimed not to have seen the stopped motorbike. 
The crash resulted in minor injuries to the motorbike rider. 

(ii) The second crash involved a collision between a truck and a 
station wagon. The station wagon was travelling eastbound along 
Cuthbert Street through the intersection when it was struck by the 
truck, which was travelling southbound along Blair Street and 
failed to give way. No injuries were reported. 

(iii) The third crash involved a cyclist travelling westbound along 
Cuthbert Street through the intersection being struck by a car 
travelling northbound along Blair Street, after the car failed to give 
way. The crash resulted in moderate injuries to the cyclist.   

(h) A review of the DTP RCIS database at the intersection of Blair Street and 
Waranga Crescent indicated that there was one casualty crash in the most 
recently available 5-year period. The crash involved an SUV travelling 
southbound along Blair Street that lost control through the intersection 
and collided with a tree.  
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(i) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 

TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments. 
(j) This proposal did not receive any feedback, indicating that this treatment 

is generally accepted by the community. 
9.4.6 Railway Crescent at Martell Street 

(a) Proposal: 
(i) Construct footpath connectivity upgrade. 

(b) During the LATM process, it was found that a missing pedestrian footpath 
link was present on Railway Crescent, at Martell Street.  

(c) This location was identified as a key footpath link due to its proximity to 
the Broadmeadows Railway Station and the Railway Crescent shopping 
strip. 

(d) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments 
indicating that it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.7 Railway Crescent between Meadowlink Path and Riggall Street 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Replace three sets of existing rubber road humps with raised 
safety platforms. 

(b) Flat top road humps on Railway Crescent between Nicholas Street and 
Riggall Street were previously committed to in the 2010 Broadmeadows 
North LATM. During installation, three of these locations had rubber road 
cushions constructed instead of flat top humps. 

(c) Railway Crescent between Meadowlink Path and Riggall Street has an 
average daily vehicle volume of 1,849 vehicles and has an 85th percentile 
speed of 52.4km/h. 

(d) Rubber road cushions tend to deform and lose their shape over time, 
decreasing their effectiveness as a traffic calming measure.  

(e) Raised Safety Platforms are an appropriate alternative to road cushions 
as they are effective devices in reducing speeds whilst also being safe for 
busses, pedestrians, and cyclists.  

(f) The remaining length of Railway Crescent has been treated with raised 
safety platforms, and replacing these last three sets of rubber road humps 
will improve the consistency of traffic treatments and increase safety for 
all road users.  

(g) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments 
indicating that it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.8 Railway Crescent shopping strip near Broadmeadows Railway Station 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the existing accessible parking bay at the Railway 
Crescent shopping strip carpark to meet current Australian 
Standards. 
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(b) Through the LATM process, it was found that an existing accessible 

parking bay along Railway Crescent did not meet current Australian 
Standards. 

(c) This location would benefit from improving accessible parking by 
upgrading it to current standards, due to its proximity to the strip of shops 
along Railway Crescent.  

(d) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments 
indicating that it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.9 Intersection of Riggall Street and Dallas Drive 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Construct a roundabout. 
(b) Throughout the LATM process, it was found that the intersection of Riggall 

Street and Dallas Drive would not sufficiently accommodate the expected 
increase in traffic following the proposed construction of the Merlynston 
Creek crossing. 

(c) Riggall Street between Blair Street and Dallas Drive is classified as a 
Council Access Street and carries an average daily traffic volume of 1,823 
vehicles and has an 85th percentile speed of 41.9 km/h.  

(d) Dallas Drive is classified as a Council Collector Road. Dallas Drive south 
of Riggall Street carries an average of 1,716 vehicles per day and has an 
85th percentile speed of 57.2 km/h. 

(e) A review of the DTP RCIS database at the intersection of Riggall Street 
and Dallas Drive indicated that were no casualty crashes in the most 
recently available 5-year period. 

(f) The intersection of Riggall Street and Dallas Drive is currently treated with 
a reverse priority intersection, with travelling eastbound along Riggall 
Street and northbound along Dallas Drive, or southbound along Dallas 
Drive and westbound along Riggall Street having the right of way. 

(g) Splitter islands and give way line marking currently indicate that vehicles 
wishing to turn westbound onto Riggall Street from Dallas Drive must give 
way. 

(h) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments 
indicating that it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.10 Intersection of Kitchener Street and Joffre Street/Waranga Crescent 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Construct a roundabout. 
(b) Throughout the LATM process, it was noted that the intersection of 

Kitchener Street and Joffre Street/Waranga Crescent is a 4-way 
intersection, with priority given to east-west traffic travelling along 
Kitchener Street. 
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(c) The intersection is currently treated with line marking to indicate priority, 

as well as a painted splitter island on the southern approach, and a 
physical splitter island on the northern approach. Kitchener Street has 
also been previously treated with road humps along its entire length. 

(d) Kitchener Street, Joffre Street, and Waranga Crescent are all classified 
as Council Access Streets. 

(e) This section of Kitchener Street carries an average daily traffic volume of 
1,076 vehicles and has an 85th percentile speed of 44.2 km/h.  

(f) Joffre Street carries an average daily traffic volume of 1,069 vehicles and 
has an 85th percentile speed of 41.2 km/h.  

(g) A review of the DTP RCIS database at the intersection of Kitchener Street 
and Joffre Street indicated that were no casualty crashes in the most 
recently available 5-year period. 

(h) The arrangement and traffic treatments at the intersection of Kitchener 
Street and Joffre Street is inconsistent with surrounding four-way 
intersections, such as at Waranga Crescent and Blair Street, and Cuthbert 
Street and Joffre Street, which are treated with roundabouts.  

(i) A roundabout will reduce the entry speeds and reduce the crash severity 
for vehicles navigating the intersection, which will improve safety 
outcomes at this location. 

(j) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments 
indicating that it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.11 Intersection of Riggall Street and Blair Street. 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Install lane splitter islands to protect cyclists and improve cycling 
and pedestrian safety. 

(b) Community feedback raised concerns regarding pedestrian and cyclist 
safety at the intersection of Riggall Street and Blair Street. 

(c) Blair Street is classified as a Council Major Road with a default speed limit 
of 60 km/h. It carries an average of 15,459 vehicles per day.  

(d) Riggall Street is classified as a Trunk Collector with a default speed of 50 
km/h. It carries an average daily traffic volume of 13,561 vehicles. 

(e) A review of the DTP RCIS database at the intersection of Blair Street and 
Riggall Road indicated that were 4 casualty crashes in the most recently 
available 5-year period. Refer to Table 3 below for additional details. 

(f) The bicycle lanes currently extend into the roundabout, and cyclists are 
expected to navigate the intersection on-road and unprotected from other 
circulating traffic. 

(g) There is a large elevation difference at this intersection, with the 
roundabout sloping upwards from the south-east to the north-west. This 
elevation difference adds to the difficulty and danger for cyclists navigating 
the intersection. 
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(h) The proposed lane splitter islands will assist cyclists by protecting them 

as they navigate the roundabout. The reduced traffic lane widths will also 
slow approaching motor vehicle traffic, to assist pedestrians traversing the 
intersection.  

(i) These proposals were advertised to the community during the proposed 
draft TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any 
comments indicating that it was accepted by the community. 

 
10. CONCLUSION: 

10.1 The works recommended in the Broadmeadows North LATM study address concerns 
raised by residents within the study area. The proposals outlined in the draft TMP were 
sent to residents and made available for community comment online. There were no 
objections received across the treatments, which reflects the general support of the 
consulted community for these proposals. 

10.2 The proposed treatments will improve safety and residential amenity in the local streets 
of the study area and have been designed specifically to address resident concerns 
raised through the LATM process. 
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TABLE 1: ESTIMATED COST AND FUNDING SOURCE OF TREATMENTS 
 

NO. TREATMENTS LOCATION 
ESTIMATED 

COST  
($ Exl. GST) 

COUNCIL’S 2025/26 CAPITAL WORKS PROGRAM  
LATM FACILITIES 

1 
Construct raised priority pedestrian 
crossing and install priority ‘zebra’ line 
marking and signage  

Railway Crescent at Broadmeadows 
Railway Station $241,000 

TOTAL $241,000 

COUNCIL’S FUTURE OPERATING BUDGET  
RESPONSIVE ROAD SAFETY WORKS 

2 Installation of 40km/h speed zone Railway Crescent between Camp Road 
and Kitchener Street $3,000 

3 Pedestrian connectivity improvements Railway Crescent at Martell Street $15,000 

4 Upgrade existing accessible parking bay 
to current standards Railway Crescent $15,000 

TOTAL $33,000 

COUNCIL’S FUTURE CAPITAL WORKS ANNUALISED PROGRAM –  
TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT FACILITIES 

5 Construct raised safety platform with 
non-priority pedestrian crossing Blair Street at Meadowlink Path $150,000 

6 
Upgrade 3 sets of existing rubber road 
cushion humps with raised safety 
platforms 

Railway Crescent $240,000 

7 Roundabout upgrades to improve 
cycling and pedestrian connectivity 

Blair Street at Cuthbert Street $140,000 

8 Blair Street at Waranga Crescent $140,000 

9 Proposed roundabout Riggall Street at Dallas Drive $150,000 

10 Proposed roundabout Kitchener Street and Joffre Street/Waranga 
Crescent $550,000 

11 Lane splitter islands at roundabout to 
improve cycling connectivity and safety Blair Street at Riggall Street $380,000 

TOTAL $1,750,000 

 
TOTAL – COST OF ALL PROJECTS 

 

$2,024,000 

 
Note – The project costs listed in Table 1 are estimates only, exact project costs will be determined 
through project scoping prior to projects being funded. 
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TABLE 2: EXISTING TRAFFIC SPEEDS AND VOLUMES 
Note – Refer to Attachment 2 for a map of specific count locations. 

TRAFFIC 
COUNT 

NUMBER 
 

LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

1 Belfast St 
Between Blair Street and Chiltern Street 1/05/2023 2,775 58.0 40 

2 Belfast St 
Between Maldon Street and Dallas Drive 1/05/2023 1,827 60.3 50 

3 Beulah St 
Between Stanhope Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 1,605 40.7 50 

4 Blair St 
Between Cuthbert Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 13,449 48.9 60 

5 Blair St 
Between Kraft Court and Belfast Street 1/05/2023 15,900 59.2 60 

6 
Blair St 
Between King William Street and Waranga 
Crescent 

1/05/2023 17,136 55.8 
60 

(40 school 
times) 

7 Camp Rd 
Between Central Grove and Holberry Street 1/05/2023 25,648 57.1 60 

8 Camp Rd 
Between Joseph Street and Jensen Road 1/05/2023 25,049 58.2 60 

9 Central Grove 
Between Stanhope Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 745 37.5 50 

10 
Cuthbert St 
Between Railway Crescent and Joseph 
Street 

1/05/2023 1,575 46.2 50 

11 Cuthbert St 
Between Jensen Road and London Road 1/05/2023 2,212 52.8 50 

12 Cuthbert St 
Between Goulburn Street and Beulah Street 1/05/2023 1,280 28.8 50 

13 Cuthbert St 
Between Joffre Street and Charlton Street 1/05/2023 1,156 40.5 50 

14 Dallas Dr 
Between Merlynston Close and Belfast Street 1/05/2023 1,716 57.2 50 

15 
Gosford Cres 
Between Waranga Crescent (West) to 
Waranga Crescent (East) 

1/05/2023 148 33.3 50 

16 
Goulburn St 
Between Kitchener Street and Cuthbert 
Street 

1/05/2023 1,166 34.2 50 
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TRAFFIC 
COUNT 

NUMBER 
 

LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

17 Jensen Rd 
Between Cuthbert Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 797 38.6 40 

18 Joffre St 
Between Stanhope Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 2,559 42.6 50 

19 
Joffre St 
Between Kitchener Street and Cuthbert 
Street 

1/05/2023 1,069 41.2 50 

20 Joseph St 
Between Martell Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 1,614 47.8 50 

21 King William Street  
Between Railway Crescent and Blair Street 1/05/2023 1,158 48.7 50 

22 
Kitchener St 
Between Railway Crescent and Seymour 
Street 

1/05/2023 292 35.8 50 

23 
Kitchener St 
Between Charlton Street and Goulburn 
Street 

1/05/2023 832 39.1 50 

24 Kitchener St 
Between Blair Street and Waranga Crescent 1/05/2023 1,076 44.2 50 

25 Kitchener St 
Between Cohuna Street and Blair Street 1/05/2023 305 35.9 50 

26 Kraft Ct 
Between Blair Street and court bowl 1/05/2023 2,024 49.8 50 

27 London Rd 
Between Cuthbert Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 192 38.0 50 

28 Maldon St 
Between Riggall Street and Belfast Street 1/05/2023 733 53.2 50 

29 
Martell St 
Between Railway Crescent and Joseph 
Street 

1/05/2023 902 42.6 50 

30 Nicholas St 
Between Marlo Court and Gosford Crescent 1/05/2023 304 35.7 50 

31 Paris Rd 
Between Cuthbert Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 685 43.5 50 

32 
Railway Cres 
Between King William Street and Nicholas 
Street 

1/05/2023 2,449 52.6 50 

33 Railway Cres 
Between Martell Street and Camp Road 1/05/2023 2,060 37.6 50 
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TRAFFIC 
COUNT 

NUMBER 
 

LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

34 
Railway Cres 
Between Kitchener Street and Cuthbert 
Street 

1/05/2023 2,636 43.1 50 

35 
Railway Cres 
Between Riggall Street and King William 
Street 

1/05/2023 1,849 52.4 50 

36 
Riggall St 
Between Railway Crescent and Millewa 
Crescent 

1/05/2023 13,561 60.4 50 

37 Riggall St 
Between Murtoa Street and Kiewa Crescent 1/05/2023 1,308 42.2 50 

38 Riggall St 
Between Apollo Crescent and Boort Street 1/05/2023 2,338 41.6 50 

39 
Seymour St 
Between Kitchener Street and Cuthbert 
Street 

1/05/2023 520 38.8 50 

40 Stanhope St 
Between Joffre Street and Wodonga Street 1/05/2023 704 44.4 50 

41 Waranga Cres 
Between Rodney Court and Kitchener Street 1/05/2023 608 42.2 50 

42 Waranga Cres 
Between Deakin Court and Kerang Court 1/05/2023 783 48.1 50 

43 
Waranga Cres 
Between Korong Court and Gosford 
Crescent 

1/05/2023 596 45.5 50 

44 
Gosford Cres 
Between Nicholas Street and Kitchener 
Street 

1/05/2023 252 34.8 50 
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TABLE 3: LOCATIONS WITH 3 OR MORE RECORDED CRASHES IN A 5-YEAR PERIOD 

 

ROAD LOCATION EXISTING 
TREATMENT 

NO. OF 
CRASHES 
IN 5-YEAR 
PERIOD 

IDENTIFIED 
CRASH 
TREND 

PROPOSED ACTION 

Blair Street 

At the 
intersection 
with Cuthbert 
Street 

Roundabout 3 No 

No crash trend identified. 
However, a roundabout 
upgrade is proposed to 
improve cycling and 
pedestrian connectivity.  

At the 
intersection 
with King 
William Street 

Stop line 
marking and 
associate 
signage 

3 No 

No proposed action. 
However, the developer of 
the residential Kingslea 
Estate is required to 
provide an intersection 
treatment. 

At the 
intersection 
with Riggall 
Street 

Roundabout 4 No 
No crash trend identified. 
However, lane splitter 
islands are proposed to 
improve cycling safety. 

Camp Road 

At the 
intersection 
with Blair Street 
and Widford 
Street 

A signalised 
intersection 
and a divided 
road 

7 

Yes –  

Rear end 
collision and 
failure to 
give way 

Department of Transport 
and Planning (DTP) is the 
responsible road authority 
for managing Camp Road 
and its intersection with 
local roads. Council will 
notify DTP to investigate 
these issues on Camp 
Road. 

At the 
intersection 
with Holberry 
Street 

Stop line 
marking and 
associate 
signage 

3 No 

At the 
intersection 
with Smiley 
Road and 
Central Grove 

Stop line 
marking and 
associate 
signage 

4 
Yes – 
Failure to 
give way 
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TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Blair Street 6 
Traffic congestion 
and high vehicle 
volumes. 

Investigation  
- Blair Street is classified as a Council Major Road. 

- Blair Street has an average daily vehicle volume of 
15,495 vehicles between Camp Road and Riggall 
Street. 

- The existing road reserve in Blair Street severely 
limits the scope of available treatments to increase 
traffic capacity.  

Action  
- The future Merlynston Creek crossing will provide an 

alternative route for traffic to access Camp Road, 
decreasing the traffic volumes on Blair Street and the 
congestion at its intersection with Camp Road. 

Blair Street at 
Broadmeadows 
Primary School 

1 Traffic congestion 
during school times.  

Investigation  
Increased traffic on roads surrounding schools during 
pick up and drop off periods is typical. 
Action  
No action required. 

Blair Street at 
Cuthbert Street 1* Request for 

roundabout. 

Investigation  
- A roundabout already exists at the intersection of 

Blair Street and Cuthbert Street. 
- Refer to section 9.4.5 for a review of this intersection 

to address concerns regarding pedestrian and 
cycling connectivity. 

Action  
Upgrade the intersection of Blair Street & Cuthbert Street 
by constructing pedestrian refuge islands, improve 
bicycle crossing facilities, and widen kerb radii at 
roundabout approaches to improve vehicle flow.   

Blair Street at King 
William Street 2 

Traffic congestion 
once the Kingslea 
Estate is developed. 

Investigation  
- The developer of the Kingslea Estate is required to 

provide an intersection treatment.  
- Council’s Statutory Planning team has assessed this 

application and deemed the proposed traffic 
generation to be acceptable.  

- Intersection of Blair Street and King William Street is 
under investigation for future treatment, to better 
manage traffic volumes. 

- The future Merlynston Creek crossing will provide an 
alternative route for traffic to access Camp Road, 
increasing capacity on Blair Street. 

Action  
No action required. 
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TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Blair Street at 
Kitchener Street 1 

Vehicles performing 
illegal right turns over 
centre median in 
Blair Street. 

Investigation  
- The left-in and left out access arrangement at the 

intersection of Kitchener Street and Blair Street was 
a traffic treatment that was previously implemented 
as part of the previous 2009-10 Broadmeadows 
North LATM. 

- Council does not have the authority to enforce 
moving violations or hoon haviour. Council reports 
and works with Victoria Police to combat hoon 
behaviour. 

- Roundabouts are present at the intersections of 
Waranga Crescent, and at Cuthbert Street, which 
allow for right turns onto Blair Street southbound.  

Action  
Victoria Police to be notified. 

Blair Street at 
Waranga Crescent 1 

Vehicles failing to 
keep intersection 
clear. 

Investigation  
In accordance with the Victorian Road Rules, if a motorist 
does not have enough room to drive through an 
intersection because it is blocked, or the road ahead is 
blocked, they should not enter the intersection. 
Action  
Victoria Police to be notified. 

Blair Street 
between Camp 
Road and Cuthbert 
Street 

1 Vehicles speeding.  

Investigation  
- Blair Street is a Council Major Road with a default 

speed limit of 60 km/h between Camp Road and 
Cuthbert Street. 

- This section of Blair Street has an average daily 
volume of 13,449 and an 85th percentile speed of 
48.9 km/h. 

- This section of Blair Street does not meet Council's 
Guidelines for the consideration for additional traffic 
calming devices. 

- There have been ten recorded casualty crashes on 
this road: 7 at the intersection of Camp Road and 
Blair Street, and 3 at the intersection of Blair Street 
and Cuthbert Street. Speeding was not identified as 
a factor in these crashes, refer to Table 3 for 
additional details. 

Action  
No action required. 
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TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Blair Street 
between 
Meadowlink Path 
and Waranga 
Crescent 

1 Install road humps. 

Investigation  
- Refer to 9.4.4 for a detailed review of Blair Street 

near Meadowlink Path. 
Action  
Construct a raised safety platform crossing at the 
intersection of the Meadowlink Path and Blair Street. 

Camp Road 1 Traffic congestion 
during school times.  

Investigation  
Increased traffic on roads surrounding schools during 
pick up and drop off periods is typical. 
Action  
No action required. 

Camp Road at 
Joseph Street 2 

Traffic congestion, 
request for signalised 
intersection. 

Investigation  
- Camp Road is classified as a DTP Arterial Road, with 

a posted speed limit of 60 km/h and time-based 
school 40km/h speed zone.  

- Camp Road has an average daily volume of 25,049 
vehicles and an 85th percentile speed of 58.2 km/h. 

- Joseph Street, Railway Crescent and Walsh Street 
are classified as Council Access Streets with default 
speed limits of 50 km/h.  

- Joseph Street, Railway Crescent and Walsh Street 
have average daily volumes of 1,614, 2,060 and 
2,850 vehicles respectively.   

- Joseph Street, Railway Crescent and Walsh Street 
have 85th percentile speeds of 47.8, 37.6 and 43.3 
km/h respectively. 

- There is a previous Council commitment to relocate 
the pedestrian operated signals at St Dominic's 
Catholic School and to install traffic signals at the 
intersection of Camp Road and Joseph Street, 
subject to DTP approval and funding. 

Action  
- Continue to monitor Camp Road near the 

intersections of Railway Crescent, Joseph Street and 
Walsh Street. 

- Determine whether modifications to existing signals 
are required, and the feasibility of any intersection 
treatments with Council access streets, given the 
limited road reservation available along Camp Road. 

- Advocate to DTP for an upgrade of Camp Road to 
increase capacity and reduce congestion. 

Camp Road at 
Railway Crescent 1* 

Traffic congestion, 
relocate pedestrian 
operated signals at 
St Dominic’s Catholic 
School.  Camp Road at 

Walsh Street 1 
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TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Cuthbert Street 

4 

2* 

(6) 

Vehicles speeding 
and traffic 
congestion. 

Investigation  
- Cuthbert Street is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50 km/h. 

- It has an average daily vehicle volume of 1,556 
vehicles and an 85th percentile speed of 46.5 km/h. 

- The vehicle volumes are within acceptable levels for 
a Council Access Street. 

- There have been six recorded casualty crashes 
along the length of Cuthbert Street in the most 
recently available 5-year period - two near the 
intersection of Cuthbert St and Railway Cres, three 
at the intersection of Cuthbert St and Blair St, and 
one between Paris Rd and Joffre St. None of these 
crashes involved speeding motorists and a trend in 
crash type was not observed. 

- Cuthbert Street is currently treated with roundabouts 
at the intersections of Joffre Street and at Blair 
Street, as well as road humps between Blair Street 
and Beulah Street. 

- Cuthbert Street between Railway Crescent and 
Seymour Street was reconstructed and widened in 
2018 to include fully indented parking bays along 
both sides of the street. 

- Cuthbert Street does not meet Council's Guidelines 
for the consideration of additional traffic calming 
devices. 

Action  
No action required. 

Jensen Road 1 Traffic congestion 
during school times. 

Investigation  
Increased traffic on roads surrounding schools during 
pick up and drop off periods is typical. 
Action  
No action required. 
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TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Joffre Street at 
Stanhope Street 1 Congestion at 

intersection. 

Investigation  
- Joffre Street and Stanhope Street are both classified 

as Council Access Streets. 

- Joffre Street has an average daily vehicle volume of 
2,559 vehicles and an 85th percentile speed of 42.6 
km/h. 

- Stanhope Street has an average daily vehicle 
volume of 704 vehicles and an 85th percentile speed 
of 44.4 km/h.  

- Vehicle volumes and speeds are within acceptable 
limits for a Council Access Streets. 

- A site investigation did not indicate any congestion at 
the intersection of Joffre Street and Stanhope Street. 

- A review of the DTP Road Crash Information System 
was reviewed and indicates that there were no 
recorded casualty crashes at the intersection of 
Joffre Street and Stanhope Street in the most 
recently available 5-year period. 

Action  
No action required. 

Railway Crescent 
between Oxley 
Court and Cuthbert 
Street 

1 Vehicles speeding. 

Investigation  
- Refer to 9.4.2 for a detailed review of this section of 

Railway Crescent. 
Action  
Construct a raised safety platform wombat crossing at 
road bend, reduce speed limit from 50 km/h to 40 km/h 
between Camp Road and Kitchener Street. 
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TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Waranga Crescent 3 Request for road 
humps. 

Investigation  
- Waranga Crescent is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50 km/h. 

- Waranga Cres (west of Blair St) has an average daily 
vehicle volume of 596 vehicles and an 85th 
percentile speed of 45.5 km/h. 

- Waranga Cres (east of Blair St) has an average daily 
vehicle volume of 696 vehicles and an 85th 
percentile speed of 45.1 km/h. 

- These vehicle volumes are within acceptable levels 
for a Council Access Street. 

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes 
along the length of Waranga Crescent in the most 
recently available 5-year period. 

- Waranga Crescent does not meet Council's 
Guidelines for the consideration of traffic calming 
devices. 

Action  
No action required. 
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TABLE 4b: SUMMARY OF ALL PARKING COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Blair Street at 
Broadmeadows 
Primary School 

3 Illegal parking during 
school times. 

Investigation  
- Council Officers have been in contact with Victoria 

Police and Broadmeadows Primary School 
regarding concerns over school time parking. 

- There are existing no stopping parking restrictions 
in King William Street and along Blair Street.  

- Belfast Street and Chiltern Street both have 
existing 1P parking restrictions along the school 
frontages. 

- Increased traffic on roads surrounding schools 
during pick up and drop off periods is typical. 

- It is an illegal and enforceable offence to stop in 
no stopping zones and other areas where parking 
is not permitted. 

Action  
- Modifications to existing parking restrictions in the 

street surrounding Broadmeadows Primary 
School and Hume Secondary College is under 
investigation. 

- Additional opportunities to improve parking supply 
in Belfast Street (adjacent to Blair Street and 
fronting Broadmeadows Primary School) are 
being investigated as part of the Belfast Street 
reconstruction, which is scheduled to be delivered 
in the 2028/29 financial year. 

Blair Street at King 
William Street 1 

Request for additional 
parking to be provided 
near King William 
Street prior to Kingslea 
Estate being 
completed. 

Investigation  
- The currently approved Kingslea Estate 

development is to provide 127 basement car 
parking spaces.  

- Council's Statutory Planning Team has assessed 
this rate to be suitable for the size of the 
development. 

Action  
No action required. 
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TABLE 4b: SUMMARY OF ALL PARKING COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Cuthbert Street 
between Blair 
Street and London 
Road 

1 Excess parking. 

Investigation  
- In accordance with ‘Hume City Parking 

Restrictions Policy’ residential streets are eligible 
for parking restrictions if there is consistently a 
parking demand exceeding 70% of the on-street 
parking capacity, and this parking demand is 
generated by lower priority user groups (i.e., 
commuters, shoppers, and employees). 

- A review of the aerial images of Cuthbert Street 
between Blair Street and London Road indicate 
that most of the on-street parking is vacant. 

- Based on this, no parking restrictions are required 
on Cuthbert Street. 
  

Action  
No action required. 

Cuthbert Street 
between Jensen 
Road and Joffre 
Street 

2 Excess parking. 

Investigation  
- Cuthbert Street is a Council Access Street with a 

road width of approximately 7.3 metres (east of 
Joseph Street). It allows for cars to park on both 
sides of the street whilst leaving enough road 
width to maintain a through lane of traffic. 

- In accordance with ‘Hume City Parking 
Restrictions Policy’ residential streets are eligible 
for parking restrictions if there is consistently a 
parking demand exceeding 70% of the on-street 
parking capacity, and this parking demand is 
generated by lower priority user groups (i.e., 
commuters, shoppers, and employees). 

- A site visit and review of the aerial images of 
Cuthbert Street between Jensen Road and Joffre 
Street indicates that most of the on-street parking 
is vacant; it is unlikely that this area meets 
Council’s warrants for additional parking 
restrictions 

Action  
No action required. 
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TABLE 4b: SUMMARY OF ALL PARKING COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Cuthbert Street 
between Railway 
Crescent and 
Joseph Street 

1 
Excess parking, illegal 
parking over 
crossovers.  

Investigation  
- In accordance with ‘Hume City Parking 

Restrictions Policy’ residential streets are eligible 
for parking restrictions if there is consistently a 
parking demand exceeding 70% of the on-street 
parking capacity, and this parking demand is 
generated by lower priority user groups (i.e., 
commuters, shoppers, and employees). 

- There are shops located on Railway Crescent 
near the intersection with Cuthbert Street. There 
is an existing carpark fronting the shops. 

- Cuthbert Street (between Joseph Street and 
Railway Crescent) was reconstructed in 2018 to 
include fully indented street-length parking bays. 

- Site observations and a review of the aerial 
images of Cuthbert Street indicate that parking 
demand is high between Railway Crescent and 
Joseph Street, due to the provision of indented 
parking. However, unoccupied bays were always 
available. Parking demand was much lower 
further east along Cuthbert Street, past the 
intersection of Joseph Street.  

- Existing no stopping during school times parking 
restrictions have been installed at the east end of 
Cuthbert Street, between Charlton Street and 
Beulah Street due to the Sirius College – 
Eastmeadows Campus.  

- Based on this, it is unlikely that Cuthbert Street 
meets Council’s warrants for additional parking 
restrictions. 

Action  
Referred to Council’s City Laws department for 
enforcement. 
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TABLE 4b: SUMMARY OF ALL PARKING COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Cuthbert Street 
between Wodonga 
Street and 
Goulburn Street 

1 

Request for existing 
"No Stopping" school 
time parking 
restrictions between 
Wodonga Street and 
Goulburn Street to be 
removed. 

Investigation  
- Cuthbert Street between Wodonga Street and 

Goulburn Street is currently treated with “No 
Stopping” school time parking restrictions on both 
the north and south sides, due to school time 
parking generated by Sirius College – 
Eastmeadows Campus. 

- A review of Google Streetview images indicates 
that these restrictions have been in place since at 
least 2007. 

- Typically, with new requests for restrictions 
around schools, if parking restrictions are 
warranted as per Hume’s Parking Restrictions 
Policy, school time parking restrictions are only 
installed on one side of the street. 

- In cases of major congestion or where the safety 
of road users is significantly compromised, 
parking restrictions on both sides of the street may 
be warranted. 

Action  
Undertake further investigations to determine whether 
school time no stopping restrictions are still required 
on Cuthbert Street, between Wodonga Street and 
Goulburn Street. Consult with residents on any 
proposed changes. 

Dhmere Place 1* Narrow street. 

Investigation  
- Dhmere Place and Merlynston Close have a road 

width of approximately 5.5m, which allows for 
vehicles to park only on one side of the road while 
allowing for one lane of through traffic.  

- Under the Hume City Parking Narrow Streets 
Policy Dhmere Place and Merlynston Close are 
considered as narrow streets.   

Action  
Dhmere Place and Merlynston Close have been listed 
in the next round of parking surveys to determine if 
street length indented parking bays are warranted as 
per the Hume City Parking on Narrow Streets Policy. 
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TABLE 4b: SUMMARY OF ALL PARKING COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Kitchener Street 1 Excess parking. 

Investigation  
- Kitchener Street is a Council Access Street with a 

road width of approximately 7.3 metres. It allows 
for cars to park on both sides of the street whilst 
leaving enough road width to maintain a through 
lane of traffic. 

- There are existing "No Stopping" during school 
times signs along both sides of Kitchener Street 
between Charlton Street and Goulburn Street. 

- A review of Google Streetview images indicates 
that these restrictions have been in place since at 
least 2007. 

- Typically, with new requests for restrictions 
around schools, if parking restrictions are 
warranted as per Hume’s Parking Restrictions 
Policy, school time parking restrictions are only 
installed on one side of the street. 

- In cases of major congestion or where the safety 
of road users is significantly compromised, 
parking restrictions on both sides of the street may 
be warranted. 

- In accordance with ‘Hume City Parking 
Restrictions Policy’ residential streets are eligible 
for parking restrictions if there is consistently a 
parking demand exceeding 70% of the on-street 
parking capacity, and this parking demand is 
generated by lower priority user groups (i.e., 
commuters, shoppers, and employees). 

- A review of recent aerial images of Kitchener 
Street east of Charlton Street indicates that at 
least 30% of on-street parking opportunities are 
always available. 

- Based on this, it is unlikely that Kitchener Street 
meets Council’s warrants for additional parking 
restrictions. 

Action  
Review "No Stopping" school times on both sides of 
Kitchener Street between Charlton Street and 
Goulburn Street. Consult with affected residents on 
any proposed changes. 
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TABLE 4b: SUMMARY OF ALL PARKING COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Martell Street 1 Excess parking. 

Investigation  
- Martell Street is a Council Access Street with a 

road width of approximately 7.3 metres. It allows 
for cars to park on both sides of the street whilst 
leaving enough road width to maintain a through 
lane of traffic. 

- In accordance with ‘Hume City Parking 
Restrictions Policy’ residential streets are eligible 
for parking restrictions if there is consistently a 
parking demand exceeding 70% of the on-street 
parking capacity, and this parking demand is 
generated by lower priority user groups (i.e., 
commuters, shoppers, and employees). 

- There are shops located on Railway Crescent 
near the intersection with Martell Street. There is 
an existing car park fronting the shops. 

- Site observations and a review of the aerial 
images of Martell Street indicate that most of the 
on-street parking is vacant.  

- Based on this, it is unlikely that Martell Street 
meets Council’s warrants for parking restrictions. 

Action  
No action required. 

Railway Crescent 
between Camp 
Road and Martell 
Street 

1 Excess parking. 

Investigation  
- There are existing "No Stopping" restrictions 

along Railway Crescent near the intersection of 
Martell Street. 

- Railway Crescent has a road width of 
approximately 8.4 metres, which allows for 
parking on both sides whilst maintaining enough 
width for a through lane of traffic. 

- A review of the aerial images of Railway Crescent 
between Camp Road and Martell Street indicate 
that most of the on-street parking is vacant. 

- Based on this, it is unlikely that Railway Crescent 
meets Council’s warrants for additional parking 
restrictions. 

Action  
No action required. 
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COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Railway Crescent 
between King 
William Street and 
Riggall Street 

1 Excess parking during 
prayer times. 

Investigation  
Increased traffic on roads surrounding Mosques 
during prayer times is typical. 

 
Action  
No action required. 

Stanhope Street 2 Request for indented 
parking bays. 

Investigation  
- Stanhope Street is a Council Local Access Street 

and has a road width of approximately 7.4 metres, 
which allows for vehicles to park on both sides of 
the road and allowing for one lane of through 
traffic. 

- Under the Hume City Parking on Narrow Streets 
Policy, Stanhope Street is not considered a 
narrow street. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Note: 
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COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Blair Street 1 Widen cycling lanes.  

Investigation  
- The cycling lanes along Blair Street are generally 

1.5 metres wide and are 1.2 metres wide at their 
narrowest. 

- Blair Street is a Council Collector Road with a 
default speed limit of 60 km/h. 

- As per the Department of Transport and 
Planning's Guidelines, the minimum required 
length for on-road bicycle lanes is 1.2 metres for 
roads with a speed limit of 60 km/h or less. 

Action  
No action required. 

Blair Street at 
Cuthbert Street 2 

Difficult for pedestrians 
and cyclists to navigate 
intersection. 

 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.5 for a detailed review of the 
intersection at Blair Street and Cuthbert Street. 
 
Action  
Reconstruct bicycle facilities to take cyclists off the 
road to navigate the intersection, construct centre 
median islands. 

Blair Street at 
Meadowlink Path 1 

Relocate nearby school 
crossing pedestrian 
operated signals to this 
location, construct 
raised platform, widen 
bicycle lanes. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.4 for a detailed review of Blair 
Street at Meadowlink Path. 
 
Action  
Construct raised safety platform with non-priority 
pedestrian crossing. 

Blair Street at 
Riggall Street 2 

Difficult for pedestrians 
and cyclists to navigate 
intersection. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.10 for a detailed review of Blair 
Street at Riggall Street. 
 
Action  
Construct lane splitter islands at roundabout to 
improve cycling connectivity and safety. 

Blair Street at 
Waranga Crescent 1 Difficult for pedestrians 

to cross. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.5 for a detailed review of Blair 
Street at Waranga Crescent. 
 
Action  
Upgrade roundabout to improve pedestrian and 
cycling connectivity.  

Dallas Drive 1 Widen cycling lanes.  

Investigation  
- Dallas Drive has been listed for reconstruction in 

the 2026/27 financial year to improve safety and 
amenity.  

Action  
- A shared user path will be constructed as part of 

these works, to take pedestrians and cyclists off 
the road. 
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TABLE 4c: SUMMARY OF ALL CYCLING/PEDESTRIAN COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Meadowlink Path 1 In favour of 
Meadowlink Path. 

Action 
 
No action required. 

Railway Crescent at 
Broadmeadows 
Railway Station 

1 Insufficient pedestrian 
facilities. Investigation  

Refer to section 9.4.2 for a detailed review Railway 
Crescent at Broadmeadows Railway Station. 
 
Action  
Construct raised priority pedestrian crossing and 
install priority ‘zebra’ line marking and signage 1 Insufficient cycling 

facilities.  
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TABLE 4d: SUMMARY OF ALL PROPOSED TREATMENT COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Blair Street at 
Cuthbert Street 
(Treatment 3) 

1* 

Query regarding how 
road humps and 
roundabouts will 
reduce congestion. 

Investigation  
- Traffic treatments such as raised safety platforms 

and roundabouts are traffic calming devices 
designed to encourage safe vehicle speeds and 
reduce the likelihood of fatal or serious injuries. 

- Raised safety platforms and roundabouts are not 
intended to reduce traffic congestion. 

 
Action  
No action required. 

Railway Crescent at 
King William Street 
(Treatment 6) 

1* 

Query regarding how 
road humps will assist 
with reducing 
congestion once 
Kingslea Estate opens.  

Investigation  
- Refer to section 9.4.7 for a detailed review of the 

rubber road hump replacements along Railway 
Crescent. 

- The road humps that are proposed to be upgraded 
on Railway Crescent are existing traffic 
treatments.  

- Traffic treatments such as raised safety platforms 
and roundabouts are traffic calming devices 
designed to encourage safe vehicle speeds and 
reduce the likelihood of fatal or serious injuries. 

- Raised safety platforms and roundabouts are not 
intended to reduce traffic congestion. 

 
Action  
Monitor traffic generation resulting from Kingslea 
Estate once it has opened. 
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TABLE 4e: SUMMARY OF ALL OUT-OF-SCOPE COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Blair Street at 
Camp Road 

2 

Increase length of left 
turn lane at intersection 
for vehicles travelling 
southbound from Blair 
Street that want to 
head eastbound on 
Camp Road. 

Referred to the Department of Transport and Planning 
(DTP). 

1 

Modify traffic signal 
phasing to allow more 
vehicles to turn right 
into Camp Road from 
Blair Street. 

1* 

Remove right turn 
arrow phase from 
traffic signals for 
vehicles travelling 
southbound from Blair 
Street turning onto 
Camp Road 
westbound. 

1* 
Traffic congestion at 
intersection Blair Street 
and Camp Road 

Camp Road 

2 

Widen shared user 
path that runs under 
Camp Road between 
Pascoe Vale Road and 
Railway Crescent 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
department. 

1* Vehicles speeding and 
dangerous driving.  

Referred to the Department of Transport and Planning 
(DTP). 

1 

Widen refuge island 
between Jack Roper 
Reserve entrance and 
Maygar Boulevard. 

Camp Road at 
Jensen Road 1 Request for keep clear 

line marking. 
Referred to the Department of Transport and Planning 
(DTP). 

Cuthbert Street at 
Joffre Street 1 

Heavy vehicles parking 
near intersection, cars 
parking over nature 
strip and blocking 
footpaths. 

Referred to Council’s City Laws Department. 

Joseph Street at 
Camp Road 1* 

Request for 
signalisation of 
intersection. 

Referred to the Department of Transport and Planning 
(DTP). 

Kitchener Street 1 Heavy vehicles parking 
on-street. Referred to Council’s City Laws Department. 
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TABLE 4e: SUMMARY OF ALL OUT-OF-SCOPE COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Kitchener Street 
between Railway 
Crescent and 
Seymour Street 

1 Insufficient street 
lighting. Referred to Council’s Civil Design Department 

Meadowlink Path 

3 Hooning motorcyclists. Referred to Victoria Police. 

1* 

Request to extent 
Meadowlink Path east 
across the Merlynston 
Creek into Northcorp 
Boulevard. 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
department. 

Merlynston Creek 1 
Pedestrian bridge 
across creek is too 
narrow and arched. 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
department. 

Railway Crescent 

1 
Request for shared 
user bridge over 
railway tracks. Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 

department. 
1 

Request to extend 
shared user path north 
along railway tracks. 

1 

Request for parallel 
parking spaces along 
train tracks between 
King William Street and 
Riggall Street for train 
commuter parking. Referred to Public Transport Victoria (PTV). 

1 

Request for additional 
train commuter parking 
between Martell Street 
and Cuthbert Street. 
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REPORT NO: 9.3 
REPORT TITLE: Westmeadows Local Area Traffic Management Study 
SOURCE: Stefan Franze, Engineer 
 Marvin Chen, Coordinator Traffic 
 Caleb Mau, Traffic Engineer  
DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 
FILE NO: HCC24 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 2.3: Connect our City through efficient and effective 

walking, cycling and public transport and road networks 
ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Locality Plan 

2.  Traffic Count Map 
3.  Casualty Crashes 
4.  Brochure for First Round of Consultation 
5.  Brochure for Second Round of Consultation 
6.  Final Traffic Management Plan and Details      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 Hume City Council undertakes two Local Area Traffic Management (LATM) studies each 
financial year. In 2023/24 a commitment was made to undertake a LATM study for the 
area of the Westmeadows area as shown in Attachment 1. A Final Traffic Management 
Plan has been developed which includes 17 proposed traffic treatments valued at a total 
of $1,055,000.   
 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 
2.1 Adopt the Westmeadows Area Traffic Management (LATM) Study and Final Traffic 

Management Plan and Details as shown in Attachment 6. 
2.2 Allocate $241,000 from Council’s 2025/26 Capital Works Annualised Program – 

Local Area Traffic Management Facilities for the works listed in Items 1 – 2 of Table 
1. 

2.3 List Items 3-11 in Table 1 (valued at $89,000) to be listed in Council’s Responsive 
Road Safety Works – Operating Budget for future funding. 

2.4 List Items 12-16 in Table 1 (valued at $225,000) to be listed in Council’s Capital 
Works Annualised Program – Footpath Rehabilitation Program for future funding. 

2.5 Note Item 17 in Table 1, (valued at $500,000) is proposed to be funded and 
delivered by the developer of the area west of Wright Street.   

2.6 Inform the residents within the study area and the online consultation participants 
of the adopted Westmeadows LATM Final Traffic Management Plan (TMP) and 
Details 

2.7 Provide a copy of the adopted Westmeadows LATM Final TMP and Details on 
Council’s website for viewing by the public. 
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3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

3.1 Council has the power under the Local Government Act 2020; Road Safety (Traffic 
Management) Regulations 2019; Road Safety Road Rules 2009 and the Road Safety 
Act 1986 to install and modify traffic control devices on local roads where authority has 
been delegated to Council. 

 
4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

4.1 The total estimated cost to deliver the traffic management devices recommended in 
Table 1 is $1,055,000. 

4.2 There is $482,000 in the 2025/26 Capital Works Budget – LATM Works for works related 
to two approved LATM studies, Broadmeadows North and Westmeadows. Of this, it is 
proposed that $241,000 be allocated to the Westmeadows LATM. Refer to Table 1 items 
1 to 2 for projects proposed to be funded in Council’s 2025/26 Capital Works Annualized 
Program – Local Area Traffic Management facilities. 

4.3 The allocation of the funds is based on the evaluation of the proposed traffic treatments 
for the two LATM studies. Priorities were established based on crashes, traffic speeds 
and volumes of the proposed treatment sites. 

4.4 Projects estimated at $225,000 will be listed in Council’s Future Capital Works 
Annualized Program – Footpath Rehabilitation Program, and projects estimated $89,000 
will be listed in Council’s Responsive Road Safety Works – Operating Budget. 

4.5 The roundabout at the intersection of  Western Avenue and Hillcrest Drive estimated at 
$500,000 is required as part of planning permit condition to be delivered by the developer 
of the area west of Wright Street. 

 
5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 

5.1 The Westmeadows LATM study aims to improve pedestrian and cyclist connectivity 
throughout the area. The study lends itself to Victoria’s Climate Change Strategy, as 
promoting other methods of travel will subsequently reduce carbon emissions within the 
area and contribute to the overall goal of net-zero emissions by 2050. The Westmeadows 
LATM study also satisfies the current Transport Strategy for Hume by providing 
treatments which improve the wellbeing of motorists, cyclists, and pedestrians. Other 
environmental considerations include the requirement of Cultural Hertiage Management 
Plans for selected proposed treatments especially within Willowbrook Reserve and 
Moonee Ponds Creek Trail.  

 
6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 

6.1 The Westmeadows LATM study, as mentioned above, aims to improve pedestrian and 
cyclist connectivity throughout the area and towards the greater cycling network along 
Mickleham Road and Moonee Ponds Creek Trail.  The study aligns with the overall 
objectives of the Victorian Climate Change Strategy in promoting other modes of travel 
and subsequently reducing carbon emissions.  

 
7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 

7.1 The Westmeadows LATM study aims to improve the safety and amenity of the 
Westmeadows area. This enhances the protected rights under the Victorian Charter of 
Human Rights, of individuals who use this area, including the right to freedom of 
movement and right to life. 
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8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 

8.1 A brochure seeking details of existing traffic issues experienced by residents in the 
Westmeadows area was distributed to residential properties, schools, businesses, and 
community facilities in May 2023.  

8.2 The brochure directed residents to an online interactive mapping tool which allowed 
comments to be placed on locations of interest within a map of the LATM area.  

8.3 The community was encouraged to respond online via the interactive map but were able 
to respond by email, phone, and mail. A copy of the brochure can be found in Attachment 
4. 

8.4 At the first stage of consultation, approximately 1,300 brochures were distributed to the 
local community and the online interactive map tool and brochure was available for 
comment for approximately 4 weeks. A total of 75 responses were received from 25 
respondents. 

8.5 The study and link to the online map was also advertised to the community via the 
Participate page on Hume City Council’s website. 

8.6 Taking into consideration the feedback received, a proposed Traffic Management Plan 
(TMP) was prepared and distributed to residents, schools, businesses, and community 
facilities and made available via the online mapping tool in November 2023 for comment. 
Residents were also given the option to provide feedback through email, phone, or mail. 
A copy of the proposed TMP can be found in Attachment 5. 

8.7  At the second stage of consultation, approximately 1,300 brochures of the proposed TMP 
were distributed to the local community and the brochure was available online for 
approximately 4 weeks. A total of 37 responses were received from 19 respondents. 

8.8 A summary of all feedback received regarding the Westmeadows LATM study can be 
found in Tables 4a, 4b, 4c, 4d and 4e. 

8.9 A final letter will be sent to all properties in the LATM area advising them of the outcome 
of the study and adopted traffic treatments. In addition, this information will be provided 
for viewing by the wider community on Council’s website. 

 
9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 Background 
9.1.1 A LATM study aims to improve safety and residential amenities in local streets 

on an area wide approach. It is a proactive way to identify and treat traffic, 
parking, and accessibility issues in an area. 

9.1.2 A LATM study was previously undertaken for the Westmeadows area in 2009. 
Most of the traffic treatments that were proposed in this study have been 
implemented, with the remainder listed for funding consideration in Council’s 
Capital Works Annualized Program – Traffic Management Facilities. Those 
projects identified which had not yet been implemented were reviewed as part 
of this study to identify if the treatments are still required. 
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9.1.3 The treatments that were identified in the previous LATM but were not 

implemented are listed below: 
(a) Western Avenue at Mickleham Road: Extension of traffic lane at 

intersection.  
(b) Western Avenue at Hillcrest Drive: Proposed roundabout at intersection.  

9.1.4 The above projects were to be funded as part of a proposed development west 
of Wright Street. The Minister of Planning recently approved the rezoning and 
planning permits to subdivide and develop this land. As part of this 
development, a developer is required to deliver the following treatments. 
(a) Western Avenue at Mickleham Road - extension of traffic lane at 

intersection, adding a second right turn lane, and improving pedestrian 
facilities. The developer will also modify east of the intersection at 
Rylandes Drive through adding a second right hand turn lane and 
improving pedestrian facilities.  

(b) Western Avenue at Hillcrest Drive: A developer is proposing to deliver a 
roundabout at this intersection. 

(c) Mickleham Road at Broadmeadows Road: Roundabout improvements 
include adding a right turn lane, converting the existing lanes to only 
through lanes and modifying the centre medians.  

9.1.5 The traffic treatments that were implemented through the previous LATM have 
been effective in reducing traffic speeds and enhancing road safety in the area. 
This is demonstrated by the general lack of speeding issues that was identified 
by automatic traffic counts that were undertaken for this study as shown in Table 
2 and Attachment 2. 

9.1.6 A second LATM study for an area is a good opportunity to identify any areas of 
concern to the community, particularly safety concerns that may not be evident 
through analysis of speeds and crash history. LATM studies are evolving to 
have a greater focus on community input to identify issues, as well as a focus 
on accessibility and other road users such as pedestrians and cyclists. 

9.1.7 As part of the 2017-2021 Hume City Council Plan a commitment was made to 
undertake a LATM study for the Westmeadows Area bounded by Tullamarine 
Freeway, Wright Street, Melbourne Airport Runway Alignment and Mickleham 
Road. A locality plan of the area is shown in Attachment 1. 

9.1.8 The recommendations provided in this report align with relevant standards and 
guidelines. These documents provide the rationale and recommended actions 
for addressing local traffic and parking issues. 

9.2 Existing Conditions 
9.2.1 The Westmeadows area is predominantly residential. It is located approximately 

15km north of Melbourne’s CBD and has an area of approximately 2.2 square 
kilometres. The area includes community facilities such as Willowbrook Reserve 
and industrial zones along Western Avenue and Global Drive.  

9.3 Analysis 
9.3.1 Council sought resident and community feedback on existing traffic, parking, 

and accessibility issues within the Westmeadows LATM area. 
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9.3.2 One of the common themes in resident feedback was traffic and safety issues 

on the arterial roads, (Mickleham Road) and the main trunk collector routes 
through the area (Western Avenue, Bamford Avenue) and their intersections. 

9.3.3 Automatic traffic counters were placed on numerous roads within the study area 
to obtain existing traffic speed and volume data. The recorded traffic speeds 
and volumes for the area are listed in Table 2 and shown in Attachment 2. Most 
of these traffic counts were conducted in mid-May 2023. 

9.3.4 Crash statistics for the area were also obtained from the Department of 
Transport and Planning (DTP) Road Crash Information System (RCIS) 
database for the most recently available 5-year period at the time, which was 
between 1 January 2017 to 1 January 2023. The locations and number of 
reported casualty crashes for the study area are shown in Attachment 3. 

9.3.5 These sites were analysed to determine whether any actions could be taken to 
reduce the risk of further crashes. A summary of locations or lengths of road 
with 3 or more crashes in a 5-year period, with any proposed actions, are shown 
in Table 3. 

9.3.6 The information provided by residents was analysed in line with the data on 
traffic speeds, volumes, and crashes. A summary of the issues raised, 
investigations and proposed actions can be found in Tables 4a, 4b and 4c. A 
draft TMP was developed to address the issues that were identified. 

9.3.7 The proposed draft TMP was then made available to the community for 
feedback. The responses received relating to the proposed treatments are 
detailed in Table 4d. 

9.3.8 Community feedback to the proposed traffic management plan was generally 
supportive of the proposed treatments. There were some objections to the 
proposed treatments directed at treatments being unnecessary and for Council 
to improve access to the estate from arterial roads which is out of scope of this 
study.  

9.3.9 These additional concerns – some of which were issues previously raised - were 
further investigated and considered as part of the final TMP. All these concerns 
raised have been included in Tables 4a, 4b and 4c and identified with (*).  

9.3.10 The Final TMP included no additional proposals within the TMP that was 
proposed to the community, as there were no new sites that were identified or 
warranted treatments. 

9.4 Proposed LATM Treatments 
9.4.1 The following treatments are proposed as part of the Final TMP and are detailed 

in Attachment 6. These treatments have been designed in consideration of 
resident feedback as detailed in Tables 4a, 4b, 4c and 4d. 

9.4.2 Bateman Street at Parkers Court 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the existing footpath links on Bateman Street at Parkers 
Court.  

(b) There is an existing footpath on Parkers Court, Bateman Street and 
Haddon Hall Reserve, however the pram crossings are angled towards 
the intersection which will have future ‘Give Way’ treatment as proposed 
in Item 9.4.14.  
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(c) Pedestrians travelling along these footpaths must cross the centre of an 

intersection which carries vehicles approaching from three different 
directions, which is a safety issue.  

(d) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments 
indicating that it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.3 Haddon Hall Drive between Threadneedle Street and Bateman Street 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the existing footpath links along Haddon Hall Drive.  
(b) There are existing footpaths on Haddon Hall Drive on both the residential 

and reserve side. There are no existing pram crossings between the two 
footpaths. 

(c) Pedestrians and cyclists are required to cross either at the roundabout on 
Haddon Hall Drive at Trumpington Terrace or at the intersection of 
Haddon Hall Drive at Trinity Boulevard.  

(d) It is proposed to construct pram crossings and improve the footpath links 
along Haddon Hall Drive midblock between Threadneedle Street and 
Bateman Street, improving the pedestrian and cycling connectivity within 
this area.  

(e) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments indicating it 
was accepted by the community.  

9.4.4 Trinity Boulevard at Haddon Hall Drive and Collyer Court 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the existing footpaths links at the intersections of Haddon 
Hall Drive at Trinity Boulevard and Collyer Court at Trinity 
Boulevard.  

(b) There are existing footpaths on Haddon Hall Drive and Collyer Court 
which connect to the footpath on the residential (north) side of Trinity 
Boulevard. There is also multiple footpaths and shared paths as part of 
the Moonee Ponds Creek Trail on the south side of Trinity Boulevard.  

(c) There are existing pram crossings opposite Collyer Court and Haddon 
Hall Drive from the trail which force pedestrians and cyclists’ intersection 
and there is no accompanying pram crossing on the opposite side.  

(d) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period and received one objection. The comment was 
objecting to a bike lane on the road which is not part of this proposal.  

(e) The lack of feedback indicates that these treatments were generally 
accepted by the community. 

9.4.5 Ian Musgrove Reserve at Beecroft Drive and Brolga Street 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the existing footpath links on Brolga Street, Beecroft Drive 
and Swan Avenue servicing access to Ian Musgrove Reserve. 
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(b) There are existing footpaths on the west and east side of Beecroft Drive. 

There are existing footpaths on the north and south sides of Brolga Street 
and west and east sides of Swan Avenue. 

(c) There are no existing pram crossings between the east and west sides on 
Beecroft Drive until the intersection of Beecroft Drive and Ashford 
Crescent. Pedestrians are required to walk south to the intersection to 
cross to the western footpath. 

(d) The existing pram crossings at the intersection of Brolga Street and Swan 
Avenue are directed at the intersections of Brolga Street and Swan 
Avenue, and Rosella Court and Swan Avenue. This requires pedestrians 
to cross on the road in the middle of the intersections rather than at safe 
distances from the intersections. There is also no pram crossing between 
Brolga Street and the east side of Swan Avenue.  

(e) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments indicating that 
it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.6 Bamford Avenue between Ashford Crescent and Swan Avenue.  
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Construct a raised safety platform with a non-priority pedestrian 
crossing on Bamford Avenue between Ashford Crescent and Swan 
Avenue.  

(b) The community provided many comments revolving around several 
crossings within this study area. After undertaking further investigations, 
Council identified that this crossing is an important link which required 
improvement to benefit the community.  

(c) Bamford Avenue is classified as a Council Collector Road with a default 
speed limit of 50km/h. It consists of one through lane in each direction.  

(d) Bamford Avenue between Ashford Crescent and Koala Crescent carries 
an average daily traffic volume of 606 vehicles and has an 85th percentile 
speed of 42.0km/h. 

(e) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that there were no recorded 
casualty crashes at these intersections in the most recently available 5-
year period.  

(f) There are no buses that operate along Bamford Avenue and the abutting 
streets.  

(g) There is an existing pedestrian crossing on Koala Crescent between 
Beecroft Drive and Swan Avenue connecting the shared paths between 
the two reserves either side of Bamford Avenue.  

(h) There is an existing raised safety platform slightly to the west of the 
existing pedestrian crossing which will be relocated to the east to 
incorporate the pedestrian crossing.  

(i) The proposed raised safety platform will improve connectivity throughout 
the Westmeadows Area for pedestrians and cyclists, reduce vehicle 
speeds along Bamford Avenue and provide a safer environment for 
pedestrians and road users.  
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(j) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 

TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments indicating that 
it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.7 Koala Crescent between Beecroft Drive and Swan Avenue 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Construct a raised safety platform with a non-priority pedestrian 
crossing on Koala Crescent between Beecroft Drive and Swan 
Avenue.  

(b) Community feedback was received requesting that the existing non-
priority pedestrian crossing on Koala Crescent accessing the Moonee 
Ponds Creek Trail and Ian Musgrove Reserve be improved due to safety 
concerns. These concerns can be found in Table 4c.  

(c) Koala Crescent is classified as a Council Local Road with a default speed 
limit of 50km/h. It consists of one through lane in each direction.  

(d) Koala Crescent between Bamford Avenue and Swan Avenue carries an 
average daily traffic volume of 190 vehicles and has an 85th percentile 
speed of 41.4km/h. 

(e) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that there were no recorded 
casualty crashes at these intersections in the most recently available 5-
year period.  

(f) There are no buses that operate along Koala Crescent and the abutting 
streets.  

(g) There is an existing pedestrian crossing on Koala Crescent between 
Beecroft Drive and Swan Avenue connecting the shared paths between 
the two reserves either side of Koala Crescent.  

(h) The proposed raised safety platform will improve connectivity throughout 
the Westmeadows Area for pedestrians and cyclists, reduce vehicle 
speeds along Koala Crescent and provide a safer environment for 
pedestrians and road users.  

(i) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments indicating that 
it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.8 Glencara Close 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the existing footpath on the west side of Glencara Close to 
a shared path.  

(b) Throughout the LATM Process, it was identified that improving 
pedestrian/cycling connectivity was a criterion for proposed treatments.  

(c) There is existing footpath on the west, east and north sides of Glencara 
Close. 

(d) Cyclists who utilize the shared path in the nearby reserve on Bamford 
Avenue are required to then use the road to travel towards Hillcrest Drive.  
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(e) The proposal will allow for improved connectivity for cyclist and 

pedestrians as it allows for one continuous path throughout the estate 
from the Moonee Ponds Creek Trail to Western Avenue and subsequently 
Mickleham Road, improving the safety of this bicycle route. 

(f) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments indicating that 
it was accepted by the community.  

9.4.9 Construct pram crossings and shared path at intersection of Hillcrest 
Drive at Duncan Court 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the existing footpath links at the intersection of Glencara 
Close, Hillcrest Drive and Duncan Court.  

(b) Throughout the LATM Process, it was identified that improving 
pedestrian/cycling connectivity was a criterion for proposed treatments.  

(c) There are existing pram crossings heading both east and west along 
Hillcrest Drive and a path through Duncan Reserve.  

(d) There are no pram crossings that allow for pedestrians and cyclists to 
travel from Glencara Close, across Hillcrest Drive to Duncan Reserve. 
Pedestrians and cyclists travelling along this path are required to cross 
Hillcrest Drive by walking on the road across intersections or walking 
several hundred metres east and west to find a pram crossing.  

(e) It is proposed to construct pram crossings heading south from Glencara 
Close to Duncan Reserve in conjunction with the shared path proposed in 
Item 9.4.8 above. There will also be a shared path leading cyclists and 
pedestrians to Duncan Court where another proposed pram crossing will 
allow for cyclists to travel on the road towards Global Drive Reserve.  

(f) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments indicating that 
it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.10 Duncan Court 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Install sharrow line marking on Duncan Court.  
(b) Throughout the LATM Process, it was identified that improving 

pedestrian/cycling connectivity was a criterion for proposed treatments.  
(c) There is an existing footpath on the east side and west side of Duncan 

Court which connect Duncan Reserve to Global Drive Reserve. 
(d) Cyclists who utilize Duncan Court to travel to Global Drive Reserve must 

use the existing footpaths or the road.  
(e) To enhance the cyclist connectivity throughout this estate, it is proposed 

to install sharrow line marking within this court. This will improve safety for 
cyclists and encourage an improved cycling path in conjunction with 
abutting treatments in Item 9.4.9 and Item 9.4.11. 

(f) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments indicating that 
it was accepted by the community. 
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9.4.11 Duncan Court at Global Drive Reserve 

(a) Proposal: 
(i) Upgrade the existing footpath at 19 Duncan Court to a shared path 

connecting to existing shared path network at Global Drive Reserve.  
(b) Throughout the LATM Process, it was identified that improving 

pedestrian/cycling connectivity was a criterion for proposed treatments.  
(c) There is an existing footpath and pram crossing at Duncan Court leading 

to the existing shared paths at Global Drive reserve.  
(d) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 

TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments. 
9.4.12 Moonee Ponds Creek Trail from Koala Crescent to Willowbrook Reserve 

(a) Proposal: 
(i) Upgrade the existing gravel path from Koala Crescent to 

Willowbrook Reserve and tie into existing path.  
(b) Community feedback was received requesting that the existing gravel 

path from Koala Crescent to Willowbrook Reserve and the Mickleham 
Road underpass be improved due to safety concerns. These concerns 
can be found in Table 4c.  

(c) There are existing gravel paths as part of the Moonee Ponds Creek Trail, 
leading pedestrians, and cyclists from Koala Crescent to the 
Westmeadows Village. There are further existing gravel paths leading 
from Koala Crescent heading northwest along the Moonee Ponds Creek 
Trail. The shared path is sealed when it reaches Willowbrook Reserve. 

(d) The proposal is subject to any Cultural Heritage Management Plans for 
Willowbrook Reserve.  

(e) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments indicating that 
it was accepted by the community. 

9.4.13 Mickleham Road Underpass between Willowbrook Reserve and 
Westmeadows Village 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Upgrade the existing shared path through installing translucent line 
marking and widening the path by half a meter on the Mickleham 
Road underpass subject to further approvals.  

(b) Community feedback was received requesting that the existing shared 
path on the Mickleham Road underpass be improved due to safety 
concerns. These concerns can be found in Table 4c.  

(c) There is an existing shared path with faded line marking at the Mickleham 
Road underpass for pedestrians to travel from Willowbrook Reserve to 
Westmeadows Village. The path also connects to the wider pedestrian 
and cycle network with the Moonee Ponds Creek Trail.  

(d) A traffic investigation concluded that there are safety concerns regarding 
the shared path due to the faded line marking, lack of light under the 
bridge, and that the abutment of the bridge slightly encroaches onto the 
shared path. 
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(e) The treatments will improve safety for pedestrians and cyclists using this 

path to travel to the nearby facilities and the broader shared path network.  
(f) Council has received ‘in support’ approval from the Department of 

Transport and Planning, however DTP’s Major Infrastructure Team, 
Melbourne Water and Parks Victoria will need to be consulted as advised 
by DTP.  

(g) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal received 4 objections, which is a 
small amount of the total catchment of the Westmeadows Area. 

(h) The lack of feedback indicates that these treatments were generally 
accepted by the community.  

9.4.14 Install ‘Give Way’ signs and associated line marking at the intersections 
of Trinity Boulevard at Marjon Court and Bateman Street at Parkers Court 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Install ‘Give Way’ signs and associated line marking at the 
intersections of Trinity Boulevard at Marjon Court and Bateman 
Street at Parkers Court.  

(b) Through the LATM process, it has been identified that there is no ‘Give 
Way’ sign and associated line marking at the intersections of Trinity 
Boulevard at Marjon Court and Bateman Street at Parkers Court. 

(c) These intersections are reverse priority intersections as indicated via the 
use of kerb outstands at these intersections. Vehicles traveling straight 
through Parkers Court and Marjon Court do not have priority at these 
intersections.  

(d) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that there were no recorded 
casualty crashes at these intersections in the most recently available 5-
year period.  

(e) ‘Give-Way’ line marking advises motorists of the priority at the 
intersection, reduces confusion, and can assist in reducing the likelihood 
of crashes.  

(f) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed 
draft TMP consultation period and did not receive any comments 
indicating that it was accepted by the community.  

9.4.15 Western Avenue at Hillcrest Drive 
(a) Proposal: 

(i) Developer to construct a roundabout at the intersection of Western 
Avenue and Hillcrest Drive.  

(b) Throughout the LATM process undertaken in 2009, a roundabout was 
proposed at the intersection of Western Avenue and Hillcrest Drive as a 
developer funded project. Current indications are that the development of 
the area west of Wright Street will proceed in the near future.  

(c) It was found that the intersection of Western Avenue and Hillcrest Drive 
would not sufficiently accommodate the expected traffic and turning 
movements following the development. 
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(d) Western Avenue is classified as a Council Collector Road. Western 

Avenue west of Global Drive carries an average daily traffic volume of 
4,077 vehicles and has an 85th percentile speed of 56.6km/h.  

(e) Hillcrest Drive is classified as a Council Collector Road and carries an 
average daily traffic volume of 1,826 vehicles and has an 85th percentile 
speed of 43.6km/h. 

(f) A review of the DTP RCIS database at the intersection of Western Avenue 
indicated that there has been 1 recorded casualty crash along this section 
of Western Avenue in the most recently available 5-year period. The crash 
involved the following: 
(i) A westbound motorist ‘fell off their motorbike’ resulting in an ‘other 

injury’. The crash appeared to be accidental and was not a result of 
an unsafe road environment.  

(g) It is expected that these traffic volumes will increase following the 
construction of the subdivision to the northwest of Western Avenue as 
Western Avenue is the only signalized access for this estate.  

(h) The intersection of Western Avenue and Hillcrest Drive is currently treated 
as a T-intersection with westbound and eastbound traffic on Western 
Avenue having priority. Western Avenue also has parking lanes line 
marked on both sides of the road.  

(i) Give way line marking currently indicates that vehicles wishing to run 
eastbound and westbound from Hillcrest Drive onto Western Avenue must 
give way.  

(j) The proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal received 6 objections and 2 in 
favour responses. 

(k) The rejections specified that the intersection did not require a roundabout 
as the intersection was rarely congested and the resources were better 
utilized elsewhere. Community feedback also specified the intersection 
only required continued enforcement of cars parked close to the 
intersection and highlighted that larger vehicles would do illegal U-turns 
at this intersection.  

(l) The summary of the residents’ feedback is that there are still safety 
concerns. A roundabout will improve sightlines for motorists exiting onto 
Western Avenue from Hillcrest Drive while also reducing the number of 
vehicles parked close to the intersection with the accompanying line 
marking and signage as per relevant standards and guidelines. The 
roundabout would ultimately improve the safety of the intersection.  It is 
also noted that some residents that have objected to the proposal may not 
appreciate future traffic impacts on the intersection and deterioration in its 
performance following further infill development of the vacant land to the 
northwest. 

(m) Considering the number of responses received is a small number of the 
overall consultation catchment, the lower level of feedback indicates that 
this treatment was generally accepted by the community.  

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 9.3 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 93 

 
10. CONCLUSION: 

10.1 The works recommended in the Westmeadows LATM study address concerns raised by 
residents within the study area. The proposed draft TMP sent to residents and made 
available for community comment online received 15 objections. Given the amount of 
local traffic that uses these streets, the relatively small number of objections reflects the 
general support of residents for these proposals. 

10.2 Otherwise, responses received were generally supportive of the proposed treatments. 
Additional traffic issues raised by residents in their feedback were also incorporated into 
the Final TMP, as shown in Attachment 6. The proposed treatments will improve safety 
and residential amenity in the local streets of the study area and have been designed 
specifically to address resident concerns raised through the LATM process. 
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TABLE 1: ESTIMATED COST AND FUNDING SOURCE OF TREATMENTS 
Table 1: ESTIMATED COSTS AND FUNDING SOURCE OF TREATMENTS 

NO. TREATMENTS LOCATION 
ESTIMATED 

COST  
($ Exl. GST) 

COUNCIL’S 2025/26 CAPITAL WORKS BUDGET – LATM WORKS 

1 Raised Safety Platform and Pedestrian 
Connectivity Improvements Property no. 42 Koala Crescent $120,500 

2 Raised Safety Platform and Pedestrian 
Connectivity Improvements Property no. 28 Bamford Avenue $120,500 

TOTAL $241,000 

COUNCIL’S FUTURE RESPONSIVE ROAD SAFETY WORKS – OPERATING BUDGET  
3 Give Way Treatment  Trinity Boulevard at Marjon Court $4,000 

4 Give Way Treatment  Bateman Street at Parkers Court $4,000 

5 Pedestrian/Cycling Connectivity 
Improvements Parkers Court (To Haddon Hall Reserve) $18,000 

6 Pedestrian/Cycling Connectivity 
Improvements Haddon Hall Drive (To Haddon Hall Reserve) $10,000 

7 Pedestrian/Cycling Connectivity 
Improvements 

Trinity Boulevard (To Existing Moonee Ponds 
Creek Trail, opposite property no. 64 Haddon 

Hall Drive) 
$10,000 

8 Pedestrian/Cycling Connectivity 
Improvements 

Trinity Boulevard (To Existing Moonee Ponds 
Creek Trail, opposite property no. 28 Trinity 

Boulevard) 
$10,000 

9 Pedestrian/Cycling Connectivity 
Improvements Adjacent to Property no. 4 Beecroft Drive  $10,000 

10 Pedestrian/Cycling Connectivity 
Improvements Swan Avenue at Brolga Street  $18,000 

11 Sharrow Line marking Duncan Court $5,000 

TOTAL $89,000 

COUNCIL’S FUTURE CAPITAL WORKS ANNUALISED PROGRAM – FOOTPATH 
REHABILITATION PROGRAM  

12 Shared Path Widening and 
Linemarking 

Mickleham Road Underpass (Willowbrook 
Reserve to Westmeadows Shopping Centre) $30,000 

13 Shared Path Property no. 19 Duncan Court (To Global 
Drive Reserve) $35,000 

14 Sealing Gravel Path Koala Crescent to Willowbrook Reserve $80,000 

15 Shared Path and Pram Crossings at 
Intersection Hillcrest Drive at Duncan Court $35,000 

16 Shared Path Glencara Close $45,000 

TOTAL $225,000 

FUTURE PROJECTS TO BE DELIVERED BY DEVELOPER 

17 Roundabout Western Avenue at Hillcrest Drive $500,000 

TOTAL $500,000 
TOTAL – COST OF ALL PROJECTS $1,055,000 
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Note – The project costs listed in Table 1 are estimates only, exact project costs will be determined 
through project scoping prior to projects being funded. 
 
TABLE 2: EXISTING TRAFFIC SPEEDS AND VOLUMES 

TRAFFIC 
COUNT NO. LOCATION SURVEY DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

1 Arnside Crescent 
Outside property no. 27 

12/05/2023 102 33.7 50 

2 
Ashford Crescent 
Outside property no. 26 

12/05/2023 122 37.7 50 

3 
Bamford Avenue 
Outside property no. 63 

12/05/2023 613 39.1 50 

4 
Bamford Avenue 
Outside property no. 97 

12/05/2023 369 24.5 50 

5 
Bamford Avenue 
Outside property no. 5 

12/05/2023 1441 47.2 50 

6 
Bateman Street 
Outside property no. 15 

12/05/2023 606 42.0 50 

7 
Beecroft Drive 
Outside property no. 8 

12/05/2023 41 32.9 50 

8 
Copeland Road 
Outside property no. 15 

12/05/2023 105 38.9 50 

9 
Global Drive 
Outside property no. 11 

12/05/2023 175 35.4 50 

10 

Haddon Hall Drive 
(Eastbound) 
Approximately 100m 
northeast of Trumpington 
Terrace 

12/05/2023 1274 53.9 50 

11 

Haddon Hall Drive 
(Westbound) 
Approximately 100m 
northeast of Trumpington 
Terrace 

12/05/2023 545 56.9 50 

12 
Haddon Hall Drive 
Outside property no. 36 

12/05/2023 1338 41.7 50 

13 
Haddon Hall Drive 
Outside property no. 54 

12/05/2023 371 45.1 50 

14 
Hillcrest Drive 
Outside property no. 68 

12/05/2023 923 45.0 50 
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TRAFFIC 
COUNT NO. LOCATION SURVEY DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

15 
Hillcrest Drive 
Outside property no. 3 

12/05/2023 1127 37.4 50 

16 
Hillcrest Drive 
Outside property no. 89 

12/05/2023 1826 43.6 50 

17 
Hornsby Avenue 
Outside property no. 18 

12/05/2023 829 46.0 50 

18 
Koala Crescent 
Outside property no. 74 

12/05/2023 177 42.7 50 

19 
Koala Crescent 
Outside property no. 44 

12/05/2023 190 41.4 50 

20 
Koala Crescent 
Outside property no. 26 

12/05/2023 155 40.8 50 

21 
Maddingley Road 
Outside property no. 9 

12/05/2023 349 46.1 50 

22 
Maddingley Road 
Outside property no. 24 

12/05/2023 244 45.8 50 

23 
Mickleham Service Road 
Outside property no. 269 

12/05/2023 149 38.4 50 

24 
Mickleham Service Road 
Outside property no. 303 

12/05/2023 55 33.2 50 

25 
Mickleham Service Road 
Outside property no. 283 

12/05/2023 153 36.8 50 

26 
Mickleham Service Road 
Outside property no. 217 

12/05/2023 1286 34.0 50 

27 
Mickleham Service Road 
Outside property no. 175 

12/05/2023 987 36.5 50 

28 
Mickleham Service Road 
Outside property no. 247 

12/05/2023 1385 35.4 50 

29 
Sandham Road 
Outside property no. 20 

12/05/2023 184 38.9 50 

30 
Sidgewick Street 
Outside property no. 14 

12/05/2023 114 36.3 50 

31 
Swan Avenue 
Outside property no. 10 

12/05/2023 203 40.1 50 
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TRAFFIC 
COUNT NO. LOCATION SURVEY DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

32 
Threadneedle Street 
Outside property no. 24 

12/05/2023 266 36.8 50 

33 
Threadneedle Street 
Outside property no. 48 

12/05/2023 59 33.2 50 

34 
Trinity Boulevard 
Outside property no. 64 
Haddon Hall Drive 

12/05/2023 528 43.8 50 

35 
Trinity Boulevard 
Outside property no. 38 

12/05/2023 253 37.6 50 

36 
Trinity Boulevard 
Outside property no. 52 

12/05/2023 336 44 50 

37 
Trinity Boulevard 
Outside property no. 86 

12/05/2023 107 39.2 50 

38 
Trinity Boulevard 
Outside property no. 94 

12/05/2023 125 41.4 50 

39 
Trinity Boulevard 
Outside property no. 4 

13/05/2023 381 40.8 50 

40 
Trinity Boulevard 
Outside property no.68 

12/05/2023 89 37.1 50 

41 
Trumpington Terrace 
Outside property no. 24 

12/05/2023 543 50.9 50 

42 
Western Avenue 
Outside property no. 110 

12/05/2023 4077 56.6 50 

43 
Western Avenue 
Outside property no. 13 

12/05/2023 7165 55.1 50 

44 
Western Avenue 
Outside property no. 66 

12/05/2023 5360 59.4 50 

45 
Western Avenue 
Outside property no. 128 

12/05/2023 1931 54.6 50 

46 
Wright Street 
Outside property no. 228 

12/05/2023 678 43.2 50 

47 
Wright Street 
Outside property no. 250 

20/05/2023 409 40.0 50 
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TABLE 3: LOCATIONS WITH 3 OR MORE RECORDED CRASHES IN A 5 YEAR PERIOD 

ROAD LOCATION EXISTING 
TREATMENT 

NO. OF 
CRASHES 
IN 5-YEAR 
PERIOD 

IDENTIFIED 
CRASH 
TREND 

PROPOSED ACTION 

Mickleham 
Road 

At the 
intersection 
with Western 
Avenue 

Signalised 
Intersection 10 

No – Failure 
to drive to 
conditions 

Referred to Department of 
Transport and Planning. 

Mickleham 
Road 

At the 
intersection 
with 
International 
Drive 

Signalised 
Intersection 10 

No – Failure 
to drive to 
conditions 

 Referred to Department of 
Transport and Planning. 

Mickleham 
Road 

60m south of 
Intersection 
with 
International 
Drive 

Signalized 
intersection 
and bicycle 
lanes  

3 
No – Failure 
to drive to 
conditions 

Referred to Department of 
Transport and Planning. 

Tullamarine 
Freeway 

On ramp to 
Mickleham 
Road 

Signalized 
intersection 3 

No – Failure 
to drive to 
conditions 

Referred to Department of 
Transport and Planning. 

Tullamarine 
Freeway 

350m NW from 
Mickleham 
Road Exit 

Clear signage 
and 
delineating 
lanes 
signalizing 
Mickleham 
Road Exit 
from freeway 

4 
No – Failure 
to drive to 
conditions 

Referred to Department of 
Transport and Planning. 

Mickleham 
Road 

At the 
intersection 
with Bamford 
Avenue 

Centre 
median with 
deceleration 
lanes and give 
way line 
marking 

3 
No – Failure 
to drive to 
conditions 

Mickleham Road and 
Bamford Avenue 
Intersection as well as he 
roundabout intersection 
between Mickleham Road 
and Broadmeadows Road 
are on Council’s long term 
advocacy projects. 

Mickleham 
Road 

At the 
roundabout with 
Broadmeadows 
Road Drive 

Signalised 
Roundabout 
with Bus Lane 

5 

Yes –  
Rear end 
crashes and 
failure to 
give way 

Mickleham Road and 
Bamford Avenue 
Intersection as well as he 
roundabout intersection 
between Mickleham Road 
and Broadmeadows Road 
are on Council’s long term 
advocacy projects. 
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It should be noted that several casualty crashes have occurred along Mickleham Road in the most 
recently available 5-year period. This road is outside the scope of Council and this study however 
Council will continue to advocate for safety improvements at the intersections of Bamford Avenue 
and Mickleham Road, and Mickleham Road and Broadmeadows Road. 

 

TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Trinity Boulevard 
at Marjon Court.  1 Requesting give way 

treatment.  

Investigation  
Motorists on Marjon Ct should be giving 
way to motorists travelling on Trinity 
Boulevard; however, this may be 
confusing due to the intersection visually 
being similar to a T-Intersection. 

Action  
Install Give Way Treatment at 
Intersection. 

Bateman Street at 
Haddon Hall Drive.  1 

Requesting bus stop to be 
shifted to top of Haddon Hall 
Drive as bus takes both 
lanes of traffic turning onto 
Bateman Street.   

Investigation  
Out of scope of study.  

Action  
Referred to Department of Transport 
and Planning. 

Hillcrest Avenue 1 Existing speed humps are 
harsh 

Investigation  
Site observations determined that the 
speed humps are effective in slowing 
down vehicles. 

Action  
No action.  

Trumpington 
Terrace  1 Requesting speed humps.  

Investigation  
Traffic counts undertaken May 2023 
show 85th Percentile Speed of 50.9km/h 
and average daily vehicle volume of 543 
vehicles which do not meet Hume’s 
requirements for traffic calming devices.   

Action  
No action. 
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TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Western Avenue 3 Requesting speed limit 
increase. 

Investigation  
The speed limit for Western Avenue is 
default speed 50km/h as per a previous 
LATM (2007) but hasn’t formally been 
changed yet. The default speed is 
appropriate given the mix residential and 
industrial areas the road accesses, and 
it consistent with other local streets 
within the municipality.  

Action  
No action.  

Haddon Hall Drive 1 Requesting U-turn area on 
Haddon Hall Drive. 

Investigation  
Traffic counts undertaken May 2023 
show 85th Percentile Speed of 50.9km/h 
and average daily vehicle volume of 543 
vehicles which do not meet Hume’s 
requirements for traffic calming devices.   

Action  
No action. 

Hornsby Avenue  3 Requesting speed humps on 
Hornsby Avenue.  

Investigation  
Traffic counts undertaken May 2023 
show 85th Percentile Speed of 46km/h 
and average daily vehicle volume of 829 
vehicles which do not meet Hume’s 
requirements for traffic calming devices.   

Action  
No action. 

Western Avenue 1 Frequent hooning behaviour 
on Western Avenue 

Investigation  
Traffic control devices such as road 
humps are effective in reducing traffic 
speeds but are ineffective in reducing 
hoon behaviour, such as burnouts. 

Action  
Referred to Crime Stoppers.  

Mickleham Road 
Service Lane at 
Western Avenue 

2 Vehicles illegally using 
Service Lane. 

Investigation  
Illegal movements are only enforceable 
through Victoria Police.  

Action  
Referred to Victoria Police.  
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TABLE 4b: SUMMARY OF ALL PARKING COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Koala Crescent at 
Bamford Avenue 2 Parking Congestion at 

Intersection 

Investigation  
Site observations showed that sightlines are adequate 
for any vehicles turning onto Bamford Avenue from 
Koala Crescent. 

Action  
No action required. 

Haddon Hall Drive 1 
Requesting indented 
parking bays on 
reserve side.  

Investigation  
- Haddon Hall Drive has a road width of 

approximately 7.6m, which allows for vehicles to 
park on both sides of the road, allowing for one 
lane of through traffic.  

- Under the Hume City Parking Narrow Streets 
Policy Haddon Hall Drive is not considered a 
narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Trumpington 
Terrace  1 

Requesting indented 
parking bays on 
Trumpington Terrace.  

Investigation  
- Trumpington Terrace has a road width of 

approximately 7.5m, which allows for vehicles to 
park on both sides of the road, allowing for one 
lane of through traffic.  

- Under the Hume City Parking Narrow Streets 
Policy Trumpington Terrace is not considered a 
narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Threadneedle 
Street 1 

Requesting indented 
parking bays on 
Threadneedle Street 

Investigation  
- Threadneedle Street has a road width of 

approximately 5.6m, which allows for vehicles to 
park only on one side of the road while allowing 
for one lane of through traffic.  

- Under the Hume City Parking Narrow Streets 
Policy Threadneedle Street is considered a 
narrow street.  

Action  
Threadneedle Street has been listed in the next round 
of parking surveys to determine if street length 
indented parking bays are warranted as per the Hume 
City Parking on Narrow Streets Policy. 
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TABLE 4b: SUMMARY OF ALL PARKING COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Koala Crescent  1 Requesting increased 
parking opportunities.  

Investigation  
- Koala Crescent has a road width of approximately 

7.2m, which allows for vehicles to park on both 
sides of the road, allowing for one lane of through 
traffic.  

- Under the Hume City Parking Narrow Streets 
Policy Trumpington Terrace is not considered a 
narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Hillcrest Drive 

3 

5* 

(8) 

Requesting indented 
parking bays due to 
parking.  

Investigation  
- Hillcrest Drive has a road width of 

approximately 9.8m, which allows for vehicles 
to park on both sides of the road, allowing for 
one lane of through traffic.  

- Under the Hume City Parking Narrow Streets 
Policy Hillcrest Drive is not considered a 
narrow street.  

- There is solid white linemarking preventing 
parking around the bend in the road either 
side of the raised safety platform (in front of 
property no. 28 Hillcrest Drive).  

Action  
Referred to City Laws for enforcement. 

Western Avenue 

1 

1* 

(2) 

Illegal parking in no 
stopping zones and on 
nature strips.  

Investigation  
Parking in no stopping zones and on nature strips is 

illegal and is treated through parking 
enforcement.  

Action  
Referred to City Laws for enforcement.  

Hornsby Avenue at 
Bamford Avenue 5* 

Safety Issues at 
Intersection due to 
parked cars on both 
sides.  

Investigation  
- Hornsby Avenue has a road width of 

approximately 7.2m, which allows for vehicles 
to park on both sides of the road, allowing for 
one lane of through traffic. 

- Parking in no stopping zones, within 10m of 
intersections and on nature strips is illegal 
and is treated through parking enforcement.  

Action  
Referred to City Laws for enforcement. 
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TABLE 4c: SUMMARY OF ALL CYCLING/PEDESTRIAN COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Trinity Boulevard 1 
Footpath is not 
comfortable riding 
uphill  

Investigation  
Given the existing constraints in terms of the 

landscape and geometry of the road reserve, 
pedestrians, cyclists, and motorists need to 
adapt to the conditions. 

Action  
No action required 

Trinity Boulevard 2 
Requesting a bridge 
over creek under 
Mickleham Road. 

Investigation  
Out of scope of study.   

Action  
Referred to Open Space and Landscapes.  

Mickleham Road 2 Path under road is a 
hazard.  

Investigation  
Traffic investigation identified that safety 

improvements were required at this path due to 
lack of lighting. 

Action  
Subject to the appropriate authority’s approval, 
Council will propose widening of the shared path and 
install translucent line marking to provide lighting. 

Koala Crescent 2 Requesting gravel path 
to be sealed.  

Investigation  
Out of scope of study.   

Action  
Referred to Open Space Planning and Transport 
Planning. 

Swan Avenue 1 

Requesting 
improvements to 
shared path along 
Swan Avenue.   

Investigation  
Out of scope of study.   

Action  
Referred to Open Space and Landscapes. 

Western Avenue 2 
Requesting bike path 
to airport across the 
freeway.  

Investigation  
Out of scope of study.   

Action  
Referred to Melbourne Airport.  

Global Drive 1 Requesting Cycling 
route. 

Investigation  
Global Drive and Western Avenue are not recognised 

as cycling routes on the Bicycle Network.  

Action  
No action taken.  
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TABLE 4c: SUMMARY OF ALL CYCLING/PEDESTRIAN COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Haddon Hall Drive  1 
Requesting pedestrian 
facilities in front of 
reserve 

Investigation  
Pedestrian facilities in this area require improvement.  

Action  
Council will propose pedestrian facilities aligned with 
current standards and guidelines.  

Koala Crescent and 
Bamford Avenue 2 

Requesting 
improvements to 
alignment of shared 
path and pedestrian 
crossing.  

Investigation  
Traffic Investigation identified connectivity 

improvements for cyclists and pedestrian are 
required within this area, especially accessing 
the reserve in the study area.  

Action  
Council will propose raised safety platform and 
pedestrian crossing providing improved access and 
connectivity between the reserves.  
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TABLE 4d: SUMMARY OF ALL PROPOSED TREATMENT COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Trinity Boulevard  1* 
Objection to 
Pedestrian/Cycling 
Improvements 

Resident objected to bike lane on road, however 
Council is only proposing improved pram crossings. 
No action required.  

Western Avenue at 
Hillcrest Avenue 6* Objection to proposed 

roundabout No action required. 

Western Avenue at 
Hillcrest Avenue 2* In favour of the 

proposed roundabout No action required. 

Mickleham Road 
Underpass 1* 

Objection to proposed 
widening/improving 
walking path 

No action required. 
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TABLE 4e: SUMMARY OF ALL OUT-OF-SCOPE COMMENTS RECEIVED 
Note: 
*    denotes comments received in the second round of consultation 
( )  denotes total number of comments received across all consultations 

LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Bamford Avenue at 
Mickleham Road 

13 

8* 

(21) 

Intersection is 
Dangerous 

Investigation  
- The access point to Bamford Avenue has been 

designed as a left-in-left-out arrangement and 
Council undertook a recent Council Report in 
appendix of this report. 

- There are no plans to modify this intersection at 
present. 

- Mickleham Road and Bamford Avenue 
Intersection as well as he roundabout intersection 
between Mickleham Road and Broadmeadows 
Road are on Council’s long term advocacy 
projects. 

Action  
Referred to DTP 

Haddon Hall Drive 
at Mickleham Road 1 

Difficulty for cyclists to 
see oncoming traffic 
from Mickleham Road 

Referred to DTP 

Haddon Hall Drive 
at Mickleham Road 1 Requesting corrections 

to existing line marking Referred to DTP 

Mickleham Road 2 

Requesting upgrades 
to walking and cycling 
pathways along 
Mickleham Road.  

Referred to DTP 

Mickleham Road 2 Requesting Bus Lane 
to be in Service Lane Referred to DTP 

Mickleham Road at 
Western Avenue 

7 

4* 

(11) 

Traffic Congestion 
increases difficulty of 
leaving estate.  

Referred to DTP 

Mickleham Road at 
Broadmeadows 
Road 

2 

4* 

(6) 

Traffic congestion and 
safety concerns 
regarding roundabout.   

Investigation  
- Mickleham Road and Bamford Avenue 

Intersection as well as he roundabout intersection 
between Mickleham Road and Broadmeadows 
Road are on Council’s long term advocacy 
projects. 

Action  
Referred to DTP 

Hillcrest Avenue at 
Mickleham Road 1 Intersection is 

dangerous.  Referred to DTP 

Mickleham Road  1 
Requesting designated 
bike path from Attwood 
towards Greenvale. 

Referred to DTP 

Mickleham Road 2 Traffic Congestion.  Referred to DTP 
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REPORT NO: 9.4 
REPORT TITLE: Response to NOM24/03 - Australia Day Event Options 
SOURCE: Joel Kimber, Acting Manager Governance 
 Peter Faull, Coordinator Governance and Council 

Business  
DIVISION: Finance & Governance 
FILE NO: HCC04/13 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 1.4: Strengthen community connections through local 

events, festivals and the arts 
ATTACHMENTS: Nil     

 

1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 
1.1 At its meeting held on Monday 12 February 2024, Council adopted the following 

resolution:  
That:  
1.1.1 One: Hume City Council recognises the 26th of January as being Australia Day 

and this is reflected in all council communications and that the Australian flag 
will be raised on all Council owned flag poles at Councils main hubs and 
prominently across other facilities in Hume. 

1.1.2 Two: That council prepare a report on the options available to running an 
Australia Day Celebration event in Sunbury and the rest of Hume for all of the 
community to attend. 

1.2 This report provides Council with Australia Day event options for its consideration in 
response to resolution 2 in 1.1.2 above.   

1.3 Resolution one (1.1.1) will be addressed in the lead up to Australia Day every year. 
 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT Council: 
2.1 Hosts an Australia Day Park in the Park event on Australia Day, 26 January 2025. 
2.2 Notes that the Australia Day event in 2025 will be held in Sunbury. 
2.3 Notes that funding for an Australia Day event will come from the existing Civic 

Events budget and that no more than $30,000 (dependent on which option is 
chosen) will be spent on the event.  

2.4 Notes that a Citizenship Ceremony will continue to be held as a stand-alone event 
on Australia Day, 26 January each year.  
 

3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 
Whilst not directly related to the holding of a community event on Australia Day, under the 
Australian Citizenship Ceremonies Code 2022 Councils must hold a Citizenship Ceremony on 
Australia Day, or the three days prior or the three days after Australia Day. 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
4.1 This report provides Council with event proposals with cost estimates up to $30,000 with 

funding for an Australia Day event to come from the existing Civic Events budget  
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5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
Environmental Sustainability has been considered when preparing this report. Dependent on 
the scale of an event held on Australia Day 2025, Council has the opportunity to incorporate 
environmental sustainability practices such as waste reduction, sustainable food and beverage 
options, and education initiatives.  

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
As any event held would take place in summer, contingency plans will be considered for any 
extreme weather events, such as heatwaves or storms to reduce any potential disruptions that 
could be caused by this. 

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
7.1 In preparing this report, officers have taken into consideration the Charter of Human 

Rights (the Charter). In considering an Australia Day event, Council should take into 
consideration an event that respects and celebrates the diverse cultures and 
backgrounds of all Australians. 

7.2 Section 19 of the Charter protects the right to participate in culture, practice religion and 
use native language. This section also recognises that First Nations peoples hold distinct 
cultural rights. 

7.3 This section of the Charter requires public authorities to adopt measures that protect and 
promote cultural diversity and inclusion. This could include measures and programs to 
support people from First Nations communities, or multicultural or multifaith communities, 
to engage freely in their cultural practices so they can preserve their cultures. 

8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 
Community consultation has not occurred prior to this report being presented to Council, and 
with the election caretaker period commencing soon, consultation is not proposed to occur.  

9. DISCUSSION: 
9.1 Up until 2022, Hume City Council held the ‘Australia Day Awards’ in conjunction with a 

Citizenship Ceremony on 26 January each year. Following a decrease in community 
participation and by resolution of Council, the ‘Australia Day Awards’ were no longer held 
as of 2023 and they were replaced by the ‘Hume Community Awards’ which were held 
later that year.  

9.2 A Citizenship Ceremony is held on 26 January each year as required under the 
Australian Citizenship Ceremonies Code, which states that Councils must hold a 
ceremony on Australia Day, or the three days prior or the three days after Australia Day. 
It is recommended that Council continues to hold citizenship ceremonies as a stand-
alone event on Australia Day each year, and that they are not incorporated into other 
events that may be held on Australia Day, unless Council specifically resolves to hold a 
ceremony as part of a future Australia Day event in a particular year.  

9.3 No other Australia Day events have previously been held by Hume City Council.   
9.4 Australia Day, celebrated on January 26th, commemorates the arrival of the First Fleet 

at Sydney Cove in 1788, marking the beginning of British colonization in Australia. 
However, for many Indigenous Australians, this date symbolizes the beginning of 
dispossession, violence, and the loss of their land, culture, and sovereignty. Many 
Indigenous Australians view Australia Day as a day of mourning rather than celebration. 
Holding events on this day can be seen as culturally insensitive and dismissive of the 
trauma and ongoing struggles faced by Indigenous communities.  

9.5 The following options for an event on Australia Day each year are proposed for Council’s 
consideration, all of which would be delivered within the budget outlined in section 4 
above: 
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9.5.1 Option One: Australia Day in the Park  
(a) An ‘Australia Day in the Park’ event can commemorate Australia Day by 

uniting the community in a celebration of Australian culture and 
heritage.  The event could consist of: 
(i) Live music performances; 
(ii) A variety of activities including, for example, face painting and a 

wildlife petting zoo; 
(iii) Diverse catering options including, for example a sausage sizzle 

and Australian themes desserts such as mini pavlovas and 
lamingtons;  

(iv) Collaboration with community organizations such as Men's Sheds 
and local scout groups to showcase a variety of different skills; 

(b) The estimated cost for this event option is $20,000 for a day-time event 
which would be inclusive of expenses related to entertainment, such as 
music, special guests, and various activities; costs related to catering 
including vendor fees (and dependent on whether catering is for a cost 
or no cost to attendees); costs related to funding collaborations with 
community organisations; and staff costs. 

 
9.5.2 Option Two: Outdoor Cinema Under the Stars: Australian Film Night  

(a) A film night could offer community members an evening in a local park or 
community space, showcasing iconic Australian films under the stars.   

(b) A large screen could be set up, complemented by beanbags, cushions, 
and lawn chairs for comfortable seating. The curated lineup would feature 
family-friendly Australian movies that celebrate the country's culture, 
humor, and storytelling.  

(c) Attendees would be encouraged to bring picnic baskets, and snacks and 
refreshments could also be made available.  

(d) The estimated cost for this event option is $30,000 which would be 
inclusive of hiring and operational costs for screening equipment and 
setup, as well as licensing fees for acquiring screening rights for films; 
costs related to the venue, coordination with local authorities and 
budgeting for venue including security and amenities; and costs related to 
the procurement of snacks, refreshments, and partnerships with local 
vendors or concessions for food and beverage services. 

9.6 It is recommended that Option 1 be implemented in order to provide a fun, family-oriented 
event which can help the community celebrate Australia Day. 

9.7 To maximise attendances, it is proposed that the Australia Day event be held in one of 
the three current large population centres across Hume City – either of Sunbury, 
Broadmeadows or Craigieburn. 

9.8 As the population grows in other parts of the city (eg. Mickleham/Kalkallo) these locations 
could be considered. 

9.9 It is recommended that the Australia Day event in 2025 be held in Sunbury. 
 

10. CONCLUSION: 
This report provides Council with options for consideration for an event to be held on Australia 
Day annually, commencing on 26 January 2025. 
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REPORT NO: 9.5 
REPORT TITLE: Naming Proposal: Noogal Park (Sunbury) Community 

Consultation Results 
SOURCE: Joel Kimber, Acting Manager Governance 
 Peter Faull, Coordinator Governance and Council 

Business 
 Joanne Grindrod, Senior Governance Officer  
DIVISION: Finance & Governance 
FILE NO: HCC22/494 
POLICY: Place Names Policy 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 3.2: Deliver responsible and transparent governance, 

services and sustainable assets that respond to 
community needs 

ATTACHMENT:  1.  Noogal Park (Sunbury) Community Consultation 
Results - Confidential      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 At its meeting held on 25 March 2024, Council approved commencement of community 
consultation for a proposal to name to officially name a reserve, which is bound by 
Rupertswood Road, Berrydale Road, Rolling Meadows Drive and The Village Green in 
Sunbury, Noogal Park. 

1.2 Community consultation on this proposal is now complete, and this report provides 
Council with a summary of the results of the community consultation period. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT Council: 
2.1 Notes the results of community consultation on a proposal to officially name a 

reserve which is bound by Rupertswood Road, Berrydale Road, Rolling Meadows 
Drive and The Village Green in Sunbury, Noogal Park.  

2.2 Endorses the proposed name of Noogal Park for the aforementioned reserve and 
submits this name to the Registrar of Geographic Names for their consideration 
and approval. 

2.3 Notes that the community will be advised of Council’s decision on whether to 
endorse this naming proposal, which will consist of sending correspondence to 
the same affected property owners and residents who originally received a 
consultation pack on this proposal, and by placing a notice on Council’s website.  

2.4 Notes that if this proposal is approved by the Registrar of Geographic Names, that 
signage with the new name will be installed at the reserve.  

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

3.1 Geographic Place Names Act 1998 (the Act); 
3.2 Naming Rules for places in Victoria – Statutory requirements for naming roads, features 

and localities 2022 (the Naming Rules). 
4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

4.1 Expenditure associated with this naming proposal include administration costs, a cost to 
consult with consulting with the Wurundjeri Woi-wurrung Cultural Heritage Association 
and postage costs for community engagement and consultation activities. Costs 
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associated with any naming proposal that is ultimately approved by the Registrar of 
Geographic Names there would also be costs for signage and an unveiling event, if held.    

4.2 A fee of $3,500 (GST exclusive) would be payable to the Wurundjeri Woi-wurrung 
Cultural Heritage Aboriginal Corporation for the ongoing use of the word Noogal, which 
is a Woi wurrung word. This fee is only payable if the name Noogal Park is ultimately 
approved by the Registrar of Geographic Names (if first endorsed by Council).  

4.3 This fee is not specific to Hume City Council and it is a cost that is also incurred by other 
Council’s for the use of Traditional Owner language in feature naming. 

4.4 27 comments were received during the community consultation period objecting to 
Council paying this fee. Whilst the Naming Principles contained in the Naming Rules do 
not list financial considerations as grounds for objection to a naming proposal, this 
feedback is something that Council may wish to consider when making a decision on this 
matter.  

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
There are no environmental sustainability implications in respect to this report. 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
There are no climate change adaptation implications in respect of this report. 

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
The rights protected in the Charter of Human rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 were 
considered and it was determined that no rights are engaged in this naming proposal. 

8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 
8.1 When consulting with the community, Council officers coordinating this naming proposal 

followed the applicable procedures as outlined in the Naming Rules. 
8.2 The consultation period for this naming proposal commenced on 11 April 2024 and 

concluded on 14 May 2024. The activities undertaken during this consultation period 
were as follows: 
8.2.1 Consultation packs were sent to 134 directly affected property owners and 

residents in the vicinity of the new reserve (referred to as the immediate 
community in the Naming Rules). The consultation packs contained a covering 
letter with background information, a community survey and a reply-paid 
envelope. 

8.2.2 The naming proposal was promoted on the Participate page of Council’s 
website, inviting residents from the extended community, as defined by the 
Naming Rules, to also provide their feedback on the naming proposal. 

8.3 Of the 134 consultation packs that were distributed, no survey responses were returned, 
however individuals who received a consultation pack may have responded via the 
Participate Page on Council’s website instead.   

8.4 In total 163 submission were received, with 156 submissions being submitted via the 
Participate Hume page on Council’s website, 6 by email and one by post. Of the 163 
submissions received, 123 of these included comments.  

8.5 Table 1 below lists the number of submissions received, both in total and as a 
percentage, that either objected to or supported this naming proposal. 

 
 
 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 9.5 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 125 

Table 1  
Total Number of Submissions Received Objecting To or Supporting Naming Proposal 

Oppose or Support  
Naming Proposal Number Percentage 

Oppose 85 52.1% 

Support 78 47.9% 

TOTALS 163 100% 
 

8.6 Table 2 below lists the objections received. Officers have assessed these objections as 
not being compliant with one of the Naming Principles contained within the Naming Rules 
(even if the objection does not specifically refer to a Naming Principle). 
Table 2 
Objections Assessed as Naming Proposal Being Non-Compliant with a Naming 
Principle 

Objection Received Naming Principle  Officer Comments 
Comments were 
received expressing a 
preference to retain the 
current unofficial name 
or a name making 
reference to Rolling 
Meadows or a variation 
of the words ‘Rolling’, 
‘Meadows’ or ‘Green’. 

Principle D – 
Ensuring names are 
not duplicated. 
Principle J –  
Using Commercial 
and Business 
Names. 

 As referred to later in this report, 
the name Rolling Meadows 
Reserve, or other suggestions 
using a variation of these words, 
have been assessed as non-
compliant with the Naming Rules 
because they use an estate 
name, which is prohibited under 
Principle J Using Commercial 
and Business Names.  
Suggested names that include 
the word ‘Village’ have been 
assessed as duplications which 
could potentially cause confusion 
with the existing Sunbury Village 
Green under Principle D 
Ensuring Names are Not 
Duplicated. 
For the reasons described 
above, comments received 
expressing a preference to retain 
the current unofficial name or a 
name making reference to 
Rolling Meadows or a variation 
of the words ‘Rolling’, ‘Meadows’ 
or ‘Green’ are not considered to 
have established that the naming 
proposal contained in this report 
is non-compliant with the 
Naming Rules. 

Comments were 
received stating that the 
reserve should be 
named after an individual 
from the local area. 

Principle I – Using 
Commemorative 
Names 

 Recognising individuals who 
have contributed to the local 
area via commemorative feature 
naming is supported, and there 
are many examples of this in the 
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Objection Received Naming Principle  Officer Comments 
Some comments 
suggested specific 
individuals and others 
made this comment 
more generally and not 
related to a specific 
individual.   

Principle C - Linking 
the name to place. 
 

suburb of Sunbury, however it is 
recommended that this option is 
only considered if Council first 
decides that it does not wish to 
endorse the proposed name of 
Noogal Park.  

 Some individuals were 
suggested as possible 
alternative names for this park 
during the community 
consultation period, however 
further information would be 
required before these individuals 
could be further considered (for 
example, family support would 
first be sought). This report 
respectfully acknowledges the 
contribution to the local 
community of those other 
individuals and the possibility of 
further investigating feature 
name opportunities for them, 
depending on the outcome of the 
naming proposal recommended 
to Council in this report. 

 Other comments received for 
commemorative naming did not 
suggest any specific individual 
for consideration. 

 Whilst a commemorative name 
would be an option for this park, 
as it would be for any feature, 
comments received suggesting a 
commemorative name are not 
assessed as having first 
established that the name 
Noogal Park, which is currently 
under consideration Council, is 
non-compliant with the Naming 
Rules.  

Comments were 
received indicating that 
an Indigenous name was 
not supported. 

Principle E – 
Recognition and the 
use of Traditional 
Owner Languages 
Principle K - 
Language 

As stated in the Naming Rules, 
the use of Traditional Owner 
languages in the naming of 
roads, features and localities is 
encouraged. Comments 
indicating a preference that an 
Indigenous name is not used are 
viewed as a personal preference 
and they are not considered as 
having established that the 
proposed name of Noogal Park 
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Objection Received Naming Principle  Officer Comments 
is not compliant with the Naming 
Rules.  
Principle K of the Naming Rules 
– Language – states that 
Traditional Owner names that 
initially appear complex will, over 
time, become familiar and easy 
to use.  

 
8.7 Table 3 below presents a summary of the common comments either objecting to or 

supporting the naming proposal. 
Table 3 
Summary of Comments Received Objecting to and Supporting the Naming Proposal  

Summary of Comments Received in 
Support of the Naming Proposal  

Summary of Comments Received 
Objecting to the Naming Proposal 

• The proposed name recognises First 
Nations name and/or First Nations 
History. 

• The proposed name builds 
awareness of Indigenous history and 
culture. 

• The proposed name is a step toward 
Reconciliation. 

• The proposed name provides a 
solution to the confusion caused by 
two locations having a duplicated 
name. This solution will also help 
emergency services. 

• The proposed name is respectful and 
inclusive.  

• Support was expressed for the 
meaning of the proposed name – 
belong. 

• Comments were submitted stating 
that the proposed name was a great 
idea, a great suggestion, and that the 
proposed name is fully supported.  

• The Sunbury area already has non-
indigenous feature names. 

• Comments were received objecting 
to a fee being paid to use the 
proposed name.  

• There are many other individuals 
from the local area that this park 
could be named after, and/or who 
could be recognised by the naming of 
this park after them. 

• This park will still be known as the 
Village Green and/or the name 
should not be changed from what it is 
currently known as. 

• Comments were received stating 
that: 

o The proposed name has no 
meaning, relevance or 
significance to the area; 

o The proposed name is not a 
name that ratepayers want; 

o The park name does not need 
to be an Indigenous name; 

o A name should be easy to 
pronounce. 

• Comments were received stating that 
an Indigenous name was not 
supported.  

 
8.8 Table 4 below provides a sample of comments received either objecting to or 

supporting the naming proposal. 
Table 4 
Sample of Comments Received Objecting to and Supporting the Naming Proposal  
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Submissions Received in Support of 
the Naming Proposal – Sample 

Comments 

Submissions Received Objecting to  
the Naming Proposal – Sample 

Comments 

• I am all for the change to Noogal 
Park. I believe incorporating 
Indigenous language into our 
everyday locations and conversations 
is one of the best ways we can be a 
truly inclusive community. Our 
community parks should be a place 
of belonging and community, and 
therefore I fully support the proposed 
name. 

• I love this! What an amazing way to 
build inclusion into our community. 
And build awareness amongst our 
young people of a language rooted 
so deeply into this country. Great 
work Hume Council. 

• It's important to acknowledge the first 
nations people and the history of the 
land, and this is a small and easy 
way to do so. 

• The two Village Greens is definitely 
confusing, and Noogal Park is a 
beautiful way to recognise our history 
while reminding us we all belong. 

• Thinks it's great to have more 
indigenous named places in our 
community and needs to be changed 
to avoid confusion.  

• I support this proposal as a life long 
Sunbury local. 

• I think it is an excellent initiative and 
give my full support to the name 
change. 

• As a resident in this estate who 
enjoys access to this parkland, I do 
not identify with that chosen name. 
Other residents also will not refer to 
the park by that 'official' name. It is no 
way reflects the submissions, and 
you could do a better job and choose 
words that reflect on the frequently 
submitting suggestions of village, 
rolling meadows and green. 

• I am totally against paying my 
rates/taxes to renaming a park when 
we have much more need in our 
community its disappointing that 
council makes decisions to waste our 
money. 

•  I believe that the park should be 
named after a community member. I 
object to the fact that the ratepayers 
have to pay for this naming process. 

• I prefer the name already used for 
this park, which is the village green. 

• My preference would be an English 
name! Eg.King Charles.Queen 
Elizabeth etc.or a Respected 
Australian from the local area, past or 
present!  

• Noogal does not have any meaning 
for the people that now live there and 
call it home. Call it Rupertsdale 
Green. 

• Silly name. Should be a name that 
recognises that it is in Sunbury and 
should be a name easy to 
pronounce. Does not need to be an 
indigenous name. 

 
8.9 As per the Naming Rules, it is assumed that all non-returned survey recipients had no 

objections to the naming proposal.  
8.10 Based on the objections received during the community consultation period, as 

described above, it is not recommended that Council amends that proposed name of 
Noogal Park for the reasons outlined in officer comments in Table 2.  

9. DISCUSSION: 
9.1 At its meeting held on 24 October 2022, Council approved the commencement of a 

community engagement process to provide members of the community and community 
organisations with the opportunity to suggest names for the reserve which is currently 
unofficially known as the Village Green Reserve. 
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9.2 A total of 49 suggestions for names were received, with some suggestions received 
multiple times. Of the 49 submissions received, the name Rolling Meadows Reserve 
received the highest number of suggestions. There were also names suggested using 
the words ‘Rolling’, ‘Meadows’ or ‘Green’ in different combinations.  

9.3 The name Rolling Meadows Reserve, or other suggestions using a variation of these 
words, was assessed as non-compliant with the Naming Rules because they use an 
estate name, which is prohibited under Principle J Using Commercial and Business 
Names.  

9.4 Suggested names that included the word ‘Village’ were assessed as duplications which 
could potentially cause confusion with the existing Sunbury Village Green (Principle D 
Ensuring Names are Not Duplicated). Other suggested names that were more than three 
words long have been assessed as non-compliant with Principle K Language, and some 
other names, whilst well meaning, are not were viewed as not being appropriate for 
further consideration.  

9.5 Council officers consulted with the Wurundjeri Woi Wurrung Cultural Heritage Aboriginal 
Corporation on suggested names that use Traditional Owner language. Following this 
consultation the name of Noogal Park was recommended to Council. Noogal means 
‘belong’ in the Woi Wurrung language. 

9.6 Council’s Place Names Policy, which was readopted on 15 December 2023, includes the 
following statement: 
Council acknowledges inequity in the naming of places, and it is committed to work 
towards equity in place naming in relation to gender, traditional owner names and 
languages and names and languages which reflect Hume City’s modern multicultural 
society.  

9.7 This statement was referenced in the report to Council at its meeting held on 25 March 
2024 in support of the report’s recommendation of the proposed name of Noogal Park. 

9.8 An analysis of this naming proposal was undertaken by Council officers against key 
naming principles in the Naming Rules. This analysis, which was provided in the report 
to Council at its meeting held on 25 March 2024, is provided again in Table 5 below. 
Additional comments have been added to Principles I (which was originally recorded as 
Not Applicable) and L of this analysis in response to comments received during the 
community consultation period, however all other analysis remains unchanged.  

TABLE 5: Analysis of proposal against Naming Principles – Proposed name of Noogal Park 
for a reserve which is bound by Rupertswood Road, Berrydale Road, Rolling Meadows Drive 
and The Village Green in Sunbury. 

Principle (A)  
Ensuring public 
safety. 

Comment 
The formal naming of this unofficially named reserve will enhance 
public safety by providing a more easily identifiable location for 
emergency services and visitors to the reserve. 

Principle (B)  
Recognising the 
public interest. 
 

Comment 
Hume City Council’s Place Names Policy states that Council 
acknowledges inequity in the naming of places, and it is 
committed to work towards equity in place naming in relation to 
gender, traditional owner names and languages and names and 
languages which reflect Hume City’s modern multicultural society 
For this reasons this naming proposal is viewed as being of a 
long-term benefit to the local community.  
 

Principle (C)  Comment 
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TABLE 5: Analysis of proposal against Naming Principles – Proposed name of Noogal Park 
for a reserve which is bound by Rupertswood Road, Berrydale Road, Rolling Meadows Drive 
and The Village Green in Sunbury. 
Linking the name to 
the place. 
 

The word Noogal means ‘belong’ in the Woi Wurrang language. 
The park that this name is being considered for is located in a 
residential setting, it is surrounded by homes on all sides, and it 
is a widely used popular location. A name with the meaning 
belongs using traditional owner language is viewed as 
representative of the park.  

Principle (D)  
Ensuring names are 
not duplicated. 

Comment 
A search in VICNAMES revealed no duplication of the name 
‘Noogal Park’ within a 15 km radius of the location.  
 

Principle (E) 
Recognition and use 
of Traditional Owner 
languages. 

Comment 
The proposed name recognizes and uses traditional owner 
language, and it was selected following consultation with the 
Wurundjeri Woi Wurrung Cultural Heritage Aboriginal 
Corporation.     

Principle (F)  
Names must not 
discriminate or be 
offensive. 

Comment 
The proposed name does not discriminate. 

Principle (G) 
Gender equality. 

Comment 
The intent of this naming proposal is to consider a name using 
traditional owner language.    

Principle (H)  
Dual names. 

Comment 
Not applicable 

Principle (I)  
Using 
commemorative 
names. 

Comment 
Some individuals were suggested as possible alternative names 
for this park during the community consultation period, however 
further information would be required before these individuals 
could be further considered (for example, family support would 
first be sought). This report respectfully acknowledges the 
contribution to the local community of those other individuals and 
the possibility of further investigating feature name opportunities 
for them, depending on the outcome of the naming proposal 
recommended to Council in this report.  This comment has been 
added to this analysis in response to comments received during 
the community consultation period. 
 

Principle (J)  
Using commercial and 
business names 

Comment 
Not applicable. 

Principle (K)  
Language 

Comment 
The proposed name complies with the requirements set out in 
this principle.  
Traditional Owner names that initially appear complex will, 
overtime, become familiar and easy to use. This comment has 
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9.9 Based on the results of the second stage community consultation process, and the 

assessment conducted against the Naming Principles contained within the Naming 
Rules, it is recommended that Council endorses the proposed name of Noogal Park for 
the reserve which is bound by Rupertswood Road, Berrydale Road, Rolling Meadows 
Drive and The Village Green in Sunbury, and submits this name to the Registrar of 
Geographic Names for their consideration and approval. 

9.10 If Council chooses not to endorse submitting the proposed name of Noogal Park to the 
Registrar, an alternative name for this location could potentially be identified from some 
of the feedback received during the community consultation period. Any alternative name 
that may be identified must be compliant with the Naming Principles. In these 
circumstances any further action on this naming project would be paused until early 2025 
following local government elections being held on 26 October 2024. 

9.11 The Naming Rules require that both the immediate and extended communities are 
advised of Council’s decision on whether to endorse this naming proposal. This will be 
done by sending correspondence to the same affected property owners and residents 
who originally received a consultation pack on this proposal, and by placing a notice on 
Council’s website.  

9.12 Under the Naming Rules, any person who lodges an objection to a naming proposal has 
the right to lodge an appeal directly to the Registrar of Geographic Names if a naming 
authority endorses the proposed name that they objected to. The Naming Rules state 
that the Registrar of Geographic Names may only consider appeals from members of 
the community who have already objected directly to the naming authority’s proposal if 
the objector can demonstrate that either: 
(a) the naming authority did not consider the objections during its deliberations. 
(b) the proposal does not reasonably conform to the naming rules. 

9.13 If Council endorses the proposed name of Noogal Park and approves that this name is 
submitted to the Registrar of Geographic Names, and person who objected to this 
naming proposal will be advised on their appeal rights if Council has their contact details. 

10. CONCLUSION: 
Community consultation on a proposal to name a reserve which is bound by Rupertswood 
Road, Berrydale Road, Rolling Meadows Drive and The Village Green in Sunbury is now 
complete. It is recommended that Council endorses the name of Noogal Park for this reserve 
and submits this name to the Registrar of Geographic Names for their consideration and 
approval. 
 

  

TABLE 5: Analysis of proposal against Naming Principles – Proposed name of Noogal Park 
for a reserve which is bound by Rupertswood Road, Berrydale Road, Rolling Meadows Drive 
and The Village Green in Sunbury. 

been added to this analysis in response to comments received 
during the community consultation period. 

Principle (L)  
Directional names to 
be avoided 

Comment 
Not applicable 

Principle (M)  
Assigning extent to a 
road, feature, or 
locality 

Comment 
Not applicable 
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REPORT NO: 9.6 
REPORT TITLE: Sunbury Aquatic and Leisure Centre Water Play Area 
SOURCE: Savva Giannikos, Group Manager Leisure Centres  
DIVISION: City Services & Living 
FILE NO: HCC10707 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 1.3: Promote a healthy, inclusive and respectful 

community that fosters community pride and safety 
ATTACHMENTS: Nil     

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 Council has allocated $3.1M in its adopted 2024/25 capital works program to replace 
the existing outdoor toddler pool area at the Sunbury Aquatic and Leisure Centre with 
an improved accessible entry area (from the main reception to the outdoor pool), and 
new zero depth water play area. The funding allocated to this project is inclusive of a 
$1.3M election commitment from the State Government.  

1.2 With price escalations affecting the project budget, there is a funding shortfall to deliver 
the project scope. This report seeks Council’s commitment to reallocate funds to 
progress construction of the project. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

2.1 That Council approves the reallocation of $700,000 (GST exclusive) from within 
the capital works program to support the delivery of the Sunbury Aquatic and 
Leisure Centre (SALC) water play project. 
 

3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 
3.1 This report is written in accordance with the Local Government Act 2020, having effect 

to governance principle (i) whereby the transparency of Council decisions, actions and 
information is to be ensured.  
 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
4.1 Project funding: 

4.1.1 In its 2023/24 Council allocated $2.6M to deliver the SALC water play project across 
two years, inclusive of $1.3M State government funding. As an election commitment, 
there is a requirement to deliver this project by November 2026. Council is also required 
to seek approval from the State Government for any variations to scope, timing, and 
delivery. 

4.1.2 The funding agreement with the State Government was signed on 2 April 2024 on the 
basis of the above funding.  

4.1.3 In its 2024/25 budget Council increased its project budget to $3.1M due to expected 
cost increases. This was based off a quantity surveyors estimate undertaken in August 
2023, which costed the project at approximately $2.6M. The QS report applied an 
additional risk contingency to try and manage any potential cost increases.  

4.1.4 Despite the increase in the 2024/25 budget, construction costs for this project have 
come in above the available project budget, resulting in a project funding shortfall.  
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4.2 Opportunities to address the funding shortfall: 
4.2.1 Officers have explored projects in the 2024/25 capital works program from the 

Jacksons Creek ward and have identified ‘Riddell Road Landfill – Leachate 
Management Upgrade’ (project 604450) as an opportunity for reallocation. This project 
is in the capital works program for delivery across the next three financial years, with a 
total budget of $3.22M. 

4.2.2 Following the decision by Council to close the Sunbury Landfill (Council report in 
December 2023) this project had been flagged for review. Currently, in the 2024/25 
budget there is a carryforward allocation for this project of $1.88M. This funding won’t 
be required in 2024/25 and while preliminary advice is that funding will be required in 
the future for this project, the timing will be in future years (likely 2026/27) and the exact 
amount required is still to be determined. Additionally, across other projects there is a 
further allocation of approximately $22M to cover project costs at the Riddell Road 
landfill site. It is noted that this isn’t a confirmed project saving. 

4.2.3 Within the capital program there is also an allocation of $140,000 in 2027/28 for flooring 
replacement of the proposed outdoor water play area that could be utilised to cover 
part of the project shortfall. Funding for flooring replacement will be required in the 
future, however not as soon as 2027/28. Across the broader ten-year program there 
are allocations of $160,653 and $184,353 that will cover the required maintenance 
across this period. 

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
5.1 Recommendations in the project take into consideration Council’s environmental 

sustainability responsibilities and seek outcomes to minimise Council’s carbon emissions 
and subsequent impact on climate change. 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
6.1 Climate change is likely to see Hume face lower than average rainfall, higher intensity 

rainfall events, higher average temperature with more heatwaves. 
6.2 The project includes water sensitive urban design (WSUD) elements to minimise 

environmental and climate change impacts. 
7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 

7.1 The Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 and Hume’s Social Justice 
Charter were considered and there are no rights being limited by this report. 

8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 
8.1 Extensive consultation was undertaken with the Sunbury community in September 2023 

to support the design of this project. Feedback was received from 486 residents, 
providing ideas for features to be included in the water play area (i.e. tipping buckets, 
slides, spraying loops and various water jets). 

8.2 Pending the decision of Council regarding this project, the community would be provided 
with an update via the Council website, and signage at the Sunbury Aquatic and Leisure 
Centre. 

9. DISCUSSION: 
9.1 A quantity surveyors report was undertaken in August 2023, which costed the project at 

approximately $2.6M. The QS report applied an additional risk contingency to try and 
manage any potential cost increases. Advice from this report formed the basis of the 
$500,000 project increase that was included in the 2024/25 budget. This increased the 
total project budget to $3.1M. However, even with these measures in place, construction 
costs for this project have come in above the allocated budget. 
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9.2 All alternatives for value management have been explored, and where possible 
implemented, however it is the view of officers that any further reductions at this point 
will negatively affect the quality and experience of the final water play area.  

9.3 This project received positive community support during the consultation process. 
However, it is noted that the support was within the original project scope.  

9.4 It is noted that the Active Living Service and Infrastructure Plan and the Sunbury Aquatic 
and Leisure Centre Masterplan are both due to be undertaken in the 2024/25 financial 
year.  

9.5 These strategic plans will provide long-term guidance on the future aquatic needs of 
Hume and the Sunbury community. As these projects are in the commencement stage, 
the recommendations are unknown at this stage, and in the absence of adopted 
recommendations, there is no funding in the long-term capital works program to 
implement any recommendations that arise from either of these plans. 

Considerations and Alternative Options: 
9.6 If Council does not endorse the provision of additional funding to this project, the likely 

implications of this decision include: 
a. The current aquatic offerings at the Sunbury Aquatic and Leisure Centre will remain 

as is until after the completion of the Sunbury Aquatic and Leisure Centre Masterplan, 
and identified projects are funded in future capital works budgets. 

b. A potential negative impact on Council’s reputation and relationship with the State 
Government.  

c. A potential negative impact on Council’s reputation with the local community and 
facility users (members and patrons) who have strong interest in this project and are 
expecting it to be delivered.  

d. A potential positive impact on any community who are supportive of Council electing 
not to proceed with the project in the face of escalating costs, valuing financial 
prudence of ratepayer funds. 

e. Potential financial risks related to cost escalations if the project is deferred to a later 
delivery date.  

9.7 If Council chooses not to provide additional funding to this project it is recommended the 
project be cancelled, with remaining Council funding ($1.67M, noting funds already 
expended in design phase) reallocated. The following options are available for 
consideration: 
a. Option A) Return rates funding to the capital works program. 
b. Option B) Reassign funds to deliver an alternative project within Jacksons Creek 

Ward. 
c. Option C) Hold the funds in reserve to support the delivery of identified 

recommendations following the completion of the Sunbury Aquatic and Leisure 
Centre Masterplan. 

10. CONCLUSION: 
The opportunity to replace the existing outdoor toddler pool area at the Sunbury Aquatic and 
Leisure Centre with an improved accessible entry from the main reception to the outdoor pool, 
and new zero depth water play area would improve the amenity and usability of the facility.  
However, with price escalations affecting the project budget, this report seeks Council’s 
commitment to provide additional funding to progress construction of the project. 
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REPORT NO: 9.7 
REPORT TITLE: Response to NOM24/24 Proposed Amendments to 

Governance Rules (Community Consultation Results).  
SOURCE: Joel Kimber, Acting Manager Governance  
DIVISION: Finance & Governance 
FILE NO: HCC04/13 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 3.2: Deliver responsible and transparent governance, 

services and sustainable assets that respond to 
community needs 

ATTACHMENT:  1.  Proposed changes to Council's Governance Rules 
community engagement results - Confidential 

RELATED PREVIOUS ITEMS 10.1 - NOM24/24 - Cr Carly Moore - Council Meeting - 27 
May 2024 7.00pm    

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 On 27 May 2024 Council resolved to propose changes to its Governance Rules. 
1.2 As a result of this decision community engagement was undertaken on the proposed 

changes. 
1.3 This report outlines the summary of this engagement to aid Council in its decision making 

with respect to the proposed changes to its Governance Rules. 
 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 
1. Approve/reject the following changes to Council’s Governance Rules:  

a. 72. Chair May Remove 
i. 72.1 The Chair may order and cause the removal of any person whose 

words or actions disrupts any meeting or who fails to comply with a 
direction given under sub-Rule 71.2. It is intended that this power be 
exercisable by the Chair, without the need for any Council resolution. 
The Chair may choose to order the removal of a person whose actions 
immediately threaten the stability of the meeting or wrongly threatens 
the Chair’s authority in chairing the meeting. 

ii. 72.2 The Chair may, pursuant to section 19(1)(b) of the Act, direct 
a Councillor to leave a Council meeting if the behavior of the 
Councillor is preventing Council from conducting its business.  

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

Local Government Act 
4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

4.1 There are no financial implications as a result of a decision of Council on this matter. 
5. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 

5.1 Should the proposed changes to the Governance Rules be endorsed by Council the 
human rights of all Councillors are not being limited as a result of this matter as it would 
be in accordance with section 19(1)(b) of the Local Government Act: 
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6. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 

6.1 Following the decision of Council to propose changes to Council’s Governance Rules a 
community engagement process was undertaken from 31 May 2024 to 17 June 2024. 

6.2 A Hume Participate page was publicly available during this time and the community could 
give feedback via an online form (Appendix 1), emailing contactus@hume.vic.gov.au or 
phoning the Acting Manager Governance.  

6.3 A Facebook post on 3 June 2024 informed community of the proposed changes. The 
post was shared 9 times, had 6 reactions and there were 2 comments. 

6.4 The data was downloaded via the Participate platform’s automated reporting feature. All 
information was managed in accordance with the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 
(Vic). 

6.5 With respect to the question posed through the community engagement process the 
following submissions were received in supporting or opposing the proposed change: 

 Number Percentage 

Oppose 74 90% 

Support 8 10% 

TOTAL 82  
6.6 More information can be found in Attachment 1 
  

7. DISCUSSION: 
7.1 On Monday 27 May Council resolved to propose a change to its Governance Rules. 
7.2 The resolved proposed change was as follows: 
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7.3 As is outlined in 5.1 above the Local Government Act makes provision for the Mayor to 

have these specific powers should they be outlined in a Councils Governance Rules. 
7.4 The results of community engagement outlined that 90% of respondents weren’t in 

favour of the proposed change. 
7.5 The decision rests with Council as to whether they would like to amend their Governance 

Rules to include the proposed change.  
8. CONCLUSION: 

8.1 A community engagement exercise was undertaken in response to the resolution of 
Council from 27 May 2024 to propose a change to its Governance Rules. 

8.2 90% of respondents opposed the proposed changes.   
8.3 A decision is now required from Council following the community engagement on this 

matter. 
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REPORT NO: 9.8 
REPORT TITLE: Correspondence received from or sent to Government 

Ministers or Members of Parliament - June 2024 
SOURCE: Brendan Clifford, Chief Information Officer 
 Paul White, Coordinator Knowledge Management  
DIVISION: Customer & Strategy 
FILE NO: HCC04/13 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 3.2: Deliver responsible and transparent governance, 

services and sustainable assets that respond to 
community needs 

ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Accessibility Request - Sunbury Train Station 
2.  Social Housing in Hume 
3.  Family Violence Program Funding 
4.  Sunbury Roads and removal of graffiti 
5.  Cost Shifting and Financial Sustainablity - 

Submission 
6.  Municipal Emergency Resourcing Program (MERP) 
7.  Roads to Recovery (RTR) Program 
8.  Celebration of Hume Bill of Rights 
9.  Celebration of Hume Bill of Rights 
10.  Kalkallo State Emergency Services Facility 
11.  Hume Central Program 
12.  Northern Councils Alliance 
13.  Broadmeadows Suburban Revitalisation Board (SRB) 
14.  Greenvale Tennis Club 
15.  Merlynston Creek Crossing Project 
16.  Greenvale North Part 2 precinct 
17.  Waste dumping along Mount Ridley Road 
18.  Hume Central Program 
19.  Westmeadows Primary School - Waste collection 

access 
20.  Railway Crescent Broadmeadows - Pedestrian Safety 

Concerns 
21.  Hume Planning Scheme – C274      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

This report presents a summary of correspondence relating to Council resolutions or 
correspondence that is considered to be of interest to Councilors received from or sent to State 
and Federal Government Ministers and Members of Parliament. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council notes this report on correspondence received from or sent to Government 
Ministers or Members of Parliament. 

 
3. DISCUSSION: 

There is a range of correspondence sent to or received from State and Federal Government 
Ministers and Members of Parliament during the normal course of Council’s operations.   
This report contains correspondence of this nature registered in Council’s record keeping 
system during June 2024: 
Table 1 Correspondence in relation to notices of motion items from Council meetings. 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
22 JULY 2024 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 9.8 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 142 

Table 2 Correspondence that may be of interest to Councillors. 
Table 3 Correspondence in relation to grant / funding opportunities from State and 

Commonwealth government. 
Copies of the documents are provided as attachments to this report. 
 
 

Table 1 - Correspondence in relation to Council Notices of Motion Items 

Direction Subject Minister or 
Member of 
Parliament 

Date 
received / 

sent 

Responsible 
officer 

Council 
Minute ref 

Attachment 

Outwards 
/ Inwards 

Accessibility Request - 
Sunbury Train Station - 
When will a lift system 
will be installed. 
 
Response from Minister 
for Public and Active 
Transport (Page 3) 
 
Response from Member 
for Sunbury attached 
(Page 4) 
 
 

Minister for Public 
and Active 
Transport 
 
Member for 
Sunbury 

13/06/2024 
 
24/06/2024 
 
27/06/2024 

Coordinator 
Advocacy 

NOM24/18 1 

Outwards Social Housing across 
the municipality 

Minister for 
Housing 
 
Member for 
Greenvale 
 
Member for 
Broadmeadows 

13/06/2024 Manager City 
Lifestyle 

NOM24/16 2 

Outwards Victorian Government 
Family Violence 
Program Funding 

Premier of Victoria 17/06/2024 Manager City 
Safety 

NOM24/19 3 

Outwards Maintenance of Sunbury 
Roads and removal of 
graffiti 

Minister for Roads 
and Road Safety 

25/06/2024 Coordinator 
Advocacy 

NOM24/20 4 

Outwards Submission to State 
Government on Cost 
Shifting and Financial 
Sustainability  
 

Legislative Council 
Economy and 
Infrastructure 
Committee  
 

25/06/2024 Manager 
Finance 

8.3 
24/06/2024 

5 

       

Table 2 – General correspondence that may be of interest to Councillors 

Direction Subject Minister or 
Member of 
Parliament 

Date 
received / 

sent 

Responsible 
officer 

Council 
Minute 

ref 

Attach
ment 
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Inwards Municipal Emergency 
Resourcing Program 
(MERP) - Funding 
agreement for the 
MERP for the period 
1/07/2024 to 30 June 
2028 

Minister for Local 
Government 

5/06/2024 Emergency 
Management 
Officer 

 6 

Inwards Funding allocation 
under the Roads to 
Recovery (RTR) 
Program - Five-year 
funding period 1 July 
2024 to 30 June 2029 - 
$14,242,672 

Minister for 
Infrastructure, 
Transport, 
Regional 
Development and 
Local Government 
 
Minister for 
Regional 
Development, 
Local Government 
and Territories 

7/06/2024 Manager Assets  7 

Outwards INVITATION - 
Celebration of Hume Bill 
of Rights 20 Year 
Anniversary - Attorney-
General 

Attorney-General 7/06/2024 Coordinator 
Advocacy 

 8 

Outwards INVITATION - 
Celebration of Hume Bill 
of Rights 20 Year 
Anniversary 

Deputy Prime 
Minister 

25/06/2024 Coordinator 
Advocacy 

 9 

Inwards Kalkallo State 
Emergency Services 
Facility – Hume 
Planning Scheme 

Minister for 
Planning 

7/06/2024 Manager City 
Strategy 

 10 

Inwards Hume Central Program 
- the Heart of 
Broadmeadows - Thank 
you and suggested 
contacts 

Minister for Local 
Government 

7/06/2024 Mayor  11 

Inwards Request for meeting re: 
Transport Services in 
Melbourne’s North 

Premier of Victoria 12/06/2024 Northern Council 
Alliance 

 12 

Inwards Broadmeadows 
Suburban 
Revitalisation Board 
(BSRB) regarding the 
Australian 
Government’s Thriving 
Suburbs and urban 
Precincts and 
Partnerships Programs. 

Member for 
Broadmeadows 

13/06/2024 Mayor  13 

Outwards / 
Inwards 

Greenvale Tennis Club 
regarding planned 
upgrade of club's 
facilities 

Member for 
Greenvale 

13/06/2024 CEO  14 
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Inwards Merlynston Creek 
Crossing Project - 
Socio-economic 
benefits of project and 
proposed sale of 
surplus Commonwealth 
land at Maygar Barracks 

Assistant Minister 
for Defence 

13/06/2024 Manager 
Strategic 
Projects & 
Places 

 15 

Inwards Exercising power under 
section 36 of the 
Victorian Planning 
Authority Act 2017 - 
Preparation of draft 
plans for the Greenvale 
North Part 2 precinct  

Minister for 
Planning 

13/06/2024 Manager City 
Strategy 

 16 

Inwards Waste dumping along 
Mount Ridley Road in 
Craigieburn - 15 Mount 
Ridley Road 
Craigieburn - Fencing 
installed 

Minister for Roads 
and Road Safety 
 
Member for 
Kalkallo 

19/06/2024 
 
 

13/06/2024 

Manager Waste 
and 
Sustainability 

 17 

Inwards Hume Central Program 
- the Heart of 
Broadmeadows - Thank 
you - Active Centres 
Program 

Minister for the 
Suburbs 

17/06/2024 Mayor  18 

Outwards Westmeadows Primary 
School - Waste 
collection access 

Member for 
Greenvale 

18/06/2024 Manager Assets  19 

Outwards / 
Inwards 

Railway Crescent 
Broadmeadows - 
Pedestrian safety 
concerns 
 
Includes follow-up 
correspondence 

Member for 
Broadmeadows 

19/06/2024 
 

24/06/2024 

Manager Assets  20 

Outwards Notice of preparation of 
an amendment to the 
Hume Planning Scheme 
– C274 

Member for 
Kalkallo 

25/06/2024 Manager City 
Strategy 

 21 

Table 3 – Correspondence in relation to grant / funding opportunities 

Direction Subject Minister or 
Member of 
Parliament 

Date 
received / 

sent 

Responsible 
officer 

Council 
Minute 

ref 

Attach
ment 
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REPORT NO: 9.9 
REPORT TITLE: Monthly Capital Works Update 
SOURCE: Astrid Hartono, Manager Infrastructure Delivery  
DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 
FILE NO: - 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 3.2: Deliver responsible and transparent governance, 

services and sustainable assets that respond to 
community needs 

ATTACHMENT:  1.  Monthly Capital Works Report - June 2024 - 
Confidential      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 This monthly report responds to Notice of Motion 23/021 
Provide any over budget costs for all capital works, and that these details are then 
presented at the next council open public meeting immediately after the cost increases 
have been confirmed and bearing in mind the agenda preparation lead times.  

1.2 The report provides data from the month of June 2024. 
 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 
2.1 That Council receive and note the report 
2.2 Note that a detailed end of 23/24 Capital Program Review will be brought to a 

Council Briefing in August 2024 
 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

3.1 Not applicable. 
 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
4.1 At the end of June 2024, $152,145,430 has been spent on the 23/24 capital program. 
4.2 This represents 124% of the allocated budget ($122,131,138) and noting that this 

includes some funding brought forward from the 24/25 financial year.   
4.3 This is an increase of $14,032,816 from last month. The spending includes brought 

forward funding from future years, as some projects are progressing better than 
expected.   
 

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
5.1 Environmental sustainability is considered in the planning and delivery of the capital 

works program. 
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6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 

6.1 There are no impacts on climate change adaptation as a result of this report. 
 

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
7.1 The charter has been reviewed in relation to this report and there are no issues to be 

considered in this regard. 
 

8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 
8.1 Community consultation is undertaken on individual projects as appropriate. 

 
9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 The table below provides the capital projects that have received finalised costing for 
construction (contract awarded) in the month of June. Projects highlighted as red have 
been awarded as over budget (including contingency), projects highlighted as green 
have been awarded within the available budget (including contingency). 

9.2 Confidential Attachment 1 provides additional financial information and upcoming 
Tenders that can’t be publicly disclosed until the projects are progressed. 

Description Under (green) 
/ Over (red) 

30 23 3489 - Supply and Installation of Sports Lighting 
Aston and Arena Reserves  
30 23 3493 - Geach Street Road Reconstruction - 
Dallas  
30 24 3523 - Leo Dineen Pavilion - Fitout   

 
9.3 Some key projects that reached completion in this month are listed below.  

• Valley Park Community Centre 

• Bridges Recreation Reserve Pavilion  

• Eric Boardman Reserve Athletic Track  

• Roundabout modification at Creekwood Dr and Windrock Ave  

• Seabrook Community Centre  

• Sunbury BMX Track 

• Public Toilets – Jack Roper, Greenvale Dr, Highgate, John McMahon  

• Broadmeadows Town Hall Amenity Upgrade  
 
10. CONCLUSION: 

10.1 The delivery of the 2023/24 capital works program is progressing well with 124% of the 
programs value already expended. 
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REPORT NO: 10.1 
REPORT TITLE: NOM24/34 - Cr Joseph Haweil  
SOURCE: Adam McSwain, Director Infrastructure and Assets  
DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 
FILE NO: HCC24/688 

 

I hereby request that pursuant to Council’s Governance Rules and Code of Conduct for Councillors 
that the following motion be included in the Agenda of the next Council Meeting. 
 
1. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 
1. Writes to the Department of Transport and Planning and Major Road Projects 

Victoria seeking advice on the anticipated completion and opening of the 
Fleetwood Drive and Somerton Road intersection, noting the ongoing 
frustration of Greenvale and Hume City residents and the impact that lengthy 
road works and closures have on their quality of life. 

 
2. OFFICER COMMENTS 

Officers understand that the project has been under construction since mid-2021.  The road 
and intersection fall under the responsibility of the Department of Transport and Planning 
(DTP) and the project is being delivered by a developer as a Precinct Structure Plan.  
Construction is being monitored by DTP and Council’s Subdivisional surveillance team is 
only involved to the extent that they are monitoring works within the PSP that will become 
Council assets.   
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REPORT NO: 10.2 
REPORT TITLE: NOM24/35 - Cr Trevor Dance 
SOURCE: Megan Taylor, Manager City Strategy  
DIVISION: City Planning & Places 
FILE NO: HCC24/688 

 

I hereby request that pursuant to Council’s Governance Rules and Code of Conduct for Councillors 
that the following motion be included in the Agenda of the next Council Meeting. 
 
1. RECOMMENDATION: 

That:  
1. Officers report back to council on how many housing commission and/or public 

housing homes/properties are currently empty/unoccupied in Hume City Council. 
 
2. OFFICER COMMENTS 

Whilst Council has a role in encouraging affordable housing through our Affordable Housing 
Policy and the Hume Planning Scheme, the provision of public housing is not a service that 
Council delivers and as such, does not have this information.   
Should this Notice of Motion be supported then it would be sought from the Victorian 
Government.  Upon their response a report will be provided back to Council.    
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REPORT NO: 10.3 
REPORT TITLE: NOM24/36 - Cr Jack Medcraft 
SOURCE: Brooke Watson, Manager Community Health and 

Wellbeing  
DIVISION: City Services & Living 
FILE NO: HCC24/688 

 

I hereby request that pursuant to Council’s Governance Rules and Code of Conduct for Councillors 
that the following motion be included in the Agenda of the next Council Meeting. 
 
1. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council take steps to address community concerns regarding Common Myna 
birds including: 

1. Writing to the State Minister for Environment Steve Dimopoulos to advocate for 
a statewide approach to eradicating Common Myna birds 
 

2. Supporting the development of a Common Myna bird community action group 
 

3. As part of the upcoming review of the Living with Wildlife Procedure that it 
includes a collaborative approach with neighbouring Councils to manage 
Common Myna birds.  

 
2. OFFICER COMMENTS 

The Common Myna bird is an exotic, introduced species that displaces small birds from 
gardens and reduces native bird diversity in suburban yards.  
Council Officers are aware that these birds are a pest which threaten wildlife. Impact is 
mostly in backyards, streetscapes and parks, and the birds are now widespread across 
urban areas in Victoria, including Hume.  
This pest bird is not listed by the Victorian government as a noxious species under the 
Catchment and Land Protection Act (CaLP 1994).  
If this Notice of Motion is supported, Council Officers will execute the recommendations as 
outlined.  
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