
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

COUNCIL MEETING OF 
THE HUME CITY COUNCIL 

 
 
 

MONDAY, 23 OCTOBER 2023 
 
 
 

7.00PM 
 
 
 

TOWN HALL BROADMEADOWS 
 
 
 
 
 

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 recording of this meeting of the Hume City Council will be recorded 
and published in accordance with Council’s Audio Recordings of Council 
Meetings Policy. The live stream of this meeting will not be recorded or 
published. 
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HUME CITY COUNCIL 
 
 
Notice of a 
COUNCIL MEETING OF THE HUME CITY COUNCIL 
to be held on Monday, 23 October 2023 
at 7.00pm 
at the Town Hall Broadmeadows 
 
 
 
Attendees: a: Council Cr Joseph Haweil 

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

Mayor 
Deputy Mayor 
 
 
 

  
b: Officers 

 
Ms Sheena Frost 
Ms Rachel Dapiran 
Mr Hector Gaston 
Mr Adam McSwain 
Mr Carl Muller  
Ms Fiona Shanks 
Mr Fadi Srour  
 

 
Chief Executive Officer 
Director City Planning and Places 
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 Ahmed 
Kucukali, from the Muslim community, 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 & CONDOLENCES  

 

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 9 October 2023, including Confidential Minutes. 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
THAT the Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 9 October 2023, including Confidential 
Minutes, be confirmed. 

7. PUBLIC QUESTION TIME  

 

8. 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 
8.1 Hume City Council Annual Report 2022/23 ....................................................... 5 
8.2 12 Woodlands Court, Craigieburn - Development of the land for multiple 

dwellings ........................................................................................................... 217 
8.3 Response to Notice of Motion - Monthly Capital Works Update ................. 243 
8.4 Craigieburn Town Centre Local Area Traffic Management Study ............... 247 
8.5 Sunbury North Local Area Traffic Management Study ................................. 323 
8.6 Growing Suburbs Fund Application ............................................................... 391 
8.7 Philanthropic Framework ................................................................................ 399 
8.8 Residential Nature Strip Policy Review ......................................................... 401 
8.9 Committee of Management for Non-Council Owned Land in 

Westmeadows .................................................................................................. 407 
8.10 Correspondence received from or sent to Government Ministers or 

Members of Parliament - September 2023 ..................................................... 413   

9. NOTICES OF MOTION  

Nil 
 

10. ITEMS TO BE TABLED 
 

11. URGENT BUSINESS 
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12. DELEGATES REPORTS  
  

13. 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: 

8.3 Response to Notice of Motion – Monthly Capital Works Update 
Attachment 1 Detailed Contract Awarding and Tender Report 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 the report contains commercial in 
confidence information. 

13.1 Digital Transformation Update 
Item 13.1 is confidential in accordance with Section 3(1)(l) of the Local 
Government Act 2020 because it is information that was confidential 
information for the purposes of section 77 of the Local Government Act 
1989.  
The specified grounds apply because it contains information relating to 
Council Business information, being information that would prejudice the 
Council's position in commercial negotiations if prematurely released. 

13.2 Contract - Construction of Craigieburn Community Centre 
Item 13.2 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 the report contains commercial in 
confidence information. 

13.3 Contract - Supply, Delivery and Maintenance of Mobile Garbage Bins 
Item 13.3 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 the report contains contractual 
matters. 
 

14. CLOSURE OF MEETING  
 
SHEENA FROST 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
18/10/2023 
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THIS PAGE HAS BEEN LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK 
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REPORT NO: 8.1 
REPORT TITLE: Hume City Council Annual Report 2022/23 
SOURCE: Francesca Bennett, Strategic Communications Lead 
 Karen Curson, Senior Lead Integrated Planning & 

Reporting  
DIVISION: Customer & Strategy 
FILE NO: HCC19/780 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 3.2: Deliver responsible and transparent governance, 

services and sustainable assets that respond to 
community needs 

ATTACHMENT:  1.  Annual Report 2022/23      
 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

This report presents to Hume City Council the Annual Report for the year ending 30 June 
2023, including the information specified in the Local Government Act 2020. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATIONS: 

2.1 That Council notes the Annual Report for the year ending 30 June 2023 
(Attachment 1) as presented by the Mayor, which includes reporting on the 
implementation of the Council Plan. 

2.2    That Council considers and endorses the Annual Report for the year ending  
 30 June 2023. 
 

3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 
3.1 The Annual Report has been prepared in accordance with:  

 Local Government Act 2020   
 Local Government (Planning and Reporting) Regulations 2020. 

  
3.2 In addition, it meets our legislative reporting requirements under the following Acts:   

 Disability Act 2006  
 Carers Recognition Act 2012  
 Domestic Animals Act 1994  
 Food Act 1984  
 Freedom of Information Act 1982  
 Planning and Environment Act 1987  
 Privacy and Data Protection (PDP) Act 2014  
 Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008  
 Public Interest Disclosure Act 2012  
 Road Management Act 2004  

 
4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The production of Council’s Annual Report 2022/23 is funded through the Strategic 
Communications and Advocacy, and Organisational Performance and Strategy departments 
annual operating budgets.   
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5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
There are no environmental sustainability implications arising from the matters contained 
within this report. 
 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
There are no climate change adaptation considerations arising from the matters contained 
within this report.  
 

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
Hume City Council’s Annual Report for the year ending 30 June 2023 has been developed 
within the policy context of the Hume City Council Social Justice Charter and the Charter of 
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006. 
 

8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 
The Annual Report 2022/23 was promoted through social media and other communication 
channels advising that the Council will consider the Annual Report at a meeting open to the 
public on Monday 23 October 2023 at Town Hall Broadmeadows.  
 

9. DISCUSSION: 
9.1 The Annual Report has been prepared in accordance with the Local Government Act 

2020 and Local Government (Planning and Reporting) Regulations 2020. It includes a 
Report of Operations, Performance Statement and Financial Statements. 

9.2 The Annual Report provides detailed information on Council’s financial performance, 
governance, management, and its operations, including Council’s performance in 
meeting the actions made in the Council Plan 2020-2025 (2022/23 Actions). 

9.3 The structure of the ‘Our performance’ section of the Annual Report is aligned with the 
Council Plan 2021-2025 and divided into three Themes as identified in the Council Plan. 

9.4 By 30 June 2023, Council had completed 36 of the 45 Council Plan actions reported on 
in 2022/23. Progress was made on a further eight actions and one has been deferred.  

9.5 In accordance with Section 100 (1) of the Local Government Act 2020, the Council is 
required to consider its Annual Report within four months of the end of the financial year 
and the Mayor must report on the implementation of the Council Plan by presenting the 
Annual Report at a Council Meeting open to the public. 
 

10. CONCLUSION: 
The Annual Report for the year ending 30 June 2023 is presented by the Mayor for 
consideration and adoption by Council, in accordance with the provisions of the Local 
Government Act 2020. 
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REPORT NO: 8.2 
REPORT TITLE: 12 Woodlands Court, Craigieburn - Development of the 

land for multiple dwellings 
SOURCE: Jeremy Findlay, Town Planner (Major Projects & 

Investment)  
DIVISION: City Planning & Places 
FILE NO: P25143 
POLICY: Hume Planning Scheme 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 2.1: Facilitate appropriate urban development and 

enhance natural environment, heritage, landscapes and 
rural places 

ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Recommendations and Conditions 
2.  Planning Provisions and Clause 55 Assessment 
3.  Locality Map - 12 Woodlands Court, Craigieburn 
4.  Assessment Plans      

 
  
Application No: P25143 
Proposal: Development of land for Multiple Dwellings 
Location: 12 Woodlands Court, Craigieburn 
Zoning: GENERAL RESIDENTIAL ZONE 
Applicant: Mudher Architects P/L 
Date Received: 8 March 2023 

 

1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 
1.1 Planning approval is sought for the development of multiple dwellings at 12 Woodlands 

Court, Craigieburn. Further information on the application was requested 8 May 2023, 
and was subsequently responded to on 3 July 2023. 

1.2 The application was advertised by direct mail to lots in the vicinity and the erection of 
one on-site sign. Thirteen objections have been received to date. The application is being 
reported to Council as the number of objections exceeds officer delegation. 

1.3 The application has been assessed against the relevant policies, and the provisions 
under the Hume Planning Scheme. It is recommended that a Notice of Decision to grant 
a planning permit be issued. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council, having considered the application on its merits and the objections 
received, resolves to issue a Notice of Decision to grant a Planning Permit for the 
development of multiple dwellings at 12 Woodlands Court, Craigieburn, subject to the 
conditions set out in Attachment 1. 

 
3. PROPOSAL: 

3.1 The application seeks planning permission to develop three dwellings on the site. The 
dwellings would be double storey in built form. 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.2 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 218 

3.2 The proposed development would have a frontage to Woodland Court, positioned along 
the western side of the lot and be setback approximately 6.1-7.5 metres from the street 
title boundary.  

3.3 Dwelling 1 would contain a bedroom (with ensuite), open plan kitchen/meals/living room, 
laundry and double garage at ground floor; and two bedrooms, bathroom and toilet at 
first floor level. Secluded Private Open Space (SPOS) is located to the rear/side (south 
west) of the dwelling. 

3.4 Dwelling 2 would contain an open plan kitchen/meals/living room, toilet, laundry and 
single car garage at ground floor level; and two bedrooms (one with WIR and ensuite), 
retreat, bathroom and toilet at first floor level. SPOS is located to the side (north west) of 
the dwelling. 

3.5 Dwelling 3 would contain a bedroom (with ensuite), open plan kitchen/meals/living room, 
laundry, toilet and double garage at ground level; and three bedrooms (one with ensuite), 
toilet, bathroom, and retreat at first floor level. SPOS is located to the side (west) and 
rear (south) of the dwelling. 

3.6 The site currently will retain the existing crossover to Woodlands Court. The crossover 
will serve all three dwellings. 

3.7 The maximum overall building height of the development is 8.26 metres. 
3.8 The development is summarized as follows: 

Site Area 763 m2 

Site Coverage 290.20 m2 (38.03%) 

Permeability 402.71 m2 (52.78%) 

Garden Area 37.5% 

 
 4. SITE AND SURROUNDS: 

4.1 The subject site is located on the southern end of Woodlands Court within the cul-de-
sac. The site is an irregular shape. It has a frontage of 14.7 metres to Woodlands Court 
and a total area of 763 square metres. The site has a maximum depth of 40.9 metres 
(east boundary) and a rear boundary (south) of 30.97 metres. The site is currently 
occupied by a single storey brick dwelling with a tiled roof and has multiple outbuildings. 

4.2 There are no restrictive covenants or Section 173 Agreements on title however a 1.83 
metre wide easement is located along the southern boundary. 

4.3 The surrounding area is an established residential neighbourhood, with slight downward 
slope running west to the east. The surrounding area is mostly characterised by single 
dwellings on a lot, with multi-unit developments emerging.  

4.4 The site is approximately 1.45 kilometres from the Craigieburn Central to the west, 800 
metres to Craigieburn plaza to the south east, and 1.5 kilometres to Craigieburn Station 
to the south east. The site is also located 700 metres from Willmott Park Primary School 
to the west, and 1.0 kilometres from Craigieburn health Services to the south west.  
Title details and restrictions  

4.5 The site is described as Lot 318 on Plan of Subdivision 054592. There is a 1.83 metre 
wide drainage and sewerage easement that runs parallel to the southern boundary. 
Planning History  

4.6 There is no relevant planning history for this site.  
 

 5. PLANNING CONTROLS: 
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5.1 The subject site is zoned General Residential Zone – Schedule 1. The purpose of the 
zone is to encourage development that respects the neighbourhood character of the area 
and to encourage diversity of housing and housing growth in locations offering good 
access to services and transport. There are no overlays that apply. 
Planning permit triggers 

5.2 A planning permit is required for the development of two or more dwellings on a lot, within 
the General Residential Zone 1 (Clause 32.08-6 of the Hume Planning Scheme).  
Particular provisions 

5.3 The key assessment provisions related to the proposal are Clause 52.06 – Car parking, 
Clause 53.18 – Stormwater Management in Urban Development and Clause 55 – Two 
or more dwellings on a lot, which are discussed in the assessment section of the report. 
Planning Policy Framework 

5.4 The Planning Policy Framework (including the Local Planning Policy Framework) sets 
out the objectives and strategies relevant to this application, including those relating to 
housing diversity, affordability, and urban design. The objectives of the Planning Policy 
Framework have been considered in the assessment to follow, and a full list of the 
relevant Planning Policy Framework objectives and strategies is provided in an 
attachment to this report. 
 

 6. REFERRALS: 
6.1 The application was referred internally to Council’s Civil Engineering and Assets team 

and Council’s Traffic team for assessment and comment. Standard conditions are 
included within the recommendation to address their comments.   

6.2 No external referrals were required for this application. 
 7. ADVERTISING: 

7.1 The application was advertised under Section 52 of the Act by maintaining a notice sign 
on site for a period of 14 days and sending notices to adjoining property owners and 
occupiers. 

7.2 A total of 13 objections have been received to date for the application. 
7.3 Below is a summary of concerns raised: 

 
Overshadowing/Overlooking 

7.4 Concerns were raised in relation to overshadowing and overlooking of secluded private 
open space and windows of adjoining properties. Specifically, concern has been raised 
regarding the horizontal distance between the first floor level bedroom 1 window of 
dwelling 3 to the habitable room windows of the dwelling at 14 Woodlands Court. A 
condition to permit will require the north facing bedroom 1 window of dwelling 3 to be 
screening in accordance with Standard B22. 

7.5 Matters of overshadowing to secluded private open space and habitable room windows 
have been adequately addressed in the proposal and are within the allowances of the 
Hume Planning Scheme. This is detailed within the Clause 55 assessment (attachment 
2).  
Front setback 

7.6 Concerns regarding the proposed front setback and porch setback encroachment of 
dwelling 1. The objection raises concerns that the proposed setbacks will not be 
sympathetic to the average setback of the two adjoining properties at 14 and 10 
Woodland Court. It is acknowledged that the application is seeking a variation to 
Standard B6, which is discussed further within the Clause 55 assessment (attachment 
2). The variation is considered appropriate.  
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Car parking/traffic congestion/pedestrian safety 
7.7 The development provides the requisite number of car parking spaces for each dwelling, 

in accordance with Clause 52.06 of the Hume Planning Scheme. The swept path plans 
supplied with the application have demonstrated that vehicles can perform adequate 
vehicle movements through the site. Standard conditions are recommended to ensure 
areas set aside for parking are used exclusively for that purpose. 

7.8 The objections raised concerns with impacts to traffic and the safety for vehicles and 
pedestrians through the street. The application has been reviewed with regard to the 
potential traffic impacts. Ultimately it is found that the development would not pose a 
significant impact on Woodlands Court. In addition, it is the responsibility of each vehicle 
driver to manoeuvre vehicles safely in accordance with relevant road rules. 
Overdevelopment 

7.9 There are general assessment indicators which can be used to form the position of a 
development being overdevelopment, such as site coverage, site permeability, private 
open space provision, garden area and car parking provision. In this instance, the 
application meets the minimum requirements of these provisions including Clause 55 
and Clause 52.06. As assessed in the main body of the report, the development accords 
with the requirements of the Hume Planning Scheme and therefore does not represent 
an overdevelopment of the land.   
Diversity/housing strategy  

7.10 The objections raised concerns that the development is not consistent with the Hume 
City Council Diversity Strategy (Housing Strategy) which identifies the area for ‘moderate 
change’. The strategy encourages identifies that the preferred housing outcome within 
‘moderate change areas’ to be mostly units, townhouses with some apartments, of a mix 
of sizes, including 1 and 2 bedrooms. 

7.11 The construction of three dwellings with a mixture of bedroom sizes, including one 2 
bedroom dwelling on land identified for ‘moderate change’ is considered generally in 
accordance with the Housing Strategy.  

 8. ASSESSMENT: 
Consistency with the Planning Policy Framework 
8.1 The proposed development provides housing opportunities close to existing 

infrastructure and services which will meet the varied needs of the existing and future 
residents.  

8.2 The Hume Diversity Strategy (adopted by Council on 17 June 2020), identifies that 
smaller households including older people (over 65 years), couples without children and 
lone persons will be the fastest growing household type over the next 20 years, and that 
smaller housing options for these growing household types are limited in the municipality. 

8.3 It is noted that whilst the surrounding area contains mainly single dwelling outcomes, the 
density of the proposal is not excessive in the context of infill development seen 
throughout Melbourne, or indeed Hume. The housing diversity objectives of the Hume 
Planning Scheme encourage a greater mix of housing typography to meet changing 
demographic needs (Clause 16.01-1S of the Hume Planning Scheme). 

8.4 The site is within the ‘Moderate Change Area’ and the provision of 1 x two bedroom, 1 x 
three bedroom, and 1x four bedroom dwellings as proposed in this application will 
contribute positively towards providing housing diversity to meet existing and future 
needs of the population of Hume. 

General Residential Zone  
8.5 The proposed development is consistent with the purpose of the General Residential 

Zone 1. 
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8.6 The purpose of the GRZ includes the intention to encourage development that respects 
the neighbourhood character of the area. The proposal presents a contemporary design 
outcome which balances the existing character and the emerging character created by 
more recent development. 

8.7 The proposal has proposal has approximately 37.5% garden area which exceeds the 
minimum 35% for a site greater than 650 square metres.  

8.8 The proposal has a maximum height of approximately 8.26 metres, and therefore does 
not exceed the maximum permitted height of 11 metres. 

8.9 Clause 55 will be addressed in the below sections. 
Traffic and car parking 

8.10 The proposed dwellings 1 and 3 will contain three and four bedrooms and each is 
designed with a double garage. Dwelling 2 is two bedrooms and is designed with a single 
garage. This satisfies the car parking requirements of Clause 52.06 of the Hume 
Planning Scheme. As the development is for three dwellings, visitor parking is not 
required by the Scheme. 

8.11 All car spaces are accessible from a shared crossover and accessway. The proposed 
development meets the required design standards for car parking and accessways. The 
vehicles associated with dwellings 1, 2 and 3 are able to exit in a forward motion. The 
shared accessway always maintains a minimum width of at least 3.0 metres.  

8.12 The traffic and car parking outcomes were reviewed by Council officers are deemed 
acceptable.  
Stormwater Management 

8.13 The proposal satisfies the Stormwater Management requirements of Clause 53.18 of the 
Hume Planning Scheme. A satisfactory Sustainable Design Assessment Report was 
submitted outlining STORM and BESS reports and the permeable areas throughout the 
site. 
Two or more dwellings on a lot and Residential Buildings 

 
8.14 Clause 55 of the Scheme seeks to ensure that development is consistent with 

neighbourhood character and provides an acceptable built form which is responsive to 
the site and the surrounding area. 

8.15 A satisfactory neighbourhood and site description and design response plan have been 
provided for consideration.  

8.16 Assessment of the proposal against the requirements of Clause 55 of the Scheme is 
provided in Attachment 2 of this report.  

8.17 The proposal meets the standards and objectives of Clause 55, by providing infill 
development outcome in an area that has access to services. The design of the dwellings 
is suitable to the area and responds to the existing character of the area. 

8.18 The dwellings are designed to ensure that both internal and external amenity is not 
negatively impacted. 

8.19 The practicalities of the site have been considered, with parking, traffic, bin collection 
and postal services appropriately managed. 

8.20 There are some aspects of Clause 55 which warrant permit conditions to make a full 
response, including the requirement for landscaping plan to be submitted for 
assessment. (Standard B13).  

8.21 In summary, the proposal generally satisfies the objectives and standards of Clause 55 
of the Hume Planning Scheme. 

 9. CONCLUSION 
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9.1 The application has been assessed against the relevant provisions of the Hume Planning 
Scheme, including Planning Policy frameworks, and is generally consistent with the 
relevant purposes relating to urban environment, sustainable development, and 
residential development. The objections have been considered in the assessment of the 
proposal. 

9.2 The proposal generally satisfies the objectives and standards of Clause 53.18 
(Stormwater in urban development), Clause 55 (Two or more dwellings on a lot) and 
Clause 52.06 (Car parking) of the Scheme. Subject to conditions, the proposal can 
demonstrate a site responsive design with a limited impact on the amenity of surrounding 
properties and the character of the area. 

9.3 On this basis, it is recommended that a Notice of Decision to Grant a Planning Permit is 
issued. 
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Attachment 1 – Recommendation and permit conditions 
 
That Council, having considered the application on its merits, resolves to issue a Notice of 
Decision to Grant a Planning Permit, and allow the use and development of multiple dwellings 
at 12 Woodlands Court, Craigieburn subject to the following conditions:  
 
1. Before the development starts, an updated plan to the satisfaction of the Responsible 

Authority must be submitted to and approved by the Responsible Authority. When 
approved, the plans will be endorsed and then will form part of the permit. The plans must 
be drawn to scale and dimensioned. The plans must be generally in accordance with the 
submitted plans (prepared by Mudher Architects, Rev E dated 28/05/2023) but modified 
to show: 
 

a. Visibility Splays on either side of the driveway in accordance with Clause 52.06 of 
the Hume Planning Scheme. 

b. The east boundary fence to be tapered down to 900mm in height within the visibility 
splay of the driveway. 

c. Notation stating ‘no vehicles are to be parked behind the garage’ in front of the 
garage of dwelling 2. 

d. Entire driveway to be constructed of permeable paving. 
e. Removal of buffer strip within the driveway. 
f. Amended STORM report (achieving minimum 100% storm rating) and WSUD & 

Drainage Diagram to be submitted in accordance with condition 1(d) and 1(e). 
g. Remove buffer strip diagrams from WSUD & Drainage Diagram. 
h. Overlooking treatment in accordance with Standard B22 (Overlooking objective) 

applied to the north facing bedroom 1 window of dwelling 3. 
i. Eaves or solar shades to all north and west facing ground floor windows. 
j. Lighting at the entrances to dwellings 1, 2 and 3. 
k. A landscape plan for the whole of the subject site in accordance with condition 5. 

 
2. The development as shown on the endorsed plans or described in the endorsed 

documents must not be altered or modified except with the written consent of the 
responsible authority.  
 

3. Before the commencement of works, all title boundary fences must be constructed in 
accordance with the endorses plan.  

 
4. Once the approved development has started, it must be continued and completed to the 

satisfaction of the responsible authority except with prior consent of the responsible 
authority. 

 
5. Before the development starts, an amended landscape plan to the satisfaction of the 

responsible authority must be submitted to and approved by the responsible authority.  
When approved, the landscape plan will be endorsed and will then form part of the permit.  
The plans must be generally in accordance with the submitted plans (prepared by Mudher 
Architects, Rev E dated 28/05/2023) but modified to show: 

a. A survey (including botanical names) of all existing vegetation to be retained; 
b. Details of surface finishes of pathways and driveways; 
c. A planting schedule of all proposed trees, shrubs and ground covers, including 

botanical names, common names, pot sizes, sizes at maturity and quantities of 
each plant; 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 1 - Recommendations and Conditions 

Hume City Council Page 224 

d. Medium-large canopy tree and understorey landscaping within the frontage of 
dwelling 1; a small canopy tree (mature height of 6m +) in the areas of secluded 
spaces for each dwelling;  

e. An in-ground irrigation system to all landscaped areas; 
f. Tree protection zone and structural root zone for each tree to be retained; and 
g. The location and details of root control barriers. 

 
6. The landscape area(s) shown on the endorsed plan(s) must be planted and maintained 

to the satisfaction of the responsible authority and once landscaped must not be used for 
any other purpose. Maintenance must include the removal of weeds and the 
replacement of any dead plants in accordance with the endorsed landscape planting 
schedule. 

 
7. Before development allowed by this permit is occupied, landscaping works as shown on 

the endorsed plan(s) must be completed to the satisfaction of the responsible authority. 
 

8. The measures within the approved Stormwater Management Plan must be implemented 
and maintained to the satisfaction of the responsible authority. 
 

9. Outdoor lighting must not be located other than that which is normal to a private dwelling 
or shown on the endorsed plans, except with prior written consent to the responsible 
authority. 

 
10. Any equipment required for refrigeration, air-conditioning, heating and the like must be 

located on the subject land or premises and/or must be suitably insulated for the purpose 
of reducing noise emissions, to the satisfaction of the responsible authority. 

 
11. All external materials, finishes and paint colours are to be to the satisfaction of the 

responsible authority. 
 
12. The development permitted by this permit must not, in the opinion of the responsible 

authority, adversely affect the amenity of the locality. 
 
13. Areas set aside for parking of vehicles, together with the aisles and access lanes must 

be properly formed to such levels that they can be utilised in accordance with the 
endorsed plans and must be drained and provided with an all-weather seal coat. The 
areas must be constructed, drained and provided and maintained in a continuously 
useable condition to the satisfaction of the responsible authority. 

 
14. Areas set aside for the parking and movement of vehicles as shown on the endorsed 

plans must be made available for such use and must not be used for any other purpose. 
 
15. Mailboxes shall be provided to the proposed dwelling/s to the satisfaction of the 

Responsible Authority and Australia Post. 
 
16. Any structure or landscaping within visibility splays of driveway (2.0m along front 

boundary & 2.5m into property) must be no greater than 900mm in height. 
 
17. No structure is permitted within the turning area, this includes entry steps, verandah 

posts and landscaping.  
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18. Parking is only permitted within the allocated car parking spaces, no vehicles are to 
parking within the accessway. These areas are turning areas and no parking is 
permitted. If parking occurs vehicles would not be able to drive out in a forward motion. 

 
19. Stormwater from all paved area must be retained within the property and drained to the 

sites underground stormwater system.  
 
20. Any cut or fill must not interfere with the natural overland stormwater flow. 

 
21. No polluted and / or sediment laden runoff is to be discharged directly or indirectly into 

Council's drains or watercourses during construction. 
 

22. This permit will expire if one of the following circumstances applies:  
 

a. the development is not started within three years of the date of this permit; or  

b. the development is not completed within six years of the date of this permit. 

 
The responsible authority may extend the periods referred to if a request is made in 
writing: 

a. before or within six months after the permit expiry date, where the development 
allowed by the permit has not yet started; or  

b. within 12 months after the permit expiry date, where the development allowed by 
the permit has lawfully started before the permit expires. 

Permit notes: 
 
• If a request for an extension of commencement/completion dates is made out of time 

allowed, the responsible authority cannot consider the request and the permit holder will 
not be able to apply to VCAT for a review of the matter. 
 

• An “Application for Stormwater Legal Point of Discharge: Multi-unit Drainage 
Investigation” is required for this development (fees apply). Plans to be submitted to 
Council's Civil Design section for assessment. This will determine if an on-site detention 
system, upgrading of Council's existing drainage pipes or new drainage pipes are 
required by the owners/developers. 
 

• An “Application for Stormwater Legal Point of Discharge: R133 Legal Point of 
Stormwater Discharge” is required to be submitted to Council with the above Drainage 
Investigation application. 
 

• Prior to commencement of any works within the road reserve, an ‘Application form for 
Consent to work within a Hume City Council Road Reserve’ is required to be submitted 
to Council to obtain a permit to carry out the works. 
 

• Any structure proposed to be built over an easement requires Council and relevant 
service authority’s approval prior to the issuing of a building permit.   
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Attachment 2– Planning Policy Framework  
 

 
P25143:  12 Woodlands Court, Craigieburn 
 
Proposal: Development of the land for multiple dwellings 
 

The following Planning Policy Framework objectives of the Hume Planning Scheme are 
relevant to this proposal: 

Clause Applicable objective / strategy / purpose 
Planning Policy Framework 
11.01-1S – Settlement To promote the sustainable growth and development of 

Victoria and deliver choice and opportunity for all 
Victorians through a network of settlements. 

15.01-1S – Urban design To create urban environments that are safe, healthy, 
functional and enjoyable and that contribute to a sense of 
place and cultural identity.  

15.01-2S – Building design To achieve building design outcomes that contribute 
positively to the local context and enhance the public 
realm.  

15.01-5L – Hume preferred 
neighbourhood character 

This policy applies to all residential development in the 
numbered precincts in the Township of Sunbury… as 
shown on the Maps to this Clause 

16.01-1S – Housing supply To facilitate well-located, integrated and diverse housing 
that meets community needs. 

16.01-2S – Housing 
affordability 

To deliver more affordable housing closer to jobs, 
transport and services. 

Zoning Provisions 
32.08 – General Residential 
Zone (Schedule 1) 

To implement the Municipal Planning Strategy and the 
Planning Policy Framework. 
To encourage development that respects the 
neighbourhood character of the area.  
To encourage a diversity of housing types and housing 
growth particularly in locations offering good access to 
services and transport.  

Particular Provisions 
52.06 – Car parking  To ensure that car parking is provided in accordance with 

the Municipal Planning Strategy and the Planning Policy 
Framework. 
To ensure the provision of an appropriate number of car 
parking spaces having regard to the demand likely to be 
generated, the activities on the land and the nature of the 
locality.  
To support sustainable transport alternatives to the motor 
car. 
To ensure that car parking does not adversely affect the 
amenity of the locality. 
To ensure that the design and location of car parking is of 
a high standard, creates a safe environment for users and 
enables easy and efficient use.  
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53.18 – Stormwater 
Management in Urban 
Development 

To ensure that stormwater in urban development, 
including retention and reuse, is managed to mitigate the 
impacts of stormwater on the environment, property and 
public safety, and to provide cooling, local habitat and 
amenity benefits. 

55 – Two or more Dwellings on 
a lot and Residential Buildings 

To implement the Municipal Planning Strategy and the 
Planning Policy Framework. 
To achieve residential development that respects the 
existing neighbourhood character or which contributes to 
a preferred neighbourhood character. 
To encourage residential development that provides 
reasonable standards of amenity for existing and new 
residents. 
To encourage residential development that is responsive 
to the site and the neighbourhood. 

Clause 55 assessment 
Clause 55 of the Scheme seeks to ensure that development is consistent with 
neighbourhood character and provides an acceptable built form which is responsive to the 
site and surrounding area. 
 
A satisfactory neighbourhood and site description and design response plan have been 
provided for consideration. Assessment of the proposal against the requirements of Clause 
55 of the Scheme is provided below. In summary, the proposal satisfies the objectives 
and/or standards of the Clause. 
 
Neighbourhood character and infrastructure (Standard B1 to B5) 
 
B1 – 
Neighbourhood 
character 
objective 

The proposal is located in a residential area where the established 
neighbourhood character comprises of one detached dwelling on a lot 
with some unit developments emerging. The planning officer notes that 
dwellings within the surrounding area are generally single storey, 
however there are some examples of double storey dwellings emerging 
within the street and in nearby streets. 
 
Although double storey dwellings are not prevalent within Woodlands 
Court, the proposal provides a contemporary response to the existing 
residential context, and respects the established neighbourhood 
character with appropriate built form, muted tones, recession, and 
scale. Please refer to the assessment in standard B31 for more 
information on the design detail. 
 

B2 – 
Residential 
policy 
objective 

The proposal is consistent with higher level state planning policies 
regarding infill development, and medium density housing in areas with 
proximity to services. The proposal can also be supported from a local 
planning policy perspective, which seeks ‘to increase the diversity of 
housing in Hume’ as per objective 4 in clause 21.03-2 of the Planning 
Scheme. 

B3 – Dwelling 
diversity 
objective 

The application is not required to meet Standard B3, with reference to 
dwelling diversity, as there are less than ten dwellings proposed. 

B4 - 
Infrastructure  

The development can be connected to reticulated services, including 
sewerage, drainage, electricity and gas. It is considered that the net 
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outcome of three additional dwellings is unlikely to unreasonably 
overload the capacity of the existing utility services and infrastructure in 
the area. The application has been referred internally to Council’s 
Engineering and Assets Department for comment and no objections 
have been raised against the proposal on drainage and sewerage 
grounds. 

B5 – 
Integration with 
the street 

The proposed development is orientated to front Woodlands Court. 
There is no front fence allowing the for an open frontage. There are 
existing constructed concrete footpaths along the street frontage 
providing adequate vehicle and pedestrian links promoting local 
accessibility.  

 
Site Layout and building massing (Standards B6 to B15) 
 
B6 – Street 
setback 
objective 

Dwelling 1 is proposed to have a varied setback of 6.1-7.5 metres due 
to the irregular shape of the lot and angled frontage within the cul-de-
sac. While the street setback does not met Standard B6 which would 
require a setback of 7.65 metres (the average front setback of the two 
adjoining properties) it is considered to comply with the street setback 
objective which aims to ensure that the setbacks respect the preferred 
neighbourhood character and makes efficient use of the site. The 
variation to the setback will align with the adjoining properties and is 
consistent with the setback character of Woodlands Court. 

B7 – Building 
height 
objective 

The proposal provides a maximum building height of 8.26 metres, 
which is less than the 11 metres maximum building height pursuant to 
Clause 32.08-10 (General Residential Zone) of the Planning Scheme.  
 

B8 – Site 
coverage 
objective 

The proposal contains a site coverage percentage of 38.2%, which is 
less than the maximum 60% permitted under Standard B8.  
 

B9 – 
Permeability 
and 
stormwater 
management 
objectives 

The development has suitable site permeability, with 52.78% provided 
(minimum 20% required). A Stormwater Management Plan has also 
been provided with the application, which looks to reuse and reduce 
stormwater through use of rainwater tanks and permeable areas, and 
achieves a 115% STORM rating (minimum 100% required). 

B10 – Energy 
efficiency 
objective 

The dwellings are considered to be sufficiently energy efficient and are 
designed so that the living areas for each of the proposed dwellings are 
north/north west facing were possible. Where this can not be achieved 
due to the orientation of the land (dwelling 3), large doors and windows 
are utilised to maximum light into the dwelling. 
 
All dwellings provide a combination of west and south facing private 
open spaces with direct access directly to the living area. 
 
Eaves have been included at upper storey level of all dwellings on all 
elevations which will provide energy efficiency to all internal rooms. A 
condition to permit will require all north and west facing windows to be 
constructed with eaves or solar shades. 
 
The proposal will not unreasonably impact on the solar access of 
adjoining neighbouring open spaces and windows, in accordance with 
Standard B10. 
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B11 – Open 
space 
objective 

The proposal does not contain communal open space in or adjacent to 
the site.  
 

B12 – Safety 
objective 

All dwelling entries can be easily seen and surveyed from the street 
frontage or internal access, and the proposal meets the standard and 
objectives related to safety. The proposal increases safety with 
workable vehicle corner splays next to the driveways. A condition to 
permit will require lighting for each dwelling entry to be incorporated 
into the proposal. 

B13 – 
Vegetation 
objective 

Vegetation on the site is not protected under Clause 52.17 of the 
Scheme and is able to be removed without council approval. The 
majority of the existing vegetation will be removed, with one tree within 
the frontage of the site to be retained.  
 
A landscape plan was submitted with the application which is 
satisfactory, subject to conditions. 

B14 – Access 
objective 

The site has a frontage of less than 20m and the vehicle crossings will 
not exceed 40% of the street frontage. This is considered appropriate 
as vehicle access is safe, manageable, and convenient, satisfying the 
requirements of Standard B14. 

B15 – Parking 
location 
objectives 

Vehicle parking is appropriately located and provides convenient 
parking for residents.  
 
The design adequately protects residents from vehicular noise within 
development, with shared accessways and car parks of other dwellings 
located a minimum of 1.5 metres from the windows of habitable rooms 
in accordance with the requirements of Standard B15. 

 
Site Layout and building massing (Standards B17 to B24) 
 
B17 – Side and 
rear setback 
objective 

All construction which is not built to the boundary is setback in 
accordance with Standard B17. 

B18 – Wall on 
boundary 
objective  

Proposed walls on boundaries are limited to the garages of dwelling 1 
and 3. The length and height of these walls comply with Standard B18.  

B19 – Daylight 
to existing 
windows 
objective 

Daylight to existing habitable room windows will not be detrimentally 
affected by the development. The plans demonstrate that all existing 
habitable room windows within proximity to the development outlook an 
open area with minimum dimension of 1 metre clear to the sky in 
accordance with the requirements. 

B20 – North -
facing windows 
objective 

The proposal is not located within 3 metres of any north facing 
habitable room windows.  
 

B21 – 
Overshadowing 
objective 

The shadow diagrams submitted with the application show that the 
adjoining properties will receive some shadowing, however it is within 
the allowances of the overshadowing provisions of Standard B21. 
 
At no point during 9am-3pm will any of the adjoining properties receive 
less than 75% sunlight access to their secluded private open space 
areas. 

B22 – 
Overlooking 
objective 

The proposal will include new 1.8 metre high boundary fences to the 
west, south and east boundaries. Given the finished floor levels of 
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each dwelling is less than 0.8 metres, the development is considered 
compliant with Standard B22 at ground floor. 
 
Overlooking has been appropriately addressed for most of the first-
floor habitable rooms within 9 metres of a property boundary. The 
design has incorporated external fixed louver screening to a height of 
1.7m above finished floor level to address overlooking concerns. A 
condition to permit will require the north facing bedroom 1 window of 
dwelling 3 to be treated with overlooking treatment to a height of 1.7 
metres above the finished floor level.  

B23 – Internal 
views objective 

Internal views have been managed through design outcomes, fence 
heights. 

B24 – Noise 
impact 
objective 

The proposal does not include unreasonable external and internal 
noise sources. The planning officer notes that there are ample 
opportunities to locate any mechanical requirement, including cooling 
and heating units, on site away from any adjoining properties and 
public areas. The proposal meets the standard and objective related to 
noise impacts. 
 

 
On-Site Amenity and Facilities (Standard B25-B30) 
 
B25 – 
Accessibility 
objective 

The proposal is able to be modified in improving accessibility for people 
with limited mobility. The planning officer notes that the front porch for 
all dwellings can be transformed into a ramp. The Planning Officer also 
recognises that dwelling 1 and 3 contain bedrooms and bathroom on 
the ground floor level.  
 

B26 – Dwelling 
entry objective 

The proposal contains entry doors that are identifiable from the street. 
The porch of all dwellings is designed to achieve a sense of personal 
address, create a transitional space, and provide shelter around the 
entry. 

B27 – Daylight 
to new 
windows 
objective 

All new windows will receive appropriate daylight in accordance with 
Standard B27. 

B28 – Private 
Open Space 

An assessment of the proposed POS and SPOS for each dwelling is 
provided below: 
 SPOS POS 
Dwelling 1 30.25 m2 114.25 m2 
Dwelling 2 48.38 m2 48.38 m2 
Dwelling 3 100.0 m2 100.0 m2 

 
The proposal satisfies the requirements in standard B28 as the POS 
and SPOS areas of all dwellings exceed the minimum dimensions, total 
area, and have direct access from the living room.  
 

B29 – Solar 
access to open 
space 
objective  

Each of the dwellings have west and or south facing SPOS. The 
development complies with Standard B29. 
 

B30 – Storage 
objective 

The proposal provides at least 6 cubic metres of externally accessible 
storage for all dwellings. The planning officer notes that the storage 
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locations are adequate for practical use, and do not block any windows 
or obstruct accessways.  

 
Detailed Design (Standard B31 to B34) 
 
B31 – Design 
detail objective 

The proposed dwellings have been designed to fit in with the 
surrounding area by adopting a form and scale as well as a mix of 
materials & finishes that are sympathetic to the surrounding area. 
 
The first floor levels are designed with elements of recession from the 
ground floor to minimise adverse impacts regarding visual bulk on 
adjoining properties. 
 
The proposed development includes features that blend well within the 
existing streetscape by providing a similar mix of materials and 
finishes. In particular, the use of face brickwork, render and cladding 
with the provision of a hipped tile roof ensures that the development is 
respectful of the character of the surrounding area. 
 
The design incorporates appropriate design detail and articulation in 
accordance with Standard B31. 

B32 – Front 
fence objective 

The proposal does not contain a front fence on the title boundary facing 
the street.  
 

B33 – Common 
property 
objective 

Common property is anticipated to be manageable. 

B34 – Site 
services 
objectives 

Site services will be able to be appropriately located to ensure suitable 
installation of services, maintenance, and through access. The future 
residents will be able to store their bins within their areas of secluded 
private open space, but also easily bring the bins to the verge for 
collection, via the garage. Each property is serviced by a clothesline. A 
condition to permit will require mailboxes to be located at the front of 
the property facing the road in line with Australia Post requirements. 
The proposal meets the standards and objectives related to site 
services. 
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LOCALITY MAP 

P25143 

12 Woodlands Court, Craigieburn 
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REPORT NO: 8.3 
REPORT TITLE: Response to Notice of Motion - 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.  CONFIDENTIAL - Detailed Contract Awarding and 
Tender Report - 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 July, August and September 2023. 
 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 
2.1 That Council receive and note the report. 

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

3.1 Not applicable. 
 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
4.1 Year to date $27,119,268 has been spent on the 23/24 capital program. 
4.2 This represents 23% of the allocated budget ($117,585,861) through the first quarter. 
4.3 At the same point last year $10,162,796 had been spent against the capital program. 

This year is a 167% increase on that result year to date. 
 

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 months of July, August and September (in future 
months this will just report on the month prior). 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 Budget (GST 
Excl.) 

Under (green) 
/Over (red) 

Footpath Construction Works - 
Tullamarine, Westmeadows and 
Attwood $447,231  
Banksia Grove and Birch Ave - 
Drainage Upgrade between Sharps 
Road & Carol Grove, Tullamarine $589,805  
Sports Lighting Program at 3 
Locations $834,702  
Rosedale Crescent - Road 
Reconstruction $724,202  
Greenvale Recreation Reserve - 
Carpark Construction $550,000  
Supply of Kitchen Caddies with 
delivery of Mobile Garbage Bins, 
Kitchen Caddies and Info Packs $688,840  

Purchase of FOGO Bins $2,016,160  
Cobram Street, Broadmeadows - 
Road Reconstruction $516,720  
Tennis Courts and Fence Removal - 
Dallas Tennis Hall $160,000  
Construction of Valley Park 
Community Centre $3,457,000  
Construction of Additions and 
Alterations - Ginifer Reserve Pavilion $2,176,756  
Construction of Oval 3 - Greenvale 
Recreation Reserve $3,782,313  
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Description Budget (GST 
Excl.) 

Under (green) 
/Over (red) 

Design and Construct Truck Wash 
Bay and Dump Pad - Sunbury Depot $2,916,537  

 
 
10. CONCLUSION: 

10.1 The delivery of the 2023/24 capital works program is progressing well with 23% of the 
programs value already expended. There are still significant cost pressures being 
faced across projects. These are both projects that are already under construction and 
facing cost increases and new projects as they are being tendered. Officers are 
working to minimise these wherever possible and manage across the overall Capital 
Program to balance cost increases and decreases. 
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REPORT NO: 8.4 
REPORT TITLE: Craigieburn Town Centre Local Area Traffic Management 

Study 
SOURCE: Christopher Pawluk, Engineer  
DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 
FILE NO: HCC-CM23 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 2.3: Connect our City through efficient and effective 

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

2.  Attachment 2 - Speeds and Volumes 
3.  Attachment 3 - Casualty Crashes 
4.  Attachment 4 - Brochure 1 
5.  Attachment 5 - Brochure 2 
6.  Attachment 6 - Final TMP and Details      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 Hume City Council undertakes two local area traffic management (LATM) studies each 
financial year. In 2022/23 a commitment was made to undertake a LATM study for the 
Craigieburn Town Centre area as shown in Attachment 1. A Final Traffic Management 
Plan has been developed which includes 36 proposed traffic treatments valued at a total 
of $2,677,000 as detailed in Attachment 6. 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 
That Council: 
2.1 Adopt the Craigieburn Town Centre Local Area Traffic Management (LATM) Study 

report and Final Traffic Management Plan and Details as shown in Attachment 6. 
2.2 Allocate $260,000 from Council’s 2024/25 Capital Works Annualised Program – 

Local Area Traffic Management Facilities for the works listed in Item 1 of Table 1. 
2.3 List Items 2 - 21 in Table 1 (valued at $67,000) for consideration in Council’s 

Responsive Road Safety Works – Operating Budget for future funding.  
2.4 List Items 22 - 35 in Table 1 (valued at $2,270,000) for consideration in Council’s 

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

2.5 List Item 36 in Table 1 (valued at $80,000) for consideration in Council’s Capital 
Works Annualised Program – Footpath Rehabilitation Program for future funding. 

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

2.7 Provide a copy of the adopted Craigieburn Town Centre 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 $2,677,000.  
4.2 There is $466,000 in the 2024/25 Capital Works Budget – LATM Works for works related 

to two approved LATM studies, Craigieburn Town Centre and Sunbury North. Of this, it 
is proposed that $260,000 be allocated to the Craigieburn Town Centre LATM. Refer to 
Table 1 item 1 for the project proposed to be funded in Council’s 2024/25 Capital Works 
Annualised 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 at the proposed treatment sites.  

4.4 The estimated cost of the remaining treatments is $2,417,000, of which, $2,270,000 will 
be listed in Council’s Future Capital Works Annualised Program - Traffic Management 
Facilities, $80,000 will be listed in Council’s Future Capital Works Annualised Program 
– Footpath Rehabilitation Program and $67,000 will be listed in Council’s future 
Responsive Road Safety Works – Operating Budget. 

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
5.1 There are no direct environmental implications as a result of this report. 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
6.1 There are no direct climate change implications as a result of this report. 

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
7.1 The Craigieburn Town Centre LATM study aims to improve the safety and amenity of the 

Craigieburn Town Centre 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 

Craigieburn Town Centre area was distributed to residential properties, schools, 
businesses and community facilities in August 2022. 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. 

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 Approximately 8,400 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 135 responses were received from 34 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 2022 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. 
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8.7 Approximately 8,400 brochures of the proposed TMP, were distributed to the local 
community and the brochure was available online for approximately 6 weeks. A total of 
21 responses were received from 15 respondents. 

8.8 A summary of all feedback received regarding the Craigieburn Town Centre 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 Hume City Council undertakes two local area traffic management (LATM) 
studies each year. In 2022/23 a commitment was made to undertake an LATM 
study for the Craigieburn Town Centre area bounded by Craigieburn Road, 
Aitken Boulevard, Mt Ridley Road and Mickleham Road. A locality plan of the 
area is shown in Attachment 1. This is the first time a LATM study has been 
undertaken in this area. 

9.1.3 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 Craigieburn Town Centre area is predominately residential. It is located 

approximately 24km north of Melbourne’s CBD and has an area of 
approximately 10.8 square kilometres. The area includes several community 
and commercial facilities such as the Craigieburn Junction Shopping Centre, 
Highlands Shopping Centre, Craigieburn Library, Hume Tennis and Community 
Centre, Newbury Child and Community Centre, Aitken Creek Primary School, 
Oscar Romero Catholic Primary School, Newbury Primary School and 
Mickleham Primary School. 

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

accessibility issues within the Craigieburn Town Centre 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, (Craigieburn Road and Mickleham Road) and the 
main trunk collector routes through the area (Aitken Boulevard, Brookfield 
Boulevard, Grand Boulevard and Highlander 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. The 
majority of these traffic counts were conducted in early May and June 2022. 

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 31 December 2021. The locations and number of 
reported casualty crashes for the study area are shown in Attachment 3. 
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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. 

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 
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. 
The responses received relating to the proposed treatments are detailed in 
Table 4d. 

9.3.8 Community feedback on the proposed traffic management plan was limited. 
Comments were received on two of the proposed treatments, however many 
responses included traffic, parking and accessibility concerns about other 
locations. The lack of feedback to the proposed treatments indicates that the 
proposed treatments were generally accepted by the community. 

9.3.9 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 (*). 

9.3.10 The Final TMP included 2 modifications to existing proposals that were not 
included within the proposed TMP. These were: 
(a) Installation of wombat crossings on Grand Boulevard at pedestrian 

crossing points between Huntington Drive and Escapade Boulevard. 
Originally, raised safety platforms were proposed at these pedestrian 
crossing points as part of the proposed traffic management plan.  

(b) Installation of flashing yellow pedestrian lights at the existing wombat 
crossing (zebra crossing on a raised safety platform) on Grand Boulevard 
in front of Highlands Shopping Centre.  

9.3.11 These modifications did not require further consultation as they are minor 
changes and do not pose any direct or significant impacts to the community.  

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 Install raised safety platforms on Brookfield Boulevard between Aitken 
Boulevard and Coolamon Drive, including at the existing pedestrian 
crossing east of Coolamon Drive. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding vehicle speeds on 

Brookfield Boulevard. These concerns can be found in Table 4a. 
(b) Brookfield Boulevard is classified as a Council Collector Road with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h. It consists of a bicycle lane on the south 
side of the road and one through traffic lane in each direction.  

(c) Bus route 529 operates along Brookfield Boulevard between Waterview 
Boulevard and Highlander Drive. 

(d) Brookfield Boulevard between Aitken Boulevard and Coolamon Drive 
carries an average daily traffic volume of up to 6,453 vehicles and has an 
85th percentile speed of up to 62.9km/h. 
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(e) An analysis of DTP’s RCIS database indicated there has been 1 recorded 
casualty crash along this section of Brookfield Boulevard in the most 
recently available 5-year period. 

(f) The crash involved a westbound vehicle veering off the roadway and 
colliding with a light pole and tree, resulting in minor injury. The collision 
appeared to be a deliberate act and was not a result of an unsafe road 
environment according to Police reports. 

(g) Brookfield Boulevard meets Council’s warrants for the consideration of 
traffic calming devices based on the 85th percentile speed and traffic 
volume. 

(h) Raised safety platforms are proposed between Aitken Boulevard and 
Coolamon Drive, which will assist in reducing vehicle speeds along this 
section of Brookfield Boulevard and providing a safer environment for all 
road users. 

(i) The local bus company was consulted with and did not object to the 
proposed treatment. 

(j) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. It received one comment not in favour of the 
proposal. 

(k) The feedback received represents a very small percentage of the 
consulted community. Although the feedback was not in favour of the 
proposal, the lack of other feedback indicates that this treatment was 
generally accepted by the community. 

(l) Proposal: 
(i) Construct raised safety platforms on Brookfield Boulevard between 

Aitken Boulevard and Coolamon Drive. 
(ii) Construct a raised safety platform with associated pedestrian 

crossing facility at the existing at grade pedestrian crossing on 
Brookfield Boulevard east of Coolamon Drive. 

9.4.3 Install raised safety platforms at pedestrian crossing points on Highlander 
Drive between Streamside Drive and Brookfield Boulevard. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding vehicle speeds and 

difficulty for pedestrians to cross Highlander Drive. These concerns can 
be found in Table 4a and 4c. 

(b) Highlander Drive is classified as a Council Collector Road with a default 
speed limit of 50km/h. It consists of bicycle and parking lanes on either 
side of the road and one through traffic lane in each direction.  

(c) Bus route 525 operates along Highlander Drive between Marathon 
Boulevard and Mt Ridley Road. 

(d) Highlander Drive between Streamside Drive and Brookfield Boulevard 
carries an average daily traffic volume of up to 12,891 vehicles and has 
an 85th percentile speed of up to 67.8km/h. 

(e) An analysis of DTP’s RCIS database indicated there have been 3 
recorded injury crashes along this section of Highlander Drive in the most 
recently available 5-year period. All three of these crashes occurred at the 
intersection with Marathon Boulevard. The intersection is treated with an 
existing roundabout. A summary of the crashes are detailed below: 
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(i) A northbound vehicle colliding with another northbound vehicle 
upon entering the roundabout in a rear-end collision, resulting in 
minor injury. 

(ii) Two crashes involved a westbound vehicle failing to give way and 
colliding with a southbound cyclist upon entering the roundabout. 
Both crashed resulted in minor injury. 

(f) Highlander Drive meets Council’s warrants for the consideration of traffic 
calming devices based on the 85th percentile speed and traffic volume. 

(g) Raised safety platforms are proposed on Highlander Drive between 
Streamside Drive and Brookfield Boulevard.  

(h) The raised safety platforms will be placed at locations with at grade 
pedestrian crossings, the pedestrian crossings will be incorporated into 
the raised safety platform. 

(i) Raised safety platforms will assist in reducing vehicle speeds along this 
section of Brookfield Boulevard and provide a safer environment for all 
road users. 

(j) The local bus company was consulted with and did not object to the 
proposed treatment. 

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

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

(m) Proposal: 
(i) Construct raised safety platforms with associated pedestrian 

crosisng facilities on Highlander Drive between Streamside Drive 
and Brookfield Boulevard. 

9.4.4 Replace existing concrete road cushions and pedestrian refuge islands 
with wombat crossings and a raised safety platform on Grand Boulevard 
between Huntington Drive and Escapade Boulevard. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding pedestrian safety on 

Grand Boulevard. These concerns can be found in Table 4c. 
(b) Grand Boulevard is classified as a Council Collector Road with a default 

speed limit of 50km/h. The section of Grand Boulevard between 
Huntington Drive and Escapade Boulevard consists of one through traffic 
lane in each direction. Additionally, there is existing indented parking on 
both sides of the road near the intersection with Escapade Boulevard and 
a single parking lane on the south side near the intersection with 
Huntington Drive. 

(c) Bus route 529 operates along Grand Boulevard between Aitken 
Boulevard and Highlander Drive. 

(d) Grand Boulevard between Huntington Drive and Escapade Boulevard 
carries an average daily traffic volume of 10,943 vehicles and has an 85th 
percentile speed of 47.9km/h.  

(e) An analysis of DTP’s RCIS database indicated there has been 1 recorded 
casualty crash along this section of Grand Boulevard in the most recently 
available 5-year period.  
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(f) The crash involved a westbound vehicle striking another westbound 
vehicle in a rear-end collision after the vehicle in front pulled over to the 
parking lane near Escapade Boulevard, resulting in serious injury. 

(g) This section of Grand Boulevard was previously treated with concrete 
road cushions due to speeding issues. The road cushions assist to 
maintain low traffic speeds on Grand Boulevard. 

(h) There are existing pedestrian crossing facilities including refuge islands 
located near two of these concrete road cushion treatments. These 
pedestrian crossing points abut the Golden Sun Moth and Malcolm Creek 
Parks. Although pedestrians and cyclists do not have priority at these 
crossing points, the islands were installed to allow pedestrians and 
cyclists to cross Grand Boulevard in a staged manner, increasing safety. 

(i) To improve pedestrian and cyclists safety when crossing Grand 
Boulevard the existing concrete cushions and refuge islands were 
proposed to be replaced with raised safety platforms incorporating 
pedestrian and cyclist crossing facilities as part of the proposed TMP. The 
remaining concrete road cushion treatment is proposed to be replaced 
with a raised safety platform also to ensure consistency with treatments 
along Grand Boulevard. 

(j) 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.  

(k) In the past road cushions were the preferred treatment by bus operators 
and PTV to be installed on bus routes. More recently new standards have 
been developed for Raised Safety Platforms which are designed to be bus 
friendly. Bus operators and PTV now prefer these treatments over road 
cushions.  

(l) As this section of Grand Boulevard is part of a bus route, the platforms will 
be designed to accommodate buses in line with standards and guidelines.  

(m) The local bus company was consulted with and did not object to the 
proposed treatment. 

(n) The proposal for raised safety platforms on this section of Grand 
Boulevard was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments. 

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

(p) Further feedback was received after the proposed traffic management 
plan was shared with the community regarding the need for priority for 
pedestrian and cyclists at the existing shared path links across Grand 
Boulevard.  

(q) Based on this feedback and further investigation it was determined that 
the two raised safety platforms replacing the pedestrian refuge islands 
would be upgraded to priority crossing for pedestrians and cyclists due to 
high pedestrian and cyclists demand. 

(r) Additional localised consultation for the proposed wombat crossing was 
not required as they are proposed to be located in front of reserves and 
do not have any direct or significant impact on the community. 

(s) Proposal: 
(i) Replace the existing concrete road cushions and pedestrian refuge 

islands with raised safety platforms on Grand between Huntington 
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Drive and Escapade Boulevard including pedestrian and cyclist 
facilities at the existing shared path crossings. 

9.4.5 Upgrade the existing wombat crossing, install flashing yellow pedestrian 
lights and implement 15-minute timed parking restrictions on Grand 
Boulevard between Aitken Boulevard and Packington Drive. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding pedestrian safety and a 

lack of short-term parking on Grand Boulevard between Aitken Boulevard 
and Packington Drive. These concerns can be found in Tables 4b and 4c. 

(b) Grand Boulevard is classified as a Council Collector Road with a default 
speed limit of 50km/h. The section of Grand Boulevard between Aitken 
Boulevard and Packington Drive consists of a divided carriageway with 
one through traffic lane in each direction. There are existing bicycle and 
parking lanes on either side of the road. 

(c) There are existing bus stops on either side of Grand Boulevard at this 
location to accommodate bus route 529, which operated along Grand 
Boulevard between Aitken Boulevard and Highlander Drive. 

(d) This section of Grand Boulevard is adjacent to Highlands Shopping 
Centre and Highlands Hotel and is classified as an activity centre with high 
pedestrian activity and high parking demand. 

(e) An analysis of DTP’s RCIS database indicated there has been 1 recorded 
casualty crash along this section of Grand Boulevard in the most recently 
available 5-year period. The crash involved an eastbound vehicle striking 
a pedestrian crossing Grand Boulevard at the existing wombat crossing, 
resulting in minor injury. 

(f) The existing wombat crossing does not have a flush crossing for 
pedestrians as the existing platforms ramps down to the kerb invert for 
drainage purposes. This creates an uneven path for pedestrians and can 
be uncomfortable and difficult to cross with prams or mobility scooters. 

(g) It is therefore proposed to upgrade this wombat crossing to include a flush 
pedestrian crossing. Drainage will be upgraded to allow a flush pedestrian 
crossing to be installed. 

(h) A review of parking restrictions on this section of Grand Boulevard 
revealed that the shortest time restrictions were one hour parking. This 
limits the supply of parking for motorists intending to stop short-term at the 
shopping centre when demand for parking is high. There is likely to be a 
significant demand for short term parking on this section of Grand 
Boulevard generated by the take-away shops fronting the road. 

(i) To increase the turnover of parking on this section of Grand Boulevard 
and ensure parking is available to meet short-term demand, it is proposed 
to introduce 15-minute timed restrictions to two of the existing on-street 
parking spaces. 

(j) The proposal for raised safety platforms on this section of Grand 
Boulevard was advertised to the community during the proposed TMP 
consultation period. Comments were raised requesting flashing yellow 
pedestrian lights at the existing wombat crossing point. 

(k) In response to the additional feedback, it is also proposed to install 
flashing yellow pedestrian lights at the wombat crossing on this section of 
Grand Boulevard due to the high pedestrian demand at this location. The 
flashing yellow lights will help to make the crossing more obvious to 
motorists and would assist in reducing the likelihood of any further 
pedestrian related crashes. 
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(l) Additional localised consultation for the proposed flashing yellow 
pedestrian lights did not need to be undertaken as the treatment does not 
have any direct or significant impact on the community. 

(m) Proposal: 
(i) Upgrade the existing wombat crossing on Grand Boulevard 

between Aitken Boulevard and Packington Drive and install flashing 
yellow pedestrian lights. 

(ii) Introduce 15-minute timed parking restrictions on two of the on-
street parking spaces in front of Highlands Shopping Centre. 

9.4.6 Install raised safety platform at pedestrian crossing point on Grand 
Boulevard between Highlander Drive and Sustainable Drive. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding speeding on Grand 

Boulevard. These concerns can be found in Tables 4a. 
(b) Grand Boulevard is classified as a Council Collector Road with a default 

speed limit of 50km/h. The section of Grand Boulevard between 
Highlander Drive and Sustainable Drive consists of bicycle and parking 
lanes on either side of the road and one through lane in each direction.  

(c) Bus route 529 operates along Grand Boulevard between Highlander Drive 
and Sustainable Drive. 

(d) Grand Boulevard between Highlander Drive and Sustainable Drive carries 
an average daily traffic volume of 5,513 vehicles and has an 85th 
percentile speed of 62.3km/h. 

(e) An analysis of DTP’s RCIS database indicated there has been 2 recorded 
casualty crashes along this section of Grand Boulevard in the most 
recently available 5-year period. A summary of the crashes are detailed 
below: 
(i) An eastbound vehicle colliding into the rear of a parked vehicle 

causing the travelling vehicle to roll over. The crash resulted in 
serious injury.  

(ii) The driver of a westbound vehicle mistakenly pressing the 
accelerator instead of the break upon approaching the roundabout 
at the intersection of Grand Boulevard and Sustainable Drive, 
causing the vehicle to collide with the tree in the centre island before 
coming to a stop. The crash resulted in minor injury. 

(f) Grand Boulevard between Highlander Drive and Sustainable Drive meets 
Council’s warrants for the consideration of traffic calming devices based 
on the 85th percentile speed and traffic volume. 

(g) A raised safety platform is proposed between Highlander Drive and 
Sustainable Drive, which will assist in reducing vehicle speeds along this 
section of Grand Boulevard and providing a safer environment for all road 
users. 

(h) The raised safety platform will be placed near the existing at grade 
pedestrian crossing, the pedestrian crossings will be incorporated into the 
raised safety platform. 

(i) The local bus company was consulted with and did not object to the 
proposed treatment. 

(j) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. It received one comment not in favour of the 
proposal. 
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(k) The feedback received represents a very small percentage of the 
consulted community. Although the feedback was not in favour of the 
proposal, the lack of other feedback indicates that this treatment was 
generally accepted by the community. 

(l) Proposal: 
(i) Construct raised safety platform with associated pedestrian 

crosisng facility on Grand between Highlander Drive and 
Sustainable Drive. 

9.4.7 Upgrade existing at-grade school crossings in the Craigieburn Town 
Centre LATM area to raised platform school crossings. 
(a) Through the LATM process, it was found that there are a number of at-

grade existing school crossings in the Craigieburn Town Centre LATM 
area that have not yet been listed on Council’s program to be upgraded 
to raised platform school crossings. 

(b) The existing at-grade school crossings in the Craigieburn Town Centre 
LATM area service the following schools: 
(i) Oscar Romero Catholic Primary School: There is an existing at-

grade school crossing located on Mackillop Drive outside the 
school’s main access gate. 

(ii) Newbury Primary School: There is an existing at-grade school 
crossing located on Domain Way outside one of the school’s access 
gates. 

(iii) Aitken Creek Primary School: There are a total of 3 at-grade school 
crossings along the frontage of the school located on Newbury 
Boulevard, Grevillea Street and in front of the main access gate on 
Waterview Boulevard. There is also an existing remote school 
crossing on Marathon Boulevard servicing this school, located in 
front of an existing footpath outside the Hume Tennis and 
Community Centre. 

(c) Domain Way, Mackillop Street and Grevillea Street are classified as 
Council Access Streets while Marathon Boulevard, Waterview Boulevard 
and Newbury Boulevard are classified as Council Collector Roads. 

(d) At each of these school crossings, the roads consist of a single through 
traffic lane in each direction with the exception of Marathon Boulevard in 
which the school crossing is located on a divided carriageway with a single 
through traffic lane in each direction. There are existing bicycle lanes on 
Marathon Boulevard and Waterview Boulevard. 

(e) Bus route 525 operates along Marathon Boulevard between Aitken 
Boulevard and Highlander Drive. Bus route 529 operates along Waterview 
Boulevard between Central Park Avenue and Brookfield Boulevard. 

(f) Each of these at-grade school crossings are located on sections of roads 
that have a sign posted speed limit of 40km/h. These limits are 
implemented via permanent 40km/h and 40km/h school time speed limits. 
The speed limits at the at-grade school crossings are as follows: 
(i) Permanent 40km/h speed limits in the vicinity of the school 

crossings on Grevillea Street, Waterview Boulevard and Mackillop 
Street. 

(ii) School time 40km/h speed limits (the default speed limits on these 
roads is 50km/h) on Marathon Boulevard, Newbury Boulevard and 
Domain Way. 
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(g) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that there were no casualty 
crashes in the vicinity of these school crossing in the most recently 
available 5-year period. 

(h) Council’s preference when installing new school crossings is to construct 
them as raised crossings as they create a safer road environment for 
pedestrians using these crossings. Upgrading the existing school 
crossings to raised safety platform school crossings will reduce vehicle 
speeds and provide a safer crossing point for the pedestrians crossing at 
these school crossings. 

(i) As the school crossings on Marathon Boulevard and Waterview 
Boulevard are located within bus routes, the raised platforms will be 
designed to accommodate busses. 

(j) The local bus company was consulted with and did not object to the 
proposed treatment. 

(k) The raised safety platforms school crossings will be designed to be bicycle 
friendly. 

(l) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. It received one comment not in favour of the 
proposal. 

(m) The feedback received represents a very small percentage of the 
consulted community. Although the feedback was not in favour of the 
proposal, the lack of other feedback indicates that this treatment was 
generally accepted by the community. 

(n) Proposal: 
(i) Upgrade the existing at-grade school crossings on Domain Way, 

Grevillea Street, Mackillop Drive and Newbury Boulevard to raised 
safety platform school crossings. 

(ii) Upgrade the existing at-grade school crossings on Marathon 
Boulevard and Waterview Boulevard to raised platform school 
crossings (accommodating busses). 

9.4.8 Install raised cyclist and pedestrian priority crossings at intersections 
along the bicycle and walking route on the southern side of Mt Ridley 
Road. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding speeding and cyclist 

safety at various intersections with the shared path on the southern side 
of Mt Ridley Road between Aitken Boulevard and Jolly Lane. These 
concerns can be found in Tables 4a and 4c. 

(b) Mt Ridley Road is classified as a Council Collector Road with a sign 
posted speed limit of 60km/h.  

(c) There is an existing shared pedestrian and cyclist path on the southern 
side of Mt Ridley Road. Pedestrians and cyclists using this route are 
required to cross the road at the intersections with Trillium Boulevard, 
Highlander Drive, Sustainable Drive, Newbury Boulevard, Aitken 
Boulevard and the Mt Ridley Road Service Road (between Jolly Lane and 
Trillium Boulevard). 

(d) Currently, pedestrians and cyclists only have priority when crossing two 
of these intersections, those being at Trillium Boulevard, where there is 
an existing raised priority crossing, and Newbury Boulevard, where there 
is existing ‘Give-Way’ line marking providing priority to pedestrians and 
cyclists. 
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(e) Mt Ridley Road is classified as a bicycle commuter route according to the 
Hume Bicycle Network Plan. Commuter routes are intended to be used 
by commuters over long distances. As such it is preferred that cyclists and 
pedestrians have priority when crossing roads or intersections along 
these routes. 

(f) The existing raised priority crossing at the intersection with Trillium 
Boulevard was constructed in 2013 as part of subdivisional works. The 
design of the crossing is not in line with current standards. Similarly, the 
existing ‘Give-Way’ line marking at the intersection with Newbury 
Boulevard is not in line with current standards. 

(g) There are existing pram crossings and refuge islands at the remaining 
intersections (except those at Mt Ridley Road between Melody Way and 
Jolly Lane) that allow pedestrian and cyclists to cross at these 
intersections. They do not provide pedestrian and cyclists with priority. 

(h) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that there were a total of 
two casualty crashes at these intersections in the most recently available 
5-year period. A summary of the crashes are detailed below: 
(i) A motorist exiting the Mt Ridley Road Service Road failing to give 

way to a westbound vehicle on Mt Ridley Road. The crash 
occurred at night and the offending vehicle did not have its 
headlights on. The crash resulted in minor injury. 

(ii) At the intersection of Mt Ridley Road and Newbury Boulevard, a 
motorist turning onto Mt Ridley Road has failed to give way to a 
westbound vehicle, resulting in minor injury. 

(i) As part of the Aitken Boulevard Extension to Donnybrook Road, the 
intersection of Mt Ridley Road and Aitken Boulevard is proposed to be 
upgraded to a signalised intersection which includes the installation of 
pedestrian operated signals. This will provide a safe crossing point for 
pedestrian and cyclists at this intersection with priority via the pedestrian 
operated signals. 

(j) As this shared path provides an important cycling route for commuters, it 
is proposed to install new raised priority pedestrian and cyclist crossings 
at the intersections with Newbury Boulevard, Sustainable Drive and 
Highlander Drive. It is also proposed to upgrade the existing raised priority 
crossing at the intersection with Trillium Boulevard to current standards. 
This will provide a safer environment for motorists, cyclists and 
pedestrians at these crossing points. 

(k) Bus route 525 operates along Highlander Drive between Marathon 
Boulevard and Mt Ridley Road. It also operates along Mt Ridley Road 
between Highlander Drive and Mickleham Road. 

(l) As the proposed raised priority crossing at the intersection with Highlander 
Drive is located within a bus route, the raised platform will be designed to 
accommodate busses. 

(m) The local bus company was consulted with and did not object to the 
proposed treatment. 

(n) The raised priority crossings will be designed to be bicycle friendly. 
(o) The proposal for raised priority crossings along Mt Ridley Road was 

advertised to the community during the proposed draft TMP consultation 
period. The proposal did not receive any comments. 
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(p) The lack of feedback indicates that these treatments were generally 
accepted by the community. 

(q) Proposal: 
(i) Install raised cyclist and pedestrian priority crossings along the 

bicycle and walking route on the southern side of Mt Ridley Road at 
the intersections with Newbury Boulevard, Sustainable Drive and 
Highlander Drive. 

(ii) Upgrade the existing raised cyclist and pedestrian priority crossing 
at the intersection with Trillium Boulevard to be in line with current 
standards. 

9.4.9 Install centre line marking along various sections of Grand Boulevard, 
Highlander Drive, Sustainable Drive, Newbury Boulevard, and Waterview 
Boulevard. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding speeding and requests 

for the installation of centre line marking on Grand Boulevard, Highlander 
Drive, Sustainable Drive, Newbury Boulevard and Waterview Boulevard. 
These concerns can be found in Table 4a. 

(b) Through the LATM process, it has been identified that there are a number 
of sections of these roads that do not have centre line marking whilst other 
sections of these roads have been treated with centre line marking during 
the subdivisional development stage of these areas. The sections of these 
roads without centre line marking are summarised below: 
(i) Grand Boulevard between Sustainable Drive and Nebula Crescent. 
(ii) Highlander Drive between Gossia Avenue and Mt Ridley Road. 
(iii) Sustainable Drive between Brookfield Boulevard and Mt Ridley 

Road. 
(iv) Newbury Boulevard along its entire length. 
(v) Waterview Boulevard between Marathon Boulevard and Brookfield 

Boulevard. 
(c) Grand Boulevard, Highlander Drive, Sustainable Drive, Newbury 

Boulevard and Waterview Boulevard are classified as Council Collector 
Roads. 

(d) The sections of these roads as outlined above have default speed limits 
of 50km/h for most of their length with the exception of: 
(i) 40km/h school time speed limits on Newbury Boulevard between 

Domain Way and 80 meters south of Grand Boulevard, and 
between Marathon Boulevard and 80 meters north of Grevillea 
Street. 

(ii) A permanent 40km/h speed limit on Waterview Boulevard between 
Grevillea Street and Marathon Boulevard. 

(e) Each of these road sections have a single through traffic lane in each 
direction and parking lanes on both sides of the road. In addition to this, 
these sections of Grand Boulevard and Highlander Drive also have bicycle 
lanes on both sides of the road. 

(f) The average daily volume and 85th percentile speeds of these sections of 
roads are as detailed below: 
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(i) Grand Boulevard between Sustainable Drive and Nebula Crescent: 
An average daily vehicle volume of 5,513 vehicles and an 85th 
percentile speed of 62.3km/h. 

(ii) Highlander Drive between Gossia Avenue and Mt Ridley Road: An 
average daily vehicle volume of up to 7,512 vehicles and an 85th 
percentile speed of 59.7km/h. 

(iii) Sustainable Drive between Brookfield Boulevard and Mt Ridley 
Road: An average daily vehicle volume of up to 2,008 vehicles and 
an 85th percentile speed of up to 60.1km/h. 

(iv) Newbury Boulevard: An average daily vehicle volume of up to 4,731 
vehicles and an 85th percentile speed of up to 56.1km/h. 

(v) Waterview Boulevard between Marathon Boulevard and Brookfield 
Boulevard: An average daily vehicle volume of 4,692 vehicles and 
an 85th percentile speed of 59.0km/h. 

(g) Of the above road sections only Grand Boulevard between Highlander 
Drive and Sustainable Drive meets Council’s warrants for the 
consideration of traffic calming devices based on the 85th percentile 
speed and traffic volume. This section or road is also being treated with 
a raised safety platform as detailed in section 9.4.6 of this report. 

(h) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that there were recorded 
casualty crashes on these sections of roads in the most recently available 
5-year period. A summary of the crashes are detailed below (note 
intersection related crashes have not been included in this summary): 
(i) Three crashes on Grand Boulevard between Sustainable Drive 

and Nebula Crescent including:  

• An eastbound vehicle on Grand Boulevard colliding with a 
parked car between Aintree Street and Coachwood Street. 

• An eastbound cyclist on the shared path being struck by a 
vehicle reversing out of a driveway between Elderberry Street 
and Hollyhock Road. 

• A westbound vehicle on Grand Boulevard approaching 
Sustainable Drive has accidentally pressed the accelerator 
instead of the brake mounting the roundabout island at the 
intersection and colliding with several signs and a small tree.  

(ii) One crash on Highlander Drive between Gossia Avenue and Mt 
Ridley Road where a motorcyclist has lost control at the road bend 
near Marara Street. 

(iii) One crash on Sustainable Drive between Mt Ridley Road and 
Brookfield Boulevard as detailed in 9.4.9 (g) (i) above. 

(iv) Two crashes on Waterview Boulevard between Marathon 
Boulevard and Brookfield Boulevard including: 

• A rear end collision on Waterview Boulevard involving two south 
bound vehicles between Wattletree Street and Redheugh 
Street. 

• A northbound Vehicle on Waterview Boulevard attempted to 
perform a U-turn at the intersection of Birdswood Crescent and 
was struck by a northbound vehicle travelling behind. 
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(i) Due to the lack of centre line marking, there is a risk that vehicles may 
occasionally veer into the opposing lane, especially at road bends which 
has the potential to increase the risk of a collision. The risk of this 
occurring is increased due to the function of these roads being to carry 
larger volumes of vehicles to the arterial road network. 

(j) Also, the lack of centre line marking can give the illusion that the road is 
very wide, which can result in motorists driving at higher speeds.  

(k) It is therefore proposed to install centre line marking along these sections 
of roads to assist in delineating traffic lanes and reducing vehicle speeds. 

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

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

(n) Proposal: 
(i) Install centre line marking on Grand Boulevard (between 

Sustainable Drive and Nebula Crescent), Highlander Drive and 
Sustainable Drive (between Brookfield Boulevard and Mt Ridley 
Road), Newbury Boulevard (between Mt Ridley Road and Marathon 
Boulevard and Waterview Boulevard (between Marathon Boulevard 
and Brookfield Boulevard). 

9.4.10 Install centre line and bicycle lane line marking along Brookfield 
Boulevard between Sustainable Drive and Pasture Drive. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding speeding on Brookfield 

Boulevard. These concerns can be found in Table 4a. 
(b) Through the LATM process, it has been identified that Brookfield 

Boulevard between Sustainable Drive and Highlander Drive does not 
have centre line marking. Similarly, the section between Sumar Drive and 
Pasture Drive does not have centre line and bicycle lane line marking. 
Other sections of Brookfield Boulevard have been treated with centre line 
marking during the subdivisional development stage of the area.  

(c) Brookfield Boulevard is classified as a Council Collector Road with a 
default speed limit of 50km/h. 

(d) It has parking and cycling lanes on both sides of the road with a single 
through lane in each direction. 

(e) The section of Brookfield Boulevard between Sustainable Drive and 
Highlander Drive has an average daily vehicle volume of up to 3,163 
vehicles and an 85th percentile speed of up to 63.5km/h. 

(f) Brookfield Drive between Sustainable Drive and Highlander Drive meets 
Council’s warrants for the consideration of traffic calming devices based 
on the 85th percentile speed and traffic volume. 

(g) A Wombat Crossing (zebra crossing on a raised safety platform) was 
recently installed on this section of Brookfield Boulevard as part of 
developer funded works associated with the abutting commercial 
development on the north side of Brookfield Drive. The wombat crossing 
will reduce traffic speeds and improve safety for pedestrians at the 
wombat crossing. 

(h) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that there were no casualty 
crashes on this section of roads Brookfield Boulevard in the most recently 
available 5-year period.  
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(i) Due to the lack of centre line marking, there is a risk that vehicles may 
occasionally veer into the opposing lane, which has the potential to 
increase the risk of a collision. The risk of this occurring is increased due 
to the function of this road being to carry larger volumes of vehicles to the 
arterial road network. 

(j) Also, the lack of centre line marking can give the illusion that the road is 
very wide, which can result in motorists driving at higher speeds.  

(k) The lack of bicycle lanes may also increase the risk of vehicle collisions 
with cyclists.  

(l) It is therefore proposed to install centre line and bicycle lane marking 
along this section of Brookfield Boulevard to assist in delineating traffic 
and cycling lanes and reducing vehicle speeds. 

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

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

(o) Proposal: 
(i) Install centre line and bicycle lane line marking on Brookfield 

Boulevard between Sustainable Drive and Pasture Drive. 
9.4.11 Install centre line marking along Grevillea Street between Aitken 

Boulevard and Waterview Boulevard. 
(a) Through the LATM process, it has been identified that there is no centre 

line marking on Grevillea Street between Aitken Boulevard and Waterview 
Boulevard.  

(b) This section of Grevillea Street is classified as a Council Access Street 
Level 2 with a default speed limit of 50km/h. 

(c) It consists of parking lanes on both sides of the road and a single through 
traffic lane in each direction. 

(d) The section of Grevillea Street between Aitken Boulevard and Waterview 
Boulevard has an average daily vehicle volume of 1,495 vehicles and an 
85th percentile speed of up to 49.9km/h.  

(e) This section of Grevillia Street does not meet councils warrants for the 
consideration of traffic calming devices based on the 85th percentile speed 
and traffic volume. 

(f) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that there were no recorded 
casualty crashes on this section of Grevillea Street in the most recently 
available 5-year period. 

(g) This section of Grevillea Street provides an important connection from 
Aitken Boulevard to Aitken Creek Primary School. 

(h) Due to the lack of centre line marking, there is a risk that vehicles may 
occasionally veer into the opposing lane, especially at road bends which 
has the potential to increase the risk of a collision. 

(i) Also, the lack of centre line marking can give the illusion that the road is 
very wide, which can result in motorists driving at higher speeds.  

(j) It is therefore proposed to install centre line marking along this section of 
Grevillea Street to assist in delineating traffic lanes and reducing vehicle 
speeds. 
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(k) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments. 

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

(m) Proposal: 
(i) Install centre line marking on Grevillea Street between Aitken 

Boulevard and Waterview Boulevard. 
9.4.12 Install ‘One Way’ and ‘Give Way’ signs and associated line marking at the 

intersection of Marathon Boulevard and Folger Road. 
(a) Through the LATM process, it has been identified that there is no ‘One 

Way’ sign or ‘Give Way’ sign and associated line marking at the 
intersection of Marathon Boulevard and Folger Road.  

(b) Folger Road is classified as a Council Access Street and Marathon 
Boulevard is classified as a Council Collector Road. 

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

(d) Vehicles turning into Marathon Boulevard from Folger Road are forced to 
turn left and travel east as there is an existing median strip dividing the 
two carriageways of Marathon Boulevard. 

(e) Each carriageway of Marathon Boulevard has two lanes of through traffic. 
Each lane is delineated via broken longitudinal line marking.  

(f) There is a risk that motorists may mistake the dividing line for centre line 
marking and turn right onto Marathon Boulevard from Folger Road. This 
would result in motorists travelling in the wrong direction in this 
carriageway. It is therefore proposed to install a ‘One Way’ sign at this 
intersection. 

(g) ‘Give-Way’ line marking advises motorists of the priority at the 
intersection, reduces confusion, and improves delineation of turning 
movements, all of which can assist in reducing the likelihood of crashes. 

(h) The installation of a ‘Give Way’ sign and associated line marking will better 
delineate vehicles when undertaking turns at the intersection. 

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

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

(k) Proposal: 
(i) Install ‘One Way’ and ‘Give Way’ signa and associated line marking 

at the intersection of Marathon Boulevard and Folger Road. 
9.4.13 Install ‘Give Way’ signs and associated line marking at the intersections 

of Andaman Drive at Capilano Rise and Andaman Drive at Octavio Street. 
(a) Through the LATM process, it has been identified that there is no ‘Give 

Way’ sign and associated line marking at the intersections of Andaman 
Drive at Capilano Rise and Andaman Drive at Octavio Street.  

(b) These intersections are reverse priority intersections as indicated via the 
use of kerb outstands at these intersections. Vehicles traveling straight 
through Andaman Drive do not have priority at these intersections. 
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(c) 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. 

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

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

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

(g) Proposal: 
(i) Install ‘Give Way’ signs and associated line marking at the 

intersections of Andaman Drive at Capilano Rise and Andaman 
Drive at Octavio Street. 

9.4.14 Install centre line marking at various road bends. 
(a) Through the LATM process it was found that several road bends would 

benefit from centre line marking.  
(b) Parked vehicles are not permanent visual obstructions and therefore are 

not typically included in sight line assessments. However, the frequency 
of parked vehicles and road geometry can cause parked vehicles to create 
an increased risk of crashes. 

(c) Parked vehicles on the inside lane of road bends can limit motorists’ ability 
to see any oncoming traffic or obstructions ahead, which could lead to 
collisions. 

(d) It is therefore proposed to install centre line marking which will restrict 
parking on these road bends. The locations of road bends are as below: 
(i) Outside No. 6 Trillium Boulevard, Craigieburn  
(ii) The intersection of Melody Way and Trillium Boulevard 
(iii) The intersection of Rosette Parade and Turion Drive 
(iv) Outside No. 6 Dahlia Crescent, Craigieburn  
(v) Outside No. 22 Dahlia Crescent, Craigieburn  
(vi) The intersection of Escapade Boulevard and Bossiaea Place 

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

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

(g) Proposal: 
(i) Install centre line marking at various road bends as detailed in 

9.4.14 (d) above. 
9.4.15 Upgrade roundabout bicycle line marking at various roundabouts. 

(a) Through the LATM process it was found that the bicycle line marking at 
three roundabout intersections within the Craigieburn Town Centre LATM 
area were not in line with current standards. 

(b) There are solid perpendicular lines within the bicycle lanes at the 
roundabout of Brookfield Boulevard and Twilight Drive suggesting that the 
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bicycle lanes end within the roundabout. It is proposed to remove these 
perpendicular lines as they can be confusing for cyclists and motorists 
and are not in line with current standards. 

(c) The ‘Give Way’ lines at the intersection of Brookfield Boulevard and 
Sumar Drive do not continue into the bicycle lane suggesting that bicycles 
do not have to give way at the roundabout. It is proposed to extend these 
‘Give Way’ lines across the bicycle lanes. 

(d) The bicycle lanes on Marathon Boulevard and Highlander Drive terminate 
before the roundabout at the intersection with no indication to cyclists 
notifying them to join the traffic lane. It is proposed to install dashed line 
marking at the end of the bicycle lanes advising cyclists that the lane ends 
and encouraging them to join the traffic lane. 

(e) These proposals were advertised to the community during the proposed 
draft TMP consultation period. The proposals did not receive any 
comments. 

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

(g) Proposal: 
(i) Upgrade the bicycle line marking at various roundabouts as detailed 

in 9.4.15 (b), (c) and (d) above. 
9.4.16 Install line marking around the traffic island at the intersection of Holman 

Avenue and Fairhaven Boulevard. 
(a) Through the LATM process it was found that the traffic island at the 

intersection of Holman Avenue and Fairhaven Boulevard would benefit 
from the installation of line marking. 

(b) There is an existing concrete splitter island at this intersection surrounded 
by grey coloured brick paving which results in the splitter island blending 
into the road. This may make it hard for the island to be identified by 
motorists especially in low light conditions.  

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

(d) It is proposed to install line marking at this intersection to help motorists 
better identify the splitter island. 

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

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

(g) Proposal: 
(i) Install line marking around traffic island at the intersection of Holman 

Avenue and Fairhaven Boulevard. 
9.4.17 Install directional arrow and splitter island line marking at the intersection 

of Grand Boulevard and Huntington Drive. 
(a) Through the LATM process it was found that the traffic island at the 

intersection of Grand Boulevard and Huntington Drive would benefit from 
the installation of additional line marking. 
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(b) At this intersection, there is an existing left turn and right turn deceleration 
lane on Grand Boulevard into Huntington Drive. Additionally, there is an 
existing left and right turn lane on Huntington Drive at this intersection. 

(c) These lanes are not line marked with directional arrow line marking. This 
may cause confusion to motorists when navigating the intersection. 

(d) Additionally, there is no line marking at the approach to the splitter island 
on Huntington Drive at this intersection which may make it difficult for 
motorists to identify the island, especially in low light conditions. 

(e) It is therefore proposed to install directional arrow line marking and line 
marking at the approach to the splitter island at this intersection. 

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

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

(h) Proposal: 
(i) Install directional arrow and splitter island line marking at the 

intersection of Grand Boulevard and Huntington Drive. 
9.4.18 Install road bend warning signs at the road bends of Serenity Way and 

Riverway View. 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding traffic safety at the road 

bend of Serenity Way east of Riverway View and the road bend of 
Riverway View east if Kinetic Way. These concerns can be found in Table 
4a. 

(b) A traffic investigation identified that these bends are substandard curves.  
(c) Additionally, due to sight line limitations, it can be difficult for motorists to 

see oncoming vehicles upon approaching these bends. 
(d) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that there were no recorded 

casualty crashes at these road bends in the most recently available 5-year 
period. 

(e) It is proposed to install road bend warning signs at the approaches to 
these road bends. 

(f) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft 
TMP consultation period. It received one comment in favour of the 
proposal. 

(g) The feedback received represents a very small percentage of the 
consulted community. And although the feedback was in favour of the 
proposal, the lack of other feedback indicates that this treatment was 
generally accepted by the broader consulted community. 

(h) Proposal: 
(i) Install road bend warning signs at the road bends of Serenity Way 

and Riverway View. 
9.4.19 Upgrade the existing footpath on the east side of Highlander Drive 

between Andaman Drive and Estuary Place to a shared path. 
(a) Community feedback was received, requesting a shared path on the east 

side of Highlander Drive between Andaman Drive and Estuary Place. 
These concerns can be found in Table 4c. 
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(b) There are existing shared paths on the south side of Andaman Drive and 
on the north side of Estuary Place. 

(c) Cyclists travelling along these shared paths are required to cross 
Highlander Drive and travel along the shared path on the west side of the 
road. 

(d) It is proposed to construct a shared path on the east side of Highlander 
Drive between Andaman Drive and Estuary Place. This will allow cyclists 
who are travelling to and from Andaman Drive and Estuary Place to not 
have to cross Highlander Drive, improving the safety of this bicycle route. 

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

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

(g) Proposal: 
(i) Upgrade the existing footpath on the east side of Highlander Drive 

between Andaman Drive and Estuary Place to a shared path. 
10. CONCLUSION: 

10.1 The works recommended in the Craigieburn Town Centre 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. Four objections 
were received across the treatments with no more than one objection received for a 
proposal. Given the amount of local traffic that uses these streets, the relatively small 
number of objections reflects the general support of the consulted community for these 
proposals. 

10.2 Additionally, there was a single response supportive of one of the proposed treatments. 
Additional traffic issues raised by residents in their feedback were also investigated and 
where appropriate treatments were 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 ($) 

COUNCIL’S 2024/25 CAPITAL WORKS BUDGET – LATM WORKS 

1 Install wombat crossings and raised 
safety platform 

Grand Boulevard between Huntington 
Drive and Escapade Boulevard $260,000 

TOTAL $260,000 

COUNCIL’S FUTURE RESPONSIVE ROAD SAFETY WORKS – OPERATING BUDGET 

2 Install road bend warning signs Serenity Way and Riverway View $3,000 

3 

Install road bend centre line marking 

Melody Way at Trillium Boulevard and 
outside No. 6 Trillium Boulevard $2,000 

4 Rosette Parade at Turion Drive $1,000 

5 Dahlia Crescent outside No. 6 and outside 
No. 22 $2,000 

6 Escapade Boulevard at Bossiaea Place $1,000 

7 Upgrade bicycle line marking at 
roundabout 

Brookfield Boulevard at Twilight Drive and 
at Sumar Drive $3,000 

8 Marathon Boulevard at Highlander drive $2,000 

9 Install line marking at traffic island Holman Avenue at Fairhaven Boulevard $2,000 

10 Install directional arrows line marking 
and line marking at traffic island Grand Boulevard at Huntington Drive $4,000 

11 
Install ‘Give Way’ line marking 

Andaman Drive at Capilano Rise and at 
Octavio Street $4,000 

12 Marathon Boulevard at Folger Road $2,000 

13 

Install centre line marking 

Grand Boulevard between Sustainable 
Drive and Nebula Crescent $5,000 

14 Highlander Drive between Gossia Avenue 
and Mt Ridley Road $5,000 

15 Sustainable Drive between Brookfield 
Boulevard and Mt Ridley Road $5,000 

16 Newbury Boulevard between Marathon 
Boulevard and Mt Ridley Road $8,000 

17 Waterview Boulevard between Marathon 
Boulevard and Brookfield Boulevard $5,000 

18 Grevillea Street between Aitken Boulevard 
and Waterview Boulevard $4,000 

19 Install centre line and bicycle lane line 
marking 

Brookfield Boulevard between Sustainable 
Drive and Pasture Drive $8,000 

20 Install ‘One Way’ sign Marathon Boulevard at Folger Road $500 

21 Install timed 15 minute parking 
restriction signs 

Grand Boulevard outside Highlands 
Shopping Centre $500 

TOTAL $67,000 
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COUNCIL’S FUTURE CAPITAL WORKS ANNUALISED PROGRAM – TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT 
FACILITIES 

22 Install yellow flashing pedestrian lights 
and upgrade existing wombat crossing 

Grand Boulevard outside Highlands 
Shopping Centre $250,000 

23 Install raised safety platforms including 
at pedestrian crossing point 

Brookfield Boulevard between Aitken 
Boulevard and Coolamon Drive $340,000 

24 

Install raised priority crossing 

Mt Ridley Road at Trillium Boulevard $100,000 

25 Mt Ridley Road at Highlander Drive $100,000 

26 Mt Ridley Road at Sustainable Drive $100,000 

27 Mt Ridley Road at Newbury Boulevard $100,000 

28 

Construct raised safety platforms at 
pedestrian crossing points 

Highlander Drive between Streamside 
Drive and Brookfield Boulevard $520,000 

29 Mackillop Drive outside Oscar Romero 
Catholic Primary School $100,000 

30 Marathon Boulevard outside Hume Tennis 
and Community Centre $130,000 

31 Waterview Boulevard outside Aitken Creek 
Primary School $100,000 

32 Grevillea Street outside Aitken Creek 
Primary School $100,000 

33 Newbury Boulevard outside Aitken Creek 
Primary School $100,000 

34 Domain Way outside Newbury Primary 
School $100,000 

35 Grand Boulevard at Coachwood Street $130,000 

TOTAL $2,270,000 

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

 

36 Highlander Drive between Andaman 
Drive and Estuary Place 

Upgrade footpath on east side of road to 
shared path $80,000 

TOTAL $80,000 

TOTAL – COST OF ALL PROJECTS $2,677,000 
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TABLE 2: EXISTING TRAFFIC SPEEDS AND VOLUMES 

LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

Aitken Boulevard 
Between Bridgehaven Drive and Watergum 
Avenue 

4/06/2022 8,065 61.5 60 

Aitken Boulevard (Northbound) 
Between Beddison Road and Grand Boulevard 

4/06/2022 7,226 61.3 60 

Aitken Boulevard (Southbound) 
Between Beddison Road and Grand Boulevard 

4/06/2022 7,372 59.3 60 

Aitken Boulevard 
Between Central Park Avenue and Marathon 
Boulevard 

2/05/2021 17,355 60.5 60 

Birdswood Crescent 
Between Dempster Drive and Fairhaven 
Boulevard 

4/06/2022 125 37.0 50 

Bradshaw Avenue 
Between Moor Park Drive and Speen Lane 

4/06/2022 165 35.1 50 

Bridgehaven Drive 
Between Aitken Boulevard and Huntington Drive 

4/06/2022 2,327 49.2 50 

Brookfield Boulevard 
Between Highlander Drive and Sumar Drive 

4/06/2022 2,976 58.6 50 

Brookfield Boulevard 
Between Highlander Drive and Sustainable Drive 

4/06/2022 3,163 63.5 50 

Brookfield Boulevard 
Between Newbury Boulevard and Coolamon 
Drive 

4/06/2022 3,955 62.7 50 

Brookfield Boulevard 
Between Newbury Boulevard and Waterview 
Boulevard 

4/06/2022 6,453 62.9 50 

Brookfield Boulevard 
Between Riverway View and Parkhaven Street 

1/08/2019 5,795 64.3 50 

Brummel Street 
Between Highclere Street and Lambourne 

4/06/2022 176 42.0 50 

Capilano Rise 
Between Gauja Street and Octavio Street 

15/02/2022 243 37.9 50  

Central Park Avenue 
Between Bellfield Drive and Dalwhinnie Crescent 

4/06/2022 1,736 46.1 50 

Central Park Avenue 
Between Langford Drive and Waterview 
Boulevard 

4/06/2022 4,622 56.5 50 

Daybreak Vista 
Between Highlander Drive and Scolopia Street 

4/05/2022 927 48.9 50 

Daymar Circuit 
Between Densham Way and Kirkstead Grove 

6/05/2022 297 35.4 50 

Domain Way 
Between Bandicoot Road and Cardigan Street 

4/06/2022 736 45.4 40 

Domain Way 
Between Etheridge Lane and Flannery Street  

4/06/2022 687 45.9 50 

Elvire Road 
Between Highlander Drive and Sugar Glider Way 

3/06/2022 205 43.2 50 
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LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

Escapade Boulevard 
Between Iron Bridge Road and Riberry Street  

4/06/2022 510 50.2 50 

Escapade Boulevard 
Between Bandicoot Road and Violet Place 

4/05/2022 364 42.3 50 

Fairhaven Boulevard 
Between Birdswood Crescent and Eastleigh 
Street 

4/06/2022 361 43.6 50 

Falkland Road 
Between Evergreen Crescent and Shaftsbury 
Place 

4/06/2022 685 45.1 50 

Grand Boulevard 
Between Aintree Street and Coachwood Street 

4/06/2022 5,513 62.3 50 

Grand Boulevard 
Between Millicent Drive and Moor Park Drive 

4/06/2022 6,308 59.4 50 

Grand Boulevard 
Between Gerald Street and Melville Road 

4/06/2022 8,500 51.6 40 

Grand Boulevard 
Between Escapade Boulevard and Huntington 
Drive 

4/06/2022 10,943 47.9 50 

Grevillea Street 
Between Montpellier Street and Polo Place 

4/06/2022 637 53.6 50 

Grevillea Street 
Between Daymar Circuit and Fairhaven Blvd 

4/06/2022 1,495 49.9 50 

Grevillea Street 
Between Ebony Circuit (East) and Ebony Circuit 
(West) 

28/03/2022 2,238 53.0 40 

Highlander Drive 
Between Baffin Road and Nineveh Road 

31/01/2022 9,816 59.1 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Bingley Street and Fillmore Drive 

5/06/2022 7,512 57.8 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Caspian Drive and Octavio Street 

4/06/2022 12,891 60.7 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Hues Street and Nesting Vista 

4/05/2022 6,205 39.5 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Featherwood Crescent and Kangaroo 
Road 

4/05/2022 6,291 59.9 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Gossia Avenue and Lignum Street 

4/05/2022 7,539 55.2 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Mundaring Crescent and Caspian Drive 

4/05/2022 13,325 66.3 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Riegelhuth Street and Streamside Drive 

31/01/2022 12,538 62.8 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Scopia Street and Daybreak Vista 

31/01/2022 3,421 52.6 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Streamside Drive and Whitfield Crescent 

31/01/2022 14,066 56.5 50 

Highlander Drive 
Between Telopea Road and Eremaea Road 

31/01/2022 8,651 63.1 50 
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LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

Holman Avenue 
Between Kelway Street (East and Kelway Street 
(West) 

4/06/2022 697 47.6 50 

Hues Street 
Between Celeste Street and Highlander Drive 

4/05/2022 150 41.9 50 

Huntington Drive 
Between Kensley Circuit (North) and Kensley 
Circuit (South) 

4/06/2022 962 47.2 50 

Huntington Drive 
Between Flectcher Road and Grand Blvd 

4/06/2022 2,331 40.1 50 

Juscelina Drive 
Between Coronado Avenue and Flaubert Road 

4/06/2022 369 42.9 50 

Juscelina Drive 
Between Mellennium Road and Delaware Road 

4/06/2022 783 48.1 50 

Kangaroo Road 
Between Coachwood Street and Sustainable 
Drive 

5/06/2022 181 42.6 50 

Marathon Boulevard 
Between Juscelina Drive and Newbury Blvd 

4/06/2022 8,359 57.4 50 

Marathon Boulevard 
Between Newbury Blvd and Waterview Blvd 

4/06/2022 7,349 62.7 40 

Marathon Boulevard 
Between Java Way and Roebling Street 

15/10/2022 9,958 58.9 50 

Marathon Boulevard (Eastbound) 
Between Regatta Drive and Waterview Boulevard 

4/06/2022 4,616 65.0 50 

Marathon Boulevard (Westbound) 
Between Regatta Drive and Waterview Boulevard 

4/06/2022 4,402 64.0 50 

Millicent Drive 
Between Barnell Street and Penhall Lane 

4/06/2022 969 48.1 50 

Moor Park Drive 
Between Anbiah Street and Jonesfield Street 

4/06/2022 258 38.5 50 

Moor Park Drive 
Between Fenland Street and Newbury Boulevard 

4/06/2022 513 45.2 50 

Mt Ridley Road 
Between Jolly Lane and Mickelham Road 

3/06/2022 4,278 78.7 60 

Mt Ridley Road 
Between Arcadia Avenue and Forest Red Gum 
Drive 

3/06/2022 9,630 67.4 60 

Mt Ridley Road 
Between Heritage Way and Newbury Boulevard 

3/06/2022 9,667 69.2 60 

Mundaring Cres 
Between Highlander Drive and Mangrove Way 

4/05/2022 647 49.1 50 

Nesting Vista 
Between Callistemon Road and Wollemia Street 

4/05/2022 678 47.7 50 

Nesting Vista  
Between Angophora Crescent and Highlander 
Drive 

4/05/2022 1,214 40.1 50 

Newbury Boulevard 
Between Marathon Blvd and Grevillea Street 

4/06/2022 3,186 56.1 50 
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LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

Newbury Boulevard 
Between Brummel Street and Falkland Road 

4/06/2022 3,361 55.2 50 

Newbury Boulevard 
Between Moor Park Drive and Rainham Avenue 

4/06/2022 4,731 54.7 50 

Newbury Boulevard 
Between Peppertree Parade and Tussock Road 

3/06/2022 2,987 53.7 50 

Parkhaven Street 
Between Brookfield Boulevard and Serenity Way 

4/06/2022 2,112 48.9 50 

Peppertree Parade 
Between Bluebell Drive and Loudon Circuit 

3/06/2022 844 46.2 50 

Serenity Way 
Between Eminence Way and Viewside Crescent 

4/06/2022 897 44.4 50 

Serenity Way 
Between Bottlebrush Road and Penfold Street 

4/06/2022 1,386 55.5 50 

Streamside Drive 
Between Progression Road and Rouge Way 

4/05/2022 542 46.9 50 

Sustainable Drive 
Between Finchley Way and Portbello Drive 

4/06/2022 1,685 56.7 50 

Sustainable Drive 
Between Peppertree Parade and Tarlo Court 

3/06/2022 982 53.7 50 

Thorngrove Avenue 
Between Andover Lane and Cheam Lane 

4/06/2022 349 45.5 50 

Trillium Boulevard 
Between Melody Way and Prime Street 

3/06/2022 1,241 42.9 50 

Trillium Boulevard 
Between Hues Strete and Nebula Crescent 

3/06/2022 853 51.7 50 

Watergum Avenue 
Between Aitken Boulevard and Huntington Drive 

4/06/2022 512 43.7 50 

Waterview Boulevard 
Between Bellfield Drive and Marathon Boulevard 

4/06/2022 8,003 56.2 50 

Waterview Boulevard 
Between Redheugh Street and Wattletree Street 

5/06/2022 4,692 59.0 50 

Waterview Boulevard (Northbound) 
Between Madison Drive and Harrington Avenue 

4/06/2022 4,359 59.1 50 

Waterview Boulevard (Southbound) 
Between Madison Drive and Harrington Avenue 

4/06/2022 4,946 60.6 50 

Wattletree Street 
Between Saltbrush Crescent and Watermill 
Avenue 

4/06/2022 287 40.7 50 

Wattletree Street 
Between Applewood Way and Avon Grove 

4/06/2022 565 47.2 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 

Aitken 
Boulevard 

At the 
intersection 
with 
Craigieburn 
Road 

 11  

Department of Transport 
and Planning (DTP) is the 
responsible road authority 
for managing Craigieburn 
Road and its intersection 
with local roads. The 
intersection of Craigieburn 
Road and Aitken 
Boulevard is being 
upgraded as part of the 
Craigieburn Road Upgrade 
project. Once the works 
are complete Council 
officers will continue to 
monitor the intersection. 

Aitken 
Boulevard 

At the 
intersection 
with Central 
Park Avenue 

A signalised 
intersection 
and a divided 
road 

8 

Yes – 
Failure to 
give way 
and rear 
end 

The intersection of Central 
Park Avenue and Aitken 
Boulevard is currently 
being upgraded as part of 
the Aitken Boulevard 
upgrade works. Once the 
works are complete 
Council officers will 
continue to monitor the 
intersection. 

Aitken 
Boulevard 

At the 
intersection 
with Marathon 
Boulevard 

A signalised 
intersection 
and a divided 
road 

3 
Yes – 
Failure to 
give way  

The intersection of 
Marathon Boulevard and 
Aitken Boulevard as well 
as Grand Boulevard and 
Aitken Boulevard are 
currently being upgraded 
as part of the Aitken 
Boulevard upgrade works. 
Once the works are 
complete Council officers 
will continue to monitor the 
intersection. 

Aitken 
Boulevard 

At the 
intersection 
with Grand 
Boulevard 

A signalised 
intersection 
and a divided 
road 

3 
Yes – Rear 
end 
collisions 

Craigieburn 
Road 

At the 
intersection 
with Waterview 
Boulevard 

 6  

Department of Transport 
and Planning (DTP) is the 
responsible road authority 
for managing Craigieburn 
Road and its intersection 
with local roads. The 
intersection of Craigieburn 
Road and Waterview 
Boulevard is being 
upgraded as part of the 
Craigieburn Road Upgrade 
project. Once the works 
are complete Council 
officers will continue to 
monitor the intersection. 
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ROAD LOCATION EXISTING 
TREATMENT 

NO. OF 
CRASHES 
IN 5-YEAR 
PERIOD 

IDENTIFIED 
CRASH 
TREND 

PROPOSED ACTION 

Craigieburn 
Road  

At the 
intersection 
with Mickleham 
Road 

A signalised 
intersection 
and a divided 
road 

7 
Yes – 
Failure to 
give way 

These crashes were 
recorded when prior to the 
intersection being 
upgraded to a signalised 
intersection from a 
roundabout as part of the 
Craigieburn Road Upgrade 
Project. No action 
required. 

Grand 
Boulevard 

At intersection 
with Newbury 
Boulevard 

A roundabout 
with wombat 
crossing at 
each 
approach 

3 No 

There is no identifiable 
crashes trend at this 
location that would require 
traffic treatments. No 
action required. 

Marathon 
Boulevard 

At the 
intersection 
with Highlander 
Drive 

Roundabout 3 No 

There is no identifiable 
crashes trend at this 
location that would require 
traffic treatments. No 
action required. 

Marathon 
Boulevard 

At the 
intersection 
with Waterview 
Boulevard 

A signalised 
intersection 
and a divided 
road 

4 No 

There is no identifiable 
crashes trend at this 
location that would require 
traffic treatments. No 
action required. 

Mickleham Road 

At the 
intersection 
with Mt Ridley 
Road 

Give way line 
marking and 
associated 
signage  

7 
Yes – 
Failure to 
give way 

This intersection is 
currently being upgraded 
to a signalised intersection 
from an existing give way 
controlled intersection. No 
action required. 

Mt Ridley Road 

Between Jolly 
Lane and 
Mickleham 
Road 

 7 No 

There is no identifiable 
crashes trend at this 
location that would require 
traffic treatments. No 
action required. 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.4 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 276 

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 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Aitken Boulevard  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1* Vehicles hooning. 

Investigation  
Council does not have the authority to enforce hoon 
behaviour. Council reports and works with Victoria 
Police to combat hoon behaviour. 

Action  
To be referred to Victoria Police. 

1 
Duplicate road between 
Grand Boulevard and Mt 
Ridley Road. 

Investigation  
- Aitken Boulevard is classified as a Council Major 

Road. 

- Aitken Boulevard has an average daily volume of 
8,065 vehicles, between Grand Boulevard and 
Mickleham Road. 

- Generally, duplication of major roads is 
considered once traffic volumes reach 20,000 to 
35,000 vehicles per day. 

- Duplication of this section of Aitken Boulevard is 
not recommended at this stage. 

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 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Aitken Boulevard 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 

Crashes between 
Brookfield Boulevard 
and Marathon 
Boulevard.  

Investigation  
- There have been 2 recorded casualty crashes at 

the intersection of Aitken Boulevard and 
Brookfield Boulevard in the most recently 
available 5-year period. One crashed resulted 
from a vehicle on Brookfield Boulevard failing to 
give way before turning right onto Aitken 
Boulevard. The other crash was a rear end 
collision caused by a motorist failing to stop 
behind traffic banked up on Aitken Boulevard at 
this intersection. A trend in crashes was not 
observed at this intersection. 

- The intersection of Aitken Boulevard and 
Brookfield Boulevard will be signalised as part of 
the Aitken Boulevard duplication currently which 
will improve safety. 

- There have been 3 recorded casualty crashes at 
the intersection of Aitken Boulevard and 
Marathon Boulevard in the most recently 
available 5-year period. These crashes resulted 
due to motorists failing to give way at the 
signalised intersection, there was a power outage 
at the time of one of these crashes.  

- This intersection will be signalised as part of the 
Aitken Boulevard duplication which will improve 
safety. 

- The was 1 recorded casualty crash at the bus 
stop north of Brookfield Boulevard. The crash 
resulted due to a motorist colliding with a 
pedestrian crossing Aitken Boulevard at the bus 
stop north of the intersection.  

- The traffic conditions at the intersection of Aitken 
Boulevard and Marathon Boulevard are expected 
to change after Aitken Boulevard duplication 
works have been completed. 

- Duplication works are scheduled to be completed 
in 2023. 

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 
 

 

 

Aitken Boulevard 
1* 

Install roundabout at 
access to No. 300-332 
Grand Boulevard 
(Highlands Shopping 
Centre). 

Investigation  
- The access to Highlands Shopping Centre from 

Aitken Boulevard is controlled via a left-in left-out 
arrangement.  

- A roundabout is not an appropriate treatment at 
this location due to the access’ proximity to the 
signalised intersection of Aitken Boulevard and 
Grand boulevard. 

Action  
No action required. 

Aitken Boulevard at 
Brookfield 
Boulevard 

6 Install traffic signals. 

Investigation  
- Intersection will be duplicated and signalised as 

part of the Aitken Boulevard duplication which will 
improve safety. 

- A slip lane for vehicles turning left onto Brookfield 
Boulevard will be constructed at this intersection. 

- Duplication works are scheduled to be completed 
in 2023. 

Action  
No action required. 

1 Traffic Congestion. 

1 
Vehicles tailgating and 
overtaking left turning 
vehicles. 

2* Install roundabout. 

Aitken Boulevard at 
Grevillea Street 1 

Vehicles illegally turning 
right onto Aitken 
Boulevard. 

Investigation  
- Right turning manoeuvres from Grevillea Street 

onto Aitken Boulevard will be physically restricted 
via a centre median after duplication works have 
been completed. 

- Duplication works are scheduled to be completed 
in 2023. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Aitken Boulevard at 
Mt Ridley Road 1 Install traffic signals 

Investigation  
- Aitken Boulevard is proposed to be extended 

from Mt Ridley Road to Donnybrook Road by 
developers. 

- As part of the proposed works the intersection of 
Aitken Boulevard and Mt Ridley Road will be 
upgraded to a signalised intersection. 

- Extension works are expected to be completed by 
2024. 

Action  
No action required. 

Asbury Street 1* Construct access to 
Aitken Boulevard. 

Investigation 
Access to Aitken Boulevard can be achieved from 
Asbury Street via Huntington Drive and Bridgehaven 
Drive or Grand boulevard. 

Action 

No action required. 

Brookfield 
Boulevard 

1 Vehicles speeding. 
Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.2 for a detailed review of 
Brookfield Boulevard. 

Action  
Install raised safety platforms on Brookfield 
Boulevard between Aitken Boulevard and 
Sustainable Drive. 

1* Motorists drive below 
speed limit. 
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Craigieburn Town 
Centre LATM area 
(no specific 
location) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 Vehicles speeding. 

Investigation  
- A number of traffic counts have been conducted 

on roads in the Craigieburn Town Centre LATM 
area. 

- Vehicle speed and volume data was collected 
and assessed in accordance with Council’s 
guidelines. 

- A review of the DTP Road Crash Information 
System was reviewed to determine if there were 
any casualty crash trends on these roads for the 
most recently available 5-year period. 

- Refer to section 9.4 for a detailed review of 
streets that met Council’s Guidelines for the 
consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action  
Install raised safety platforms on the following 
locations. 

- Brookfield Boulevard between Aitken Boulevard 
and Sustainable Drive. 

- Highlander Drive between Streamside Drive and 
Brookfield Boulevard. 

- Grand Boulevard between Aitken Boulevard and 
Escapade Boulevard. 

- Grand Boulevard between Sustainable Drive and 
Highlander Drive. 

- Existing school crossings in the Craigieburn 
Town Centre LATM area. 

1* Too many road humps. 

1 Replace roundabouts 
with traffic signals. 

Investigation  
- As per the Austroads Guidelines, roundabouts 

are considered to be safe traffic treatments as 
they reduce speeds and reduce the angle of 
impact in the event of a collision. 

 
- A signalised intersection may be considered in 

situations where there is an unbalanced flow of 
traffic, thereby leading to increased delays on 
certain legs, or at saturated intersections in order 
to improve traffic flow. 

 
- However, whilst a signalised intersection 

treatment itself may solve congestion issues, it 
can introduce road safety problems by increasing 
the angle of impact at conflict points. 

 
Action  
No Action Required. 
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Craigieburn Town 
Centre LATM area 
(no specific 
location) 

1* 
No 40km/h speed limit 
on any road outside 
school hours. 

Investigation  
- There are existing permanent 40km/h speed 

zones on Grevillea Street between Newbury 
Boulevard and Waterview Boulevard, Waterview 
Boulevard between Marathon Boulevard and 
Grevillea Street, Mackillop Drive and Marathon 
Boulevard west of Highlander Drive. 

- As per Department of Transport guidelines 
permanent or time based 40km/h speed limits 
can be implemented around schools.  

- The types of speed limits implemented around 
schools in the LATM area are in line with 
guidelines and are based on factors such as 
vehicle volumes, pedestrian activity and proximity 
to activity centres.  

Action  
No action required. 

1* 

Only 40km/h speed limit 
on roads during school 
hours if road is within 
150m of school. 

Eminence Way 1 Vehicles speeding. 

Investigation  
- Eminence Way is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h. 

- It has an average daily volume of 165 vehicles, 
and an 85th percentile speed of 35.50km/h.  

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 
the most recently available 5-year period on 
Eminence Way.  

- Eminence Way does not meet Council’s 
Guidelines for the consideration of traffic calming 
devices.  

Action  
No Action Required. 
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Grand Boulevard 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 
Poor traffic conditions 
around Newbury 
Primary School. 

Investigation  
- The roads surrounding Newbury Primary School 

have been thoroughly investigated through 
previous investigations. 

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

- There are existing traffic control devices on the 
roads surrounding Newbury Primary School 
including wombat crossings at the intersection of 
Grand Boulevard and Newbury Boulevard and a 
raised school crossing on Newbury Boulevard, 
Grand Boulevard and Domain Way (east of the 
school). 

- The existing school crossing on Domain Way 
(north of the school) is proposed to be upgraded 
to a raised school crossing. Refer to section 9.4.7 
for a detailed review of Domain Way. 

Action  
Upgrade the existing school crossing on Domain Way 
to a raised school crossing. 

1 Vehicles Speeding. 

Investigation  
Refer to sections 9.4.6 for a detailed review of Grand 
Boulevard. 

Action  
Install a raised safety platform on Grand Boulevard 
between Sustainable Drive and Highlander Drive. 

1* Vehicles hooning. 

Investigation  
Council does not have the authority to enforce hoon 
behaviour. Council reports and works with Victoria 
Police to combat hoon behaviour. 

Action  
To be referred to Victoria Police. 

1 

Vehicles stop to give 
way to pedestrians 
when not required at the 
Malcolm Creek Trail 
crossing point. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.4 for a detailed review of this 
section of Grand Boulevard. 

Action  
Replace the existing traffic islands and concrete 
cushions on Grand Boulevard (between Serenity Way 
and Huntington Drive) with raised safety platforms. 
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Grand Boulevard 

1 

Restrict right hand turns 
into and out of the shop 
access east of 
Highlander Drive (No. 
194-198 Newbury 
Boulevard). 

Investigation  
The Highlander Shops are privately owned and not 
under Council’s authority. However as part of other 
works in the area Council recently constructed splays 
on the existing vehicle crossing at No. 194-198 
Newbury Boulevard to improve vehicle access. 

Council is not responsible for providing an additional 
crossover to this property. 

Action  
No action required 

1 

Construct additional 
vehicle crossover at the 
shops east of 
Highlander Drive. 

Grand Boulevard at 
Packington Drive 1 Traffic congestion on 

Grand Boulevard. 

Investigation  
- Grand Boulevard is a Council Collector Road with 

an average daily vehicle volume of 10,943 
vehicles. 

- The vehicle volumes are within acceptable levels 
for a Council Collector Road. 

Action  
No action required. 

Highlander Drive 

3 Vehicles Speeding. Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.3 for a detailed review of 
Highlander Drive. 

Action  
Install 50km/h speed limit signs and raised safety 
platforms between Grand Boulevard and Streamside 
Drive 

1 Install 50km/h signs. 

1 Install speed humps. 

1 

Safety issues at shops 
(No. 4 Highlander Drive) 
accessway near 
intersection with Grand 
Boulevard. 

Investigation  
- The vehicle crossover at No. 4 Highlander Drive 

was approved at the planning stage for the 
development. 

- The crossover has been built in accordance with 
standards. 

Action  
No action required. 

Highlander Drive at 
Eremaea Road 1* 

Poor sight distance for 
vehicles entering 
Highlander Drive. 

Investigation  
- Sight lines were assessed and are free from any 

permanent obstructions. 
- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 

the most recently available 5-year period at this 
intersection. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Highlander Drive at 
Mt Ridley Road 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Highlander Drive at 
Mt Ridley Road 

 

1 Install speed humps 
near roundabout.  

Investigation  
- The intersection of Highlander Drive and Mt 

Ridley Road is currently treated with a 
roundabout. 

- Roundabouts are considered to be a safe 
intersection treatment due to the low-speed 
environment and minimal conflict points for traffic. 

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 
the most recently available 5-year period at the 
intersection of Highlander Drive and Mt Ridley 
Road. 

- A raised priority crossing is proposed to be 
installed at the southern approach to the 
roundabout, Refer to section 9.4.8 for a detailed 
review of the intersection of Highlander Drive and 
Mt Ridley Road. 

Action  
No action required. 

1 Vehicles Speeding. 

1 Install traffic signals. 

Investigation  
- The intersection of Highlander Drive and Mt 

Ridley Road is currently treated with an existing 
roundabout.  

- As per the Austroads Guidelines, roundabouts 
are considered to be safe traffic treatments as 
they reduce speeds and reduce the angle of 
impact in the event of a collision. 

 
- A signalised intersection may be considered in 

situations where there is an unbalanced flow of 
traffic, thereby leading to increased delays on 
certain legs, or at saturated intersections in order 
to improve traffic flow. 

 
- However, whilst a signalised intersection 

treatment itself may solve congestion issues, it 
can introduce road safety problems by increasing 
the angle of impact at conflict points. 

 
- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 

the most recently available 5-year period at this 
intersection. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Holman Avenue 2 Vehicles Speeding. 

Investigation  
- Holman Avenue is a Council Access Street with 

a default speed limit of 50km/h. 

- It has an average daily volume of 697 vehicles, 
and an 85th percentile speed of 47.60km/h.  

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 
the most recently available 5-year period on 
Holman Avenue.  

- Holman Avenue does not meet Council’s 
Guidelines for the consideration of traffic calming 
devices.  

Action  
No action required. 

Kangaroo Road 1 Vehicles Speeding. 

Investigation  
- Kangaroo Road is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h. 

- It has an average daily volume of 181 vehicles, 
and an 85th percentile speed of 42.60km/h.  

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 
the most recently available 5-year period on 
Kangaroo Road.  

- Kangaroo Road does not meet Council’s 
Guidelines for the consideration of traffic calming 
devices.  

Action  
No action required. 

 

 

Marathon 
Boulevard 

 

1 Vehicles Speeding. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.7 for a detailed review of 
Marathon Boulevard. 

Action  
Upgrade the existing school crossing on Marathon 
Boulevard between Newbury Boulevard and 
Waterview Boulevard to a raised school crossing.  
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1 Vehicles speeding at 
bend west of Java Way. 

Investigation  
- Marathon Boulevard is a Council Collector Road 

with a default speed limit of 50km/h. 

- At this location, Marathon Boulevard has an 
average daily volume of 9,958 vehicles, and an 
85th percentile speed of 58.90km/h.  

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 
the most recently available 5-year period on this 
section of Marathon Boulevard.  

- Marathon Boulevard does not meet Council’s 
Guidelines for the consideration of traffic calming 
devices at this location.  

Action  
No action required. 

 

 

Marathon 
Boulevard at 
Highlander Drive 

 

 

 

 

 

Marathon 
Boulevard at 
Highlander Drive 

1 Traffic congestion during 
peak hours. 

Investigation  
- Marathon Boulevard is a Council Collector Road 

with an average daily vehicle volume of 9,018 
vehicles. 

- Highlander Drive is a Council Collector Road with 
an average daily vehicle volume of 14,066 
vehicles. 

- The vehicle volumes are within acceptable levels 
for Council Collector Roads. 

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

- Future development to the east of Marathon 
Boulevard will provide a connection to Mickleham 
Road which is expected to alleviate the current 
amount of traffic congestion at this location. 

Action  
No action required. 

1 Traffic congestion during 
school times. 

 

 

 

 

 

1 Vehicles Speeding. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.7 for a detailed review of 
Newbury Boulevard. 

Action  
Upgrade the existing school crossing on Newbury 
Boulevard between Grevillea Street and Marathon 
Boulevard to a raised school crossing. 
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Newbury 
Boulevard 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Newbury 
Boulevard 

1 Install centre line 
marking. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.9 for a detailed review of 
Newbury Boulevard. 

Action  
Install centre line marking along the entire length of 
Newbury Boulevard. 

1 

Convert to one-way road 
between Grand 
Boulevard and Domain 
Way. 

Investigation  
- Newbury Boulevard is a Council Collector Road 

with an average daily vehicle volume of up to 
4,731 vehicles. 

- The vehicle volumes are within acceptable levels 
for a Council Collector Road. 

- The road provides an important through route to 
Mt Ridley Road to the North and Marathon 
Boulevard to the south. Converting Part of 
Newbury Boulevard to a one-way road is not in 
line with the purpose of this road. 

Action  
No action required. 

- The section of Newbury Boulevard between 
Grand Boulevard and Domain Way provides 
access to Newbury Primary School and Newbury 
Child and Community Centre. 

- This section of the road is approximately 7.2m 
wide with a single lane for traffic in each direction. 
There is an existing indented parking lane on the 
east side of the street. This arrangement allows 
traffic to flow in both directions simultaneously. 

- This section of the road is treated with an existing 
raised school crossing in front of the school gate 
and a wombat crossing at the intersection with 
Grand Boulevard. 

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

Action  
No action required. 

1 

Traffic congestion at 
Aitken Creek Primary 
School during school 
times. 
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Newbury 
Boulevard at 
Grevillea Street 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 Vehicles Speeding. 

Investigation  
- The intersection of Newbury Boulevard and 

Grevillea Street is currently treated with an 
existing roundabout. Roundabouts are 
considered to be an appropriate traffic calming 
device to slod down vehicles. 

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 
the most recently available 5-year period at this 
intersection. 

Action  
No action required. 

1 Poor traffic conditions 
during school times. 

Investigation  
- Newbury Boulevard is a Council Collector Road 

with an average daily vehicle volume of up to 
4,731 vehicles. 

- Grevillea Street is a Council Access Street with 
an average daily vehicle volume of 2,238 
vehicles. 

- The vehicle volumes are within acceptable levels 
for Council Collector Roads and Access Streets. 

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

Action  
No action required. 
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Newbury 
Boulevard at 
Peppertree Parade 

1 Install traffic signals. 

Investigation  
- The T-intersection of Newbury Boulevard and 

Peppertree Parade is controlled by ‘Give-Way’ 
signs and associated line marking. 

- Newbury Boulevard is a Council Collector Road 
with an average daily vehicle volume of up to 
4,731 vehicles. 

 
- Peppertree Parade is a Council Access Street 

with an average daily vehicle volume of 844 
vehicles. 

 
- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 

the most recently available 5-year period at this 
intersection. 

- Due to the significantly lower traffic volumes on 
Peppertree Parade compared to Newbury 
Boulevard, the intersection does not meet 
warrants for a signalised intersection. 

 
Action  
No action required. 

Oscar Romero 
Primary School 1 Construct additional 

access road. 

Investigation  
- Marathon Boulevard is proposed to be extended 

to the west in line with the Craigieburn West 
Precinct Structure Plan. 

 
- Additionally, a connection between Mackillop 

Drive and Whites Lane is proposed as part of the 
subdivisional development on the area to enable 
vehicles to circulate around the school. 

 
Action  
No action required. 

 

 

Riverway View 

 

1 

Southbound vehicles 
travel in opposing traffic 
lane at road bend east 
of Kinetic Way. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.18 for a detailed review of 
Riverview Way. 

Action  
Install road bend warning signs. 
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Riverway View 1* Install convex mirrors 
outside No. 21. 

Investigation  
- As per Department of Transport and Planning 

guidelines, convex mirrors may only be installed 
on acute bends of a narrow road.    

- The road bend outside No. 21 is not an acute 
bend. 

- Convex mirrors are generally not supported as 
the image in the mirror to be distorted and 
vehicles viewed through the mirror may appear to 
be smaller, further away and travelling at a lower 
speed than is actually the case. 

Action  
No action required. 

Rosette Parade 1 Convert to one-way 
street. 

Investigation  
- Rosette Parade is a Council Access Street a 

default speed limit of 50km/h. 

- The road provides an important through route to 
the existing collector road network for residential 
properties and access to Trillium Park. 

- This road is approximately 7.2m wide which 
allows for two vehicles to be parked opposite 
each other and provide a single lane for through 
traffic. This is an acceptable arrangement for an 
access street. 

Action  
No action required. 

 

Serenity Way 

 

1 Vehicles speeding. 
Investigation  
- Serenity Way is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h. 
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Serenity Way 

2 

Vehicles travel in 
opposing traffic lane 
along north-south leg of 
Serenity Way. 

- It has an average daily volume of 1,386 vehicles, 
and an 85th percentile speed of 55.47km/h.  

- The north-south leg of the road has a road width 
of approximately 5.6m, this results in vehicles 
having to drive on the right-hand side of the road 
when a vehicle is parked on the left-hand side. 
This is an appropriate arrangement for an Access 
Street. 

- There has been 1 recorded casualty crash in the 
most recently available 5-year period at the 
intersection of Serenity Way and Parkhaven 
Street. The crash involved a motorist overturning 
when turning left onto Serenity Way and colliding 
with an eastbound vehicle. A trend in crashes has 
not been observed at this intersection.   

- Serenity Way does not meet Council’s Guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices.  

Action  
No action required. 

1 

1* 

(2) 

Vehicles travel in 
opposing traffic lane at 
road bend east of 
Riverway View. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.18 for a detailed review of 
Riverview Way. 

Action  
Install road bend warning signs. 

Serenity Way at 
Viewside Crescent 1 

Vehicles turning right 
onto Viewside Crescent 
veer into left lane. 

Investigation  
- Serenity Way and Viewside Crescent are Council 

Access Streets with default speed limits of 
50km/h. 

- The radii at the T-intersection of these two roads 
is large enough such that right turning vehicles 
can turn onto Viewside Drive whilst staying on the 
left side of the road. 

Action  
No action required. 

Streamside Drive 
at Highlander Drive 1 Traffic congestion. 

Investigation 
- Streamside Drive is a Council Access Street with 

a default speed limit of 50km/h. It has an average 
daily vehicle volume of 542 vehicles. 

- Highlander Drive is a Council Collector Road with 
a default speed limit of 50km/h. It has an average 
daily vehicle volume of up to 13,325 vehicles. 

- The vehicle volumes are within acceptable levels 
for Council Access Streets and Collector Roads. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Sustainable Drive 1 

Install centre line 
marking south of 
roundabout at Grand 
Boulevard. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.9 for a detailed review of 
Sustainable Drive. 

Action  
Install centre line marking between Brookfield 
Boulevard and Mt Ridley Road. 

Waterview 
Boulevard 1 Vehicles speeding. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.7 for a detailed review of 
Waterview Boulevard. 

Action  
Upgrade the existing school crossing between 
Grevillea Street and Marathon Boulevard to a raised 
school crossing. 

Waterview 
Boulevard at 
Grevillea Street 

1 

Install signs instructing 
motorists and 
pedestrians of road 
rules at roundabouts. 

Investigation  
Only standard regulatory signs may be installed at 
roundabouts.  

Action  
No action required. 
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Bluebell Drive 1 Narrow street. 

Investigation  
- The Northern section of Bluebell Drive has a road 

width of approximately 5.7m, 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 Bluebell Drive is considered a narrow 
street.  

Action  
Bluebell Drive 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. 

Daybreak Vista at 
Trillium Boulevard 1 

Vehicles park too close 
to roundabout on 
eastern approach. 

Investigation  
- There is an existing solid centre line marking at 

the eastern approach to roundabout at the 
intersection of Daybreak Vista and Trillium 
Boulevard. 

- In accordance with the Victorian Road Safety 
Road Rules, vehicles are not permitted to park 
adjacent to this solid centre line marking as they 
would not be able to leave 3m of width between 
the vehicle and line marking.  

Action  
Referred to Council’s City Laws department for 
enforcement. 

Eminence Way 1 
Poor sight distance at 
bend due to parked 
vehicles. 

Investigation  
- Sight lines were assessed and are free from any 

permanent obstructions. 
- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 

the most recently available 5-year period on 
Eminence Way. 

Action  
No action required. 

Grand Boulevard 1 

Introduce 15 minute 
timed parking 
restrictions at shops 
west of Aitken 
Boulevard. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.5 for a detailed review of this 
section of Grand Boulevard. 

Action  
Install 15-minute timed parking restrictions on Grand 
Boulevard at two of the parking bays in front of the 
shops west of Aitken Boulevard. 
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Highlander Drive at 

Mt Ridley Road 
1 

Poor sight distance at 
vehicle crossovers due 
to parked vehicles. 

Investigation  
- Highlander Drive is a Council Collector Road with 

a default speed limit of 50km/h. 

- It has a 2.3m parking lane and 1.7m bicycle lane 
on either side of the road. This allows vehicles to 
travel forward and achieve adequate sight 
distance before entering Highlander Drive.  

Action  
No action required. 

Melville 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). 

- There are shops located on Grand Boulevard 
near the intersection with Melville Road. There is 
an existing carpark fronting the shops. 

- A review of the aerial imagery of Melville Road 
indicates that most of the on-street parking is 
vacant, even during times of high demand at the 
shops. 

- Based on this, Melville Road does not meet 
Council’s warrants for parking restrictions. 

Action  
No action required. 

Montreal Circuit at 
Whitfield Crescent 1 Increase 'No Stopping' 

lengths. 

Investigation  
- There are no existing ‘No Stopping’ signs at the 

intersection of Montreal Circuit and Whitfield 
Crescent. 

- As per the Victorian Road Safety Road Rules, a 
driver must not stop on a road within 10m from 
the nearest point of an intersecting road at an 
intersection without traffic lights unless if the 
intersection is a T-intersection along the 
continuous side of the continuing road at the 
intersection. 

- Vehicles are therefore not permitted to park 10m 
from the intersection of Whitfield Crescent on 
Montreal Circuit. 

- No further restrictions are required. 

Action 
No action required. 
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Newbury 
Boulevard 1 

Introduce parking for 
school pick up and drop 
off at Newbury Primary 
School. 

Investigation 
- Any changes to parking restrictions around 

schools require approval from the affected 
school. 

- Council have been in regular contact with 
Newbury Primary School regarding various 
requests such as school crossing, line marking, 
etc. 

- Council encourages the local community to 
contact local school for any requests for parking 
restrictions and request for the school to contact 
Council. 

Action  
No action required. 

Parkhaven Street 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 Parkhaven Street 
indicates that most of the on-street parking is 
vacant. 

- Based on this, Parkhaven Street does not meet 
Council’s warrants for parking restrictions. 

Action  
No action required. 

Streamside Drive 2 Excess parking near 
childcare centre. 

Investigation  
- Streamside Drive is a Council Access Street with 

a width of approximately 7.5m. This allows 
vehicles to park on both sides of the street and 
allow for a through vehicle to pass. 

- It has an average daily vehicle volume of 542 
vehicles. This is considered to be an acceptable 
volume for an access street. 

- There is an existing carpark at the rear of the 
childcare centre and existing parking lanes at its 
frontage on Highlander Drive that are intended to 
be used by parents accessing the centre. 

- Increased parking on roads surrounding 
childcare centres during morning drop off and 
pick up periods is typical. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Viewside Crescent 1 
Poor sight distance at 
bend due to parked 
vehicles. 

Investigation  
- Sight lines were assessed and are free from any 

permanent obstructions. 
- There have been no recorded casualty crashes in 

the most recently available 5-year period on 
Viewside Crescent. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Aitken Boulevard 

1 

Construct footpath 
between Brookfield 
Boulevard and Hampton 
Street. 

Investigation  
- Aitken Boulevard is a Council Major Road with a 

sign posted speed limit of 60km/h.  

- Aitken Boulevard is proposed to be handed over 
to the Department of Transport once it meets the 
criteria for declaration as an arterial road as per 
section 14(3) of the Road Management Act. 

- As per Austroads Guidelines. On-road bicycle 
lanes are not preferred on arterial roads with a 
speed limit of more than 50km/h due to high 
speed differences between motor vehicles and 
bicycles. 

- Shared pedestrian and bicycle paths are 
proposed on both sides of Aitken Boulevard 
(between Craigieburn Road and Grand 
Boulevard) as part of the Aitken Boulevard 
upgrade works currently being undertaken. 

- There are existing shared paths on both side of 
Aitken Boulevard north of Grand Boulevard. 

- There is an existing shared path on the west side 
of Aitken Boulevard south of Craigieburn Road. 

Action  
No action required. 

1 Install bicycle lanes. 

1 

Difficult for children to 
cross between Grand 
Boulevard and Hampton 
Street. 

Investigation  
- Council has previously conducted an 

investigation at this location to determine whether 
a pedestrian crossing would be appropriate at 
this location. 

- Pedestrian operated signals are not supported at 
this location due to its close proximity to the 
existing signals at the intersection with Brookfield 
Boulevard. 

- Pedestrian fencing will be installed at this location 
to direct pedestrians to dedicated pedestrian 
crossings at other intersections as part of the 
Aitken Boulevard upgrade works currently being 
undertaken. 

- The fencing will direct pedestrians to cross at the 
existing signalised intersection at Grand 
Boulevard or the proposed signalised intersection 
at Hampton Street being delivered as part of the 
Aitken Boulevard upgrade works. 

Action  
No action required. 

1 Install pedestrian 
operated signals. Investigation 
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Aitken Boulevard 
at Brookfield 
Boulevard 

2 Difficult to cross 
intersection. 

Pedestrian operated signals are proposed to be 
installed at the intersection of Aitken Boulevard and 
Brookfield Boulevard as part of the Aitken Boulevard 
upgrade works currently being undertaken. 

Action 

No action required. 

Brookfield 
Boulevard 

1* 
Bicycle lanes 
unnecessary as they are 
underused. 

Investigation  
- Brookfield Boulevard is classed as a cyclist 

commuter route in accordance with the Hume 
Bicycle Network Plan. 

- Commuter routes are designed to have on-road 
bicycle lanes. 

Action  
No action required. 

1* Bicycle lanes are not 
underused. 

1* Bicycle lanes are 
unsafe. 

Brookfield 
Boulevard at 
Riverway View 

1 Difficult for bicycles to 
turn right. 

Investigation  
- There are existing shared paths on either side of 

Brookfield Boulevard. 

- There are existing pram crossing facilities at the 
intersection of Brookfield Boulevard and 
Riverway View which allow for cyclists travelling 
along Brookfield Boulevard to travel onto 
Riverway View. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Central Park 
Avenue 1* 

Install wombat crossing 
between Waterview 
Boulevard and Regatta 
Drive. 

Investigation  
- Wombat crossings are classified as major traffic 

control devices and are only installed at 
locations where there would be consistent use 
by pedestrians and in line with standards. 

- This location does not meet guidelines for a 
wombat crossing. 

- Central Park Avenue is a Council Collector Road 
with a default speed limit of 50km/h. 

- This section of Central Park Avenue has an 
average daily volume of 4,622 vehicles, and an 
85th percentile speed of 56.50km/h. 

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes 
in the most recently available 5-year period on 
this section of Central Park Avenue. 

- This section of Central Park Avenue does not 
meet Council’s Guidelines for traffic calming 
treatments. 

Action  
No action required. 

Craigieburn Town 
Centre LATM area 1 

Remove bluestone 
treatments at 
intersections. 

Investigation  
- An investigation into the existing bluestone 

threshold treatments was conducted in June 
2021 in response to a petition. 

- It was determined that streets with existing 
bluestone treatments will be investigated as part 
of reconstruction works to determine if removal 
and replacement of these treatments with a 
smooth surface is appropriate. 

- Removal of bluestone treatments will be subject 
to feedback by affected residents. 

Action  
No action required. 

 

 

 

Grand Boulevard 

 

 

1 

Traffic island at crossing 
point 130m north of 
Huntington Drive is too 
narrow for bicycles to 
store and path users do 
not have priority. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.4 for a detailed review of Grand 
Boulevard. 

Action  
Replace the existing concrete cushions and 
pedestrian refuge islands with wombat crossings and 
a raised safety platform on Grand Boulevard between 
Huntington Drive and Escapade Boulevard. 
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Grand Boulevard 

1 

Vehicles not giving way 
to pedestrians when 
exiting No. 300-332 due 
to dashed line marking 
on footpath. 

Investigation  
- The existing line marking at the vehicle 

crossover at 300-332 Grand Boulevard is to 
guide motorists to exit the site in a by turning left 
onto Grand Boulevard. 

- The existing dashed line on the footpath may be 
mistaken for a give way line leading motorists to 
believe that pedestrians must give way to 
vehicles at this location. 

Action  
Remove dashed line marking on footpath.  

2* 

Install flashing yellow 
pedestrian lights at 
pedestrian crossing in 
front of Highlands 
Shopping Centre. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.5 for a detailed review of the 
existing pedestrian crossing on Grand Boulevard in 
front of Highlands Shopping Centre. 

Action  
Modify existing pedestrian crossing and instal 
flashing yellow pedestrian lights. 

Grosvenor Square  1 
Widen footpath on 
northern side near 
shopping centre access. 

Investigation  
- There is an existing footpath on Grosvenor 

Square that leads to a loading accessway at the 
rear of Craigieburn Junction Shopping Centre. 

- It is not intended for cyclists to use this as an 
access point to the shopping centre. A shared 
paths is not required. 

Action  
No action required. 

Grosvenor Square 
Reserve 1 

Insufficient pram 
crossings at crossing 
points. 

Investigation  
- There are no existing shared paths at Grosvenor 

Square Reserve and the surrounding roads. 

- Pram crossings at this location are primarily for 
individuals with accessible needs. 

- Vehicle crossovers are able to be used in lieu of 
pram crossings at certain locations. 

Action  
No action required. 

 

 

Highlander Drive 

 

 

1 
Construct shared path 
on east side of Aitken 
Creek bridge. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.19 for a detailed review of 
Highlander Drive. 

Action  
Upgrade existing footpath to shared path between 
Mundaring Crescent and Caspian Drive. 
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Highlander Drive 1 Hard for pedestrians to 
cross. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.3 for a detailed review of 
Highlander Drive. 

Action  
Install raised platforms at pedestrian crossing points 
between Streamside Drive and Brookfield Boulevard. 

Highlander Drive at 
Baffin Road 1 Bicycle lane is narrow 

on west side. 

Investigation  
- The cycling lane on the west side of Highlander 

Drive near the intersection of Baffin Road is 
1.5m wide. 

- Highlander Drive is a Council Collector Road 
with a default speed limit of 50km/h. 

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

Action  
No action required. 

Highlander Drive at 
Caspian Drive 

2 Install raised priority 
crossing. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.3 for a detailed review of 
Highlander Drive. 

Action  
Install a raised platform at the pedestrian crossing 
point near the intersection of Highlander Drive and 
Caspian Drive. 

1 Difficult to cross. 

Highlander Drive at 
Mundering 
Crescent 

1 Difficult to cross. 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.3 for a detailed review of 
Highlander Drive. 

Action  
Install a raised platform at the pedestrian crossing 
point near the intersection of Highlander Drive and 
Mundering Crescent. 
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Highlander Drive at 
Riegelhuth Street 1 Difficult to cross. 

Investigation  
- Refer to section 9.4.3 for a detailed review of 

Highlander Drive. 

- Raised safety platforms are proposed to be 
installed on Highlander Drive at pedestrian 
crossing points between Streamside Drive and 
Brookfield Boulevard. 

- A raised safety platform cannot be installed at 
the intersection of highlander Drive and 
Riegelhuth Street as spacing requirements 
between traffic calming devices would not be 
satisfied. 

- A raised safety platform is proposed to be 
installed at the intersection of Highlander Drive 
and Mundering Crescent (approx. 140 metres to 
the north) which will provide an alternate safe 
crossing point for pedestrians. 

Action  
No action required. 

Marathon 
Boulevard 

2 
Difficult to cross at 
crossing east of 
Andaman Drive. 

Investigation  
- Marathon Boulevard is a Council Collector Road 

with a default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- The section of Marathon Boulevard just east of 
Andaman Drive has an average daily volume of 
8,359 vehicles, and an 85th percentile speed of 
57.40km/h. 

- There have been no recorded casualty crashes 
in the most recently available 5-year period on 
this section of Marathon Boulevard. 

- There is an alternate pedestrian crossing point 
at the intersection with Newbury Boulevard 
(approx. 100 metres to the east) which allows 
pedestrians to cross Marathon Boulevard in a 
staged manner. 

Action  
No action required. 

1 No crossing point at 
Aitken Creek Trail. 

Investigation  
There are existing pram crossings on Marathon 
Boulevard approximately 50m east and 50m west of 
the Aitken Creek Trail. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Marathon 
Boulevard at 
Highlander Drive 

1 Difficult to cross. 

Investigation  
- There is an existing roundabout at the 

intersection of Marathon Boulevard and 
Highlander Drive. 

- Roundabouts are classified a traffic calming 
devices. 

- There are existing pedestrian refuge islands on 
each approach to the intersection that allow 
pedestrians to cross the intersection in a staged 
manner. 

- There have been three recorded casualty 
crashes in the most recently available 5-year 
period at this intersection however, a trend in 
crashed was not observed and there were no 
pedestrian related crashes. 

Action  
No action required. 

Mt Ridley Road 

2 

Install pedestrian/cycling 
crossing for Malcolm 
Creek Trail users 
travelling north to Mt 
Ridley Conservation 
Reserve. 

Investigation  
- There are no existing pedestrian facilities on the 

northern side of Mt Ridley Road. 

- There is no pedestrian or cycling access into the 
Mt Ridley Conservation Reserve from Mt Ridley 
Road. 

Action  
No action required. 

1 

Remove road safety 
barrier on Malcolm 
Creek bridge to allow for 
cyclists to transition from 
road to footpath. 

Investigation  
- There is an existing shared path on the south 

side of Mt Ridley Road between Jolly Lane and 
Highview Place. 

- There are no existing bicycle lanes on Mt Ridley 
Road. Cyclists are encouraged to travel along 
the shared path. 

Action  
No action required. 

Mt Ridley Road at 
Arcadia Avenue 1 Install pram crossings 

across Mt Ridley Road. 

Investigation  
There are no existing pedestrian facilities on the 
northern side of Mt Ridley Road. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Mundaring 
Crescent 1 

Extend path at west side 
of road as part of future 
development, preferably 
across Aitken Creek. 

Investigation  
The existing footpath at Mundaring Crescent is to be 
extended to the west as part of future subdivisional 
development. 

Action  
No action required. 

Newbury 
Boulevard at Mt 
Ridley Road 

1 
Vehicles not giving way 
to pedestrians at give-
way point 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.8 for a detailed review of Mt 
Ridley Road. 

Action  
Install raised priority crossing at the intersection of 
Newbury Boulevard and Mt Ridley Road. 

Waterview 
Boulevard 1 

Bicycle lanes are narrow 
in some sections of the 
road. 

Investigation  
- The cycling lanes on Waterview Boulevard are a 

minimum of 1.2m wide. 

- Waterview Boulevard is a Council Collector 
Road with a default speed limit of 50km/h. 

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

Action  
No action required. 
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Brookfield 
Boulevard 1* 

Not in favour of 
proposed raised safety 
platforms.  

Investigation  
- Refer to section 9.4.2 for a detailed review of 

Brookfield Boulevard. 

- Brookfield Boulevard meets Council’s Guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices 
between Aitken Boulevard and Highlander Drive. 

Action  
Proceed with treatment as proposed. 

Riverway View 1* 
In support of proposed 
road bend warning 
signs. 

No action required. 
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9 Melville Road 1 Illegal parking in 
accessway. 

Investigation  
- The existing accessway at 9 Melville Road is not 

Managed by Council and is unable to be enforced 
by Council’s City Laws department. 

- The body corporate responsible for managing 
this accessway must be contacted. 

Action  
No action required. 

35-45 Fletcher 
Road (McDonald’s) 1 

Poor sight distance for 
vehicles exiting 
McDonald’s car park. 

Referred to shopping centre. 

96-100 
Creekbridge Street 1 Overgrown vegetation 

and snakes. Referred to Melbourne Water. 

Aitken Creek North 
Reserve 

1 
Continue construction of 
path along east side of 
Juscelina Drive. 

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

1 
Construct paths up to 
Brookfield Boulevard on 
both sides of the creek. 

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

Aitken Creek 
Primary School 1 

Too many 
parents/guardians 
driving children to 
school via passenger 
vehicle. 

Referred to Aitken Creek Primary School. 

 

 

 

 

 

Craigieburn 
Junction Shopping 
Centre 

 

 

 

 

 

2 

1* 

(3) 

Traffic congestion at 
carpark. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Referred to shopping centre. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 
Motorists not giving way 
where required at 
carpark. 

1 Insufficient pram 
crossing at bike racks. 

1 
Widen footpath at Aitken 
Boulevard carpark 
entrance. 

1 
Improve 
pedestrian/cycling 
facilities around KFC. 
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Craigieburn 
Junction Shopping 
Centre 

1 

Car park footpath near 
intersection with 
Craigieburn Road/Aitken 
Boulevard only directs 
pedestrians/cyclist 
south. 

 

Referred to shopping centre. 

Craigieburn Road 2 Vehicles speeding and 
dangerous driving. 

Referred to the Department of Transport and 
Planning. 

Craigieburn Road 
at Waterview 
Boulevard 

1* Retain existing 
roundabout. 

Referred to the Department of Transport and 
Planning. 

Craigieburn Town 
Centre LATM area 

1 Illegal parking Referred to Council’s City Laws Department. 

1 Vehicles running red 
lights Referred to Victoria Police. 

1 
Rubbish collects in and 
around shopping 
centres and schools. 

Referred to Council’s Waste and Sustainability 
Department. 

1 

Addressing parking in 
and around schools 
should be better 
considered for future 
planning. 

Referred to Council’s Planning and Development 
Department.  

1 

Better connectivity to 
Craigieburn train station 
(e.g. more frequent 
busses) 

Referred to the Department of Transport and 
Planning. 

1 
Install red light cameras 
at signalised 
intersections.  

Referred to the Department of Transport and 
Planning. 

Daybreak Vista at 
Highlander Drive 1 Illegal parking. Referred to Council’s City Laws department. 

Echelon Street 1 Construct path on east 
side 

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

Grand Boulevard 1 

Vehicles park beside 
kerb outstands within 
the bike lanes near 
intersection with Aitken 
Boulevard. 

Referred to Council’s City Laws department. 

 

Golden Sun Moth 
Park  

 

 

 

2 

Wider path north of 
tennis courts should 
lead to pram crossing on 
Grand Boulevard 
instead of narrower 
path. 

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

1 
Construct bridge over 
Malcolm Creek at 
walkway. 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
department. 
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Golden Sun Moth 
Park 1 Motorists travel through 

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

1* People obstruct Malcolm 
Creek Path when busy. 

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

Grand Boulevard 
at Trillium 
Boulevard 

2 Illegal parking of 
commercial vehicles. Referred to Council’s City Laws Department. 

Grevillea Street 1 Tripping hazards along 
footpath. Referred to Council’s Assets Department. 

Highlander Drive 

1 

Vehicles travelling in 
bicycle lane at bend 
south of Riegelhuth 
Street. 

Referred to Victoria Police. 

1 

Damaged footpath 
between Riegelhuth 
Street and Streamside 
Drive. 

Referred to Council’s Assets Department. 

Highlander Drive at 
Streamside Drive 1 Illegal parking of 

commercial vehicles. Referred to Council’s City Laws Department. 

Highlands Park 

1 

Construct missing 
shared path between 
Cascade Terrace and 
existing shared path. 

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

1 
Complete landscaping 
works and path 
construction 

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

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

1 

Bollards too closely 
spaces together on 
footpath between 
Peninsula Crescent and 
Central Park Avenue 

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

1* 
Construct footpath from 
playground to carpark 
near North Shore Drive. 

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

Malcolm Creek 
Park 1 Widen footpath on west 

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

Malcolm Creek 
Linear Park 1 

Construct shared path 
from Riverway View to 
Aitken Boulevard. 

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

 

Marathon 
Boulevard at 

1 
Vehicles turning left at 
traffic signals stop in 
front of 'Stop' line. 

Referred to Victoria Police. 
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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 

Waterview 
Boulevard 1 

Vehicles ignore 
pedestrian operated 
signals. 

Mickleham Road at 
Mt Ridley Road 1* Install traffic signals. Referred to the Department of Transport and 

Planning. 

Mickleham Road at 
Poppy Street 1* Install traffic signals. Referred to the Department of Transport and 

Planning. 

Outside LATM 
area. 

1* 
Improve connectivity 
from Donnybrook Road 
to Mt Ridley Road. 

Investigation  
- Works are currently being undertaken to extend 

Aitken Boulevard from Mt Ridley Road to 
Donnybrook Road which will provide improved 
connectivity between Mickleham and 
Craigieburn. 

- Construction is expected to be completed in 
2024. 

Action  
No action required. 

1* Requesting more shops 
in Mickleham. 

Investigation  
As part of subdivisional development, more shops will 
be delivered in Mickleham accordance with the 
Merrifield Central Employment Area (E1), Folkstone 
Employment Area (E1), Merrifield West and Lindum 
Vale Precinct Structure Plans. 

Action  
No action required. 

Royal Terrace 1* 
Dangerous when 
busses turn at road 
bends. 

Investigation  
- Swept paths indicate that busses are able to 

navigate the bend of Royal Terrace. 

- Parking on the bends of Royal Terrace is 
restricted as indicated by the continuous centre 
line marking. This provides busses with sufficient 
width in the road to navigate the road bend. 

Action  
No action required. 

Somerton Road at 
Oaklands Road. 1* Install traffic signals. Referred to the Department of Transport and 

Planning. 

Trillium Boulevard 1 Illegal parking of 
commercial vehicles. Referred to Council’s City Laws Department. 

Waterview 
Boulevard 1 

Southbound vehicles 
travel through bicycle 
lane at bend south of 
Brookfield Boulevard. 

Referred to Victoria Police. 
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REPORT NO: 8.5 
REPORT TITLE: Sunbury North Local Area Traffic Management Study 
SOURCE: Joseph Ianni, Coordinator Traffic  
DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 
FILE NO: HCC-CM23 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 2.3: Connect our City through efficient and effective 

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

2.  Attachment 2 - Speeds and Volumes 
3.  Attachment 3 - Casualty Crashes 
4.  Attachment 4 - Consultation Brochure 1 
5.  Attachment 5 - Consultation Brochure 2 
6.  Attachment 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 
year. In 2022/23 a commitment was made to undertake a LATM study for the Sunbury 
North area as shown in Attachment 1. A Final Traffic Management Plan has been 
developed which includes 25 proposed traffic treatments valued at a total of $3,111,000 
as detailed in Attachment 6. 
 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 
That Council: 
2.1. Adopt the Sunbury North Local Area Traffic Management (LATM) Study and Final 

Traffic Management Plan and Details as shown in Attachment 6. 
2.2. Allocate $206,000 from Council’s 2024/25 Capital Works Annualised Program – 

Local Area Traffic Management Facilities for the works listed in Items 1 – 4 of Table 
1. 

2.3. List Item 5 in Table 1 (valued at $5,000) for consideration in Council’s Responsive 
Road Safety Works – Operating Budget for future funding.  

2.4. List Items 6 - 22 in Table 1 (valued at $2,790,000) for consideration in Council’s 
Capital Works Annualised Program – Traffic Management Facilities for future 
funding. 

2.5. List Items 23 – 25 in Table 1 (valued at $110,000) for consideration in Council’s 
Capital Works Annualised Program – Footpath Rehabilitation Program for future 
funding. 

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

2.7. Provide a copy of the adopted Sunbury North LATM Final TMP and Details on 
Council’s website for viewing by the general 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 install the traffic management devices recommended in Table 

1 is $3,111,000. 
4.2. There is $466,000 in the 2024/25 Capital Works Budget – LATM Works for works related 

to two approved LATM studies, Craigieburn Town Centre and Sunbury North. Of this, it 
is proposed that $206,000 be allocated to the Sunbury North LATM. Refer to Table 1 
items 1 to 4 for projects proposed to be funded in Council’s 2024/25 Capital Works 
Annualised 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 at the proposed treatment sites. 

4.4. The estimated cost of the remaining treatments is $2,905,000, of which, $2,790,000 will 
be listed in Council’s Future Capital Works Annualised Program - Traffic Management 
Facilities, $110,000 will be listed in Council’s Future Capital Works Annualised Program 
– Footpath Rehabilitation Program and $5,000 will be listed in Council’s Responsive 
Road Safety Works – Operating Budget. 

 
5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 

5.1. There are no direct environmental implications as a result of this report. 
 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
6.1. There are no direct climate change implications as a result of this report. 

 
7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 

7.1. The Sunbury North LATM study aims to improve the safety and amenity of the Sunbury 
North 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 
Sunbury North area was distributed to residential properties, schools, businesses and 
community facilities in August 2022. 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. 

8.3. The community was encouraged to respond online via the interactive map but were also 
able to respond by email, phone and mail. 
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8.4. Approximately 2,800 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 229 responses were received from 75 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 2022 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. Approximately 2,800 brochures of the proposed TMP were distributed to the local 
community and the brochure was available online for approximately 6 weeks. A total of 
32 responses were received from 26 respondents. 

8.8. A summary of all feedback received regarding the Sunbury 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 Sunbury North 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 
Annualised 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. 

9.1.3. The treatments that were identified in the previous LATM but were not implemented 
are listed below:  

(a) Elizabeth Drive at Riddell Road: Install left turn lanes on Elizabeth Drive at the 
existing roundabout. This intersection is under the jurisdiction of the Department 
of Transport and Planning (DTP). On 13 June 2023, a report was presented to 
Council at its meeting recommending Council to write to DTP to advocate for this 
upgrade as an interim treatment prior to the future upgrade of Riddell Road. 

(b) Spavin Drive at Riddell Road: Construct Roundabout. This intersection is under 
the jurisdiction of the DTP. This intersection will be upgraded as part of any future 
upgrade Riddell Road upgrade, which is a DTP responsibility. 

(c) Aldridge Drive: Install flat top road humps. Council consulted with affected 
residents regarding the proposed design for this treatment. A total of 74 letters 
were delivered to affected properties and 47 objections were received in 
response. As a clear majority of affected residents objected to the proposed 
treatment, the project did not go ahead. Traffic counts conducted as part of this 
LATM study indicate that the road no longer meets warrants for the installation 
of traffic calming devices. Additionally, there were no casualty crashes along this 
road according to DTP’s Road Crash Information System (RCIS) within the most 
recently available 5-year period. 
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(d) McEwen Drive: Install rubber road cushions. Traffic counts conducted as part of 
this LATM study indicate that the road no longer meets warrants for the 
installation of traffic calming devices. Additionally, there were no casualty 
crashes along this road according to DTP’s RCIS within the most recently 
available 5-year period. 

(e) Curtain Drive: Install a traffic splitter island at the intersection with McEwen Drive 
and Racecourse Road and flat top road humps near the intersection of 
Racecourse Road and McEwen Drive. Traffic counts conducted as part of this 
LATM study indicate that the road no longer meets warrants for the installation 
of additional traffic calming devices. Additionally, there were no casualty crashes 
along this road according to DTP’s Road Crash Information System within the 
most recently available 5-year period. 

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. 

9.1.5. The Sunbury North Area has experienced significant change since 2009, including 
new residential development in the north. These developments have resulted in a 
change in 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 local area traffic management (LATM) studies 
each year. In 2022/23 a commitment was made to undertake a LATM study for the 
Sunbury North area bounded by Riddle Road, Bendigo Rail Line and Jacksons 
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 Sunbury North area is predominately residential. It is located approximately 

33km north of Melbourne’s CBD and has an area of approximately 51 square 
kilometres. The area includes several community facilities such as the Kimset Park 
Primary School, Red Rock Christian College, McEwen Drive Reserve, Sunbury 
College, Blind Creek Parklands and Penfield Airport. 

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

accessibility issues within the Sunbury 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, (Riddell Road) and the main collector routes through the area 
(Elizabeth Drive and Racecourse Road) 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. The majority 
of these traffic counts were conducted in early May and June 2022. 
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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 2016 to 30 
June 2021. 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. 

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 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. The 
responses received relating to the proposed treatments are detailed in Table 4d. 

9.3.8. Community feedback on the proposed traffic management plan was limited. 
Comments were received on two of the proposed treatments, however many 
responses included traffic, parking and accessibility concerns about other locations. 
The lack of feedback to the proposed treatments indicates that the proposed 
treatments were generally accepted by the community. 

9.3.9. 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 (*). 

9.3.10. The Final TMP included an additional treatment that was not included within the 
proposed TMP. This treatment was a proposed upgrade to the existing pedestrian 
facilities at various locations within the Sunbury North LATM area. This treatment 
did not require further consultation with the local community as it is minor in scale. 
Directly affected residents will be consulted with during the design phase of these 
projects. 

9.3.11. One of the treatments in the Proposed TMP was removed from the Final TMP. This 
treatment was the introduction of a 50km/h speed limit on Racecourse Road 
between Menzies Drive and Hopbush Avenue.  

9.3.12. DTP speed zoning guidelines indicate that either a 50km/h or 60km/h is suitable on 
this section of Racecourse Road. Racecourse Road has an existing 60km/h speed 
limit. After consulting with the community, a total of 10 objections were received for 
the proposed speed limit change indicating a lack of support from the community. 
Noting that a 60km.h speed limit is appropriate for this road and a number of other 
treatments are proposed along the length of Racecourse Road to improve safety 
the speed limit reduction from 60km/h to 50km/h has been removed from the Final 
TMP. 

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 Install traffic splitter island on road bend at the intersection of Bundanoon 
Avenue and Riverview Terrace 

(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding poor sight distance at the 
intersection of Bundanoon Avenue and Riverview Terrace. 
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(b) Bundanoon Avenue and Riverview Terrace are Council Access Streets with 
default 50km/h speed limits. These roads have a single traffic lane in each 
direction. 

(c) Bundanoon Avenue has an average daily vehicle volume of up to 403 vehicles 
and has an 85th percentile speed of up to 48.2km/h within the vicinity of the 
intersection with Riverview Terrace. 

(d) Riverview Terrace has an average daily vehicle volume of 93 vehicles and has 
an 85th percentile speed of 31.5km/h. 

(e) There is an existing road bend on Bundanoon Avenue at the intersection with 
Riverview Terrace. There is an existing tree within the bend protrusion which 
impacts sight distances for northbound and southbound vehicles travelling along 
the road. 

(f) The intersection of Bundanoon Avenue and Riverview Terrace is controlled with 
a ‘Give Way’ sign and associated line marking. There also is existing centre line 
marking at the bend of Bundanoon Avenue. 

(g) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that there were no casualty 
crashes in the vicinity of this intersection in the most recently available 5-year 
period. 

(h) There is a risk that vehicles may veer into the opposing traffic lane when 
negotiating the bend of Bundanoon Avenue. The lack of sight distance for 
oncoming vehicles further increases the likelihood of a potential crash. 

(i) It is therefore proposed to install a traffic splitter island on the bend of Bundanoon 
Avenue. The installation of a splitter island at the bend will assist in enforcing 
lane discipline by physically guiding motorists and reducing turning speeds at 
this location. 

(j) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft TMP 
consultation period. It received one comment in favour of the proposal. 

(k) The feedback received indicates that this treatment was generally accepted by 
the community. 

(l) Proposal: 
(i) Install traffic splitter island on road bend at the intersection of Bundanoon 

Avenue and Riverview Terrace. 
9.4.3 Upgrade road bend at the intersection of Winilba Road and Emu Road 

(a) Community feedback raised concerns traffic safety at the road bend of Winilba 
Road and Emu Road. 

(b) Winilba Road and Emu Road are Council Access Streets with default 50km/h 
speed limits. These roads have a single traffic lane in each direction. The road 
bend at this intersection is approximately 6m wide. 

(c) Winilba Road has an average daily vehicle volume of up to 230 vehicles and has 
an 85th percentile speed of up to 40.6km/h. 

(d) Emu Road has an average daily vehicle volume of 209 vehicles and has an 85th 
percentile speed of 58.5km/h. 

(e) The bend at this intersection is currently treated with existing centre line marking. 
(f) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that was one casualty crash at the 

intersection in the most recently available 5-year period. The crash involved a 
westbound vehicle being struck by an eastbound vehicle that veered into the 
opposing lane. The crash resulted in a minor injury. 
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(g) It is likely that the width of the road bend at this intersection is not wide enough 
to accommodate vehicles travelling along the outside lane. Additionally, there 
are a number of roadside hazards in the vicinity of the road bend such as a light 
pole and trees. 

(h) It is therefore proposed to widen the road bend to improve safety. 
(i) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft TMP 

consultation period. The proposal did not receive any comments. 
(j) The lack of feedback indicates that these treatments were generally accepted 

by the community. 
(k) Proposal: 

(i) Widen the road bend of Winilba Road and Emu Road. 
9.4.4 Install indented parking bays on Spavin Drive between Riddell Road and 

Dawes Court and on Racecourse Road in the vicinity of Sunbury College 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding parking congestion on 

Racecourse Road near Sunbury Secondary College. 
(b) Through the LATM process, it was also found that upgrades to parking facilities 

would be beneficial on Spavin Drive between Riddell Road and Dawes Court. 
(c) There are existing parking generators on these sections of Racecourse Road 

and Spavin Drive such as Sunbury College, Beginners Early Learners Childcare 
Centre, Riddell Gardens Aged Care and Aussie Kindies Early Learning Sunbury. 

(d) The existing parking facilities on these roads in the vicinity of these parking 
generators are not formalised. Site observations indicated that much of the 
parking generated by these facilities is accommodated on existing road 
shoulders and nature strips during peak parking periods. 

(e) It is therefore proposed to provide indented parking on these sections of roads 
close to the existing parking generators.  

(f) Either angled or parallel parking bays will be constructed depending on site 
constraints. 

(g) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft TMP 
consultation period. It received two comments in favour of the proposal. 

(h) The feedback received indicates that this treatment was generally accepted by 
the community. 

(i) Proposal: 
(i) Install indented parking bays on Spavin Drive between Riddell Road and 

Dawes Court and on Racecourse Road in the vicinity of Sunbury College. 
9.4.5 Install street lighting on Spavin Drive at road bends 

(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding traffic safety on Spavin Drive. 
(b) Spavin Drive is a Council Access Street with a default 50km/h speed limit. It has 

a single traffic lane in each direction. 
(c) There are two existing road bends on Spavin Drive located between the 

intersections with Aldridge Drive and Kismet Road. 
(d) Spavin Drive has an average daily vehicle volume of up to 1,111 vehicles and 

has an 85th percentile speed of up to 64.8km/h. 
(e) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that there were two casualty 

crashes on Spavin Drive between Aldridge Drive and Kismet Road in the most 
recently available 5-year period. Both of these crashes were located on the 
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eastern bend on this section on Spavin Drive. A summary of the crashes are 
detailed below: 

(i) A westbound vehicle failing to negotiate the road bend and colliding with a 
hazard on the side of the road, resulting in minor injury. It should be noted 
that the driver was reported to be fatigued and was experiencing a lack of 
concentration while negotiating the bend. This crash occurred during dark 
conditions. 

(ii) A southbound motorcyclist losing control which resulted from one of the 
motorcycle’s pegs touching the road surface after leaning to turn at the 
bend. This crash resulted in minor injury. 

(f) There is no existing street lighting at the bends of Spavin Drive. Noting the 
amount of vehicles travelling along this section of Spavin Drive, it is proposed to 
install street lighting to improve traffic safety during dark conditions. 

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

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

(i) Proposal: 
(i) Install street lighting on Spavin Drive at road bends. 

9.4.6 Upgrade footpath on Spavin Drive in front of Kimset Creek Linear Reserve and 
Spavin Drive Reserve 

(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding a lack of footpath infrastructure 
for pedestrians crossing the road at the intersection of Spavin Drive and Aldridge 
Drive. 

(b) There is a future Council commitment to install a shared path in Kimset Creek 
Linear Reserve and Spavin Drive Reserve. This would connect to an existing 
path to the north of Kismet Creek that was recently constructed by a developer 
along their frontage. 

(c) It is intended for pedestrians to be able to cross Spavin Drive when travelling 
along these two future paths and for the paths to provide connection between 
Riddell Road and the residential area to the north. 

(d) There is currently a lack of pedestrian infrastructure on Spavin Drive along the 
frontage of Kimset Creek Linear Reserve and Spavin Drive Reserve. 
Additionally, there is a lack of pedestrian infrastructure for pedestrians crossing 
Aldridge Drive at the intersection with Spavin Drive. 

(e) In order to improve pedestrian connectivity in the area, it is proposed to construct 
paths along Spavin Drive along a portion of the frontages of Kimset Creek Linear 
Reserve and Spavin Drive Reserve. 

(f) It is also proposed to construct a pram crossing on Aldridge Drive at the 
intersection of Spavin Drive to further improve pedestrian connectivity. 

(g) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft TMP 
consultation period. It received one comment in favour of the proposal. 

(h) The feedback received indicates that this treatment was generally accepted by 
the community. 

(i) Proposal: 
(i) Construct paths along Spavin Drive along a portion of the frontages of 

Kimset Creek Linear Reserve and Spavin Drive Reserve. 
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(ii) Construct pram crossing on Aldridge Drive at the intersection of Spavin 
Drive. 

9.4.7 Install fencing around the median at Riddel Road Service Road near the 
intersection with Twin Creek Court 

(a) Through the LATM process, it was found that vehicles often mount and travel 
through the existing outer separator at Riddell Road Service Road near the 
intersection with Twin Creek Court. 

(b) Site observations revealed tyre markings and damaged vegetation on the 
existing outer separator near the intersection with Riddell Road Service Road 
and Twin Creek Court suggesting that vehicles were mounting the outer 
separator to access the Service Road and Riddell Road. 

(c) Motorists travelling through the outer separator creates an unsafe road 
environment as vehicles are exiting onto these roads from informal access points 
in front of unsuspecting motorists travelling along Riddell Road and the Service 
Road. 

(d) This has also caused damage to existing vegetation within the median. 
(e) It is therefore proposed to install fencing around the outer separator to prevent 

motorists from illegally travelling through it. 
(f) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that were no casualty crashes the 

existing median on Riddel Road Service Road in the most recently available 5-
year period.  

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

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

(a) Proposal: 
(i) Install fencing around the existing outer separator at Riddel Road Service 

Road near the intersection with Twin Creek Court. 
9.4.8 Upgrade existing at-grade school crossings in the Sunbury North LATM area 

to raised platform school crossings. 
(a) Through the LATM process, it was found that there are a number of at-grade 

existing school crossings in the Sunbury North LATM area that have not yet been 
listed on Council’s program to be upgraded to raised platform school crossings. 

(b) The existing at-grade school crossings in the Sunbury North LATM area service 
the following schools: 

(i) Sunbury College: There are three existing at-grade school crossings on 
Racecourse Road, one directly abutting the main access gate and two 
abutting existing footpaths within Blind Creek Linear Reserve. 

(ii) Kimset Park Primary School: There are two existing at-grade school 
crossings servicing this school. One is in front of the main access gate on 
McEwen Drive. There is an additional remote school crossing on Menzies 
Drive just west of McEwen Drive. 

(c) Racecourse Road is classified as a Council Collector Road while McEwen Drive 
and Menzies Drive are classified as Council Access Streets. 

(d) At each of these school crossings, the roads consist of a single through traffic 
lane in each direction. Menzies Drive also has a single cycling lane in each 
direction. 
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(e) Bus route 489 operates along Racecourse Road (between Riddell Road and 
Menzies Drive), Menzies Drive (between Racecourse Road and McEwen Drive) 
and McEwen Drive. 

(f) There is an existing sign posted 50km/h speed limit on the section of Racecourse 
Road where the existing school crossings are located. The school crossing on 
McEwen Drive is located on a section with an existing school time 40km/h speed 
limit, while the existing school crossing on Menzies Drive is located within a 
default 50km/h speed zone. 

(g) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that was one casualty crash 
located in the vicinity of the above-mentioned school crossings in the most 
recently available 5-year period, this being the southernmost school crossing on 
Racecourse Road. The crash involved a pedestrian being struck by a vehicle 
while crossing the road, resulting in a minor injury. 

(h) Council’s preference when installing new school crossings is to construct them 
as raised crossings as they create a safer road environment for pedestrians 
using these crossings. Upgrading the existing school crossings to raised safety 
platform school crossings will reduce vehicle speeds and provide a safer 
crossing point for the pedestrians crossing at these school crossings. 

(i) As the school crossings are located within bus routes, the raised platforms will 
be designed to accommodate busses. 

(j) The local bus company was consulted with and did not object to the proposed 
treatment. 

(k) The raised safety platform school crossings will be designed to be bicycle 
friendly. 

(l) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft TMP 
consultation period. It received three comments not in favour and one in favour 
of the proposed raised safety platforms on Racecourse Road at existing school 
crossings. 

(m) The feedback received represents a very small percentage of the consulted 
community. Although majority of the feedback was not in favour of the proposal, 
the lack of other feedback indicates that this treatment was generally accepted 
by the community. 

(n) Proposal: 
(i) Upgrade the existing at-grade school crossings on Racecourse Road, 

Menzies Drive and McEwen Drive to raised safety platform school 
crossings. 

9.4.9 Upgrade existing guard rail on Racecourse Road  
(a) Through the LATM process, it was found that there is an existing guard rail on 

Racecourse Road whose terminals are not in accordance with current 
guidelines. 

(b) The guard rail is located approximately 670 meters north of The Glade on the 
west side of Racecourse Road and was installed to prevent vehicles from 
running off into dense vegetation and a steep batter in the event of a potential 
accident. 

(c) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that were no casualty crashes in 
the vicinity of the existing guard rail on Racecourse Road in the most recently 
available 5-year period.  

(d) The existing guard rail currently has fishtail terminals on either end. Fishtail 
terminals are no longer an accepted treatment in accordance with current 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.5 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 333 

guidelines as they do not anchor the barrier system and are a potential hazard 
if a vehicle collides head on with the terminal. 

(e) It is therefore proposed to upgrade the guard rail to a system that is compliant 
with current standards. 

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

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

(h) Proposal: 
(i) Upgrade guard rail to a system that is compliant with current standards on 

Racecourse Road. 
9.4.10 Install pedestrian refuge islands on Racecourse Road at the intersections with 

Hopbush Avenue and Curtin Drive 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns regarding pedestrian safety on 

Racecourse Road at the intersections of Hopbush Avenue and Curtin Drive. 
(b) Racecourse Road is classified as a Council Collector Road. It has an existing 

sign posted speed limit of 60km/h at the intersections with Hopbush Avenue and 
Curtin Drive. 

(c) Racecourse Road has an average daily vehicle volume of 2,364 vehicles and 
has an 85th percentile speed of 58.7km/h in the vicinity of these intersections. 

(d) Due to the high volume of vehicles travelling on Racecourse Road, it can be 
difficult for pedestrians to find gaps in traffic to cross the road.  

(e) This results in an unsafe outcome for pedestrians and substantially increases 
their risk of a collision. 

(f) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that were no casualty crashed 
involving pedestrians at these intersections in the most recently available 5-year 
period.  

(g) Installation of a pedestrian refuge in the road would reduce the distance that 
pedestrians must cross at once and will allow them to cross one lane of traffic at 
a time.  

(h) The pedestrian refuge islands will be proposed in the locations of existing 
pedestrian facilities. 

(i) This proposal was advertised to the community during the proposed draft TMP 
consultation period. It received one comment not in favour of the proposed 
pedestrian refuge island at the intersection of Racecourse Road and Curtin 
Drive. 

(j) The feedback received represents a very small percentage of the consulted 
community. Although the feedback was not in favour of the proposal, the lack of 
other feedback indicates that this treatment was generally accepted by the 
community. 

(k) Proposal: 
(i) Construct pedestrian refuge islands on Racecourse Road at the 

intersections with Hopbush Avenue and Curtin Drive. 
9.4.11 Upgrade signage and line marking at the existing roundabout on Racecourse 

Road at the intersection with Williams Rise 
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(a) Through the LATM process, it was found that there is insufficient line marking 
and signage at the roundabout located at the intersection of Racecourse Road, 
Williams Rise, Stringer Court and Valley View Crescent. 

(b) Racecourse Road is classified as a Council Collector Road. Williams Rise, 
Stringer Court and Valley View Crescent are classified as Council Access 
Streets. The sections of each of these streets approaching has a single traffic 
lane in each direction and a speed limit of 50km/h. 

(c) There is an existing centre island and three traffic splitter islands on the 
approaches from Racecourse Road, Williams Rise and Valley View Crescent. 
There is a single roundabout regulatory sign located on the Racecourse Road 
approach. 

(d) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that were no casualty crashes at 
this intersection in the most recently available 5-year period.  

(e) In line with current guidelines, at a minimum it is required for there to be line 
marked holding lines and line marking around splitter islands at each approach 
to the roundabout. Additionally, it is also required for roundabout regulatory signs 
to be installed at each approach to the roundabout.  

(f) There is also poor sight distance to the roundabout for vehicles travelling 
northbound on Racecourse Road due to the steep uphill grade on approach to 
the roundabout. 

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

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

(i) Proposal 
(i) Install ‘Give Way’ holding line marking, and line marking around traffic 

islands at approaches to the roundabout at the intersection of Racecourse 
Road, Williams Rise, Stringer Court and Valley View Crescent. 

(ii) Install roundabout regulatory signage at all approaches to the roundabout 
at the intersection of Racecourse Road, Williams Rise, Stringer Court and 
Valley View Crescent. 

(iii) Install advanced warning signage on Racecourse Road at the approach to 
the roundabout at the intersection of Racecourse Road, Williams Rise, 
Stringer Court and Valley View Crescent. 

9.4.12 Upgrade various intersections on Elizabeth Drive 
(a) Community feedback raised concerns about the operation of various 

intersections with Elizabeth Drive. 
(b) Elizabeth Drive is a divided Council Trunk Collector Road with one bicycle lane 

(parallel parking permitted) and one through traffic lane in each direction 
separated by a 20 metre wide central median. It has a sign posted speed limit of 
60km/h. 

(c) Elizabeth Drive has an average daily vehicle volume of up to 5,497 vehicles and 
an 85th percentile speed of up to 61.5km/h. 

(d) Elizabeth Drive intersects with several Council Access Streets in which vehicles 
turning right into or from these streets are required to enter breaks in the median 
and then give way to oncoming traffic on the opposing carriageway of Elizabeth 
Drive before entering the street. A list of these intersecting streets is provided 
below: 
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(i) McKell Avenue 
(ii) Menzies Drive 
(iii) Ervine Close 
(iv) McEwen Drive 
(v) De Lisle Avenue (there are two intersections on Elizabeth Drive to this 

road) 
(vi) Dunrossil Drive 

(e) A review of the DTP RCIS database indicated that there was one casualty crash 
at the above-mentioned intersections in the most recently available 5-year 
period. The crash occurred at the intersection of Elizabeth Drive and McKell 
Avenue and involved a vehicle travelling along McKell Avenue failing to give way 
at the intersection and colliding with an oncoming vehicle on Elizabeth Drive, 
resulting in serious injury. 

(f) The breaks in the Elizabeth Drive median at these above intersections are 
currently treated with ‘Give-Way’ signs and associated line marking. One lane is 
provided in each direction within the width of the median to allow for three 
vehicles to prop while waiting to enter the intersecting streets from Elizabeth 
Drive and vice versa. 

(g) Despite the high traffic volumes on Elizabeth Drive there is no deceleration lane 
provided at these intersections.  

(h) Vehicles were observed crossing over opposing lanes within the median to enter 
their required lane. 

(i) There are existing bicycle lanes on Menzies Drive and Dunrossil Drive however, 
there is no existing treatment to facilitate cyclists turning at the intersection. 
Additionally, there are no existing pedestrian facilities at the intersections with 
Ervine Close, McEwen Drive and De Lisle Avenue to assist pedestrian crossing 
Elizabeth Drive at these intersections. 

(j) The installation of splitter islands within the median will assist in enforcing lane 
discipline at the intersections by physically guiding motorists and reducing 
turning speeds at the intersections. 

(k) The proposed deceleration lane will ensure that the deceleration and storage of 
turning vehicles occurs clear of the through traffic lane on Elizabeth Drive and 
provide vehicles adequate warning to slow down on the approach to Stewarts 
Lane. 

(l) Installing shared pathway at the intersections Menzies Drive and Dunrossil Drive 
and footpaths at the intersections Ervine Close, McEwen Drive and De Lisle 
Avenue will improve connectivity for cyclists and pedestrians using these 
intersections. 

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

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

(o) Proposal: 
(i) Construct splitter island and deceleration lanes within the median at the 

intersections of Elizabeth Drive with McKell Avenue, Menzies Drive, Ervine 
Close, McEwen Drive, De Lisle Avenue and Dunrossil Drive. 

(ii) Construct shared pathway within the median at the intersections of 
Elizabeth Drive with the intersections Menzies Drive and Dunrossil Drive. 
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(iii) Construct footpaths within the median at the intersections of Elizabeth 
Drive with the intersections Ervine Close, McEwen Drive and De Lisle 
Avenue. 

9.4.13 Upgrade pedestrian and shared path links at various locations around the 
Sunbury North LATM area 

(a) Community feedback raised concerns about missing pedestrian and shared path 
links at various locations within the Sunbury North Area. The locations of 
concern are listed below: 

(i) Isaacs Close at Curtin Drive Reserve 
(ii) Isaacs Close at Menzies Drive 
(iii) Menzies Drive at Racecourse Road 
(iv) Elizabeth Drive at Geranium Drive 

(b) These locations were identified as key footpath and shared path links in the 
Sunbury North Area and are therefore proposed to construct or upgrade existing 
pram crossings and install new sections of footpath where required. 

(c) As these treatments were identified after the consultation period for the proposed 
treatments, the local community was not consulted with regarding these 
treatments.  

(d) As the proposed works are minor in scale, affected residents will be consulted 
with during the design phase of these projects. 

(e) Proposal: 
(i) Install footpath and shared path upgrades at the locations listed in 9.4.13 

(a). 
10 CONCLUSION: 

10.4 The works recommended in the Sunbury North LATM study address concerns raised by 
residents within the study area. The proposals outlined in the draft TMP sent to residents 
and made available for community comment online received a combined total of 15 
objections, however 10 of these objections were in relation to the proposed introduction 
of a 50km/h speed limit on Racecourse Road between Menzies Drive and Hopbush 
Avenue. This proposal was removed from the final TMP resulting in a remainder of 5 
objections to the proposed treatments. 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. 

10.5 Additionally, there were 5 responses supportive of several of the proposed treatments. 
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 ($) 

COUNCIL’S 2024/25 CAPITAL WORKS BUDGET – LATM WORKS 

1 Upgrade existing guard rail Racecourse Road between Williams Rise 
and The Glade $26,000 

2 
Install pedestrian refuge islands 

Racecourse Road at Curtain Drive $65,000 

3 Racecourse Road at Hopbush Avenue $65,000 

4 Install traffic splitter island Road bend at the intersection of 
Bundanoon Avenue and Riverview Terrace $50,000 

TOTAL $206,000 

COUNCIL’S FUTURE RESPONSIVE ROAD SAFETY WORKS – OPERATING BUDGET 

5 Roundabout signage and line marking Racecourse Road at Williams Rise $5,000 

TOTAL $5,000 

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

6 Upgrade road bend Winilba Road at Emu Road $150,000 

7 
Install indented parking bays  

Spavin Drive between Riddell Road and 
Dawes Court $200,000 

8 Racecourse Road at Sunbury College $350,000 

9 Install street lighting Spavin Drive at road bends $60,000 

10 Upgrade footpath Spavin Drive in front of Kimset Creek 
Linear Reserve and Spavin Drive Reserve $200,000 

11 Install fencing  Riddel Road Service Road median near 
the intersection with Twin Creek Court $80,000 

12 

Upgrade existing at grade school 
crossing to Raised Safety Platform 

School Crossings 

Racecourse Road between Riddell Road 
and Forde Court x 3 school crossings $300,000 

13 Menzies Drive between Mcewen Drive and 
Turner Court $100,000 

14 Mcewen Drive between Hotham Court and 
Talbot Place $100,000 

15 

Intersection upgrade 

Elizabeth drive at Mckell Avenue $200,000 

16 Elizabeth drive at Menzies Drive  $150,000 

17 Elizabeth drive at Ervine Close $150,000 

18 Elizabeth drive at McEwen Drive  $150,000 

19 Elizabeth drive at De Lisle Avenue (north) $150,000 

20 Elizabeth drive at De Lisle Avenue (south) $150,000 

21 Elizabeth drive at Dunrossil Drive $150,000 

22 Upgrade existing pedestrian path links Menzies Drive at Racecourse Road $150,000 

TOTAL $2,790,000 
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COUNCIL’S FUTURE CAPITAL WORKS ANNUALISED PROGRAM – FOOTPATH 
REHABILITATION PROGRAM 

 
23 

Upgrade existing pedestrian and shared 
path links 

Isaacs Close at Curtin Drive Reserve $20,000 

24 Isaacs Close at Menzies Drive $40,000 

25 Elizabeth Drive at Geranium Drive $50,000 

TOTAL $110,000 

TOTAL – COST OF ALL PROJECTS $3,111,000 
 
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 

LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

Albert Road 
Between Nambour Drive and Webb Court 03/06/2022 386 60.7 50 

Aldridge Drive 
Between Caithness Close and Sunish Court 03/06/2022 684 52.3 50 

Aldridge Drive 
Between Counsel Court and Manfred Court 03/06/2022 1,112 45.6 50 

Aldridge Drive 
Between Hawkins Court and Mayfin Court 03/06/2022 300 48.7 50 

Brigade Street 
Between Battery Court and Kenway Street 03/06/2022 82 37.4 50 

Brigade Street 
Between Battery Court and Kenway Street 03/06/2022 48 32.7 50 

Bundanoon Avenue  
Between Canterbury Avenue and Possum Tail 
Run 

03/06/2022 1,282 48.6 50 

Bundanoon Avenue 
Between Grand Ridge Way and Landscape 
Place 

03/06/2022 162 40.9 50 

Bundanoon Avenue 
Between Riverview Terrace and Saxonwood 
Lane 

03/06/2022 403 48.2 50 

Canterbury Avenue  
Between Bundanoon Avenue and Wallaby Walk 21/09/2022 1,609 55 50 

Canterbury Avenue 
Between Churchill Place and Riverview Terrace 03/06/2022 244 44.2 50 

Casey Avenue  
Between Fadden Grove and McKell Avenue 03/06/2022 82 33.6 50 

Curtin Drive 
Between Fuller Court and Mowbray Court 03/06/2022 408 42.2 50 

De Lisle Avenue 
Between Forster Court and Tennyson Court 03/06/2022 87 39.0 50 

Dunrossil Drive 
Between Chifley Court and Gorton Court 03/06/2022 507 50.0 50 

Dunrossil Drive 
Between Geranium Drive and McMahon Court 03/06/2022 331 49.1 50 

Elizabeth Drive 
Between De Lisle Avenue and Geranium Drive 03/06/2022 2,087 60.3 60 

Elizabeth Drive 
Between Ervine Close and McEwen Drive 03/06/2022 3,793 61.5 60 

Elizabeth Drive 
Between McKell Avenue and Menzies Drive 03/06/2022 5,497 58.9 60 

Emu Road 
Between Platypus Court and Webb Court 03/06/2022 219 58.5 50 
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TABLE 2: EXISTING TRAFFIC SPEEDS AND VOLUMES 

LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

Enterprize Drive 
Between Racecourse Road and Settlement Way 03/06/2022 197 51.2 50 

Geranium Drive 
Between Elizabeth Drive and Farrier Court  03/06/2022 88 37.2 50 

Grand Ridge Way 
Between Kewsick Rise and Windsor Rise 03/06/2022 97 38.5 50 

Higgins Avenue 
Between Parks Court and Ruthven Street 03/06/2022 83 33.5 50 

Hogan Street 
Between McKell Avenue and Ruthven Street 21/09/2022 411 37.4 50 

Holt Street 
Between McKell Avenue and Riddell Road 
(service road) 

21/09/2022 149 31.8 50 

Homestead Way 
Between Devon Park Close and Racecourse 
Road 

03/06/2022 152 57.9 50 

Hopbush Avenue 
Between Tree Violet Court and Wattle Drive 03/06/2022 287 42.0 50 

Kenway Street 
Between Brigade Street and Emu Road 03/06/2022 27 48.3 50 

Keswick Rise 
Between Grand Ridge Way and Saxonwood 
Lane 

03/06/2022 101 36.2 50 

Kismet Road 
Between Marshall Close and Spavin Drive 03/06/2022 234 53.7 50 

Lightwood Drive 
Between Yellow Gum Boulevard (East) and 
Yellow Gum Boulevard (West) 

03/06/2022 371 42.6 50 

McEwen Drive 
Between Fisher Court and Holloway Close 03/06/2022 578 48.1 50 

McEwen Drive 
Between Hotham Court and Talbot Place 03/06/2022 925 46.2 50 

McKell Avenue 
Between Cain Street and Higgins Avenue 03/06/2022 406 44.8 50 

McKell Avenue 
Between Casey Avenue and Holt Street 03/06/2022 344 50.0 50 

McKell Avenue 
Between Cain Street and Hogan Street 03/06/2022 261 39.3 50 

Menzies Drive 
Between Isaacs Close and Latrobe Court 03/06/2022 1,533 55.1 50 

Menzies Drive 
Between McEwen Drive and Turner Court 03/06/2022 1,319 45.0 50 

Pimelea Street 
Between Dichondra Way and Wildflower Drive 03/06/2022 296 39.1 50 
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TABLE 2: EXISTING TRAFFIC SPEEDS AND VOLUMES 

LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

Pimelea Street 
Between Fragrant Street and Milkmaids Street 03/06/2022 182 38.9 50 

Plate Street 
Between Bridle Street and Filly Circuit 03/06/2022 428 49.1 50 

Possum Tail Run 
Between Bundanoon Avenue and Riverview 
Terrace 

03/06/2022 87 35.2 50 

Racecourse Road 
Between Albert Road and Emu Road 03/06/2022 1,390 58.7 70 

Racecourse Road 
Between Albert Road and Homestead Way 03/06/2022 1,137 76.5 70 

Racecourse Road 
Between Bell Court and Forde Court 03/06/2022 6,000 61.7 60 

Racecourse Road 
Between Elizabeth Drive and Hopbush Avenue 03/06/2022 2,364 73.9 60 

Racecourse Road 
Between The Glade and Valley View Crescent 03/06/2022 319 76.4 70 

Riverview Terrace  
Between Canterbury Avenue and Possum Tail 
Run 

21/09/2022 93 31.5 50 

Ruthven Street  
Between Higgins Avenue and Hughes Court 03/06/2022 303 44.3 50 

Sambell Road 
Between Spavin Drive and Winilba Road 03/06/2022 335 49.5 50 

Saxonwood Drive 
Between Grand Ridge Drive and Yellow Wood 
Close 

03/06/2022 101 41.4 50 

Saxonwood Drive 
Between Keswick Rise and Windsor Rise 03/06/2022 385 48.5 50 

Settlement Road 
Between Riddell Road and Sullivans Road 03/06/2022 442 95.1 100 

Settlement Road 
Between Riddell Road and Sullivans Road 03/06/2022 193 94.7 100 

Spavin Drive 
Between Albert Road and Sambell Road 03/06/2022 374 69.2 50 

Spavin Drive 
Between Aldridge Drive and Kismet Road 03/06/2022 1,111 60.7 50 

Spavin Drive 
Between Aldridge Drive and Kismet Road 03/06/2022 1,005 64.8 50 

Spavin Drive 
Between Dawes Court and Riddell Road 03/06/2022 1,570 54.5 50 

Stables Street 
Between Bridle Street and Filly Circuit 03/06/2022 95 34.6 50 
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TABLE 2: EXISTING TRAFFIC SPEEDS AND VOLUMES 

LOCATION SURVEY 
DATE 

DAILY 
VOLUME 
VEH/DAY 

85th 
PERCENTILE 
SPEED KM/H 

EXISTING 
SPEED 
LIMIT 
KM/H 

The Parkway 
Between Callander Close and Racecourse Road 03/06/2022 131 48.8 50 

Wattle Drive 
Between Wirilda Court and Yellow Gum 
Boulevard 

03/06/2022 188 40.9 50 

Wildflower Drive 
Between Dichondra Way and Stirrup Way 03/06/2022 1,186 47.3 50 

Windsor Rise 
Between Grand Ridge Way and Saxonwood 
Lane 

03/06/2022 77 42.1 50 

Winilba Road  
Between Emu Road and Sambell Road 03/06/2022 175 37.4 50 

Winilba Road 
Between Plate Street and Sambell Road 03/06/2022 230 40.6 50 

Yellow Gum Boulevard 
Between Acacia Court and Wattle Drive 03/06/2022 264 47.5 50 

Yellow Gum Boulevard 
Between Bluebush Court and Lightwood Drive 03/06/2022 216 38.2 50 

Yellow Gum Boulevard 
Between Bluebush Court and Lightwood Drive 03/06/2022 118 35.2 50 

Yellow Gum Boulevard 
Between Casuarina Court and Lightwood Drive 03/06/2022 472 47.2 50 

 
  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.5 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 343 

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 
TRENT 

PROPOSED ACTION 

Riddell Road 

At the 
intersection 
of Riddell 
Road and 
Canterbury 
Avenue  

Roundabout 3 No 

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

Riddell Road 

At the 
intersection 
of Riddell 
Road and 
Racecourse 
Road  

Roundabout 6 No 

Department of Transport 
and Planning (DTP) is the 
responsible road authority 
for managing Riddell Road 
and its intersection with 
local roads. Council will 
advocate to DTP to 
investigate these issues on 
Riddell Road. 
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TABLE 4a: SUMMARY OF ALL TRAFFIC COMMENTS 
Note: 
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LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Albert Road 1 
Vehicles have 
difficulty passing 
one another 

Investigation 
- Albert Road has a pavement width of approximately 

5.6m to 6.6m wide allowing for two lanes of through 
traffic. 

- Albert Road has centreline marking along its length 
to delineate motorists. 

Action 
- No action required. 

Aldridge Drive 1 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation 
- Aldridge Drive is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 699 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 48.9km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on 
Aldridge Drive in the most recently available 5-year 
period between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Aldridge Drive does not meet Council’s guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

Bundanoon 
Avenue 1 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation 
- Bundanoon Avenue is a Council Access Street with 

a default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 616 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 45.9km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on 
Bundanoon Avenue in the most recently available 5-
year period between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Bundanoon Avenue does not meet Council’s 
guidelines for the consideration of traffic calming 
devices. 

Action 
No action required. 
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LOCATION NO. RESIDENT 
COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

Bundanoon 
Avenue at 
Canterbury 
Avenue 

1 
Speed calming 
devices before 
roundabout 

Investigation  
- The intersection of Bundanoon Avenue at 

Canterbury Avenue is a T-intersection which is with 
a roundabout and associated signage. 

- Bundanoon Avenue is a Council Access Street with 
a default speed limit of 50km/h. It has an average 
daily vehicle volume of 616 vehicles and an 85th 
percentile speed of 45.9km/h. 

- Canterbury Avenue is a Council Collector Road with 
a default speed limit of 50km/h. It has an average 
daily vehicle volume of 927 vehicles and an 85th 
percentile speed of 49.6km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates there 
has been one recorded casualty crashes in the most 
recently available 5-year period between 1 July 
2016 to 30 June 2021 at this intersection.   

- This crash occurred due a motorist losing control at 
the intersection whilst undertaking a turn. It was not 
related to speeding. 

- Vehicles approaching the intersection would be 
slowing to an appropriate speed to manoeuvre 
through the roundabout. 

- The intersection of Canterbury Avenue and 
Bundanoon Avenue does not meet Council’s 
guidelines for the consideration of additional traffic 
calming devices.  

Action  
No action required. 

Bundanoon 
Avenue at 
Riverview Terrace 

1 

Poor sight distance 
at intersection and 
vehicles driving on 
wrong side of road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.2 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of Bundanoon Avenue and Riverview 
Terrace. 

Action 
Construction of traffic splitter island and associated 
signage and line marking. 

Dichondra Way at 
Wildflower Drive 1 Poor sight distance 

at intersection 

Investigation  
- A safe intersection sight distance (SISD) 

assessment, as per Austroads Guidelines was 
undertaken at the intersection of Dichondra Way 
and Wildflower Drive. 

- The SISD assessment noted that the intersection 
has good sight distance. 

Action  
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COMMENTS INVESTIGATION AND ACTION 

No action required. 

Dunrossil Drive 

1 Install speed limit 
signs 

Investigation 
- Dunrossil Drive is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- A default 50km speed limits is appropriate on 
Victorian roads in built-up areas such as Dunrossil 
Drive. 

- It has an average daily volume of 419 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 49.6km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on 
Dunrossil Drive in the most recently available 5-year 
period between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Dunrossil Drive does not meet Council’s guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

1 Vehicles speeding 

Dunrossil Drive at 
Geranium Drive  1 Failing to give-way 

Investigation 

- The intersection of Dunrossil Drive and Geranium 
Drive is a T-intersection which is treated give-way 
signage and line marking. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes at the 
intersection of Dunrossil Drive and Geranium Drive 
in the most recently available 5-year period between 
1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

Action  

No action required. 

Emu Road at 
Winilba Road 2 Dangerous road 

bend 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.3 for a detailed review of the road 
bend of Emu Road and Winilba Road. 

Action 
Widen road bend to improve safety 
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Elizabeth Drive 5 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation 
- Elizabeth Drive is a Council Collector Road with a 

posted speed limit of 60km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 3,792 vehicles, 
and an 85th percentile speed of 60.2km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates there 
has been three recorded casualty crashes in the 
most recently available 5-year period between 1 
July 2016 to 30 June 2021 at this intersection.   

 One crash occurred due a cyclist being 
distracted and colliding with the rear of a 
vehicle. 

 Another crash occurred due to a stolen 
motorbike losing control when illegally 
overtaking a vehicle on the gravel. 

 Another crash occurred due to a vehicle 
failing to give-way at an intersection. 

- Although the second crash listed above was due to 
speeding, the motorists was taking part in several 
illegal activities which isn’t typical driver behaviour. 

- Elizabeth Drive does not meet Council’s guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

Elizabeth Drive 1 Traffic congestion at 
peak times 

Investigation  
Increased traffic on roads during peak periods is typical. 

Action  
No action required. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
McEwen Drive 1 Vehicles failing to 

give-way 

Investigation 

- The intersection of Elizabeth Drive and McEwen 
Drive is a T-intersection which is treated give-way 
signage and line marking. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes at the 
intersection of Elizabeth Drive and McEwen Drive in 
the most recently available 5-year period between 1 
July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

Action  

No action required. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Menzies Drive 1 Vehicles failing to 

give-way Investigation 
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- The intersection of Elizabeth Drive and Menzies 
Drive is a T-intersection which is treated give-way 
signage and line marking. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes at the 
intersection of Elizabeth Drive and Menzies Drive in 
the most recently available 5-year period between 1 
July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

Action  

No action required. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Pimelea Street 1 

Continue Pimelea 
Street to Elizabeth 
Drive 

Investigation 

- Access to Pimelea Street is available via the 
intersection of Wildflower Drive and Elizabeth Drive 

Action  

No action required. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Racecourse Road 9 

Construct traffic 
signals, install 
dedicated left turn 
lane, dangerous 
crosisng, traffic 
congestion 

Investigation 

- The intersection of Elizabeth Drive and Racecourse 
Road is under the authority of DTP 

- Refer to section 9.1.3 for details of this intersection. 

Action  

Advocate to DTP for the upgrade or Riddell Road and its 
intersection with Elizabeth Drive. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Wildflower Drive 1 Poor sight distance 

at intersection 

Investigation  
- A SISD assessment, as per Austroads Guidelines 

was undertaken at the intersection of Elizabeth 
Drive and Wildflower Drive. 

- The SISD assessment noted that the intersection 
has good sight distance. 

Action  
No action required. 

 

 

 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Wildflower Drive 

 

 

 

1 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation  
- The intersection of Elizabeth Drive and Wildflower 

Drive is a T-intersection which is treated give-way 
signage and line marking. 

- Elizabeth Drive is a Council Collector Road with a 
posted speed limit of 60km/h. It has an average daily 
volume of 3,792 vehicles, and an 85th percentile 
speed of 60.2km/h. 

- Wildflower Drive is a Council Access Street with a 
default speed limit of 50km/h. It has an average daily 
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Elizabeth Drive at 
Wildflower Drive 
(cont’d) 

vehicle volume of 1,186 vehicles and an 85th 
percentile speed of 47.3km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates there 
has been no recorded casualty crashes in the most 
recently available 5-year period between 1 July 
2016 to 30 June 2021 at this intersection.   

- The intersection of Elizabeth Drive and Wildflower 
Drive does not meet Council’s guidelines for the 
consideration of additional traffic calming devices.  

Action  
No action required. 

Hogan Street 1 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation 
- Hogan Street is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 411 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 37.4km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on Hogan 
Street in the most recently available 5-year period 
between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Hogan Street does not meet Council’s guidelines for 
the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

Holt Street 

1 Used as a rat run 
during peak times 

Investigation 
- Holt Street is a Council Access Street with a default 

speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 149 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 31.8km/h. 

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

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on Holt 
Street in the most recently available 5-year period 
between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Holt Street does not meet Council’s guidelines for 
the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

1 Vehicles speeding 
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McKell Avenue 

2 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation 
- McKell Avenue is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 337 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 44.7km/h. 

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

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on McKell 
Avenue in the most recently available 5-year period 
between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- McKell Avenue does not meet Council’s guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

2 Used as a rat run 
during peak times 

Plate Street 1 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation 
- Plate Street is a Council Access Street with a default 

speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 428 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 49.1km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on Plate 
Street in the most recently available 5-year period 
between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Plate Street does not meet Council’s guidelines for 
the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

Racecourse Road 5 Traffic congestion 
during peak times 

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

Action  
No action required.  

Racecourse Road 

1 

1* 

(2) 

Reduce speed limit 
to 60km/h 

Investigation  
Previous Council commitment to reduce the speed limit 
on Racecourse Road between Elizabeth Drive and 
Albert Road to 60km/h. 

Action 
No action required. 
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Racecourse Road 
at Curtin Drive 1 Better infrastructure 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.10 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of Racecourse Road at Curtis Drive. 

Action 
Construction of intersection improvements and 
pedestrian refuge and associated signage and line 
marking. 

Racecourse Road 
at Emu Bottoms 
Wetlands Carpark 

1 

1* 

(2) 

Construct a 
roundabout 

Investigation 

- As per Austroads Guidelines, roundabouts are 
major intersection treatments and appropriate at 
intersections with roads of similar classification and 
volumes, at an intersection with a high crash rate or 
local roads with high traffic volumes.   

- Racecourse Road carries a daily traffic volume in 
the order of 1,300 vehicles in vicinity of Emu 
Bottoms Wetlands, whilst the carpark access carries 
a significantly lower volume. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on 
Racecourse Road at the intersection with the 
carpark access point in the most recently available 
5-year period. 

- There is an existing right turn lane on Racecourse 
Road allowing for northbound vehicles to stop and 
give way to southbound traffic before entering the 
carpark. 

Action  

No action required. 

1 Dangerous 
intersection 

Racecourse Road 
(north section) 1 

Reduce speed limit 
from 70km/h to 
60km/h 

Investigation 

As per DTP guidelines, a 70km/h speed limit is 
acceptable on this section of Racecourse Road as it is 
an undivided higher movement street with medium to 
low direct access and no significant pedestrian/cyclist 
activity. 

Action  

No action required. 

Racecourse Road 
between Hopbush 
and Menzies Drive 

1 
Reduce speed limit 
from 60km/h to 
50km/h 

Investigation 

Refer to section 9.3.10 for a detailed review of this 
section of Racecourse Road. 

Action  

No action required. 
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Racecourse Road 
between Menzies 
and Riddell Road 

1 
Increase speed limit 
to 60km/h outside of 
school times 

Investigation 

As per the DTP guidelines, a 50km/h speed limit is 
acceptable on this section of Racecourse Road outside 
of school times as there is a direct access to point to the 
school. 

Action  

No action required. 

Racecourse Road 
near Sunbury 
Secondary 
College 

1 Traffic congestion at 
peak times 

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

Action  
No action required. 

Racecourse Road 
near Sunbury 
Secondary 
College 

1 

Construct sealed 
car parking on west 
side of Racecourse 
Road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.4 for a detailed review of 
Racecourse Road in the vicinity of Sunbury College. 

Action  
Formalise Parking on Racecourse Road in the vicinity of 
Sunbury College. 

Racecourse Road 
near Sunbury 
Secondary 
College carpark 

1 Install keep clear 
line marking 

Investigation 
- In accordance with guidelines, ‘Keep Clear’ line 

marking may only be installed where a blockage to 
an entrance to a side street or property would create 
a safety problem elsewhere in the system. 

- Keep clear pavement markings should only be used 
in locations where they are required in line with 
standards to avoid overuse which would lead to 
lower compliance and effectiveness. 

- Site observations indicate that there are no safety 
issues would arise on the road network due to 
vehicles waiting to turn into the carpark at Sunbury 
Secondary College.  

Action 
No action required. 

 

 

Riverview Terrace 

 

 

1 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation 
- Riverview Terrace is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 93 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 31.5km/h. 
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Riverview Terrace 
(cont’d) 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on 
Riverview Terrace in the most recently available 5-
year period between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Riverview Terrace does not meet Council’s 
guidelines for the consideration of traffic calming 
devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

 

 

 

Ruthven Street 

 

 

 

1 Vehicles speeding 

Investigation 
- Ruthven Street is a Council Access Street with a 

default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 303 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 44.3km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on 
Ruthven Street in the most recently available 5-year 
period between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Ruthven Street does not meet Council’s guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 

Settlement Road 1* Reduce speed limit 

Investigation 
- Settlement Road is a Council Rural Access Street 

with a default speed limit of 100km/h, with an 
average daily volume of 318 vehicles, and an 85th 
percentile speed of 94.9km/h. 

- The 100km/h speed limit is in accordance with 
current speed zoning guidelines. 

- Settlement Road does not meet Council’s guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

- A review of the Dot RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on 
Settlement Road in the most recently available 5-
year period between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

Action 
No action required. 

 

Settlement Road 
at Red Rock 
Christian College 

1* School Zone 
40km/h Signage 

Investigation 
- Settlement Road is a Council Rural Access Street 

with a default speed limit of 100km/h, with an 
average daily volume of 318 vehicles, and an 85th 
percentile speed of 94.9km/h. 
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Settlement Road 
at Red Rock 
Christian College 
(cont’d) 

- Settlement Road does not meet Council’s guidelines 
for the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

- There is no significant pedestrian activity on 
Settlement Road during school times and the road 
does not meet warrants for a school crossing.  

- A review of the Dot RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on 
Settlement Road in the most recently available 5-
year period between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

Action 
No action required. 

 

Spavin Drive 

5 

2* 

(7) 

Vehicles speeding 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.4, 9.4.5, 9.4.6 for a detailed review 
of Spavin Drive. 

Action 
Install indented parking bays between Riddell Road and 
Dawes Court, lighting at the road bends and upgrade the 
footpath at Linear Creek. 

Spavin Drive at 
Riddell Road 4 

Upgrade 
intersection 
(signals/roundabout) 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.1.3 for details of Spavin Drive and 
Riddell Road intersection. 

Action 
Continue to Advocate to DTP for the upgrade of Riddell 
Road including its intersection with Spavin Drive. 

Sunbury North (no 
specific location 
provided) 

1 Traffic congestion 

Investigation 

No specific location was provided for these requests and 
therefore a traffic investigation could not be undertaken. 

Action 

No action required. 

Sunbury 
Secondary 
College Carpark 

1 

Trees on 
Racecourse Road 
reduce visibility 
when exiting 
carpark 

Investigation  
- A SISD assessment as per Austroads Guidelines, 

was undertaken at the intersection of Elizabeth 
Drive and Wildflower Drive. 

- The SISD assessment noted that the intersection 
has good sight distance. 

Action  
No action required. 

 1 Vehicles speeding Investigation 
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Winilba Road 

 

 

 

 

Winilba Road 
(cont’d) 

- Winilba Road is a Council Access Street with a 
default speed limit of 50km/h.  

- It has an average daily volume of 203 vehicles, and 
an 85th percentile speed of 39km/h. 

- A review of the DTP RCIS database indicates that 
there were no recorded casualty crashes on Winilba 
Road in the most recently available 5-year period 
between 1 July 2016 to 30 June 2021. 

- Winilba Road does not meet Council’s guidelines for 
the consideration of traffic calming devices. 

Action 
No action required. 
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Aldridge Drive 2 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Aldridge Drive between Alexander Court and Spavin 

Drive has a road width of approximately 6.8m, 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 
Aldridge Drive between Alexander Court and Spavin 
Drive is considered a narrow street.  

Action  
Aldridge Drive between Alexander Court and Spavin Drive 
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. 

Brigade Street 1* Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Brigade Street has a road width of approximately 7.3m, 

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 
Brigade Street is not considered a narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Bruce Court 1 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Bruce Court has a road width of approximately 6.8m, 

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 
Bruce Court is considered a narrow street.  

Action  
Bruce Court 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. 

Bundanoon Avenue 3 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Bundanoon Avenue has a road width of approximately 

7.3m, 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 
Bundanoon Avenue is not considered a narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 
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Grand Ridge Way 1 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Grand Ridge Way has a road width of approximately 

6.9m, 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 
Grand Ridge Way is considered a narrow street.  

Action  
Grand Ridge Way 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. 

Keswick Rise 1 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Keswick Rise has 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 
Keswick Rise is considered a narrow street.  

Action  
Keswick Rise 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. 

Pipit Court 1 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Pipit Court has a road width of approximately 7.3m, 

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 
Pipit Court is not considered a narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Pipit Court 1 

No stopping 
signs at 
entrances to 
street 

Investigation  
As per the Victorian Road Rules, parking is not permitted 
within 10m of an intersection or within 1m of a pedestrian 
crossing.  

Action  
No action required. 
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Pavillion Circuit 1 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Pavillion Circuit has a road width of approximately 

7.3m, 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 
Pavillion Circuit is not considered a narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Plate Street 1 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Plate Street has a road width of approximately 7.3m, 

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 
Plate Street is not considered a narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Racecourse Road 
near Sunbury 
Secondary College 

2 
Parking 
congestion at 
peak times 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.4 for a detailed review of Racecourse 
Road in the vicinity of Sunbury Secondary College. 

Action 
Construct indented parking bays and associated signage 
and line marking. 

5 
Construct pick 
up/drop off 
zone 

Settlement Road at 
Red Rock Christian 
College 

1* 
No safe on-
street parking 
available 

Investigation  
- Settlement Road in the vicinity of Red Rock Christian 

College has a 8.4 metre wide sealed pavement. This 
comprises of two 3.2 metre traffic lanes and two 1 metre 
sealed shoulders.  

- Council is not responsible for providing additional 
parking to service schools but is responsible for 
managing existing parking around schools. 

- There are existing pick up and drop off facilities located 
within the school. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Stirrup Way 1 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Stirrup Way has a road width of approximately 7.3m, 

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 
Stirrup Way is not considered a narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Sunbury North 
(intersections) 1 Sign as ‘No 

Stopping’ 

Investigation  
As per the Victorian Road Rules, parking is not permitted 
within 10m of an intersection or within 1m of a pedestrian 
crossing.  

Action  
No action required. 

Wildflower Drive 3 Narrow road 

Investigation  
- Wildflower Drive has a road width of approximately 

7.3m, 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 
Wildflower Drive is not considered a narrow street.  

Action  
No action required. 

Wildflower Drive 2 Parking 
congestion 

Investigation  
- Council readopted the Hume City Parking Restrictions 

Policy in December 2022 which aims to manage and 
restrict parking in a way that is equitable, sustainable, 
consistent, and transparent. 

- An investigation was undertaken, during weekday 
daytime hours, to determine the parking occupancy of 
Wildflower Drive. 

- The investigation found that at times motorists utilised 
the available on street parking, however it did not have 
a significant impact on through traffic. 

- Wildflower Drive does not meet the guidelines of the 
Hume City Parking Restrictions Policy for parking 
restrictions consideration. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Yellow Gum 
Boulevard 2 Parking 

congestion 

Investigation  
- An investigation was conducted in late 2022 regarding 

long term parking at the bend of Yellow Gum Boulevard. 

- The investigation revealed that long term parking was 
occurring on the bend, impacting safety. 

- In response ‘No Stopping 8am-4pm’ signs were 
installed on the bend to improve safety. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Albert Road 1 

Bike facilities to 
connect with 
existing bike 
tracks 

Investigation  
- Albert Road is a is a Council Semi-Rural Access Street 

with a pavement width of approximately 6m. 
- There is insufficient width to implement cycling lanes on 

Albert Road. 

Action  
No action required. 

Aldridge Drive at 
Spavin Drive 2 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.6 for a detailed review of this section of 
Spavin Drive. 

Action  
Construction of pram crossing facilities to improve 
connectivity.  

Curtin Drive 
Reserve at Isaacs 
Close 

1 
Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.13 for a detailed review of Curtin Drive 
at Isaacs Close. 

Action  
Upgrade pedestrian facilities to improve connectivity. 

Dawes Court at 
Spavin Drive 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Dawes Court at Spavin Drive currently has a pedestrian 
crossing facility on the north side of the court. 

Action 
No action required. 

De Lisle Avenue at 
Elizabeth Drive 2 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.12 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of De Lisle Avenue at Elizabeth Drive. 

Action 
Construction of intersection improvements and associated 
signage and line marking. 

Dunrossil Drive at 
Elizabeth Drive 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.12 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of Dunrossil Drive at Elizabeth Drive. 

Action 
Construction of intersection improvements and associated 
signage and line marking. 
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Dunrossil Drive 
between Chifley 
Court and Lock 
Court 

1 
Too many cars 
parking in 
cycling lane 

Investigation  
- Dunrossil Drive has bicycle lanes on both sides of the 

road. It is signed as a bike lane with parking permitted. 

- This is a shared zone for cyclists and vehicles. 

Action  
No action required. 

Elizabeth Drive 1 

No space for 
cyclist in the 
cycling lane 
when vehicles 
are parked in it 

Investigation  
- Elizabeth Drive has bicycle lanes on both sides of the 

road. It is signed as a bike lane with parking permitted. 

- This is a shared zone for cyclists and vehicles. 

Action  
No action required. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Ervine Close 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.12 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of Ervine Close at Elizabeth Drive. 

Action 
Construction of intersection improvements and associated 
signage and line marking. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Geranium Drive 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.13 for a detailed review of Elizabeth 
Drive at Geranium Drive. 

Action  
Upgrade pedestrian facilities to improve connectivity. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
McEwen Drive 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.12 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of McEwen Drive at Elizabeth Drive. 

Action 
Construction of intersection improvements and associated 
signage and line marking. 

Elizabeth Drive at 
McKell Avenue 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.12 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of McKell Avenue at Elizabeth Drive. 

Action 
Construction of intersection improvements and associated 
signage and line marking. 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.5 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 363 

TABLE 4c: SUMMARY OF ALL CYCLING/PEDESTRIAN COMMENTS 
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 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Menzies Drive 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.12 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of Menzies Drive at Elizabeth Drive. 

Action 
Construction of intersection improvements and associated 
signage and line marking. 

Emu Road at 
Winilba Road 1 Construct 

cyclist facilities 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.3 for a detailed review of the road bend 
of Emu Road and Winilba Road. 

Action 
Construction of road bend improvements and associated 
signage and line marking. 

Hopbush Avenue at 
Racecourse Road 1 

Construct 
pedestrian 
priority 
crossing 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.10 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of Hopbush Avenue and Racecourse Road. 

Action 
Construction of intersection improvements and pedestrian 
refuge and associated signage and line marking. 

Isaacs Close at 
Menzies Drive 2 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.13 for a detailed review of Isaacs Close 
at Menzies Drive. 

Action  
Upgrade pedestrian facilities to improve connectivity. 

Kismet Creek at 
Spavin Drive 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.6 for a detailed review of the 
intersection of Kismet Creek at Spavin Drive. 

Action 
Construction of linear creek path improvements. 

Menzies Drive at 
Racecourse Road 1 

Construct 
footpath to 
cross the road 

Investigation  
Refer to section 9.4.13 for a detailed review of Menzies 
Drive at Racecourse Road. 

Action  
Upgrade pedestrian facilities to improve connectivity. 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.5 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 364 

TABLE 4c: SUMMARY OF ALL CYCLING/PEDESTRIAN COMMENTS 
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 

Racecourse Road at 
Blind Creek 1* 

Upgrade 
pedestrian 
fencing to road 
safety barrier 

Investigation  
- The bridge footpath on Racecourse Road in the vicinity 

of Blind Creek is currently treated with pedestrian 
fencing. 

- The pedestrian fencing prevent was installed to prevent 
pedestrians from walking onto the cycling/traffic lanes 
at the bridge. 

- The installation of road safety barriers would not 
provide any further protection to pedestrians as 
collisions into the barrier would cause it to deflect into 
the footpath. 

Action 
No action required. 

Racecourse Road 
(north section) 1* Construct 

Cycling Lane 

Investigation  
- This section of Racecourse Road is within a rural area 

and has a low traffic volume. It is not identified as a 
strategic cycling corridor in the Hume Bicycle Network 
Plan. 

- Cyclists can utilise the existing road pavement to cycle 
along Racecourse Road. 

Action  
No action required. 

Riddell Road 
(service road) 1 

Improve 
bicycle 
connection to 
footpaths 

Investigation  
The existing footpaths in the vicinity of these locations are 
not a shared paths and are not permitted to be used by 
cyclists. 

Action 
No action required. 

Riddell Road 
(service road) near 
Blind Creek 
Parklands 

1 

Riddell Road 
(service road) near 
Spavin Drive 

1 

Pram ramps 
are not 
constructed 
correctly 

Investigation  
The existing footpath at this location is not a shared path 
and is not permitted to be used by cyclists. 

Action 
No action required. 
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Salesian College 
and Sunbury 
Secondary College  

1 

Too many 
school 
crossings on 
Racecourse 
Road close 
together need 
better 
coordination 
between 
crossings or 
upgrade to 
signalised 
crossings 

Investigation  
- The existing school crossings on Racecourse Road 

servicing Salesian College and Sunbury Secondary 
College have been installed to improve safety of 
children crossing the road. 

- Coordinating pedestrians crossing at the school 
crossing is managed by crossing supervisors and it is 
not feasible for the crossing to be completely 
coordinated. 

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

Action 
No action required. 

Settlement Road at 
Red Rock Christian 
College 

1* Requesting 
school crossing 

Investigation  
- An investigation was previously conducted at 

Settlement Road in front of Red Rock Christian College 
to determine whether the location meets warrants for 
the installation of a school crossing. 

- The investigation revealed that pedestrian activity at 
this location didn’t not meet warrants for the installation 
of a school crossing in accordance with DTP guidelines. 

Action 
No action required. 

Spavin Drive 1 Construct 
Cycling Lanes 

Investigation  
- Spavin Drive is within a rural area and has a low traffic 

volume. It is not identified as a strategic cycling corridor 
in the Hume Bicycle Network Plan. 

- Cyclists can utilise the existing road pavement to cycle 
along Spavin Drive. 

Action  
No action required. 
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Bundanoon Avenue 
at Riverview 
Terrace  
(Detail 1) 

1* 
In favour of the 
intersection 
improvements 

No action required. 

Curtain Drive at 
Racecourse Road  
(Detail 10) 

1* 

Not in favour of 
the intersection 
improvements 
and pedestrian 
refuge 

Investigation 

- Refer to section 9.4.10 

- Intersection improvements and pedestrian refuge has 
been proposed at the intersection to improve pedestrian 
safety. 

Action 

Proceed with treatment as proposed. 

Hopbush Drive at 
Racecourse Road  
(Detail 10) 

1* 

Not in favour of 
the intersection 
improvements 
and pedestrian 
refuge 

Investigation 

- Refer to section 9.4.10 

- Intersection improvements and pedestrian refuge has 
been proposed at the intersection to improve pedestrian 
safety. 

Action 

Proceed with treatment as proposed. 

Racecourse Road  
(Detail 3) 10* 

Not in favour of 
the proposed 
speed limit 
reduction 

Investigation 

- This section Racecourse Road is suitable for either a 
50km/h or 60km/h speed limit as outlined in DTP 
guidelines. 

- The existing speed limit in this section of Racecourse 
Road is 60km/h. 

Action 

Remove proposed speed limit reduction to 50km/h from the 
Final TMP. 

Racecourse Road  
(Detail 4) 2* 

In favour of the 
indented 
parking bays 

No action required. 

Racecourse Road  
(Detail 8) 1* 

In favour of all 
the raised 
safety 
platforms at 
crossings 

No action required. 
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Racecourse Road  
(Detail 8) 3* 

Not in favour of 
all the raised 
safety 
platforms at 
crossings 

Investigation 

- Refer to section 9.4.8 

- Raised safety platform crossings have been proposed 
at existing pedestrian crossing points due to reduce 
traffic speeds at these locations and improve pedestrian 
safety. 

Action 

Proceed with treatment as proposed. 

Spavin Drive at 
Aldridge Drive  
(Detail 6) 

1* 

In favour of 
linear creek 
path 
improvements 

No action required. 
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Albert Road Nature 
Reserve 1 Upgrade carpark Referred to Council’s Assets Department 

Albert Road Nature 
Reserve 1 Clean up walking 

tracks 
Referred to Council’s Waste and Sustainability 
Department 

Aldridge Drive at 
Riddell Road 

3 Increase public 
lighting 

Referred to DTP 

2 Construct right turn 
lane 

2 Construct 
roundabout 

1 Unsafe during peak 
times 

1 Inefficient flood 
water management 

1 More traffic signage 

Barkly Street at 
Macedon Street 1 

Make temporary 
traffic signals 
permanent 

Temporary signals were installed during the Gap 
Road Level Crossing Removal Project but not 
intended to be permanent. Council continue to 
advocate to DTP for future signalisation of this 
intersection. 

Bicycle users 1 
All users should 
have bells on their 
bikes 

No action 

Blind Creek Linear 
Reserve 1 

Connect Blind Creek 
Linear Reserve track 
to ‘The Nook’ 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Blind Creek 
Parklands 2 Upgrade dirt track to 

concrete  
Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Blind Creek Trail 
between Hogan 
Street and Knox 
Court 

2 
Path has been 
fenced off and needs 
to be rectified 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 
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Blind Creek 
Parklands near 
Aldridge Drive 

1 

More vegetation or 
sound barriers to 
reduce Riddell Road 
traffic noise 

 

 

Referred to DTP 

 

 

Blind Creek 
Parklands near 
Fadden Grove 

1 Repair railings on 
footbridge 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

1 
Extend shared path 
from footbridge to 
Elizabeth Drive 

Blind Creek 
parklands near 
Higgins Avenue 

1 

Shared path 
between Menzies 
Drive and Higgins 
Avenue regularly 
floods 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Bundanoon Avenue 1 Illegally parked 
vehicles Referred to City Laws Team 

Bundanoon Avenue 
at Saxonwood Drive 1 Illegally parked 

vehicles Referred to City Laws Team 

Canterbury Avenue 
and Riddell Road 1 

Construct pedestrian 
crossing with 
flashing lights and 
crossing supervisor 

Referred to DTP 

Canterbury Avenue 
to Sunbury Town 
Centre 

1 Construct shared 
path Referred to Council’s Open Spaces Department 

Calder Freeway to 
Jacksons hill 1 Construct road 

connection 

Council is investigating a connection to Watsons 
Road which will provide access to the Calder 
Freeway 

Clarke Oval at 
Riddell Road 1 Upgrade 

entrance/exit Referred to City Design Department 

Club Sunbury at 
Riddell Road 1 Upgrade 

entrance/exit Referred to City Design Department 
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Creek between 
Albert Road and 
Emu Road 

1 

Construct a shared 
path along creek to 
connect to Albert 
Road Nature 
Reserve 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Elizabeth Drive 
roundabouts 1* 

Upgrade to have 
raised platforms or 
wombat crossings 

Not enough detail has been provided to determine 
the location of concern 

Emu Bottoms 
Wetlands Carpark 1 Inadequate parking Referred to Council’s City Design Department 

Elizabeth Drive 

1 Install sign about not 
littering 

Referred to Council’s Waste and Sustainability 
Department 

1 Connect to 
Lancefield Road 

Connection to be provided as part of the Lancefield 
Road Precinct Structure Plan 

Elizabeth Drive 

1 Road surface is 
unsafe 

Referred to Council’s Assets Management Team 1 Construct kerb and 
channel 

1 Uncomfortable to 
drive on 

Elizabeth Drive 1 
Adjacent reserves 
are a grass fire 
hazard 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Wildflower Drive 

1 Overgrown grass 
Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

2* Overgrown bushes 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Wildflower Drive 1 Illegal parked 

vehicles Referred to City Laws Team 

Elizabeth Drive at 
Riddell Road 2 Overgrown 

vegetation Referred to DTP 

Emu Bottom 
Wetlands 1 Link tracks with 

Sunbury 
Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 
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Emu Bottom 
Wetlands 

1 

1* 

(2) 

Increase parking in 
carpark 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Emu Bottom 
Wetlands 1 

Provide another bin 
near Platypus 
viewing area 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Emu Bottom 
Wetlands 1* Street lighting at 

carpark entrance/exit Referred to Council’s Civil Design Team 

Emu Road 

1 Construct pedestrian 
footpath Referred to Council’s Assets Management Team 

1 Construct shared 
path 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Emu Road at 
Winilba Road 1 Install street lighting Referred to Council’s Civil Design Team 

Evans Street at 
Macedon Street 

1 Traffic Congestion 
during peak times 

Referred to DTP 

1* 

Roundabout to have 
two circulating lanes 
around whole 
roundabout 

Evans Street 
Pedestrian Crossing 1 Construct pedestrian 

operated signals 

Evans Street is treated with zebra crossings along 
its length. Pedestrian operated signals have only 
been installed at intersection to allow for multiple 
crossing movements. 

 

Pedestrian operated signals are not required 
midblock on Evans Street and would also be 
inconsistent with other pedestrian treatments. 
Furthermore, due to the high and constant 
movement of pedestrians installing pedestrian 
operated signals could lead to poor pedestrian 
compliance.  

 

Holland Road  1 
Poor drainage 
causes flooding 
issues 

 

 

Referred to Council’s Civil Design Team 
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Holt Street between 
Riddell Road and 
Riddell Road 
(service road) 

1 Potholes 

Referred to DTP 

1 Crumbling road 
edges 

Horne Street at 
Riddell Road  

1 Remove roundabout 

Referred to DTP 
1 Construct traffic 

signals 

Iredale Promenade 
at Racecourse Road 1 Construct 

roundabout 

The intersection at this location was approved as 
part of recent subdivisional development and is 
appropriate for the intersection. 

Jacksons Creek 
Trail near Valley 
View Crescent 

1 Continue track north 
along creek 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Kismet Creek at 
Spavin Drive 1 Tree pruning 

required 
Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Kismet Creek Linear 
Reserve 

1 
Paths need to be 
redone to allow 2-
way movement 

There is an existing Council commitment to construct 
a shared path in this area from Council’s City Parks 
and Open Spaces Department 

1 Construct shared 
path 

1 

Construct path 
between Spavin 
Drive and Twin 
Creek Court 

1 

Construct shared 
path between 
Canterbury Avenue 
and Twin Creek 
Court 

Kismet Park Primary 
School 1 Construct more 

parking Referred to Kismet Park Primary School 

Laureate Close 1 
Open fire access for 
parking at Spavin 
Drive Reserve 

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Local Area Traffic 
Management study 
(Sunbury North) 

1 Study is missing 
Sherwood Estate This area is captured within another LATM 
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Marshall Close at 
Slim Court 2 Connect pedestrian 

paths 
Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

McEwen Drive 
Reserve 1 Reserve lights were 

never turned on 
Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Pavillion Circuit 1 Public lighting isn’t 
working Referred to Jemena 

Public Transport 
Bus Route 

2 Elizabeth Drive to 
Sunbury Fields 

Referred to DTP 

1 

Continue service up 
Elizabeth Drive to 
Racecourse Road 
and at the 
roundabout return 
and the go up 
McEwan Drive 

1 
Large and empty 
buses on narrow and 
hilly roads 

1 
Bus stops are 
unfinished and 
untidy 

1 

Extend bus service 
to Elizabeth Drive 
(north) and Curtin 
Drive 

Racecourse Road 2 

Construct pedestrian 
path from Menzies 
Drive to Curtain 
Drive on the west 
side of the road 

Referred to Council’s Assets Management Team 

Racecourse Road 

1 Potholes 

Referred to Councils Road Management 
Department 1 

Road edge has 
disintegrated where 
parking occurs 

Racecourse Road 1 Increase number of 
traffic entry/exit 

Additional access points to Racecourse Road are 
not required. 

Racecourse Road 1 More infrastructure Not enough detail has been provided to determine 
location of concern 
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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 RELEVANT DEPARTMENT/AUTHORITY 

Racecourse Road 

1 Inadequate public 
lighting 

Referred to Council’s Civil Design Team 2* More lighting 

1 Flooding 

Racecourse Road 1* 
Vegetation 
encroaching onto 
carriageway  

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

Racecourse Road 
(north section) 

3 Construct pedestrian 
footpath 

Referred to Council’s Assets Management Team 

2 Construct road 
shoulder 

Racecourse Road 
between Hopbush 
and Elizabeth Drive 

1 Upgrade to shared 
path Referred to Council’s Assets Management Team 

Racecourse Road 
between Knox Court 
and Riddell Road 

1 Illegal U-Turns Referred to Victoria Police 

1 Illegal parking Referred to City Laws Team 

Racecourse Road at 
Emu Road 1* Install street lighting Referred to Council’s Civil Design Team 

Racecourse Road at 
Enterprize Drive 1* Install street lighting Referred to Council’s Civil Design Team 

Racecourse Road at 
Homestead Way 1* Install street lighting Referred to Council’s Civil Design Team 

Racecourse Road at 
Riddell Road 

4 Traffic congestion 
during peak times 

Referred to DTP 

3 Traffic congestion 

1 Remove roundabout 

1 Remove vegetation 

1 Install traffic signals 
on roundabout 

1 
Students cross here 
instead of at the 
pedestrian crossing 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.5 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 375 

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 RELEVANT DEPARTMENT/AUTHORITY 

Racecourse Road 
near Blind Creek 2 Illegal parking in the 

'no stopping' area Referred to City Laws Team 

Racecourse Road 
near Sunbury 
Secondary College 

1 Vehicles illegally 
parking in bus zone Referred to City Laws Team 

Riddell Road 

3 Potholes/resurface 
road 

Referred to DTP 

2 Traffic congestion 
during peak times 

1 Traffic congestion 

2 
Too many 
roundabouts too 
close together 

1 Better bike lane 
connections 

1 

Construct bicycle 
lane from Settlement 
Road to Canterbury 
Avenue 

1 Inefficient flood 
water management 

1 No speed limit 
reductions 

1 Construct sealed 
shoulder 

1 
Upgrade to 4 lanes 
south of Spavin 
Drive 

1 
Duplicate from 
McKell Avenue to 
Phillip Drive 

1 Duplicate 

1* 
Duplicate from Ligar 
Street to Riddells 
Creek 
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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 RELEVANT DEPARTMENT/AUTHORITY 

Riddell Road at Holt 
Street 2* Install left turn lane 

into Riddell Road Referred to DTP 

Riddell Road at 
School Crossing 

5 Convert to an 
underpass 

Referred to DTP 

2 Convert to overpass 

2 Remove traffic 
signals  

1 Relocate 

Riddell Road at 
Settlement Road 1 Dangerous 

intersection Referred to DTP 

Riddell Road at 
Spavin Drive 1 Potholes Referred to DTP 

Riddell Road at St 
Annes Catholic 
School 

1 Upgrade 
entrance/exit Referred to DTP 

Riddell Road 
(service road) 1 Install kerb and 

channel in court bowl  Referred to Council’s Assets Management Team 

Riddell Road 
underpass 

2 Improve drainage 

Referred to DTP 

1 Nature strip is 
eroding  

Riverview Terrace 
track in park 
adjacent 

1 Unsafe walking 
paths Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 

Department 
2 Construct bridge 

over river/rock area 

Spavin Drive 1 Upgrade road Referred to Council’s Assets Management Team 

Spavin Drive 1 Illegal parked 
vehicles Referred to City Laws Team 

Spavin Drive 4 Construct pedestrian 
footpath Referred to Council’s Assets Management Team 
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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 RELEVANT DEPARTMENT/AUTHORITY 

Spavin Drive 
Reserve 

1 
Area is constantly 
underwater and 
unusable  

Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 
Department 

1 Construct shared 
path to Spavin Drive 

1 
Construct shared 
path to Canterbury 
Avenue 

1 
Construct shared 
path to Twin Creek 
Court 

1 
Connect to Kismet 
Creek Linear 
Reserve 

Speargrass Court 
Parklands 1 Overgrown grass Referred to Council’s City Parks and Open Spaces 

Department 

Sunbury North (no 
specific location 
provided) 

1 Increase number of 
traffic entry/exit  

Not enough detail has been provided to determine 
the location of concern. 

 

Sunbury North (no 
specific location 
provided) 

1 Potholes 

Not enough detail has been provided to determine 
the location of concern 

1 Uneven surfaces 

2 More shoulder 
widening 

1 More infrastructure  

2* 
Roundabouts to 
have ground cover 
plants only 

Sunbury North (no 
specific location 
provided) 

1* 

Roundabouts on 
main roads to have 
two lanes in each 
direction 

Referred to Department of Transport and Planning 
and Planning 

Sunbury North (no 
specific location 
provided) 

1 Stop further 
development 

Referred to Victorian Planning Authority 

1 More commercial 
properties 
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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 RELEVANT DEPARTMENT/AUTHORITY 

Sunbury Secondary 
College 1 Construct more 

parking Referred to Sunbury Secondary College 

Sunbury Train 
Station 1 Adequate commuter 

parking Referred to PTV 
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REPORT NO: 8.6 
REPORT TITLE: Growing Suburbs Fund Application 
SOURCE: Claire Taylor, Coordinator Grants and Projects  
DIVISION: Finance & Governance 
FILE NO: HCC16/387 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 3.2: Deliver responsible and transparent governance, 

services and sustainable assets that respond to 
community needs 

ATTACHMENTS: Nil      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 The Victorian and Australian Government currently has funding available for Councils to 
access funds towards the delivery of critical local community infrastructure needs within 
the fast-growing outer suburbs. 

1.2 The 2023/2024 Growing Suburbs Fund (GSF) will fund new, expanded, or upgraded 
infrastructure projects within Melbourne’s interface. As an Interface Council, Hume City 
Council can compete for funding towards the construction of prioritised community 
infrastructure. 

1.3 Between August 25 and October 20, 2023, this grant program is accepting applications 
and this report outlines the proposed projects for submission by Council. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

2.1 That Council: 
2.1.1 Approves the submission of applications to the 2023/24 Growing Suburbs 

Fund for the following projects in order of priority of: 
(a) Highgate Recreation Reserve – Playspace Upgrade, seeking 

$500,000. 
(b) Clovelly Drive Reserve – Playspace Upgrade, seeking $160,000. 
(c) Turnberry Drive Reserve – Playspace Upgrade, seeking $90,000. 
(d) Balyang Way Reserve – Playspace Upgrade, seeking $90,000. 
(e) Strathconnon Square – Playspace Upgrade, seeking $100,000. 

2.1.2 Notes that the projects at 2.1.1 above have already been incorporated into 
the 2024/25 Open Space and Playspace upgrade program. However, in 
accordance with the grant application timeline, the following two projects 
will be brought forward from 2024/25 to 2023/24. Council has allocated a 
budget for the upcoming projects as detailed below: 
(a) $1,065,400 for the Highgate Recreation Reserve – Playspace 

Upgrade. 
(b) $334,235 for the Clovelly Drive Reserve – Playspace Upgrade. 

2.1.3 Notes that the remaining three work sites are scheduled to commence in 
2025/26, and the budget allocation for these sites is detailed below: 
(a) $191,711 for the Turnberry Drive Reserve – Playspace Upgrade. 
(b) $184,875 for the Balyang Way Reserve – Playspace Upgrade. 
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(c) $230,807 for the Strathconnon Square – Playspace Upgrade 
2.1.4 Notes that in the event of a successful GSF grant application, it is 

anticipated to achieve a savings of $940,000 from the net rates allocation 
for this program. 

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

The provision of community facilities and community activities are a function specified in 
accordance with the Local Government Act 2020. 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
4.1 For most grant programs there is an expectation that Council provides funding towards 

the grants that are being sought. Some have specific funding ratios which dictate the 
level of investment required towards each grant. Funds from the 2026/27 Council budget 
to be brought forward.  

4.2 The 2023/24 Growing Suburbs Fund requires a co-funding contribution of at least a 1:1 
ratio from Council, therefore it is proposed that the considered projects be funded 
through the following sources: 

Table 4. FINANCIAL INFORMATION 

 
 
 

PROJECTS 
(in order of 

priority) 
 
  

ESTIMATED 
TOTAL 

PROJECT 
COST 

 
 

CURRENT 
COUNCIL 

ALLOCATION 
(CURRENT, 

COMMITTED OR 
PROPOSED) 

 

 
PROPOSED 

2023/24 
COUNCIL 

CONTRIBUTION 
TOWARDS 

GRANT 
(REQUIRED 
 1:1 RATIO) 

 
 

FUTURE 
PROPOSED 

COUNCIL 
CONTIBUITION 

FUNDING 
TOWARDS GRANT 

(REQUIRED 
 1:1 RATIO) 

 

 
 
 

GRANT 
AMOUNT 
SOUGHT  

 
 
 
 

OTHER 
FUNDING 

 
  

1. Highgate 
Recreation 
Reserve – 
Playspace 
Upgrade 

(Craigieburn) 

$1,065,400 
 

$1,065,400 
(2023/24 Budget) 

$565,400 $0 $500,000 Nil 

2. Clovelly Drive 
Reserve – 
Playspace 
Upgrade 

(Craigieburn) 

$334,235 
 

$334,235 
(2023/24 Budget) 

$174,235 $0 $160,000 Nil 

3. Turnberry 
Drive Reserve – 

Playspace 
Upgrade 

(Sunbury) 

$191,711 
 

$191,711 
(2024/25 Budget) 

$0 
$101,711 

(2024/25 Budget) 
$90,000 Nil 

4. Balyang Way 
Reserve – 
Playspace 
Upgrade 

(Craigieburn) 

$184,875 
 

$184,875 
(2024/25 Budget) 

$0 
$94,875 

(2024/25 Budget) 
$90,000 Nil 

5. Strathconnon 
Square – 

Playspace 
Upgrade 

(Tullamarine) 

$230,807 
 

$230,807 
(2024/25 Budget) 

$0 
$130,807 

(2024/25 Budget) 
$100,000 Nil 
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Table 4. FINANCIAL INFORMATION 

 
 
 

PROJECTS 
(in order of 

priority) 
 
  

ESTIMATED 
TOTAL 

PROJECT 
COST 

 
 

CURRENT 
COUNCIL 

ALLOCATION 
(CURRENT, 

COMMITTED OR 
PROPOSED) 

 

 
PROPOSED 

2023/24 
COUNCIL 

CONTRIBUTION 
TOWARDS 

GRANT 
(REQUIRED 
 1:1 RATIO) 

 
 

FUTURE 
PROPOSED 

COUNCIL 
CONTIBUITION 

FUNDING 
TOWARDS GRANT 

(REQUIRED 
 1:1 RATIO) 

 

 
 
 

GRANT 
AMOUNT 
SOUGHT  

 
 
 
 

OTHER 
FUNDING 

 
  

Total $2,007,028 $2,007,028 $739,636 $327,393 $940,000 $0 

 
4.2.1 The amounts shown in the Current Council Allocation column in Table 4 

represent Councils committed funds from the 2023/24 Council budget and/or 
future proposed budgets. 

4.2.2 Any external funding secured would reduce Council’s expenditure in each 
respective project by the amount indicated in the ‘Grant Amount Sought’ column 
in Table 4. 

4.2.3 There is no limit to the number of applications that a Council can submit for 
consideration. However, there is a limit on the maximum grant amount of $2 
million that can be requested for each application.  No more than 20% ($2 
million) of the total funding pool of $10 million will be allocated to a single 
council. 

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
The capital projects are being developed with environmental sustainability as a strong theme 
in the planning, design, and implementation phases. Play equipment is selected for safety, 
durability, longevity and ease of maintenance.  Sustainably sourced landscape products are 
sought. 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
The design and construction of the capital projects will be cognisant of the implications of 
climate change in order to minimise the impacts of ongoing operations. Play spaces are sited 
to take advantage of existing tree canopy where available, and additional trees are planted 
for future shade.  
Play and open space upgrades include tree planting in accordance with Council’s Urban 
Forest Principles, using long-lived species suitable for local conditions, and broad-canopy 
trees where space allows. Plant selections consider suitability to the local climatic conditions, 
minimal maintenance, and to minimise watering beyond establishment. Passive irrigation is 
used wherever it is practical to do so. 

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
Hume’s diverse population is driving the need for a greater range of responsive, affordable, 
accessible, and equitable community facilities and activities. Through the development of 
these projects, a strong commitment is being made to achieve social justice outcomes. 

8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 
These projects have been developed in consultation with local residents and local community 
groups. This is recognised through these projects being prioritised in the following strategic 
documents: 

• Hume City Council Plan 2021-2025. 
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• Open Space Strategy 2010-2015 

• Safe in Hume - Our Community Safety Plan 2020 – 2022  
 

9. DISCUSSION: 
9.1 2023/24 Growing Suburbs Fund (GSF) 

9.1.1 The Victorian Government is investing $10 million through the 2023- 24 GSF to 
continue the timely delivery of critical infrastructure in interface communities. It 
is to be noted that this fund has been reduced significantly from previous years, 
where there was $50 million in funding available. 
(a) This round of the GSF will contribute to meeting critical local infrastructure 

needs for communities in our changing and fast-growing outer suburbs. It 
is positioned to quickly respond to the pressures being experienced by 
interface communities by accelerating infrastructure projects that will 
make a big difference to the livability and resilience of these areas.  

(b) Grants will be targeted towards high priority community infrastructure 
projects that contribute to: 
(i) increase social and economic participation in Melbourne’s fast 

growing outer suburbs. 
(ii) meet the health and wellbeing needs of people in fast growing 

outer suburbs. 
(iii) increase local economic activity. 
(iv) improve the capacity for councils to respond to changing 

community needs and demands. 
(v) deliver integrated or multi-purpose community infrastructure. 
(vi) creating a safe and engaging environment for disadvantaged 

community members. 
9.1.2 The 2023/24 GSF will support projects that have a direct benefit to 

communities and surrounding catchment areas across the following broad 
infrastructure categories: 
(a) multi-purpose or integrated community facilities. 
(b) early education, libraries, learning and training facilities that have 

dedicated community spaces and facilitate multiuse purposes. 
(c) sport, recreation, and leisure facilities that have ‘dedicated’ community 

space and support multiuse purposes. 
(d) placemaking, civic amenity, and open spaces. 
(e) purpose-built facilities that respond to the needs First Nations 

communities. 
9.1.3 As part of their applications, councils will need to submit a Project Plan that 

outlines the timelines for the project(s) they plan to undertake and 
demonstrate that projects can commence construction within 18 months of the 
grant being announced (by no later than February 2025). 

9.1.4 Funded projects must be completed within 24 months of the commencement 
of construction. 

9.1.5 Applications for this grant program close 20 October 2023, and it is stipulated 
that projects must be situated in areas zoned for growth in Interface Councils. 
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9.1.6 The majority of suitable projects within the fast-growing areas of Council are to 
be fully funded by developers and not suitable for application against the 
criteria of the fund. 

9.1.7 The fastest growing suburbs currently within Hume are Kalkallo (6.7%), 
Mickleham (6.5%) and Sunbury (5.4%). 

9.1.8 A Council Resolution is a requirement of a funding submission and can be 
supplied to the Victorian government within 20 days of the close of 
applications to accommodate the timeframes associated with Council 
reporting.  

9.1.9 Projects for consideration of application to the GSF: 
(a) Following an assessment of the GSF guidelines and Council’s Capital 

Works Program by the Coordinator Grants and Projects, the Project 
Management Office and the Capital Investment Committee, the following 
potential projects were identified: 

 

TABLE 9: 2023/24 GROWING SUBURBS FUND – PROJECTS FOR CONSIDERATION 

PROJECT WORKS SEEKING 
FUNDING RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE 

Highgate Recreation 
Reserve – Playspace 
Upgrade 

(Craigieburn) 

Upgrade to playspace 
as part of the Open 
Space Strategy 

Apply Improve capacity for 
council to respond to 
changing needs and 
demands of the growing 
community. Subsidise the 
cost to council. 

Clovelly Drive Reserve 
– Playspace Upgrade 
(Craigieburn) 

Upgrade to playspace 
as part of the Open 
Space Strategy 

Apply Improve capacity for 
council to respond to 
changing needs and 
demands of the growing 
community. Subsidise the 
cost to council.  

Turnberry Drive 
Reserve – Playspace 
Upgrade 
(Sunbury) 

Upgrade to playspace 
as part of the Open 
Space Strategy 

Apply Improve capacity for 
council to respond to 
changing needs and 
demands of the growing 
community. Subsidise the 
cost to council. 

Balyang Way Reserve 
– Playspace Upgrade 
(Craigieburn) 

Upgrade to playspace 
as part of the Open 
Space Strategy 

Apply Improve capacity for 
council to respond to 
changing needs and 
demands of the growing 
community. Subsidise the 
cost to council. 

Strathconnon Square – 
Playspace Upgrade 
(Tullamarine) 

Upgrade to playspace 
as part of the Open 
Space Strategy 

Apply This area as multiple dual 
occupancy dwellings, with 
no yard space. This 
project supports 
community connectivity, 
health and well-being. 

PROJECTS THAT WERE CONSIDERED, BUT ARE NOT SUITABLE FOR APPLICATION 

Hatty Court Reserve – 
Playspace Upgrade 
(Campbellfield) 

Upgrade to playspace 
as part of the Open 
Space Strategy 

Not Apply The fund is specifically to 
support infrastructure in 
fast growing outer 
suburbs and will not fund 
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TABLE 9: 2023/24 GROWING SUBURBS FUND – PROJECTS FOR CONSIDERATION 

PROJECT WORKS SEEKING 
FUNDING RECOMMENDATION RATIONALE 

projects in the 
Broadmeadows area 

Grey Box Woodlands 
Reserve – Playspace 
Upgrade 
(Broadmeadows) 

Upgrade to playspace 
as part of the Open 
Space Strategy 

Not Apply The fund is specifically to 
support infrastructure in 
fast growing outer 
suburbs and will not fund 
projects in the 
Broadmeadows area 

Jackson Creek 
Community Centre 
(Sunbury) 

Construction of a new 
community centre 

Not Apply Scoping is still being 
finalized with project 
needing additional funding 
against what is currently 
budgeted 

Jackson Creek 
Regional Park 
(Sunbury) 

Trail and open space 
upgrade 

Not Apply Potential for delays with 
CHMP – will not fit into the 
timeframe for the funding 
delivery 

Emu Creek Community 
Centre 
(Sunbury) 

Construction of a new 
community centre 

Not Apply Scoping of project due to 
start in 25/26 – does not 
fit timeline criteria 

Buckland Way Sports & 
Recreation Pavilion 
(Sunbury) 

Construction of a new 
pavilion 

Not Apply Scoping to commence 
23/24 with design to 
commence 25/26 – does 
not fit timeline criteria, and 
any sports pavilion needs 
to be ‘multi-purpose’ and 
be available for the wider 
community to use 

Eastern Sport Ground 
Pavilion 
(Mickleham) 

Construction of a new 
pavilion 

Not Apply Scoping of project due to 
start in 25/26 – does not 
fit timeline criteria 

 
(b) As a result of this analysis, the following projects were prioritized, 

according to their alignment to the purpose, objectives and timeframe for 
delivery of projects within the GSF: 
(i) Highgate Recreation Reserve – Playspace Upgrade 
(ii) Clovelly Drive Reserve – Playspace Upgrade 
(iii) Turnberry Drive Reserve – Playspace Upgrade 
(iv) Balyang Way Reserve – Playspace Upgrade 
(v) Strathconnon Square – Playspace Upgrade 

9.1.10 This list in Table 9. presents infrastructure projects for consideration of the 
Victorian Government that align with the requirements of the GSF and will 
deliver strong benefits for the Hume City community. 

10. CONCLUSION: 
10.1 The Victorian Government currently has open the GSF grant program available for 

Councils to compete to access funds for capital infrastructure projects. 
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10.2 A list of projects has been presented which meet the funding criteria and provide 
opportunities for Council to off-set committed capital funding in current and future 
proposed budgets. 

10.3 All these projects to be submitted meet key objectives within the Hume City Council Plan 
2021 – 2025 as evidence of their importance to the local community. 
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REPORT NO: 8.7 
REPORT TITLE: Philanthropic Framework 
SOURCE: George Osborne, Manager Economic Development  
DIVISION: City Planning & Places 
FILE NO: NOM23/002 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 3.1: Empower and engage our community through 

advocacy and community engagement 
ATTACHMENTS: Nil     

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT 

1.1 On 13 February 2023 Council resolved as follows: 
1.2 Having seen the value in past philanthropic partnerships and the need to renew Hume 

City Council’s success in this space, a philanthropy framework be prepared including 
guiding principles, a prospectus and other related information.   

1.3 A preliminary report detailing opportunities and timeframes for delivery above be 
presented to Council.  

1.4 The preliminary report was presented to Council in June, at which a final report was 
requested to be presented at a future meeting.  

 
2. RECOMMENDATION 

THAT COUNCIL NOTES THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS REPORT.  
 
3. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

3.1 There are no financial implications from this report. 
 

4. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS 
4.1 Not applicable. 
 

5. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS 
5.1 Not applicable. 
 

6. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION 
6.1 This report reflects councils goals to support our communities’ aspirations of justice, 

fairness and accountability as well as economic and social participation. In particular 
equity and fairness.  

 
7. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION 

7.1 A Partnership Framework to be delivered through the Council plan will be subject to 
community consultation.  
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8. DISCUSSION 
8.1 Council officers have progressed work on a Philanthropic Framework as resolved by 

Council. 
8.2 Work to date on development of such a framework has identified opportunities to assist 

local organisations access philanthropic funds to support their important work in our 
community.  

8.3 It has also been identified that this framework has strategic linkages to other council 
frameworks being prepared around partnerships and an update of the sponsorships 
policy.  To provide a holistic view of those inter-related opportunities it is suggested 
these items come to council for decision in early 2024. 

8.4 Based on early work council's philanthropic goals are likely to include: 

• Supporting local charities and not for profit organisations to access philanthropic 
funds,  

• Support for Council led programs and events, and  

• Promoting social welfare, enhancing the environment, or advancing education. 
8.5 The foundations for a sustainable philanthropic program will need to: 

• Provide meaningful support, 

• Inspire the Hume community to engage with local causes, and 

• Encourage individuals, business and grant-makers to partner with Council and 
local organisations to enhance social outcomes, improve accessibility and 
pursue new opportunities. 

8.6 Consideration may also be given to establishing a workplace/employee giving program 
and planning and executing strategic fundraising activities such as a Capital Campaign, 
the establishment of a giving initiative and/or a Hume Community Foundation. All of 
these considerations may be incorporated in the ongoing development of Councils 
Partnership Framework and updated Sponsorship policy. 
 

9. COUNCILS PARTNERSHIP FRAMEWORK 
9.1 It is noted that Council is developing a Partnership Framework to facilitate regional 

outcomes through innovative partnerships, under Council Strategic Objective 3.3, 
Action 3.3.3 Facilitate Regional Outcomes for the Benefit of Hume City Community. 
The Partnership Framework will be presented to Council in early 2024 and the 
Philanthropic Funding Framework may be incorporated as one element of this 
broader framework.  

 
10. CONCLUSION 

10.1 A Hume City Council Philanthropic Funding Framework can help shape the Hume 
City community’s future, supporting growth and prosperity and most importantly 
contributing to the health and wellbeing of residents by supporting accessibility to 
funding pathways for Hume City Not for Profit and charitable organisations.  

10.2 Council will be provided with a holistic framework that is consistent with the 
approach to partnerships and sponsorship in early 2024. 
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REPORT NO: 8.8 
REPORT TITLE: Residential Nature Strip Policy Review 
SOURCE: Mark Doyle, Coordinator Turf Management  
DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 
FILE NO: - 
POLICY: Residential Nature Strip Policy 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 2.2: Design and maintain our City with accessible spaces 

and a strong sense of place 
ATTACHMENT:  1.  Draft Residential Nature Strip Policy 2023      
 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 This report recommends that Council approve the revised Residential Nature Strip 
Policy and endorse undertaking community consultation on the policy via Participate 
Hume process. 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

2.1 That Council endorse the Draft Residential Nature Strip Policy 2023 (attachment 
1) for community consultation. 

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

3.1 Council has powers under the Road Management Act 2004 and Local law to regulate 
works within a Road Reserve. 

 
4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

4.1 The current budget for Nature Strip works is $122,000 for the 2023/24 financial year. 
4.2 This budget includes intervention mowing for hazardous nature strips and for make 

safe repairs as required to reduce the risk to the community. 
 

5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 
5.1 The policy provides opportunities for residents to improve their nature strips with 

plantings (grass or shrubs) that will improve biodiversity throughout the municipality. 
 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
6.1 Climate change is likely to see Hume City become drier and hotter. Having green 

spaces in public places such as nature strips helps reduce the urban heat island effect. 
 

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
7.1 The recommendations in this report do not limit any of the protected rights under the 

Victoria Charter of Human Rights. 
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8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 

8.1 There has been no community consultation to date. This report recommends 
undertaking community consultation on the draft policy to provide opportunity for the 
community to provide feedback. 
 

9. DISCUSSION: 
9.1 Council adopted the current Residential Nature Strip Policy at the meeting on 15 June 

2021. 
9.2 The draft Residential Nature Strip Policy seeks to further clarify the maintenance 

responsibilities for nature strips, which is the responsibility of the resident. This will 
include corner properties which have nature strips on the front and the side of the 
property. 

9.3 Maintenance of nature strips includes activities such as mowing, edging, weeding, litter 
removal etc. 

9.4 Council will only undertake slashing works on residential nature strips where it is 
deemed to be a hazard (e.g.: Fire hazard, line of sight for vehicles, restricts pedestrian 
access etc.). Poor amenity will not be a reason alone for intervention. 

9.5 Council will undertake remedial works on nature strips where it has been identified that 
there is a significant hazard for the community (e.g.: tripping hazard). This will involve  
topping up the hazard with soil and spreading seed and will only apply to the area 
where the hazard has been identified. 
 

10. CONCLUSION: 
10.1 The updated draft Residential Nature Strip Policy looks to clarify maintenance 

responsibilities for residential nature strips. 
10.2 It is recommended that Council adopt the draft policy for consultation. 
10.3 Following community consultation the draft policy will be brought back to Council for 

adoption. 
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1. POLICY STATEMENT 
 

1.1 Council is committed to taking pride in the appearance of Hume City through shared 
responsibility for maintenance and enhancement of nature strips on roadsides. 

1.2 Council supports residents enhancing and maintaining nature strips when done in a manner 
that is safe, is not detrimental the local amenity, sustainable and compliant with relevant 
legislation. 

1.3 It is the responsibility of residents/property owners to maintain the nature strip abutting their 
property (on all sides of the property) in a manner that provides for safe and unhindered 
movement, and this normally entails activities such as regular mowing, weeding and the 
removal of litter 

1.4 Council will only undertake works on nature strips to make safe following evidence of damage 
to the nature strip by a Council vehicle or in cases where there is a significant risk to the 
community eg. Sink hole 

1.5 It is illegal to park a vehicle on a nature strip anywhere in Victoria and offenders may be issued 
an infringement notice under Road Safety Road Rules 2009, rule no 197.   
 

2. PURPOSE 
 

2.1 The purpose of the Policy is to provide guidance to residents wishing to undertake 
personalised landscape works on Council Residential Nature Strips. 

2.2 The Policy provides guidance on how Council will address non-compliant landscape works 
on Nature Strips. 

2.3 The Policy provides clarity that Residents and property owners are expected to maintain 
the nature strip abutting their property. 

 
3. SCOPE 

 
3.1 The Policy applies to landscape works on Council Residential Nature Strips. 
3.2 The Policy does not apply to rural roads or roads where Council is not the Responsible 

Road Authority including Arterial Roads and Freeways. 
3.3 It also does not apply to works undertaken by Council, utility authorities and Victorian and 

Federal Governments. 
 
4. OBJECTIVES: 

 
4.1 To ensure a safe, sustainable, and consistent approach to the design, maintenance 

and selection of materials used on residential nature strips throughout the City with 
reference to current Council guidelines. 

4.2 Provide clarity to Hume residents about the management, maintenance and governance of 
Residential Nature Strips in the municipality. 

4.3 To provide separate guidelines to residents on suitable landscape treatments, public 
safety and asset protection. 

 
 
5. POLICY IMPLEMENTATION 

 
5.1  
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5.1.1 Required maintenance includes regular mowing, weeding and the removal of litter 
 

5.2 Consent to undertake landscape works on Council Nature Strips 
5.2.1 A person undertaking landscape works on a Council Nature Strip as the property 

owner, or on behalf of the property owner is required to apply for a Consent to Works 
Within a Hume Road Reserve permit under the Road Management Act. 

5.2.2 Council will consider applications for landscape works on Council Nature Strips in 
accordance with Council’s Residential Nature Strip Guidelines. 

5.3 Non-compliant landscape works on Council Nature Strips 
5.3.1 Where Council becomes aware of non-compliant and/or unsafe landscape works on 

a Council Nature Strip and where the works do not comply with the Residential 
Nature Strip Guidelines, Council may: 
a) invite the resident/property owner to bring the works into compliance with the 

Guidelines; 

b) Where this is unsuccessful undertake enforcement action; and, 

c) Where Council cannot identify the responsible person or, the identified person 
fails to bring the landscape works into compliance with the Guidelines, Council 
shall remove the landscape works and topsoil and seed or apply a mulch layer to 
the area as appropriate and shall seek costs from the property owner. 

 

5.4 Damage to a nature strip 

5.4.1 If the nature strip has been damaged because of building or other work at their 
property, the property owner, contractor or builder is responsible for repairs. 

5.4.2 Utility companies that supply water, gas, electricity, and telecommunications may 
require access to a nature strip to perform maintenance work. The utility company 
is responsible for reinstating the nature strip but are only required to backfill with soil 
and seed with grass. There is no guarantee that these utility companies will replace 
landscaping such as plants, gravel and mulch to match the condition prior to 
maintenance work. Council will not be responsible for reinstatement. 

5.4.3 The property owner is ultimately responsible maintaining the nature strip abutting 
their property in a manner that provides for safe and unhindered movement. 

 
 
6. DEFINITIONS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

Nature Strip - is the land that is within the boundaries of a road (other than the shoulders of the 
road) which is not a roadway or pathway as stated in the Road Management Act 2004.  

 

Council Residential Nature Strip – is Nature Strip on a road listed on Council’s Register of 
Public Roads adjacent to residential land use. 

 
Personalised Landscape Works – landscape works on a Council Residential Nature Strip that 
comply with Council’s Residential Nature Strip Landscaping Guidelines 
 
Other terms shown in capitals are defined by the Road Management Act 2004. 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
23 OCTOBER 2023 COUNCIL MEETING 
Attachment 1 - Draft Residential Nature Strip Policy 2023 

Hume City Council Page 406 

 
 
7. RELATED DOCUMENTS 

 
7.1 Legislative requirements 

a) Road Management Act 2004. 
b) Local Government Act 2020 

7.2 Hume City Council: 
a) Local Law Number 1 
b) Road Management Plan 
c) Register of Public Roads 
d) Residential Nature Strip Landscaping 

Guidelines 
e) Sustainable Gardening Handbook 
f) Nature Strip Landscaping and Planting Information Sheet 
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REPORT NO: 8.9 
REPORT TITLE: Committee of Management for Non-Council Owned Land 

in Westmeadows 
SOURCE: Mark Doyle, Coordinator Turf Management  
DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 
FILE NO: - 
POLICY: - 
STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: 2.2: Design and maintain our City with accessible spaces 

and a strong sense of place 
ATTACHMENT:  1. 

 21_Bent_St_Westmeadows_CoM_Property_Parcel
s_Map.pdf      

 
1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 This report recommends that Council assume Committee of Management (CoM) 
responsibilities for the parcel of Crown Land at 21 Bent Street, Westmeadows, 
currently owned by the Department of Energy, Environment and Climate Action 
(DEECA). 

 
2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 
2.1 resolves to become the Committee of Management (CoM) for the Crown Land 

parcel at 21 Bent Street, Westmeadows as indicated on the plan shown as 
Attachment 1, which is located within Township of Broadmeadows, Parish of 
Westmeadows and is listed below: 
Parcel 
Number  

Address – Westmeadows   Title details  

1 21 Bent Street    Crown Allotment 2001 and Crown 
Allotment 2002 of Section 1  

 
2.2 note that Officers will prepare a future report for Council to review other parcels 

of land that are not owned by Council but currently being maintained with 
Council resources.   

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS: 

3.1 The Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 provides the legislative framework for Council to 
be appointed CoM. 
 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
4.1 The maintenance costs are estimated to be $8,622 per annum. These costs are 

currently allowed for within Council’s operational budget as Council is currently 
maintaining this land. 
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4.2 The estimated costs are broken down as follows: 

Maintenance Area  Cost per annum  

Land and Biodiversity  $3,337 
Trees  $870 
Mowing  $1,950 
Infrastructure  $1,450  
Horticulture  $1,015  

 
5. ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS: 

5.1 The land in question is adjacent to Council land, along the Moonee Ponds Creek 
corridor. By becoming formally responsible for the management of the land, Council will 
have a greater ability to plan and manage for conservation, habitat protection and 
climate change adaption as part of Councils broader land and biodiversity strategy 
across the municipality. 
 

6. CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION CONSIDERATIONS: 
6.1 This land will form a part of Councils open space network and contribute towards 

Climate Change Adaptation and broader community benefits. 
 

7. CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS APPLICATION: 
7.1 The charter of Human Rights has been considered and the recommendations 

contained within this report are compliant. 
 

8. COMMUNITY CONSULTATION: 
8.1 No community consultation has been undertaken prior to the preparation of this report. 

 
9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 Council has entered into a contract for the installation of senior’s exercise equipment at 
21 Bent Street, Westmeadows following a community capital works request. 

9.2 Seniors Exercise Equipment Proposal  
9.2.1 The Seniors Exercise Equipment was planned and designed in 2022/23 in 

response to a community Capital Works request. It has funding for installation 
in 2023/24 and a contractor has been appointed, with installation currently 
proposed in November 2023. 

9.2.2 On 16th June 2023 Council referred a planning application to DEECA seeking 
landowner consent to construct seniors’ exercise equipment on the Crown 
land at 21 Bent Street, Westmeadows.   

9.2.3 On 25 July 2023 DEECA responded to Council’s application stating that prior 
to issuing Landowner Consent for the proposed seniors exercise equipment, 
they require written confirmation from Council that they will become 
Committee of Management over the parcel of land. 
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9.2.4 The area is shown outlined in Attachment 1, noted as the following: 

(a) 21 Bent Street, Westmeadows – Crown Allotment 2001 and Crown 
Allotment 2002 of Section 1 

9.3 Committee of Management Responsibilities    
9.3.1 Council has been appointed CoM of over 30 sites that are owned by the 

Crown across the municipality. This means that while the land remains in the 
ownership of the Crown, Council is responsible for the maintenance of these 
sites. 

9.3.2 Each CoM gains its powers under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978. The 
powers given under the Act enable the Committees to: 
(a) Manage and develop the Reserves 
(b) Undertake financial transactions and enter contracts   
(c) Enter tenure arrangements, such as leasing and licensing (subject to 

Ministerial approval)  
(d) Set fees and charges   
(e) Limit access (physical access)  

9.3.3 Additionally, it is recommended the CoM establish management plans, work 
schedules (including pest and weed control) and an annual budget for the land 

9.3.4 Public liability insurance is covered by DEECA. However, Committees have a 
duty to ensure that claims are minimised using risk management practices.  

9.4 Maintenance agreement under CoM   
9.4.1 Council is currently carrying out maintenance at 21 Bent Street, 

Westmeadows. The cost of this is included in the Parks annual maintenance 
budget (refer section 6 – Financial implications).   

9.4.2 Through becoming the Committee of Management for this land Council will be 
responsible for its ongoing management and maintenance. 

9.4.3 As part of a future report brought to Council all land that Council is currently 
maintaining that isn’t our own will be documented and options to continue or 
modify maintenance agreements will be presented to Council. 

9.5 Process for Council to be appointed as CoM 
9.5.1 The process is outlined as followed: 

(a) Council writes to DEECA with a copy of Council’s report 
recommendation approving the CoM appointment for the unreserved 
Crown land.   

(b) DEECA publishes a gazettal notice that identifies and reserves the land 
for public purpose and advises it will be subject to the CoM. 

(c) Council receives a certificate of appointment from the relevant Minister. 
(d) Council becomes CoM for the subject site. 

9.6 Risks to Council for taking on CoM responsibilities: 
9.6.1 There is minimal risk in taking on the CoM. As outlined above, the cost is 

already allowed for in the operations budget and Council is already operating 
on this land. 
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9.6.2 The most immediate risk of not assuming CoM is the impact on the Senior’s 

exercise equipment project. If the DEECA consent cannot be approved, the 
project will not be able to proceed. As a contract has already been awarded 
for the delivery of the works, this would have some financial implications. 

9.6.3 The benefits of assuming CoM include: 
(a) Improved clarity of responsibilities between Council and DEECA. 
(b) Improved opportunity to manage the parcel as part of a continuous open 

space reserve, in meeting Councils environmental objectives. 
(c) Greater opportunity to plan for the parcel of land to meet ongoing 

community expectations and access to open space. 
 

10. CONCLUSION: 
10.1 By taking on CoM responsibilities, Council will be able to proceed with implementing 

the Seniors Exercise Equipment Project at 21 Bent Street, Westmeadows 
10.2 Becoming CoM for this parcel of land will ensure Council can continue to manage this 

parcel at the current levels of service for the long term benefit of the local community.  
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REPORT NO: 8.10 
REPORT TITLE: Correspondence received from or sent to Government 

Ministers or Members of Parliament - September 2023 
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.  Review of Sunbury bus network 
2.  Maintenance of the road network 
3.  Entry to the Ring Road from Mickleham Road 
4.  Select Committee - Inquiry into the cancellation of the 

2026 Commonwealth Games 
5.  Jacksons Creek Community Centre Project 
6.  2023 Growth Areas Infrastructure Contribution 

(GAIC) Program 
7.  Growing Suburbs Fund 
8.  Tiny Towns Fund 
9.  Diverse Communities Grants Program      

 
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 Councillors 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 September 2023: 
Table 1 Correspondence in relation to notices of motion items from Council meetings. 
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. 
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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 Review of Sunbury Bus 
Network and Long-Term 
Public Transport 
Planning - Mr Ben 
Carroll 

Minister for 
Public 
Transport 

6/09/2023 Coordinator 
Integrated 
Planning 

NOM23/017 1 

 
 
 

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 

Attachment 

Inwards Maintenance of the road 
network within the 
Hume City Council - 
Response 

Minister for Roads 
and Road Safety 

6/09/2023 Manager Assets  2 

Inwards Entry to the Ring Road 
from Mickleham Road 

Minister for Roads 
and Road Safety 

6/09/2023 Manager Assets  3 

Inwards 
 
 
 

Select Committee 
Inquiry into the 
cancellation of the 2026 
Commonwealth Games 
– Invitation for 
submission 

Leader of the 
Opposition 

8/09/2023 Manager City 
Life 

 4 

Inwards Jacksons Creek 
Community Centre 
Project, the Ginifer 
Reserve Pavilion 
Upgrade, and the 
Willowbrook Recreation 
Reserve Upgrade 

State Member for 
Sunbury 

14/09/2023 Manager 
Strategic 
Communications 
& Advocacy 

 5 
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Table 3 – Correspondence in relation to grant / funding opportunities 

Direction Subject Minister or 
Member of 
Parliament 

Date 
received / 

sent 

Responsible 
officer 

Council 
Minute 

ref 

Attachment 

Inwards 2023 Growth Areas 
Infrastructure 
Contribution (GAIC) 
Program 

Minister for 
Planning 

21/09/2023 Coordinator 
Grants 

 6 

Inwards Growing Suburbs Fund 
– Applications now open 

State Member for 
Sunbury 

25/09/2023 Coordinator 
Grants 

 7 

Inwards Tiny Towns Fund - 
Opening later this year 
and encourage Hume 
City Council to consider 
how our community 
could benefit from 
program 

State Member for 
Kalkallo 

25/09/2023 Coordinator 
Grants 

 8 

Inwards Diverse Communities 
Grants Program – 
Applications are now 
open 

State Member for 
Kalkallo 

27/09/2023 Coordinator 
Grants 

 9 
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