
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

COUNCIL MEETING OF 
THE HUME CITY COUNCIL 

 
 
 

MONDAY, 14 JULY 2025 
 
 
 

7.00 PM 
 
 
 

COUNCIL CHAMBER - HUME GLOBAL LEARNING CENTRE 
BROADMEADOWS 

 
 
 
 
 

HUME COMMUNITY VISION 2045: 
 

A thriving community with a strong sense of belonging. 
 
 
An audio and video recording of this meeting of the Hume City Council will 
be published to Council’s website within two (2) working days. 

 





 

Hume City Council Page 1 

HUME CITY COUNCIL 
 

 
Notice of a 
COUNCIL MEETING OF THE HUME CITY COUNCIL 
to be held on Monday, 14 July 2025 
at 7.00 PM 
at the Council Chamber - Hume Global Learning Centre Broadmeadows 
 

 
 
Attendees: a: Council Cr Jarrod Bell 

Cr Naim Kurt 
Cr Daniel English 
Cr Steve Gagen 
Cr John Haddad 
Cr Kate Hamley 
Cr Sam Misho 
Cr Carly Moore 
Cr Jim Overend 
Cr Karen Sherry  
Cr Ally Watson 

Mayor 
Deputy Mayor 
 
 
 

  
b: Officers 

 
Ms Adam McSwain 
 
Ms Rachel Dapiran 
Ms Kristen Cherry 
Mr Fadi Srour  
Ms Ann-Michel Greenwood 
 
 

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

 
 

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 Rev. Dr. 
Satvasheela Pandhare of the Hume Anglican Parish, on behalf of the HIN. 
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3. APOLOGIES  

 

4. DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST  

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

 

5. CONGRATULATIONS AND CONDOLENCES  

 

6. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 23 June 2025. 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT the Minutes of the Council Meeting held on 23 June 2025, 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 Municipal Association of Victoria State Council Motions ............................... 4 
8.2 Proposed Truck Ban - Konagaderra Road, Bardwell Drive, Gellies Road 

and Wildwood Road ........................................................................................ 12 
8.3 Tree Management Policy ................................................................................. 89 
8.4 Contract No. 30 24 3593 - Tree Services - Electric Line Clearance ............ 102 
8.5 Coonamar Street, Gordon Street and Eumarella Street, Tullamarine - 

Parking Investigation .................................................................................... 108 
8.6 Audit and Risk Committee Meeting Minutes - 14 March 2025 .................... 113 
8.7 Councillor Travel Request ............................................................................ 125   

 
 

9. NOTICES OF MOTION 

9.1 NOM25/40 - Cr Ally Watson - Toyon Road ................................................... 128 
9.2 NOM25/41 - Cr John Haddad - SBS Production Hub in Broadmeadows.... 129  

 

10. ITEMS TO BE TABLED 

10.1 Petition - Transform Main St, Craigieburn to a car-free space for pedestrians 
and bikes, transforming the car parking spaces into garden spaces, secure 
bike racks, outdoor business spaces, and outdoor seating areas for the 
businesses currently operating.  
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11. URGENT BUSINESS 

 

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: 

 

8.4 Contract No. 30 24 3593 - Tree Services - Electric Line Clearance 

Item 13.1 is confidential in accordance with Section 3(1)(a) of the Local 
Government Act 2020 because it is Council business information, being 
information that would prejudice the Council's position in commercial 
negotiations if prematurely released.  

The specified grounds apply because this report contains contractual 
matters. 

Confidential Attachments: 
1. Electric Line Clearance Confidential Report 
2. Electric Line Clearance Tender Evaluation Matrix 
3. Electric Line Clearance Schedule of Rates 
4. List of Company Directors and Officeholders 

 

 

 
 
 
14. CLOSURE OF MEETING  
 
 
 
 
ADAM McSWAIN 
ACTING CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
 
10/07/2025 
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REPORT NO: 8.1 

REPORT TITLE: Municipal Association of Victoria State Council Motions 

SOURCE: Joel Kimber, Head of Government Relations & Advocacy  

DIVISION: Customer & Strategy 

FILE NO: HCC13/513 

POLICY: - 

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: SO4.2  An organisation that demonstrates leadership and 
strong advocacy. 

ATTACHMENTS:  Nil   
RELATED PREVIOUS ITEMS 8.5 - Municipal Association of Victoria and Australian 

Local Government Association Motions - Council Meeting 
- 11 Mar 2025 7:00pm 

9.3 - Notice of Motion - NOM25/37 - Cr Naim Kurt - Illegal 
Dumping and Littering - Council Meeting - 10 Jun 2025 
7:00pm 

8.5 - Response to NOM 24/46 - Review into August 2024 
Dog Attack Incidents - Council Meeting - 10 Jun 2025 
7:00pm 

9.8 - NOM25/19 - Cr Sam Misho - Advocacy letter to 
request greater protection for property purchases. - 
Council Meeting - 24 Mar 2025 7:00pm 

8.9 - Submission to Inquiry into Wildlife Roadstrike in 
Victoria - Council Meeting - 26 May 2025 7:00pm 

9.2 - NOM25/28 - Cr Sam Misho - Review and Reduction 
of WorkCover Premiums - Council Meeting - 12 May 2025 
7:00pm    

 

DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

No Council officers involved in the preparation of this Report have a general or material interest in 
relation to the matters for consideration.  
 

 

1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 The second Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) State Council for 2025 provides an 
opportunity for Councils to put forward motions for the MAV to advocate on our behalf. 

1.2 Several motions have been proposed for Council’s consideration as a way of seeking 
the support of the MAV to seek action from the Victorian Government. 

 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 

2.1 That Council: 

2.1.1 submit the following motions to the Municipal Association of Victoria 
(MAV): 

(a) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to undertake an 
immediate review of the penalty amounts assigned to littering and 



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
14 JULY 2025 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.1 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 5 

dumping offences under the Environment Protection Act 2017 (The 
Act) to include: 

(i) Significant increases to the penalty amounts currently 
assigned to all littering and dumping offences included under 
the Act; and/or 

(ii) Establishing a mechanism that would enable individual 
Councils to be able to set penalties amounts within defined 
parameters to reflect our community’s local circumstances 
and zero tolerance approach towards littering and rubbish 
dumping.  

(b) That the MAV establish a taskforce with a combination of elected 
representatives and officers focused on addressing issues of 
illegal dumping in growth municipalities. 

(c) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to amend the 
Domestic Animal’s Act 1994 to: 

(i) Provide Council authorised officers with a clear power of 
entry onto residential land where there is a reasonable belief 
that a dog involved in a serious attack is being kept at that 
location; and 

(ii) Authorise the reasonable use of force by Council authorised 
officers when entering land, executing a search warrant, or 
seizing an animal under the Act. 

(d) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to: 

(i) Implement the actions outlined in the Victorian Government’s 
Living with Wildlife Action Plan, including development of a 
Victorian Kangaroo Management Strategy. 

(ii) Designate Victoria’s Department of Transport as the lead 
agency for wildlife roadstrike mitigation, with responsibility 
for research, proactive incident management, and 
infrastructure planning. 

(iii) Mandate integration of wildlife considerations into all 
planning, development, and road infrastructure projects, both 
state and local. 

(iv) Legislate clear accountability for land and road managers to 
prevent and manage incidents of wildlife roadstrike. 

(v) Invest in centralised data systems, wildlife rescue funding, 
and innovation in mitigation technologies. 

(e) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to provide 
greater protections of property purchasers in the property 
transactions.  This should focus on setting clearer identification of 
building work conducted without necessary approvals by: 

(i) Making vendors responsible to obtain the necessary permits 
prior to settlement, or  

(ii) The purchaser is made aware and accepts that the property 
fixtures and structures require permits transferring the 
responsibility to the buyer 

(f) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to undertake a 
community education program to inform all members of the 
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community of their responsibilities with respect to property 
purchases. 

(g) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to review and 
reduce Workcover premiums which have significantly increased 
across Victoria. 

2.1.2 authorises the Chief Executive Officer to approve any minor 
administrative changes to these motions should the need arise. 

2.1.3 authorises Council’s MAV Delegate (Cr Karen Sherry) to approve any 
other amendments to the aforementioned motions at or before MAV 
State Council at the request of another Council or the MAV, provided 
they don’t substantially change the intent of the original motion. 

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS & POLICY CONTEXT: 

Local Government Act 2020. 

 

4. OVERARCHING GOVERNANCE PRINCIPLES: 

4.1 This Report supports Council is giving effect to the following Overarching Governance 
Principles:  

• Council decisions are to be made and actions taken in accordance with the relevant 
law;  

• priority is to be given to achieving the best outcomes for the municipal community, 
including future generations;  

• the economic, social and environmental sustainability of the municipal district, 
including mitigation and planning for climate change risks, is to be promoted;  

• innovation and continuous improvement is to be pursued;  

• collaboration with other Councils and Governments and statutory bodies is to be 
sought;  

• the ongoing financial viability of the Council is to be ensured;  

• regional, state and national plans and policies are to be taken into account in 
strategic planning and decision making;  

• the transparency of Council decisions, actions and information is to be ensured.  

 
5. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS: 

 

5.1 CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES ACT 2006 
5.1.1 The human rights relevant to this Report are:  

(a) Every person has the right to freedom of thought, conscience, religion 
and belief, 

(b) Every person has the right to freedom of expression which includes the 
freedom to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, 
whether within or outside Victoria 

(c) Every person has the right of peaceful assembly. 

(d) Every person in Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, 
without discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs, 
directly or through freely chosen representatives. 
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5.1.2 The above rights are not being limited by the recommended action in this 
Report.  

 
5.2 GENDER EQUALITY ACT 2020  

5.2.1 This Report does not relate to a development or review of a policy, program or 
service; therefore a Gender Impact Assessment was not required.  

 

6. FINANCIAL & RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS: 

There are no costs associated with the lodging of the motions however should Council wish 
to attend the MAV State Council and/or ALGA National General Assembly there will be costs 
associated with that attendance. 

 

7. OPPORTUNITIES & RISKS: 

7.1 MAV State Council presents an opportunity for Councils across Victoria to seek state-
wide support for initiatives and issues that affect the Local Government in the state of 
Victoria. 

7.2 The ability to table motions at State Council gives Councils a platform to be able to 
show leadership in issues and initiatives that are of particular concern for their local 
community. 

 

8. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT: 

This report does not propose any future community engagement.  Some of the 
issues/projects outlined in this report have been part of previous community engagement. 

 

9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 MAV State Council provides an opportunity for Council to raise initiatives that affect the 
Local Government sector with the aim of securing the support of regional allies. 

9.2 Initiatives that will seek the support of State Council cannot be solely issues affecting 
one Council but need to be matters that affect Local Government in Victoria. 

9.3 The October 2025 State Council meeting is the second State Council meeting for 2025.   

9.4 Councillors endorsed the submission of 7 motions for consideration at its meeting on 
11 March 2025 for the 16 May MAV State Council meeting. 

9.5 In being presented with an opportunity to submit motions to the second MAV State 
Council meeting, an analysis of Council’s recent advocacy since the 11 March 2025 
endorsement was undertaken to ascertain what could be considered 

9.6 Based on this analysis, it was determined that motions on the following issues be 
tabled for Council’s consideration: 

9.6.1 Illegal dumping and littering 

9.6.2 Dog Attack Legislation 

9.6.3 Wildlife Roadstrike 

9.6.4 Greater protection for property purchases 

9.6.5 Workcover 

9.7 The rationale behind selecting these issues is due to recent recommendations or 
motions that Council has passed. 
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9.7.1 Illegal dumping and littering 

(a) On 10 June 2025, Councillors endorsed NOM25/37 Illegal Dumping and 
Littering. 

(b) Hume City Council continues to invest significantly in addressing the 
widespread issue of illegal dumping and littering. Despite these efforts, 
dumping remains a persistent problem, costing Council and ratepayers 
up to $5 million annually in clean-up costs. 

(c) Penalties under the Environment Protection Act 2017 remain low. 
Councils are only able to issue fines of up to $396 for individuals 
dumping less than 50 litres, and up to $1,983 for corporations, amounts 
far below the actual cost of collection and clean-up, which often exceeds 
three to four times that infringement. These penalties fail to reflect the 
true cost to the community and ratepayers and don't allow local 
governments to be able to set or customise their own infringement 
penalties to better reflect the actual costs of disposing of waste in 
geographically larger municipalities.   

(d) As illegal dumping is not solely an issue for our municipality it is 
recommended that Council submit the following motion to MAV: 

(i) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to undertake an 
immediate review of the penalty amounts assigned to littering and 
dumping offences under the Environment Protection Act 2017 (The 
Act) to include.  

(i) Significant increases to the penalty amounts currently assigned 
to all littering and dumping offences included under the Act; 
and/or 

(ii) Establishing a mechanism that would enable individual Councils 
to be able to set penalties amounts within defined parameters 
to reflect our community’s local circumstances and zero 
tolerance approach towards littering and rubbish dumping.  

(e) Additionally to help build the capacity of Council’s right across Victoria to 
address the increased occurrences of illegal dumping it is recommended 
that Council submit the following motion to the MAV: 

(i) that the MAV establish a taskforce with a combination of elected 
representatives and officers focused on addressing issues of 
illegal dumping in growth municipalities.  

9.7.2 Dog Attack Legislation  

(a) At its meeting on 10 June 2025 Council received a report (Response to 
NOM 24/46 - Review into August 2024 Dog Attack Incidents) outlining a 
review into incidents in late August 2024 where three dogs escaped a 
property, (where they were ordinarily housed), and attacked multiple 
victims on consecutive days, causing both non-serious and serious 
injuries. 

(b) The review found that Council officers acted appropriately in their 
management of the August 2024 dog attacks. However, their ability to 
respond to the emergency was constrained both by the limited powers of 
entry available to these officers under the Domestic Animal’s Act 1994, 
and the need to rely on police assistance in urgent situations.  

(c) As this legislation is governed by the Victorian Government Council 
resolved to write to the Victorian Government to seek the following 
changes to the Act: 
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(i) To provide Council authorised officers with a clear power of entry 
onto residential land where there is a reasonable belief that a dog 
involved in a serious attack is being kept at that location; and 

(ii) To authorise the reasonable use of force by Council authorised 
officers when entering land, executing a search warrant, or seizing 
an animal under the Act. 

(d) As this is a matter that is not solely impacting on Hume City Council, it is 
therefore recommended that the following motion be submitted to the 
MAV. 

(i) That MAV call upon the Victorian Government to amend the 
Domestic Animal’s Act 1994 to: 

(i) Provide Council authorised officers with a clear power of entry 
onto residential land where there is a reasonable belief that a 
dog involved in a serious attack is being kept at that location; 
and 

(ii) Authorise the reasonable use of force by Council authorised 
officers when entering land, executing a search warrant, or 
seizing an animal under the Act. 

9.7.3 Wildlife Roadstrike 

(a) At its meeting on 26 May 2025 Council endorsed a submission to the 
Legislative Council Economy and Infrastructure Committee’s Inquiry into 
wildlife roadstrike in Victoria. 

(b) The submission noted the following: 

(i) Wildlife roadstrike is a growing concern in Victoria, with serious 
implications for road safety, community wellbeing, animal welfare, 
and biodiversity. In Hume City, where urban growth is occurring 
amongst critically endangered grassland ecosystems, wildlife 
roadstrike is rapidly escalating - particularly involving Eastern Grey 
Kangaroos. 

(ii) Wildlife roadstrike is a systemic issue that demands a coordinated, 
well-resourced, state-led proactive approach. 

(iii) Wildlife roadstrike has far-reaching impacts that extend well 
beyond the initial collision.  The consequences are deeply felt by 
the wildlife involved, the community members who witness or are 
affected by these events, and the volunteers and carers who bear 
the emotional and physical burden of response. While roadstrike is 
often measured in numbers, the broader impact on welfare, safety, 
and wellbeing is significant and growing. 

(c) In light of this being a statewide matter, it is proposed that the following 
submission be proposed to the MAV: 

(i) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to: 

(i) Implement the actions outlined in the Victorian Government’s 
Living with Wildlife Action Plan, including development of a 
Victorian Kangaroo Management Strategy. 

(ii) Designate Victoria’s Department of Transport as the lead 
agency for wildlife roadstrike mitigation, with responsibility for 
research, proactive incident management, and infrastructure 
planning. 
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(iii) Mandate integration of wildlife considerations into all planning, 
development, and road infrastructure projects, both state and 
local. 

(iv) Legislate clear accountability for land and road managers to 
prevent and manage incidents of wildlife roadstrike. 

(v) Invest in centralised data systems, wildlife rescue funding, and 
innovation in mitigation technologies. 

9.7.4 Greater protection for property purchases 

(a) On 24 March 2025 approved a Notion of Motion (Municipal Association 
of Victoria State Council Motions) to advocate on behalf of property 
purchasers who have reported that they are unaware that properties 
they have purchased may have illegal building work that have occurred.  

(b) Key points outlined in the Notice of Motion included that; 

(i) This places financial stress following their purchase as they are 
responsible for rectifying any issues.  

(ii) Greater protections should be in place for purchasers of both 
residential and commercial properties as the cost of fixing issues 
they are not responsible for. 

(iii) There are opportunities to investigate ways to better protect 
purchasers through the property transaction process.  This 
includes exploring that Conveyancers are responsible for ensuring 
that fixtures and structures have the necessary permits before 
settlement of properties or at least advise the purchaser to know 
that certain structures have no permits and that it is their 
responsibility to rectify.  

(iv) This may involve greater emphasis on disclosure of any illegal 
work undertaken or work that has occurred, without necessary 
approvals in place so that purchasers are better informed when 
making such investment. 

(c) Supporting this with a community education program is critical so that 
the wider community are aware of what their responsibilities are. 

(d) Therefore it is recommended that the following motions be submitted to 
the MAV: 

(i) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to provide 
greater protections of property purchasers in the property 
transactions.  This should focus on setting clearer identification of 
building work conducted without necessary approvals by: 

(i) Making vendors responsible to obtain the necessary permits 
prior to settlement, or  

(ii) The purchaser is made aware and accepts that the property 
fixtures and structures require permits transferring the 
responsibility to the buyer 

(ii) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to undertake a 
community education program to inform all members of the 
community of their responsibilities with respect to property 
purchases. 
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9.7.5 Workcover Premiums 

(a) At its meeting on 12 May 2025 Council resolved to support Municipal 
Association of Victoria State Council Motions.  

(b) This Council-supported Notice of Motion (NOM) outlined: 

(i) The steep increase in WorkCover premiums that has created an 
unsustainable financial strain on councils which impacts their 
ability to deliver vital community services. 

(ii) That unlike private businesses that may increase prices to absorb 
cost pressures, local Councils are subject to rate capping, limiting 
their capacity to offset rising operational expenses through 
additional revenue.  

(iii) That Non-for-profit organisations and Councils operate in the 
public interest and should not be penalised by a one-size-fits-all 
WorkCover structure that fails to recognise the constraints and 
obligations under which we operate. The increase in premiums is 
occurring at a time when councils are also dealing with higher 
service demands, increased inflationary pressures, and recovery 
from major economic and social shocks. 

(c) The following recommendations were endorsed in the NOM. 

(i) That Council; 

(i) Writes to the Minister for WorkSafe and the Minister for Local 
Government, urgently requesting a review and reduction of 
WorkCover premiums, which have significantly increased 
across Victoria and are placing a disproportionate financial 
burden on local government and not-for-profit organisations. 

(ii) Writes to the Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) and any 
other relevant bodies to seek broader sector support for this 
issue and to escalate the matter to the State Government. 

(d) Correspondence has been sent to the Minister for Worksafe and Minister 
for Local Government and given this is a matter that affects the wider 
Local Government sector it is recommended that Council submit the 
following motion to MAV. 

(i) That the MAV call upon the Victorian Government to review and 
reduce Workcover premiums which have significantly increased 
across Victoria. 

 

10. CONCLUSION 

10.1 MAV State Council provides an opportunity for Council to seek the advocacy support 
for issues affecting the Local Government sector. 

10.2 This report outlines several motions that are proposed so that we can advance our 
advocacy activities through different avenues as a way of highlighting those initiatives 
and issues that are of strategic importance to our community. 

10.3 This is just one way that we are advocating on behalf of the residents of Hume City. 
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REPORT NO: 8.2 

REPORT TITLE: Proposed Truck Ban - Konagaderra Road, Bardwell Drive, 
Gellies Road and Wildwood Road 

SOURCE: Marvin Chen, Coordinator Traffic  

DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 

FILE NO: - 

POLICY: - 

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: SO1.1  Liveable places that are inclusive and accessible 

ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Public Notice 
2.  All Submissions 
3.  Photographs of Heavy Vehicle Related Issues      

 

DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

No Council officers involved in the preparation of this Report have a general or material interest in 
relation to the matters for consideration.  
 

 

1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 A truck ban is proposed on Konagaderra Road, Bardwell Drive, Wildwood Road North 
and Gellies Road due to high levels of heavy vehicle through traffic.  

1.2 Consultation for a truck ban proposal in accordance with the recommendations from 
Council’s meeting dated Monday 13 February 2023 has been completed.  

1.3 A total of 390 submissions were received with 320 supporting (82%) and 70 against 
(18%) the proposed truck ban. 

1.4 The road alignment, pavement composition, road cross-sections and bridges have not 
been designed to carry a high volume of heavy vehicle traffic on these roads.  This 
presents significant safety, operational, maintenance and amenity related issues as 
raised by a significant number of submitters. 

1.5 There are no operational or safety related reasons to indicate a truck ban is 
inappropriate. 

1.6 A recommendation from Council is sought to seek formal approval from the Department 
of Transport and Planning for the truck ban, and the installation of the truck ban following 
approval. 

 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 

2.1 Notes that consultation for the truck ban proposal on Konagaderra Road between 
Havelock Road and Craigieburn Road, Bardwell Drive, Gellies Road and Wildwood 
Road North, in accordance with the recommendations from Council’s meeting on 
Monday 13 February 2023 has been completed. 

2.2 Notes a total of 390 submissions were received with 320 supporting (82%) and 70 
against (18%) the proposed truck ban. Two submitters appeared in-person and 
spoke to their submission at Council’s meeting on 23 June 2025. 

2.3 Submits the truck ban proposal to the Department of Transport and Planning 
(DTP) for formal approval. 
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2.4 Implements the truck ban signage following approval from the DTP. 

2.5 Writes to all residents and property owners abutting the affected roads, and each 
person who has made a separate submission, of Council’s decision and reasons 
for that decision in accordance with Section 223 of the Local Government Act 
1989. 

 

3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS & POLICY CONTEXT: 

3.1 Council has the power under the 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. 

3.2 The installation of a No Truck sign requires approval from DTP as it is a major traffic 
control item. 

3.3 Under Schedule 11 of the Local Government Act 1989 a Council may prohibit or restrict 
vehicles of a certain weight from using a Council road. 

3.4 Section 223 of the Local Government Act 1989 specifies the following provision for any 
person given a right to make a submission to Council under this section of the Act: 

3.4.1 Council must publish a public notice stating details of the matter in which any 
submission relates, the dates which submissions are to be submitted and states 
that a person making a submission is entitled to request the ability to appear in 
person. 

(a) The published Public Notice is provided in Attachment 1. 

3.4.2 Submitters are provided with the opportunity to be head in support of their 
submission in accordance with the request at a meeting of Council. 

3.4.3 Council fixes the day, time and place of the meeting. 

3.4.4 Provide reasonable notice of the day, time and place of the meeting to each 
person who has made the request. 

(a) Submitters that requested to appear in person were notified, and those 
confirming their attendance were heard at Council’s meeting on 23 June 
2025. 

3.4.5 Council must consider all the submissions made under this section. 

3.4.6 Notify in writing, each person who has made a separate submission of the 
decision and the reasons for that decision. 

3.5 Truck bans are implemented through No Truck signs and are governed by Regulation 
104 of the Road Safety Road Rules 2017. The relevant elements of the regulation 
including exemptions are replicated below: 

3.5.1 The driver of a truck (except the driver of a bus) must not drive past a No Truck 
sign that has no information on or with it indicating a mass or length except as 
permitted by the following subrules: 

(a) A driver may drive a truck on road past a No Truck sign: 

(i) if the destination of the truck lies beyond that sign for the purposes 
of loading or unloading goods or equipment and 

• there is no other route by which the truck could reach that 
destination. 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
14 JULY 2025 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.2 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 14 

 

• any other route by which the truck could reach that destination 
would require the truck to pass another No Truck sign. 

(ii) the driver of a truck may pass a no trucks sign if the driver is 
escorted by a police officer; 

(iii) if granted a mass or dimension exemption permit from the regulator. 

3.5.2 Regulation 306 provides an exemption for the drivers of emergency vehicles. 

 

4. OVERARCHING GOVERNANCE PRINCIPLES: 

This Report supports Council is giving effect to the following Overarching Governance 
Principles:   

a) priority is to be given to achieving the best outcomes for the municipal community, including 
future generations;  

b) collaboration with other Councils and Governments and statutory bodies is to be sought;  

c) the transparency of Council decisions, actions and information is to be ensured.  

 

5. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS: 

5.1 CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES ACT 2006 

5.1.1 The human rights relevant to this Report are:  

(a) Right to life 

(b) Right to freedom of thought and belief 

(c) Right to freedom of expression 

(d) Right to peaceful assembly and freedom of association 

(e) Right to take part in public life 

5.1.2 The above rights are not being limited by the recommended action in this 
Report.  

5.2 GENDER EQUALITY ACT 2020  

5.2.1 This Report does not relate to a development or review of a policy, program or 
service; therefore a Gender Impact Assessment was not required.  

 

6. FINANCIAL & RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS: 

6.1 The recommended truck ban will require the implementation of approximately 10 truck 
ban signs. This is estimated to cost approximately $5,000 excluding GST and is 
proposed to be funded from Council’s Operating Budget - Response Road Safety Works. 

6.2 Reducing truck volumes is likely to result in reduced maintenance cost associated with:  

6.2.1 Pavement wear and failure along these roads which is accelerated by heavy 
vehicle volumes above and beyond what these roads are intended to convey. 

6.2.2 Damage to Council’s bridges including replacement of approach guard rail 
barriers as well as cracking and structural defects identified on bridge 
abutments. 
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(a) Council’s Technical Services team advise that approach barriers on each 
of the one-way bridges within the truck ban area (Wildwood Road, Gellies 
Road and Bardwell Drive) are struck by heavy vehicles on average two 
times a year. 

6.2.3 Damage to roadside infrastructure from heavy vehicles that are unable to 
navigate tight bends and steep grades and have left the carriageway. 

 

7. OPPORTUNITIES & RISKS: 

7.1 Implementing a truck ban proposal has the following implications: 

7.1.1 Road safety will improve.  The rural roads as they currently stand are narrow, 
do not have road shoulders for significant sections, have steep grades and 
sharp bends that are unsuitable for heavy traffic.  This may lead to higher head-
on and run-off road related crashes. 

7.1.2 The maintenance burden of these roads will reduce.  These roads do not have 
road shoulders for significant sections resulting in accelerated edge wear when 
exposed to higher volumes of heavy vehicles.  The roads are also treated with 
a spray seal which is not suitable for heavy vehicle traffic. Heavy vehicles 
contribute to asphalt bleeding and aggregate being dislodged from the binder.  
Damage to bridges is detailed in Section 6.3.3. 

7.1.3 Congestion is likely to ease as heavy vehicles particularly in higher volumes 
significantly reduce the performance of this rural road network.  These vehicles 
must slow down significantly below the speed limit where grades are steep and 
require significantly more time to find a safe gap for turning movements at an 
intersection. 

7.1.4 Amenity will improve.  Instances of rubbish dumping are likely to decrease due 
to reduced exposure.  In addition, engine noises from acceleration and braking 
on steep grades is likely to reduce. 

7.1.5 Some local businesses on the outskirts of the truck ban proposal that have 
historically used these road networks for through movement will lose the ability 
to use these roads. 

7.1.6 Truck traffic will be diverted to the surrounding arterial road network (Sunbury 
Road and Melbourne Lancefield Road). 

 

8. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT: 

8.1 Consultation Process 

Community consultation was undertaken between 24 January 2025 to 28 February 2025 
through the following channels: 

8.1.1 A Participate Hume consultation webpage including the attachment of the Public 
Notice required by Section 223 of the Local Government Act 1989. 

8.1.2 Publication of the Public Notice within the 4 February 2025 edition of the Star 
Weekly. 

8.1.3 Facebook notification posted on 28 January 2025. 

8.1.4 A Variable Message Sign deployed on Konagaderra Road near the Craigieburn 
Road intersection. 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
14 JULY 2025 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.2 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 16 

 

8.1.5 A letter distributed to 445 properties along the affected roads informing them of 
the consultation. 

8.2 Consultation Results 

8.2.1 Summary of overall feedback 

(a) The consultation attracted 1,896 unique visitors, with a total of 390 
submissions. 

(i) 320 submitters supported the proposed heavy vehicle ban (82%) 

(ii) 70 submitters opposed the proposed heavy vehicle ban (18%) 

(b) The feedback provided by the submitters has been categorized by the 
type(s) of issues raised. Some submitters raised more than one issue.  
These are summarized below: 

(i) Reasons given by submitters in favour of the proposal: 

• Safety issues – 314 submissions 

• Road layout – 177 submissions 

• Speeding and behavioural issues – 78 submissions 

• Dropped loads / loose debris – 29 submissions 

• General safety complaints – 30 submissions 

• Maintenance issues including damage to the road – 100 
submissions 

• Congestion – 17 submissions 

• Amenity related issues including excessive noise – 12 
submissions 

• Harm to wildlife – 9 submissions 

• Other reasons – 81 submissions 

(ii) Reasons given by submitters against the proposal: 

• Truck ownership or own a property that needs truck access – 
26 submissions 

• Council should focus on improving the road network rather 
than restrict trucks – 14 submissions 

• General opposition with no clear feedback – 10 submissions 

• Other reasons – 13 submissions 

(c) A compiled table of all submissions that excludes personal details is 
provided in Attachment 2. 

9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 Background 

9.1.1 Council Meeting – Monday 28 March 2022 

(a) Council resolved at its meeting that “Council request information that 
could require Council to form a position on a load limit on Bardwell Dr 
Konagaderra Rd, and Wildwood Rd to restrict the movement of B-Double 
Trucks”.  
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(b) The intersection of Mickleham Road and Craigieburn Road was closed 
between February and April 2022, as part of the Craigieburn Road 
upgrade undertaken by Major Road Projects Victoria (MRPV). Temporary 
traffic management plans were in place during the closure. During this 
closure, Council was made aware of and observed a significant increase 
in traffic, including heavy vehicle traffic, on surrounding Council roads. 
Following the reopening of the intersection, increased heavy vehicle traffic 
has continued to be observed on surrounding local roads including 
Bardwell Drive, Konagaderra Road, Gellies Road, Wildwood Road (North) 
and Wildwood Road (South.)  

(c) The closure of the Mickleham Road and Craigieburn Road intersection 
was a catalyst for highlighting increased traffic on several local roads in 
the area.  This is not to say that it was solely responsible for the increases.  
There are several contributing factors including increased development to 
the north, congestion on other roads and increased use of apps such as 
Google Maps to find quicker travel routes.  However, the traffic concerns 
highlighted by the intersection closure instigated several traffic surveys 
being done to assess the changed traffic conditions.   

9.1.2 Council Meeting – Monday 13 February 2023 

(a) Council noted that based on traffic volume data collected that Bardwell 
Drive, Wildwood Road (North), Konagaderra Road, and Gellies Road are 
carrying higher than desirable levels of industrial trucks. 

(b) Council resolved to commence the statutory procedures to install “No 
Trucks” with advisory “Over 4.5t or 7.5m” signage on Bardwell Drive, 
Wildwood Road (North), Konagaderra Road (between Havelock Road 
and Craigieburn Road West), and Gellies Road. 

(c) Write to the Department of Transport and Planning seeking in principal 
support to install the “No Trucks” signage. 

(d) Call for submissions from the public under Section 223 of the Local 
Government Act 1989 by publishing its notice of intention to install “No 
Trucks” signage on these roads via a public notice in the Northern Star 
Weekly and on Council’s website if in principal support is received from 
the Department of Transport and Planning. 

(e) Consult with the directly affected properties on Bardwell Drive, Wildwood 
Road (North), Konagaderra Road, Gellies Road and other abutting roads 
including Southern Plains Road, Emu Creek Road, Emu Flats Road, 
Wildwood Road (south), St Johns Road, Feehans Road, Havelock Road, 
Deep Creek Road, Red Gum Road, Peregrine Road, The Ridge, The 
Dress Circuit, Brassey Court, Parkland Crescent, Mt Ridley Road (west of 
Mickleham Road) and Farleigh Court regarding the proposed “No Trucks” 
signage. 

(f) Schedule a submission hearing to be held to consider any submissions 
received pursuant to Section 223 of the Local Government Act 1989 at a 
place, time and date to be advised within the public notice in 2.3. 

9.1.3 In accordance with the recommendation from the Monday 13 February 2023 
Council Meeting, DTP were contacted to seek in-principal approval for the truck 
ban. While the proposal was generally positively received on an operational and 
safety basis, DTP elected to reserve their position until the completion of 
consultation. 
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9.1.4 Council Meeting – Monday 23 June 2025 

(a) A submission hearing was held at Council’s meeting on 23 June 2025. 

(b) Two submitters, one in favour and one against the proposed truck ban, 
appeared in-person and spoke to their submission. Their issues relating 
to the proposed truck ban are included in this report and in Attachment 2. 

 

9.2 Consultation Summary and Feedback Discussion 

9.2.1 A total of 390 submissions were received with 320 submitters supported the 
proposed heavy vehicle ban (82%) and 70 submitters were against it (18%). 

9.2.2 Responses to the most frequently raised issues by submitters in favour of the 
proposal is provided below. 

(a) Issue 1: The alignment of the road is not suitable for heavy vehicles 

(i) All four of the roads subject to truck bans are rural roads that have 
not been designed to cater for high volumes of freight traffic. 

(ii) Some of these roads such as Bardwell Drive feature grades steeper 
than 12% and require heavy vehicles to slow significantly downhill 
to ensure sufficient braking distance to hazards.   

• Heavy vehicles that do not slow sufficiently downhill risk 
leaving the carriageway.   

• Heavy vehicles that must navigate the road extremely slowly 
lead to inappropriate driving behaviour such as motorists 
performing dangerous overtaking movements as raised by 
several submitters.   

• Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 3 notes heavy vehicles 
must travel extremely slowly on roads with grades greater 
than 12% and such grades would only be “satisfactory on low 
volume roads (very few or no commercial vehicles)”.  Bardwell 
Drive carries 967 heavy vehicles per day on average and this 
volume is not classed as ‘low’. 

(iii) These rural roads have sharp turns and bends that are not suitable 
for high volume heavy vehicle use.   

• By way of example, the Bardwell Drive approach to 
Kongaderra Road features a 180-degree hair-pin bend 
requiring heavy vehicles to use the opposite traffic lane to 
perform turning movements.   

• It is noted that the Austroads Design Vehicles and Turning 
Path Templates allows for checking vehicles to encroach into 
adjacent traffic lanes, however, this is intended for rarer 
scenarios where a larger vehicle may use the road network 
such as an overmass/oversize vehicle relocating a portable 
house through a local road intersection.   
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• Traffic counts undertaken by Council indicates up to 74 trucks 
per day that are of a size requiring use of the opposing traffic 
lane are performing turning movements at the Bardwell Drive 
/ Kongaderra intersection.  This is not considered to be a “low 
frequency occurrence” as stated in the Austroads guidance.   

(iv) Photos in Attachment 3 provided by a submitter show evidence of 
heavy vehicles that have left the carriageway, broken down while 
attempting to navigate steeper sections or need to sweep into 
opposing traffic lanes to perform sharp turning movements. 

(b) Issue 2: The road is too narrow for high volumes of heavy vehicles 
travelling at high speed. 

(i) Wildwood Road, Bardwell Drive and Gellies Road feature sections 
that narrow down to 5.7m – 6.0m in width with no road shoulders on 
either side. 

• Section 4.2.6 of the Austroads Guide to Road Design 
recommends a desirable lane width of 3.5m on rural roads to 
allow larger vehicles to pass or overtake without either vehicle 
moving sideways towards the edge of the lane. 

• Table 4.3 of Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 3 indicates 
lane widths between 3.0m to 3.4m should only be used for low 
speed roads and with low truck volumes. 

(ii) It is noted narrower lanes as they exist on Wildwood Road, Bardwell 
Drive and Gellies Road have accelerated pavement deterioration 
due to a greater number of wheel concentrations in the vicinity of 
the pavement edge.  This can increase the likelihood of head-
collisions as vehicles are forced to travel laterally closer to one 
another.  Vehicles seeking to avoid an oncoming vehicle may also 
mount the road shoulder which can lead to a higher incidence of 
run-off road crashes. 

(iii) Section 4.3.2 indicates rural roads should aim to provide shoulders 
of at least 1.5m to 2m wide wherever possible and 2.5m to 3m wide 
shoulders on higher volume and high speed roads.  All four of these 
roads are considered high speed roads with a predominant signed 
speed limit of 80km/h.  Sections of Gellies Road are subject to a 
default 100km/h speed limit.  It is noted that significant sections of 
these roads do not have any road shoulders. 

• Road shoulders provide stationary vehicles to stand clear of 
traffic lanes.  Trucks that are breaking due to steep grades 
within these roads are storing on the active carriageway and 
obstructing traffic. 

• Shoulders provide recovery space for vehicles to avoid 
hazards such as oncoming vehicles. 

• Shoulders reduce edge wearing as wheel path concentration 
is unlikely to be on the edge of the road shoulder. 
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(iv) Section 4.2.4 of the guide also indicates curves need to be widened 
to accommodate the extra tracking width required by trucks.  It is 
noted a significant number of these curves maintain a consistent 
road width similar to the straight alignments all the way through.  
Larger trucks travelling along these curved sections are likely to 
crossover into the opposing traffic lane and force oncoming vehicles 
to divert on to the verge. 

(v) It is noted these roads have not been designed to accommodate the 
level of truck volumes they currently experience.  The design of 
these roads with a narrow pavement width and the absence of road 
shoulders are more suited and intended for the occasional heavy 
vehicle that may be serving the area. 

(vi) There are two one-way bridges within the scope of the truck ban 
along these four roads.  This includes bridges on Bardwell Drive and 
Gellies Road.  There is also a one-way bridge on Wildwood Road 
South, while not within the formal truck ban network, trucks will also 
be effectively banned on this road as they are unable to access 
Wildwood Road. 

• These bridges require traffic to give-way and is unsuitable for 
higher heavy vehicle volumes. 

• Council’s Operations team advises the approach guardrail 
treatments to these one-way bridges are struck on average 
two times a year.   

• Council is aware of stress fractures on the bridge abutments 
which may be attributable to the loading placed on the 
infrastructure from heavy vehicles.  While the bridges have 
been assessed and cleared by independent structural 
engineers, this is indicative of the strain placed on general 
road infrastructure from heavy vehicle use that is significantly 
higher than expected. 

• Evidence of heavy vehicle collisions and cracking defects on 
bridge abutments are provided in Attachment 4. 

(c) Issue 3: Debris and dislodged pavement material is causing chip damage 
to vehicles 

(i) The Heavy Vehicle National Law requires loads to be appropriately 
secured if the load is vulnerable to being dislodged due to conditions 
on the road such as wind, bumps or sharp turns. 

(ii) Council officer experience is that load covering management is 
generally poor and load bearing vehicles, particularly construction 
vehicles carrying fill or construction debris which have a higher 
prevalence of using these roads, often spill debris that may cause 
damage to other vehicles. 

(iii) Bardwell Drive, Wildwood Road and Gellies Road are either 
predominantly or entirely treated by a spray seal.  Spray seals are 
not suitable for high volume heavy vehicle traffic and may result in 
elements of the spray seal dislodging over time causing damage to 
vehicles. 
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(d) Issue 4: Trucks are causing significant damage to the road 

(i) As per section 9.2.3 (c) (iii), most of these roads are treated 
predominantly with a spray seal which consists of a single layer of 
bitumen sprayed as a hot liquid followed by an application of 
aggregate.  Spray sealing is a low-cost treatment suitable for 
sparsely populated rural roads that require a seal to provide some 
form of safety and road function.   

(ii) Higher intensity and volume of heavy vehicles can cause aggregate 
to dislodge from the binder. 

(iii) Higher heavy vehicles volume can force the binder to rise upwards 
resulting in asphalt bleeding and loss of skid resistance. 

(iv) Significant edge wearing has been observed on these roads, 
particularly at locations where there are no road shoulders. 

(v) A full reconstruction of the rural road network suitable for high 
volume freight traffic is not economically feasible. 

(e) Issue 5: Trucks adversely impact the amenity of the area (i.e. engine 
breaking and rubbish dumping) 

(i) Council is aware of on-going rubbish dumping in the area.  This 
includes a large pile of dumped rubbish possibly containing 
asbestos on Gellies Road identified on 19 April 2024.  Such 
behaviour may be reduced by a truck ban due to reduced exposure. 

(ii) Noise related to acceleration and engine breaking associated with 
a very high number of heavy vehicles navigating roads with 
significant grades is anticipated to be significantly higher than what 
can be considered reasonable for rural roads serving residential lots 
in a Green Wedge area. 

(iii) Higher volumes of heavy vehicles contribute significantly to 
congestion that otherwise would not be expected within a rural road 
network. 

• Trucks must slow down significantly on roads with higher 
grades based on either limitation to the engines going uphill 
or ensuring the required braking distance going downhill.  This 
causes traffic to slow significantly and leads to high risk 
overtaking movements. 

• Trucks require more time to perform turning movements and 
to accelerate to a safe speed.  This means they need larger 
gaps in traffic resulting in less opportunity to enter a roadway 
causing greater congestion at intersections. 

9.2.3 Responses to the most frequently raised issues by submitters in against the 
proposal is provided below. 

(a) Issue 6: The property I reside in or operate a business from requires truck 
access for commercial or private needs 

(i) As per Section 3.5, trucks serving properties where the access is 
only available from a section of road that has an active truck ban are 
exempt from the truck ban. 
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(ii) Council did receive one submission stating they operate a business 
outside of the truck ban area but have historically used the road 
network to access the surrounding arterial roads.  It is noted such 
businesses would not be exempt under the proposal and would lose 
access. 

(b) Issue 7: The road network should be improved as an alternative to 
restricting trucks. It is reasonable for all roads to convey trucks. 

(i) While it is reasonable for rural roads like Konagaderra Road, Gellies 
Road and Wildwood Road to carry some level of heavy vehicle 
traffic, the volumes they are currently carrying is above what are 
intended and what these roads are designed for.  It is noted all these 
roads are developed to a rural standard similar to that of Bardwell 
Drive. 

(ii) For reasons identified in Section 9.2.3 (a), (b) and (c), the design 
and layout of these roads is unsuitable for high volume heavy 
vehicle use. 

(iii) The complete reconstruction of Bardwell Drive, Konagaderra Road, 
Gellies Road and Wildwood Road to achieve a suitable pavement 
composition, two-way bridges, road shoulders, appropriate grades 
and improved alignments and bends for higher heavy vehicle use is 
a significant undertaking involving complexities such as land 
acquisition and major construction activity within a Green Wedge 
Zone.  Applying a $ per km rate from a recent project involving the 
upgrade of a rural road to a higher standard urban road suitable for 
freight traffic, the reconstruction of these roads to a suitable 
standard is estimated to cost in the vicinity of $250M.  

(iv) Much of Australia is sparsely populated with large distances 
between centres of population.  It is normal for there to be rural road 
networks that are cost effectively constructed for a suitably low 
volume of heavy vehicles consistent with the nature of the area.  
This may include a simply spray seal treatment and narrower cross-
sections intended for lower volumes consistent with a rural area.  
The required full upgrade of these road networks within a Green 
Wedge driven by a strategic lack of capacity in the surrounding 
arterial and freight network is not a reasonable or realistic response. 

(v) It is recognised that rat-running along these rural roads is driven by: 

• A lack of capacity within the surrounding arterial road network.  
Sunbury Road narrows down to one lane in each direction 
within Bulla and near Tullamarine Airport, this is strained by 
significant growth related development in Sunbury.   

• There is no orbital road that provides a connection between 
the Calder Freeway and the urban growth areas to the north-
east (and the Hume Fwy).  This has resulted in large volumes 
of construction related vehicles including tipper trucks s rat-
running through the rural road network. 
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• It is recommended that Council continues to advocate to the 
state and federal government for strategic road upgrades in 
including a Bulla Bypass, further duplication of Mickleham 
Road and a full duplication of Sunbury Road.  It is also 
recommended that Council continues to advocate for the 
Outer Metropolitan Ring Road. 

(c) Issue 8: Other noteworthy general reasons against the truck ban 

(i) If the surrounding arterial roads are closed, what alternate roads can 
trucks use? 

• If there is a scenario where an adjacent arterial road such as 
Sunbury Road must be closed, Council Engineers will work 
with the DTP as the responsible road authority to ensure some 
level of access (i.e. a shuttle-flow or contraflow arrangement).  
In the event a full road closure is required, use of the routes 
with the applicable truck ban can be temporarily permitted 
through a traffic management plan arrangement. 

(ii) Trucks are not the problem, the higher number of passenger 
vehicles are the problem. 

• Traffic counts undertaken by Council suggest a very large 
volume of passenger vehicles are using these roads.   Traffic 
counts on Bardwell Drive indicate up to 4,545 passenger 
vehicles are using the road per day.  The design capacity of 
the road would generally be in the order of 1,000 to 2,000 
vehicles per day. 

• It is considered that passenger cars that are rat-running 
through these local roads are doing so because of a lack of 
capacity in the arterial road network and less viable alternative 
paths of travel.  Accordingly, Council should continue to 
advocate for the Bulla Bypass, the full duplication of Sunbury 
Road and the Outer Metropolitan Ring Road to provide a 
viable alternative for motorists. 

(iii) The area is designated as an area of interest for extractive 
industries, but Council now wants to ban trucks from entering it. 

• While there is an extractive areas designation within a portion 
of the Wildwood area to which the truck ban applies, it is 
important to note that from a Planning perspective, these 
would not be considered ‘commercial’ uses (i.e. retail, office 
and mixed-use developments that may attract higher levels of 
freight traffic).  

• Extractive industries are a special use case involving the 
extraction of materials from the earth.  This special use is 
currently permitted within green wedges but requires careful 
planning and management and should not be conflated with 
commercial uses.  As such, this is not grounds to justify the 
function of rural roads serving these areas as a pseudo-
arterial/freight network requiring a higher standard of 
construction. 
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• It is noted that should the accesses of these extractive 
industries fall within a portion of the road with an active travel 
ban, trucks seeking access at these locations will be exempt 
from the truck ban if there is no other route without a truck ban 
to access that location. 

9.3 Treatment Options 

9.3.1 Implement a truck ban as originally intended on Bardwell Drive, Konagaderra 
Road, Gellies Road and Wildwood Road North. 

(a) This will involve the installation of No Truck signs on the approach to all 
entrances of roads subject to truck bans. 

(b) This option addresses the significant safety, operational and amenity 
associated with high volume heavy vehicle use.   

(c) The vast majority of respondents to the consultation (82%) supported the 
truck ban proposal. 

(d) It is recommended that Council directs Council officers to table a 
submission to the DTP for formal approval of the truck ban and installation 
of the signage restrictions following approval. 

9.3.2 Implement a truck ban with weight limit restrictions for larger trucks 

(a) The implementation of this scheme would be similar to a full truck ban as 
proposed under Section 9.3.1 except there is a supplementary plate 
restricting vehicles over the nominated gross vehicle mass (GVM).   

(b) This proposal was only suggested by one submitter. 

(c) Traffic counts undertaken by Council on Bardwell Drive indicate the vast 
majority of truck traffic fall within the two-axle truck or bus category.  This 
comprises 836 out of the 967 recorded heavy vehicles on an average day. 

(d) Accordingly, it not considered that a weight limited truck ban proposal is 
practical as nominating a relatively low GVM threshold would still mean 
most of the truck traffic can use the road network. 

9.3.3 Implement a turn-ban restricting access into Bardwell Drive, Konagaderra Road, 
Wildwood Road and Gellies Road during the peaks 

(a) Several submitters noted that the volume of cars that are rat-running 
through the road network is also issue. 

(b) This would be achieved through turn-ban signs on the approach to all 
entrances of roads subject to the turn-ban. 

(c) This option addresses the significant safety, operational and amenity 
associated with high volume heavy vehicle use.   

(d) Turn-bans would apply to all vehicles (cars and trucks) including residents 
residing within the area. 

(e) A turn-ban can be supplemented with a ‘local traffic only’ sign to exempt 
residential vehicles, however, Council Officer experience is that Victoria 
Police has in the past refused to enforce this due to difficulties associated 
with determining the destination of all vehicles that are pulled over.  Such 
schemes are generally not successful as traffic becomes accustomed to 
a lack of enforcement. 
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(f) Accordingly, a turn-ban proposal is not recommended. 

9.3.4 Reconstruct Konagaderra Road, Bardwell Drive, Gellies Road and Wildwood 
Road to a standard suitable for high volume heavy vehicle use. 

(a) Reconstruction of these roads is a significant undertaking requiring a 
complete re-leveling and re-alignment of the roads, an upgrade of all one-
lane bridges to two-lane bridges, provision of road shoulders, a significant 
higher pavement composition standard, street lighting, drainage, service 
modifications and likely land acquisition. 

(b) As discussed in section 9.2.4 (b), based on per km rate taken from recent 
project involving the upgrade of a rural road to a higher standard urban 
road suitable for freight traffic, this is estimated to cost in the vicinity of 
$250M. This does not include the cost to upgrade the bridges, land 
acquisition and the significant re-leveling required.   

(c) This is not recommended as the required full upgrade of these road 
networks within a Green Wedge driven by a strategic lack of capacity in 
the surrounding arterial and freight network is not a reasonable or realistic 
response. 

9.3.5 Advocacy 

(a) As discussed in section 9.2.4 (b) (v) there is a lack of capacity within the 
surrounding arterial road network. Council should continue to advocate to 
the state and federal government: 

(i) For the Outer Metropolitan Ring Road. 

(ii) A Bulla Bypass, further duplication of Mickleham Road and the full 
duplication of Sunbury Road. 

 

10. CONCLUSION 

10.1 Consultation for the truck ban proposal in accordance with the recommendations from 
Council’s meeting dated Monday 13 February 2023 has been completed.  This includes 
the publication of a Public Notice on the required channels and mail merge to the 
impacted properties. 

10.2 A total of 390 submissions were received with 320 submitters supported the proposed 
heavy vehicle ban (82%) and 70 submitters were against it (18%).  

10.3 The road alignment, pavement composition, road cross-sections and bridges have not 
been designed to convey high volume heavy vehicle traffic.  This presents significant 
safety, operational, maintenance and amenity related issues as raised by a significant 
number of submitters. 

10.4 Based on a detailed analysis of all submissions, it is not considered that there are any 
operational or safety related factors that would suggest a truck ban is inappropriate. 

10.5 It is recommended that Council directs Council Engineers to table a submission to the 
Department of Transport and Planning for formal approval of the truck ban and 
installation of the restrictions following approval. 
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REPORT NO: 8.3 

REPORT TITLE: Tree Management Policy 

SOURCE: Mark Doyle, Manager City Parks & Open Spaces  

DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 

FILE NO: - 

POLICY: - 

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: SO1.3  Safe and well-maintained places 

ATTACHMENT:  1.  Tree Management Policy 2025      

 

DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

No Council officers involved in the preparation of this Report have a general or material interest in 
relation to the matters for consideration.  
 
 

 

1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 The current Street and Reserve Tree Policy was approved by Council in November 
2022.  

1.2 The draft Tree Management Policy was presented to Council at the meeting on 11 
June 2024 and approved for community consultation through the Participate Hume 
platform. 

1.3 The Street and Reserve Tree Policy has provided guidance for Council on the 
management of the street and reserve trees within the Municipality. Amendments have 
been made to the updated policy (Attachment 1).  

 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 

2.1 Revoke the current Street and Reserve Tree Policy adopted by Council in 
November 2022 

2.2 Adopt the Tree Management Policy as drafted in Attachment 1. 

 

3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS & POLICY CONTEXT: 

3.1 Road Safety Act 1986 Victoria  

3.2 Road Management Act 2004  

3.3 Electrical Safety (Electrical Line Clearance) Regulations 2020 

  



REPORTS – OFFICERS’ REPORTS 
14 JULY 2025 COUNCIL MEETING 

REPORT NO: 8.3 (cont.) 

Hume City Council Page 90 

 

4. OVERARCHING GOVERNANCE PRINCIPLES: 

4.1 This Report supports Council is giving effect to the following Overarching Governance 
Principles:  

a) Council decisions are to be made and actions taken in accordance with the 
relevant law;  

b) priority is to be given to achieving the best outcomes for the municipal 
community, including future generations;  

c) the economic, social and environmental sustainability of the municipal district, 
including mitigation and planning for climate change risks, is to be promoted;  

e) innovation and continuous improvement is to be pursued;  

g) the ongoing financial viability of the Council is to be ensured;  

h) regional, state and national plans and policies are to be taken into account in 
strategic planning and decision making;  

i) the transparency of Council decisions, actions and information is to be ensured.  

 

5. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS: 

5.1 CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES ACT 2006 

The human rights relevant to this Report are:  

1. Mental Health 

The above rights are not being limited by the recommended action in this Report.  

5.2 GENDER EQUALITY ACT 2020  

The policy, program or service in this Report does not have a direct and significant 
impact on the public; therefore a Gender Impact Assessment was not required.  

 

6. FINANCIAL & RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS: 

6.1 Council has allocated $9.024m for the management of the urban forest for 2024/25 

6.2 This budget allows Council to maintain the urban forest to the current standards and 
meet the requirements under this policy. 

 

7. OPPORTUNITIES & RISKS: 

7.1 Tree management is of significant interest to the community 

7.2 The management of the urban forest is critical to ensure risks are reduced for the 
public and Council 

7.3 Opportunity exists to improve and strengthen the urban forest canopy and improve the 
environment for future generations. 
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8. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT: 

8.1 Following the Council meeting on 11 June 2024, the draft Tree Management Policy 
was advertised for community consultation through the Participate Hume platform. This 
provided the community with the opportunity to provide feedback on how Council 
manages the urban forest across the municipality.  

8.2 The community consultation opened on 17 June 2024 and closed on 14 July 2024. 

8.3 There were 31 responses via the Participate Hume platform and 44 comments via 
social media. The majority of these responses and comments were related to site 
specific issues rather than the overall management of the Urban Forest. 

8.4 As a result of the community consultation, the Urban Forest team will be reviewing the 
process of notifying residents of impending tree removals and plantings to improve 
communication with residents. 

8.5 The Urban Forest team will also look at providing a Frequently Asked Questions 
section on Councils website which will look to address a number of the comments 
received through the community consultation. 

8.6 There were no changes required to the policy based on the feedback from the 
community consultation. 

8.7 Where issues were raised through the community consultation and the address was 
provided by the resident, these matters were investigated by Councils Urban Forest 
team and if required, works were carried out. 

 

9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 The previous Street and Reserve Tree Policy was adopted by Council in November 
2022. 

9.2 This updated policy has been renamed Tree Management Policy as it relates to all 
trees on Council land and how they are managed. 

9.3 The Urban Forest canopy cover across Hume is currently only 4%. Greater tree 
planting and protection in streets and open space will help to reduce heat impacts 
across the city.   

9.4 Tree planting is completed each year, generally between April – September. Tree 
planting is done by selecting species of tree for planting that are suitable for, and 
perform well within the site, and that have the ability to contribute positively to the city’s 
environment. 

9.5 Council has a legal obligation to manage trees under powerlines as per the Electric 
Line Clearance Management Plan. This is reviewed and approved by Energy Safe 
Victoria on an annual basis. 

9.6 This policy does not relate to management of trees on private property. 

9.7 Following feedback and discussions with Councillors at previous briefings and the 
meeting on 12 May 2025, the draft policy was altered to provide for pruning of trees for 
solar access in certain circumstances. The policy now states that Council may 
undertake pruning of trees to allow for solar panel infrastructure and access only if the 
resident can provide photographic evidence of shading and the pruning will not 
adversely affect the structure and health of the tree. Where tree planting occurs in 
residential streets and solar infrastructure is in place, tree selection will take this into 
account. 
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9.8 Changes to the tree removal formula have been made in the updated policy to ensure 
that the value of trees in the community are acknowledged. 

9.9 Council will undertake property clearance from a building as part of cyclic maintenance.  

9.10 Upon request from a resident, Council will undertake clearance from the property line 
up to 3.5 metres from ground level where the tree is overhanging the property line and 
the pruning will not negatively impact the structural integrity of the tree.  

9.11 In the 12 months from December 2023 to November 2024, Council received 7925 
requests for trees.  

9.12 Trees are assessed by qualified arborists. Trees are given a ranking between 1-5 on 
inspection for Tree Health and Structure. These rankings provide guidance for 
Council’s Arborists when determining if tree removal is supported. 

9.13 Proactive inspections and pruning are undertaken on an average of 6-year cycles. This 
frequency can depend on factors such as storm events, seasonal growth conditions, 
contractor availability etc. 

 

10. CONCLUSION 

10.1 Responsible management of Councils urban forest is critical to ensure Hume can 
continue to provide an environment that will reduce urban heat effects, improve 
amenity for the community and enhance biodiversity in the urban setting.  

10.2 The policy has been updated to reflect industry best practice and feedback from 
community consultation to ensure it meets the needs of the community.  
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REPORT NO: 8.4 

REPORT TITLE: Contract No. 30 24 3593 - Tree Services - Electric Line 
Clearance 

SOURCE: Mark Doyle, Manager City Parks & Open Spaces  

DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 

FILE NO: - 

POLICY: - 

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: SO1.3  Safe and well-maintained places 

ATTACHMENTS:  1.  Electric Line Clearance Confidential Report - 
Confidential 

2.  Electric Line Clearance Tender Evaluation Matrix - 
Confidential 

3.  Electric Line Clearance Schedule of Rates - 
Confidential 

4.  List of Company Directors and Officeholders - 
Confidential      

 

DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

No Council officers involved in the preparation of this Report have a general or material interest in 
relation to the matters for consideration.  
 

 

1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 Tenders have been called for Contract No. 30 24 3593 - Tree Services - Electric Line 
Clearance 

1.2 This report recommends that the tender submission from Aspect Tree Management Pty 
Ltd for Contract No. 30 24 3593 - Tree Services - Electric Line Clearance be accepted 
by Council. 

1.3 Pursuant to the Instrument of Delegation to the Chief Executive Officer, the value of 
this contract exceeds their financial limit and a Council motion is now required to 
accept the recommendation to award the contract. 

 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 

2.1 Resolves to award contract number - 30 24 3593 - Tree Services - Electric Line 
Clearance to Aspect Tree Management Pty Ltd. 

2.2 Awards the contract the attached tendered schedule of rates (incl. GST) 

2.3 Authorises CPI adjustments in accordance with the conditions of contract 

2.4 Awards the contract for a term of 3 Years with extension options of 1 x 2 years + 
1 x 1-year. 

2.5 Authorises for Variations to be managed in accordance with the confidential 
attachment 

2.6 Delegates to the Director Infrastructure and Assets to finalise and execute the 
contract documentation. 
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2.7 Delegates to the Director Infrastructure and Assets the powers to review and 
exercise the extension options. The use of this authority is to be reported to 
Council within 3 months  

 

3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS & POLICY CONTEXT: 

3.1 Local Government Act 2020 S108(1) requires that a Council must prepare and adopt a 
Procurement Policy which specifies the principles, processes and procedures applying 
in respect of the purchase of goods and services by the Council, including for the 
carrying out of works.  

3.2 Local Government Act 2020 S109(1) requires that a Council must comply with its 
Procurement Policy before entering into a contract for the purchase of goods or 
services or the carrying out of works.  

3.3 The Council adopted a Procurement Policy (ref. POL189) on 15 November 2021 which 
is effective from 1 December 2021. Under this Policy, procurement of goods, services 
or works valued at $300,000 or greater shall be undertaken by a tender process. 

 

4. OVERARCHING GOVERNANCE PRINCIPLES: 

4.1 This Report supports Council is giving effect to the following Overarching Governance 
Principles:  

4.1.1 Council decisions are to be made and actions taken in accordance with the 
relevant law;  

4.1.2 priority is to be given to achieving the best outcomes for the municipal 
community, including future generations;  

4.1.3 the economic, social and environmental sustainability of the municipal district, 
including mitigation and planning for climate change risks, is to be promoted;  

4.1.4 innovation and continuous improvement is to be pursued;   

4.1.5 the ongoing financial viability of the Council is to be ensured;  

4.1.6 the transparency of Council decisions, actions and information is to be 
ensured.  

 

5. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS: 

5.1 CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES ACT 2006 

5.1.1 The Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 sets out the basic 
rights and responsibilities of all people in Victoria. The Charter places 
obligations on public authorities by requiring them to act compatibly with 
human rights and give proper consideration to human rights when making 
decisions. 

5.1.2 The obligation to give proper consideration to, and act compatibly with, human 
rights does not apply where: 

• under another law you could not reasonably have acted differently or made 
a different decision. For example, where you are giving effect to another 
statutory provision that is incompatible with a human right; 

• the act or decision is of a private nature; or 
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• the act or decision would impede or prevent a religious body from acting in 
conformity with religious doctrines, beliefs or principles.  

5.1.3 The Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 and Hume City 
Council’s Social Justice Charter were considered and there are no issues to 
be considered in this regard. 

5.2 GENDER EQUALITY ACT 2020  

5.2.1 Under the Gender Equality Act 2020 a Gender Impact Assessment is required 
to be completed in relation to the development or review of a policy, program 
or service, where that policy, program or service has a direct and significant 
impact on the public. 

5.2.2 This Report does not relate to a development or review of a policy, program or 
service; therefore a Gender Impact Assessment was not required.  

 

6. FINANCIAL & RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS: 

6.1 The contract is sought to deliver Electric Line Clearance services predominantly 
outlined in Council’s annual Electric Line Clearance Program. 

6.2 From time to time, the contract may be required to perform emergency, repair-type 
works (eg: Storm response in declared areas) to ensure Council’s assets and 
infrastructure are meeting the intended operational requirements for the Community. 

6.3 The contract may be utilised by any division of Council to deliver the above-mentioned 
services 

6.4 Services will be delivered on a combined lump sum and annual supply schedule of 
rates contract with all rates reviewed annually in line with the Consumer Price Index 
(CPI). 

6.5 There is sufficient funding available for this contract in the Council Urban Forest 
Powerline Management program. 

6.6 Further financial assessment is in the attached confidential reports. 

6.7 This is a combined lump sum and schedule of rates contract; therefore, Officer’s 
undertook modelling to understand the total costs over contract term, including 
extension options.  

 

7. COLLABORATIVE PROCUREMENT 

7.1 In Accordance with section 108(3c) of the Act, Council will give consideration to 
collaboration with other councils and public bodies or utilise Collaborative Procurement 
Arrangements, when procuring goods, services and works in order to take advantage 
of economies of scale. 

7.2 The evaluation panel considered any opportunities for collaborative procurement in 
relation to this procurement process undertaken by Council, including 

7.2.1 The nature of those opportunities, and the public bodies with which they are 

7.2.2 Why Council did, or did not, pursue the identified opportunities for 
collaboration in relation to that procurement process. 

7.2.3 Council did not pursue opportunities for collaboration as there are currently no 
collaborative procurement arrangements available for this type of service and 
this contract relates to a unique need for Hume City Council. 
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8. OPPORTUNITIES & RISKS: 

8.1 Council’s objectives in establishing a Tree Services – Electric Line Clearance contract 
is to: 

8.1.1 Ensure the successful delivery of high-quality, Electric Line Clearance within 
timeframe and budget that meet desired community outcomes. 

8.1.2 Establish a collaborative partnership arrangement underpinning the delivery of 
Council’s Electric Line Clearance Program. 

8.1.3 To mitigate risks, the contractor selected for appointment establishes shall 
have OH&S, Quality and Environmental Management systems embedded 
within their organization a minimum. 

8.1.4 Systems must have designated Company Representative/s to manage these 
systems. 

 

9. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT: 

9.1 Community engagement will be undertaken during the services where relevant. 

9.2 For all services affecting the public, appropriate temporary traffic management will be 
utilised by contractor. 

9.3 Social media posts will be utilized to communicate works associated with Electric Line 
Clearance. 

9.4 If shut down of power is required to safely undertake Electric Line Clearance works, 
those residents affected will be informed prior to the works.  

 

10. DISCUSSION: 

10.1 Technical Specification 

10.1.1 Hume City Council’s urban forest consists of approximately 210,000 street and 
reserve trees and includes a diverse range of species, size and ages. Of 
those, approximately 32,000 trees in declared areas within the City of Hume 
are underneath or adjacent to overhead electric conductors. 

10.1.2 This requires annual assessment for compliance with the prevailing Electricity 
Safety (Electric Line Clearance) Regulations.  

10.1.3 Historically on average 5,000 trees per annum require pruning to ensure that 
Council’s trees are compliant with the Regulations.  

10.2 Background 

10.2.1 Council invited tenders from suitability qualified and experienced contractors 
for Contract for 30 24 3593 – Tree Services - Electric Line Services. 

10.2.2 The contract will be utilised to perform Tree Line Clearance Services to ensure 
Council’s parks and other assets/infrastructure are meeting the intended 
operational requirements for the Community. 

10.3 Tender Details 

10.3.1 The tender was published on Councils eTendering portal and an 
advertisement was published in The Age newspaper on Saturday 15 March 
2025. 
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10.3.2 An optional Tender briefing meeting was held on 19 March 2025 at the 
Craigieburn Global Learning Centre - 75-95 Central Park Ave, Craigieburn VIC 
3064, Conference Room 2. 

10.3.3 Tenders closed 1 May 2025 resulting in three (3) suppliers submitting a formal 
response. 

10.3.4 The tender evaluation panel (TEP) consisted of: 

Officer Title Role 

City Arborist Chairperson 

Manager Parks and Open Spaces Scoring member 

Area Arborist Scoring member 

Coordinator Parks Asset Management Scoring member 

Coordinator Urban Forest  Non Scoring member 

Area Arborist  Non Scoring member 

Area Arborist  Non Scoring member 

Area Arborist Non Scoring member 

 

10.3.5 Probity and procurement support was provided by a Procurement Officer 
throughout the tender process. 

10.3.6 All tender evaluation panel members completed the required conflict of 
interest declarations, with no conflicts declared and committing to maintaining 
the confidentiality of tender information.   

10.4 Selection Criteria 

10.4.1 The evaluation involved scoring of conforming tenders according to the 
following pre-determined criteria: 

Selection criteria Weighting 

  

Compliance 
- Compliance with specification 
- Compliance to agreement 

Yes/No 

Mandatory Criteria 
- Schedule of Rates submitted 

Yes/No 

Price 45% 

Capability – Quality Assurance  10% 

Capability – Management 10% 

Capability – Methodology  10% 

Capacity – Plant and Equipment   15% 

Local Business Social Procurement  10% 

 

10.4.2 Only compliant tenders received full scoring, while those identified as non-
compliant were excluded from further evaluation. Any instances of non-
compliance are explained in the confidential attachment. 
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10.5 Recommendation 

10.5.1 The final weighted score for each tenderer is summarised below: 

Tenderer Conforming Score 

Tenderer A - Aspect Tree Management Pty Ltd Yes 83% 

Tenderer B  Yes  45.54% 

Tenderer C  Yes  43.38% 

 

10.5.2 Refer to the confidential attachment for further details of the evaluation of all 
tenders. 

 

11. CONCLUSION 

11.1 The process described in this report is in accordance with the Council’s Procurement 
Policy, the relevant provision of the Local Government Act 2020 – section 108 
(Procurement Policy) and section 109 (Procurement). 

11.2 The tender submission from Aspect Tree Management Pty Ltd was determined to be 
best value and it is considered that Aspect Tree Management Pty Ltd can perform the 
contract to the required standards.   
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REPORT NO: 8.5 

REPORT TITLE: Coonamar Street, Gordon Street and Eumarella Street, 
Tullamarine - Parking Investigation 

SOURCE: Christopher Pawluk, Engineer 
 Marvin Chen, Coordinator Traffic  

DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 

FILE NO: - 

POLICY: - 

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: SO1.1  Liveable places that are inclusive and accessible 

ATTACHMENTS: Nil     

 

DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

No Council officers involved in the preparation of this Report have a general or material interest in 
relation to the matters for consideration.  
 

 

1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

1.1 This report is in response to a petition received on 17 April 2025 containing 31 signatures 
requesting the removal of the 1P parking restrictions that were recently installed on 
Gordon Street, Tullamarine. 

 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council note that: 

2.1 Gordon Street, Eumarella Street and Coonamar Street (between Sharps Road and 
Spring Street) have met warrants for timed parking restrictions due to excess 
parking generated by construction activity along Sharps Road. 

2.2 in response to the petition, consultation for an alternate proposal has been 
undertaken with affected residents along Gordon Street, Eumarella Street and 
Coonamar Street. 

2.3 arrangements have been made to install temporary 2-hour parking restrictions 
(8am-5pm Monday to Friday and 8am-12pm Saturday, Resident Permits Excepted) 
along both sides of Gordon Street, Eumarella Street and Coonamar Street 
(between Sharps Road and Spring Street). 

2.4 affected residents along Gordon Street, Eumarella Street and Coonamar Street will 
be provided with one permit per household. 

2.5 the parking restrictions will be removed once construction activity along Sharps 
Road has been completed. 

2.6 affected residents have been advised accordingly. 

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS & POLICY CONTEXT: 

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 authorities 
have been delegated to Council.   
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3.2 Parking signs are included within the definition of traffic control devices under the Road 
Safety Road Rules 2017. 

 

4. OVERARCHING GOVERNANCE PRINCIPLES: 

This Report supports Council is giving effect to the following Overarching Governance 
Principles:  

4.1 priority is to be given to achieving the best outcomes for the municipal community, 
including future generations.  

4.2 the transparency of Council decisions, actions and information is to be ensured.  

 
5. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS: 

5.1 CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES ACT 2006 
5.1.1 The human rights relevant to this Report are:  

(a) Every person has the right to life. 

(b) Every person has the right to freedom of thought, conscience, religion and 
belief. 

(c) Every person has the right to freedom of expression which includes the 
freedom to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, 
whether within or outside Victoria. 

(d) Every person has the right of peaceful assembly. 

(e) Every person in Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, 
without discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs, 
directly or through freely chosen representatives. 

5.1.2 The above rights are not being limited by the recommended action in this 
Report.  

5.2 GENDER EQUALITY ACT 2020  
5.2.1 This Report does not relate to a development or review of a policy, program or 

service; therefore, a Gender Impact Assessment was not required.  

 

6. FINANCIAL & RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS: 

6.1 The estimated cost of implement the Permit Zone signage on Coonamar Street, Gordon 
Street and Eumarella Street is $10,000 excluding GST. 

6.2 The signage is proposed to be funded from Council’s Operational 2025/2026 Responsive 
Road Safety Program. 

 

7. OPPORTUNITIES & RISKS: 

7.1 The timed parking restrictions aim to address parking spillover issues that are limiting 
availability for residents, visitors, and tradespeople who require convenient and close-
proximity parking. 

7.2 The inclusion of resident permit exemptions ensures that local residents retain equitable 
access to on-street parking while discouraging long-term parking by non-residents. 
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7.3 These changes will assist in reducing congestion caused by parking on both sides of 
each street, which will contribute to safer and more efficient vehicle movements along 
the streets. 

 

8. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT: 

8.1 Initial Proposal: 

8.1.1 In March 2025, letters were distributed to all properties along Gordon Street, 
Eumarella Street, and Coonamar Street (between Sharps Road and Spring 
Street) proposing the installation of 1P (1-hour) parking restrictions on the 
eastern side of each street from 8am–5pm Monday to Friday and 8am–12pm 
Saturday. 

8.1.2 Residents were invited to complete and return a questionnaire indicating 
support or opposition to the proposal. 

8.1.3 Due to an administrative oversight, the two-page map accompanying the letter 
was only partially included. This led to a misunderstanding among many 
residents who believed the restrictions applied only to a smaller section of each 
street. 

8.1.4 As a result, Council determined that the initial consultation was invalid. 

8.2 Current Proposal 

8.2.1 Following receipt of a petition opposing the initial proposal, revised parking 
restrictions were proposed: 2P (2-hour) limits on both sides of each street from 
8am–5pm Monday to Friday and 8am–12pm Saturday, with exemptions for 
resident parking permit holders. 

8.2.2 In May 2025, a second letter, including the correct two-page plan, was 
distributed to all affected properties along Gordon Street, Eumarella Street, and 
Coonamar Street. 

8.2.3 Residents were again invited to complete a questionnaire to indicate their 
position on the revised proposal. 

8.2.4 The following number of submissions were received in response to the revised 
proposal: 

(a) Gordon Street: 16 in favour, 9 against 

(b) Eumarella Street: 16 in favour, 9 against 

(c) Coonamar Street: 9 in favour, 4 against 

8.2.5 The results indicate majority support across all three streets for the proposed 
2P restrictions with resident permit exemptions. 

8.2.6 All affected residents along Gordon Street, Eumarella Street, and Coonamar 
Street have been notified in writing of Council’s final decision. 
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9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 Background 

9.1.1 Council has received ongoing feedback from multiple residents regarding a lack 
of on-street parking availability and poor traffic flow on Gordon Street, Eumarella 
Street, and Coonamar Street. Residents reported that these issues were being 
caused by construction worker vehicles associated with nearby development 
sites. 

9.1.2 Council officers investigated these concerns and confirmed that construction 
activity near Sharps Road was generating a high level of non-resident parking 
in the area. This led to restricted parking availability for residents, visitors, and 
service providers, and compromised traffic flows due to continuous parking on 
both sides of these streets. 

9.1.3 In accordance with Council’s ’Parking Restrictions Policy’, it was determined 
that the installation of 1P (one-hour) 8am–5pm Monday to Friday and 8am–
12pm Saturday parking restrictions on the eastern side Gordon Street, 
Eumarella Street, and Coonamar Street (between Sharps Road and Spring 
Street) would be an appropriate measure to manage parking demand and 
improve traffic flow. 

9.1.4 In April 2025, Council received a petition with 31 signatures stating the following: 

‘Removal of 1 hour parking restrictions on Gordon Street Tullamarine – East 
side, until the Hume City Council provide residents with permits!’ 

9.1.5 Council resolved at its meeting on Monday 28 April 2025 ‘That the petition be 
received, circulated to Councillors, and the nominated contact of the petition be 
advised that the matter has been referred to Manager Assets.’ 

9.2 Existing Conditions 

9.2.1 Gordon Street, Eumarella Street, and Coonamar Street are classified as local 
access streets. 

9.2.2 All three streets have a road width of approximately 7.2 metres wide, allowing 
for parking on both sides of the street whilst allowing through traffic to pass on 
the remaining road width. They are designed to deliver traffic from the local area 
to the arterial road network. 

9.2.3 1P (one-hour) 8am–5pm Monday to Friday and 8am–12pm Saturday parking 
restrictions have been installed on Gordon Street, Eumarella Street, and 
Coonamar Street (between Sharps Road and Spring Street).  

9.2.4 In response the concerns raised in the petition, enforcement of these restrictions 
was ceased pending the changes outlined in this report.  

9.3 Analysis 

9.3.1 Community consultation on the proposed 1P restrictions was undertaken in 
March 2025, with letters and questionnaires distributed to affected residents. 
However, due to an administrative error, one page of the attached parking plan 
was omitted from the mailout. This resulted in confusion, with some residents 
being unaware of the extent of the restrictions. 

9.3.2 Although the original consultation indicated majority support, a subsequent 
petition received by Council highlighted community opposition to the street-
length 1P restrictions, citing the miscommunication. 
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9.3.3 In response, a revised consultation was undertaken in May 2025, proposing 2P 
(two-hour) restrictions on both sides of each street from 8am–5pm Monday to 
Friday and 8am–12pm Saturday, with resident permit exemptions. This option 
sought to address both the parking concerns, and the feedback received 
through the petition about the need for resident parking. 

9.3.4 Under the proposed 2P restrictions, each eligible household within the affected 
streets will be issued one residential parking permit, allowing them to park 
beyond the signed time limits. 

9.3.5 The revised consultation showed majority support for the 2P restrictions across 
all three streets. 

9.3.6 Based on community feedback and the outcomes of the revised consultation, it 
is appropriate to proceed with the implementation of the 2P restrictions with 
resident permit exemptions.  

9.3.7 The parking restrictions and associated resident permits will remain in place 
until April 2026. At that time, a review will be undertaken to assess whether 
ongoing construction activity continues to justify the need for these restrictions. 

 

10. CONCLUSION 

10.1 Based on resident feedback, the existing 1P parking restrictions on Gordon Street, 
Eumarella Street, and Coonamar Street (between Sharps Road and Spring Street) will 
be replaced with 2P restrictions (8am–5pm Monday to Friday, 8am–12pm Saturday) with 
resident permit exemptions. 

10.2 Each household will be issued one resident parking permit. 

10.3 A review of the restrictions will be undertaken in April 2026 to determine if the restrictions 
remain necessary. 
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REPORT NO: 8.6 

REPORT TITLE: Audit and Risk Committee Meeting Minutes - 14 March 
2025 

SOURCE: Peter Faull, Coordinator Governance  

DIVISION: Finance & Governance 

FILE NO: HCC14/403 

POLICY: - 

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: SO4.1  A high performing organisation that prioritises 
continuous improvement, safety and accountability. 

ATTACHMENT:  1.  Audit and Risk Committee Meeting Minutes - 14 
March 2025      

 

 

1. RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT Council notes the confirmed minutes of Hume City Council’s Audit and Risk 
Committee Meeting which was held on 14 March 2025. 
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REPORT NO: 8.7 

REPORT TITLE: Councillor Travel Request 

SOURCE: Holly De Kretser, Manager Governance  

DIVISION: Finance & Governance 

FILE NO: HCC13/377 

POLICY: -POL/285 

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE: SO4.2  An organisation that demonstrates leadership and 
strong advocacy. 

ATTACHMENT:  1.  Invitation - Cr Kurt - from Jo Briskey MP      

 

DISCLOSURE OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

No Council officers involved in the preparation of this Report have a general or material interest in 
relation to the matters for consideration.  
 
 

 

1. SUMMARY OF REPORT: 

This report presents a request by Cr Kurt for interstate travel for Council’s consideration.  

The travel is to Canberra and is associated with attending the first speech of Jo Briskey MP, 
Federal Member for Maribyrnong. 

 

2. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council consider the request from Cr Kurt in line with the Council Expense 
Policy.  

 
3. LEGISLATIVE POWERS & POLICY CONTEXT: 

Requests for travel are considered against section 6 of the Council Expense Policy.  

 

4. OVERARCHING GOVERNANCE PRINCIPLES: 

This Report supports Council is giving effect to the following Overarching Governance 
Principles:  

b) priority is to be given to achieving the best outcomes for the municipal community, 
including future generations;  

 
f) collaboration with other Councils and Governments and statutory bodies is to be sought;  

 
g) the ongoing financial viability of the Council is to be ensured;  

  
i) the transparency of Council decisions, actions and information is to be ensured.  

 
 

5. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS: 

5.1 CHARTER OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES ACT 2006 
The human rights relevant to this Report are:  

1. 1 Freedom of Movement 

https://www.hume.vic.gov.au/Your-Council/Governance/Council-Plans-Reports-and-Policies/Council-Policies/Council-Expenses-Policy
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The above rights are not being limited by the recommended action in this Report. The report 
considers the potential funding of travel, not restriction of movement. 

 
5.2 GENDER EQUALITY ACT 2020  
This Report does not relate to a development or review of a policy, program or service; 
therefore a Gender Impact Assessment was not required.  
 
 

6. FINANCIAL & RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS: 

It is estimated that if approved, attendance at this event would incur travel costs of 
approximately $500. This can be accommodated within the existing budget.  

 

7. OPPORTUNITIES & RISKS: 

Attendance in support of the Federal Member for Maribyrnong provides an opportunity to 
further relationships with federal counterparts in support of future advocacy. 

 

8. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT: 

Nil. 

 

9. DISCUSSION: 

9.1 Cr Kurt has received an invitation to attend the first speech of Jo Briskey MP, Federal 
Member for Maribyrnong on 23 July 2025 at Parliament House, Canberra. 

9.1.1 Jo Briskey MP was elected in May 2025 and represents the federal electorate 
of Maribyrnong which includes within it areas of Hume City Council 
represented by Cr Kurt in the Tullamarine Ward (Tullamarine and Gladstone 
Park).    

9.2 If approved, attendance would require same-day travel facilitated by economy flights to 
and from Canberra.  

9.3 Cr Kurt has requested to attend as a matter of Council business in accordance with 
section 6 of the Council Expenses policy.  

9.4 Attendance offers the opportunity to further build relationships and enhance advocacy 
to support the Hume community. 

 

10. CONCLUSION 

The request is presented to Council for determination, pending which arrangements will be 
made to respond to the request.  
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REPORT NO: 9.1 

REPORT TITLE: NOM25/40 - Cr Ally Watson - Toyon Road 

SOURCE: David Fricke, Manager Assets  

DIVISION: Infrastructure & Assets 

FILE NO: HCC25/688 

 

I hereby request that pursuant to Council’s Governance Rules and Code of Conduct for Councillors 
that the following motion be included in the Agenda of the next Council Meeting. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

Toyon Road is a key east-west road in Kalkallo. Providing connections to primary school, 
community centre, recreation reserve and the shops, both road and foot traffic are high throughout 
the day and night. Despite the 40km p/h speed limit, vehicles are often witnessed travelling at 
much higher speeds. Drivers and pedestrians have reported a variety of safety concerns, including 
near-misses and challenges crossing the road on foot. 

 

1. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council Officers prepare a report on opportunities to improve the safety of Toyon 
Road between Dwyer Street and Cloverton Boulevard, Kalkallo. That the report should 
include: 

1.1 Traffic and speed counts 

1.2 Consultation with the local community to understand current issues and 
concerns 

1.3 Options for safety improvements, that could be funded from existing capital 
works budgets, to improve the road, footpath and crossings for vehicles and 
pedestrians 

1.4 Further options for safety improvements that would require capital works 
funding to improve the road, footpath and crossings for vehicles and 
pedestrians. 

1.5 A preliminary report be brought to Council in quarter two of the 25/26 financial 
year. 

 
2. OFFICER COMMENTS 

 

Officers can arrange an investigation of traffic safety issues on Toyon Road between Dwyer 
Street and Cloverton Boulevard, Kalkallo.   

A report including option(s) will be provided to Council in December 2025, including the 
consideration of future consultation with the community once suitable options have been 
identified. Any requirement for consultation would need to be programmed in 2026. 
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REPORT NO: 9.2 

REPORT TITLE: NOM25/41 - Cr John Haddad - SBS Production Hub in 
Broadmeadows 

SOURCE: Joel Kimber, Head of Government Relations & Advocacy  

DIVISION: Customer & Strategy 

FILE NO: HCC25/668 

 

I hereby request that pursuant to Council’s Governance Rules and Code of Conduct for Councillors 
that the following motion be included in the Agenda of the next Council Meeting. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION  

Hume is one of the most culturally and linguistically diverse municipalities in Victoria. With more 
than half of our residents born overseas or having at least one parent born overseas, and over 140 
languages spoken across the municipality, Hume is representative of the vibrant multiculturalism 
that defines modern Australia. 

Broadmeadows, in particularly, has long been a home for migrant communities and is a symbolic 
centre of multicultural settlement for many people in Victoria. It is also well connected to the 
metropolitan transport network, freeways, airport and is undergoing significant renewal and 
investment. 

In this context, Council notes recent developments at the federal and state level regarding the 
future of the Special Broadcasting Service (SBS). In December 2024, the Federal Government 
committed to establishing a new SBS production hub. Subsequently, on 18 June 2025, the 
Victorian Legislative Council passed a motion recognising Victoria’s growing multicultural 
population and calling for SBS to establish a presence in Melbourne — specifically recommending 
culturally diverse communities such as Broadmeadows or Dandenong. 

Given Hume’s unique demographic profile, strategic location, and the significance of 
Broadmeadows as a multicultural centre, Council has an opportunity to actively advocate to the 
SBS board and the Minister for Communications to consider Broadmeadows as a viable and 
compelling location for the future SBS production hub. 

 

1. RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council  

1.1 Notes the multicultural makeup of the Hume community, which is home to 
residents from over 160 countries, speaking more than 140 languages, making it 
one of the most culturally diverse municipalities in Victoria 

1.2 Acknowledges the Federal Government’s recent commitment to establish a new 
SBS production hub  

1.3 Further notes the motion passed by the Victorian Legislative Council on 18 June 
2025, which: 

a) Recognised Victoria’s rapidly growing and multicultural population; 

b) Expressed concern at the decision to base the SBS production hub in 
Western Sydney; 

c) Called on the State Government to advocate for an SBS headquarters or 
production facility to be located in a multicultural Victorian community such 
as Broadmeadows or Dandenong;  
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1.4 Writes to the Federal Minister for Communications, the Hon. Michelle Rowland 
MP; and The Board and Executive of the Special Broadcasting Service (SBS) 
requesting that Broadmeadows be considered as a location for the future SBS 
production hub, in recognition of its significant multicultural character, media 
potential, and strategic location within metropolitan Melbourne. 

1.5 Writes to the Victorian Minister for Multicultural Affairs, the Hon Ingrid Stitt, the 
State Members for Broadmeadows, Kalkallo, Sunbury and Greenvale and the 
Members for Northern Metropolitan Region to seek their support for Council’s 
request of SBS. 

 

 
2. OFFICER COMMENTS 

As the national broadcaster that delivers multicultural programming, SBS provides valuable 
multi-lingual information to communities all over Australia. 

 

As one of Australia’s most culturally diverse communities, Hume City would present a great 
and viable location for SBS’ new Production Hub as it would truly reflect the people that 
come from over 140 countries that call Hume City home. 

Should Council support this Notice of Motion correspondence will be sent from the Mayor to 
SBS, the Ministers and our local Members of Parliament. 
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REPORT NO: 10.1 
REPORT TITLE: Petition - Transform Main St, Craigieburn to a car-free 

space for pedestrians and bikes, transforming the car 
parking spaces into garden spaces, secure bike racks, 
outdoor business spaces, and outdoor seating areas for 
the businesses currently operating. 

SOURCE: Ruth Robles McColl, Manager Strategic Projects & Places 
 George Osborne, Manager Economic Development  
DIVISION: City Planning & Places 
FILE NO: HCC04/13 

 
A petition has been received regarding, and is considered compliant under the Governance Rules, 
containing at least 12 signatures. The petition is in regards to transforming Main St, Craigieburn to 
a car-free space for pedestrians and bikes, transforming the car parking spaces into garden 
spaces, secure bike racks, outdoor business spaces, and outdoor seating areas for the businesses 
currently operating. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That the petition be received, circulated to Councillors, and the nominated contact of the 
petition be advised that the matter has been referred to the Manager Strategic Projects & 
Places 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  



 

Hume City Council Page 132 

THIS PAGE HAS BEEN LEFT INTENTIONALLY BLANK 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


