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Please fill out this form to provide your feedback on the proposed options outlined in the Technical Discussion Paper. Completed feedback forms to be submitted by email to PBSReview@nhvr.gov.au by COB Friday, 23 January 2026.
When submitting feedback, include ‘PBS High-Speed and Stability Standards Review Feedback – [Your Organisation]’ in the email subject line.
Have your say
	Name:
	Ashley Mackinnon
	Organisation:
	Australian Livestock and Rural Transporters Association

	State:
	National
	Position:
	GM, Policy & Strategy

	Phone number:
	0407 766 153
	Email:
	ashley@alrta.org.au




	Proposed Options
	Stakeholder’s overall position
	Feedback

	SRT proposed approach part I - Introduction of a revised performance level if vehicle is fitted with rollover control technology
	Supported with changes
	ALRTA supports a technology-based SRT pathway to reflect modern capability and remove unnecessary barriers (including for livestock), provided eligibility and controls are clear.
ALRTA recommends NHVR:
· Adopt 0.32g as the alternate SRT entry level where ESC/RSC is fitted to the prime mover and all braked trailers, with a safeguard such as LTR ≤ 0.9, and a clear method for functional verification.
· Explicitly include livestock as an eligible task and recognise a livestock-specific SRT range of 0.31-0.35g when paired with stability technology and defined controls (not as a general lowering for other freight tasks).
· Specify compliance requirements (fitment, verification, maintenance, documentation) and include transition/grandfathering to avoid stranded assets.

	SRT proposed approach part II - Update of the application of the 0.4g performance level for dangerous goods vehicles
	Supported with changes
	ALRTA supports a higher stability benchmark for dangerous goods where justified by risk, but the application must be clear and implementable.
NHVR should:
· Clearly define the scope/vehicle types captured by the 0.4g requirement (including the proposed 0.37g setting for portable/demountable tanks >7,500L) to avoid unintended capture of non-DG tasks.
· Publish the safety rationale and worked examples to support consistent assessment.
· Provide practical transition arrangements for existing lawful approvals.

	RA/HSTO proposed approach part I - Update the standards to accommodate stability control technology
	Supported with changes
	ALRTA supports recognising the safety benefits of ESC/RSC within RA/HSTO, provided this remains performance-based and does not weaken underlying mechanical stability expectations.
NHVR should:
· Provide clear national guidance on how technology is recognised, including fitment scope (prime mover and all braked trailers), functional verification, and minimum documentation, supported by worked examples.
· Provide clear assessor guidance to reduce variability (inputs/assumptions and any required sensitivity checks).
· Include transition/grandfathering so routine fleet renewal does not trigger unintended retrofit/stranding.

	RA/HSTO proposed approach part II - Reduce vehicle test speed for vehicles unable to achieve 88 km/h
	Supported with changes
	ALRTA supports this in principle to reduce avoidable compliance barriers, if safety intent is preserved and eligibility is tightly defined.
NHVR should:
· Maintain tight eligibility and clear assessor instructions to preserve equivalent safety intent.
· Limit this option to vehicles that genuinely cannot achieve 88 km/h, with clear evidence requirements, and tie the test speed to verified governed/achievable speed (so vehicles that can reach 88 km/h are still tested at 88 km/h).
· Ensure the lower-speed test remains equivalent in safety intent/severity (manoeuvre and acceptance criteria must still be meaningful).
· Provide worked examples to support consistent assessment.



	Additional Feedback

	ALRTA encourages NHVR to reduce structural barriers without compromising safety integrity. For livestock, welfare-driven design constraints mean many modern combinations operate safely at 0.31–0.35g when supported by stability technology and defined controls; this should be treated as a livestock-specific pathway within PBS, not a general lowering for other tasks.
NHVR should progress nationally consistent livestock loading inputs (a harmonised Livestock Loading Scheme), recognise Higher Productivity Livestock Vehicles (HPLV) as an existing access framework where relevant, and continue structured consultation before finalising any livestock PBS framework. Final changes should be evidence-based, with published rationale, worked examples and implementation guidance (definitions, verification and transition) to minimise assessor variation.
Inconsistent bridge assessment settings remain a practical barrier to PBS/HPLV uptake. ALRTA supports nationally harmonised bridge assessment, including recognition of a 1.6 live load factor where appropriate, supported by OBM/LLS and accredited maintenance systems.
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