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Opportunities for Productivity Improvement:

What are the Recent Lessons from
introducing the Performance Based
Standards (PBS) Policy in Australia?



The PBS Program

Not what the vehicle looks like
But what the vehicle can do
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The Standards

STARTABILITY

GRADEABILITY

ACCELERATION CAPABIEITY STATIC ROLLOVER THRESHOLD

Vehicle Powertrain Standards
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Trailer Dynamic Performance
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Infrastructure Standards

* ASSESSMENT AGAINST THIS
STANDARD IS NOT REQUIRED
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Other features

e Standards approved by all Transport Ministers
e 4 |evels of vehicle standard, PBS 1,2,3,4

* Proposals assessed by Private Sector assessors
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hicle approval by independent Panel
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Access of PBS vehicles to roads

* Access for approved vehicles is controlled by
States, Territories and local municipalities,
preferably using National route assessment
guidelines to categorise routes

* Roads categori
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Progress since end 2007

Design submissions and approvals

(note: up to 15 vehicles have been manufactured per approved design)

Approvals per meeting
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What have we learned?

* Clash of objective vs subjective
e Clash of experienced “intuition” vs black box

* Need to create price competition between
assSessors via:
— Many assessors
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What has been gained

e typical allowable mass increases of 20% (L1)
and 30% (L2) over non PBS vehicles

* Vehicles of known safety performance
compared with prescriptive fleet
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Challenges and opportunities for the future

 Accreditation of manufacturers to assess vehicles

 More transparent access decisions by road
managers; ability of applicants to seek review




