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1. Introduction 
The new national Higher Mass Limit (HML) declaration will enable existing provisions covered in the 
Heavy Vehicle (Mass, Dimension and Loading) National Regulation (MDL Regulation). This 
declaration aims to replace all existing state and territory declarations and harmonise provisions into 
one national declaration. There are currently six jurisdictions that provide a declaration authorising 
the use of HML including; Queensland (QLD), South Australia (SA), Victoria (VIC), New South Wales 
(NSW), Tasmania (TAS) and Australian Capital Territory (ACT).  HML authorisation is declared in the 
following documents shown in Table 1: 

Table 1 - Inventory of HML authorisations currently used in each state and territory 

Jurisdiction HML authorisation 

Queensland 
Higher Mass Limits for Vehicles with Road Friendly Suspensions in Queensland (Form Number 10 
V7) 

South Australia 

South Australian Road Traffic Act 1961 Higher Mass Limits for Vehicles fitted with Road Friendly 
Suspension 

Notice of approval and exemption - Operation of road train vehicles in South Australia (2011)  

Notice of approval and exemption - Operation of B-double vehicles up to 25m in length (2010) 

Code of Practice for B-Doubles (2011) 

Code of Practice for Road Trains (2011) 

Victoria 
Victorian Government Gazette, Road Safety (Vehicles) Regulation 2009, Declaration of Class 3 
Vehicles and Mass Limit Exemptions and Route Specifications for such Vehicles & Mass limit 
exemptions and route specs for certain class 2 combinations fitted with road friendly suspension 

New South Wales HVNL Gazette, New South Wales Higher Mass Limits Declaration 2015 (No. 1) 

Tasmania HVNL Gazette, Tasmanian Higher Mass Limits Declaration 2016 (No. 1) 

Australian Capital 
Territory 

Australian Capital Territory, Road Transport (Mass, Dimensions and Loading) Higher Mass Limits 
(HML) Exemption Notice 2013 (No 1) 

 

As HML provisions are currently defined within the MDL Regulation, the purpose of the National HML 
declaration will be to apply those provisions consistently across all jurisdictions.  

The NHVR has also conducted an analysis of these existing state and territory notices/declarations 
and produced a project scope statement and comparative analysis for the development of the new 
national declaration. These documents have provided the basis for identifying key issues to be 
addressed in developing a new HML Declaration. This issues paper further details key points 
regarding consistencies between the current state and territory notices/declarations and provides 
the NHVR’s preliminary policy positions to create a harmonised national declaration.  

The NHVR requires all jurisdictions and stakeholders to provide comments on these issues after 
considering the NHVR’s position in each case. A separate document (Attachment 1) has been 
provided for comments.  
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2. NHVR positions 
Throughout this issues paper, clearly defined positions have been developed for all key issues 
underlying the development of a new HML declaration. These positions are summarised in the table 
below.  

Section from report Position 

3.3 
Use the provisions from Schedule 5 of the MDL Regulation for heavy vehicles 
operating at HML. Implement HML limits by axle group rather than heavy vehicle 
combination types. 

4.3 
Implement a HML layered network similar to QLD, where the HML network is 
layered on top of vehicle type network to determine access. Restricted vehicles will 
be conditioned in the network map rather than the notice. 

5.3 
The application of IAP for HML routes will be authorised through Division 3 Section 
14 (3) and (4) of the MDL Regulation. It should be noted that IAP, and telematics 
more broadly, will be reviewed for both their administration and application by the 
NHVR.  

6.3 
Require Mass Management Accreditation for tri-axle groups in line with Schedule 5 
Section 1(5)(c) of the MDL Regulation.  

7.3 
Road Friendly Suspension (RFS) will be required as per the MDL Regulation for HML 
operations. RFS certification plates should only be required if modifications to the 
RFS have been made, as per the Vehicle Standards Bulletin 11 (VSB11). 

8.3 
Mass limit allowance for single drive axles on a bus will be made 10.0t, consistent 
with the MDL Regulation across all jurisdictions. 

9.3 
Mass limit allowances for tandem axle groups other than a 6-tyred tandem axle 
group will remain at 17.0t, consistent with the MDL Regulation. 

10.3 
Mass limit allowances for tandem axle groups with 6 tyres will be made 14.0t, 
consistent with the MDL Regulation across all jurisdictions. 

11.3 
Mass limit allowances for tri-axle groups will remain at 22.5t, consistent with the 
MDL Regulation.  

13.3 
The carriage of the HML declaration in either an electronic or physical format will 
not be required in the new national declaration. 

These proposed solutions have been developed in order to provide the best possible outcomes for 
both road managers and industry operators. Detailed discussion points expand on these summarised 
solutions in this document below. 

Consultation to date 

The NHVR has been engaging with key stakeholders since early 2017. Consultation has been 
undertaken with state and territory road transport authorities, local government associations and 
key industry bodies. Further to the drafting of the National Higher Mass Limits’ Issues Paper, the 
NHVR conducted a national workshop (teleconference) on Wednesday 9th August 2017. Valuable 
feedback received from state and territory road authorities and local government associations will 
help finalise the NHVR’s policy positions. The following points were made:  

 Some stakeholders raised concerns about displaying the HML network as one single 
combination agnostic map. 

 Some stakeholders raised concerns about the inclusion of 10t on a single axle for buses. 
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The NHVR will work to address the received feedback as the consultation with stakeholders proceeds 
in order to avoid any delays to the delivery of this project. 

 

3. Applicable heavy vehicle and axle group types 

3.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

Types of heavy vehicles which can operate under HML Declaration  
 

 

3.2. Issue 

The existing state and territory instruments for the use of HML restrict their field of application to 
specific vehicle types instead of using the provisions set out in the MDL Regulation. Currently the 
vehicles able to operate at HML in each jurisdiction are slightly varied with some jurisdictions 
allowing more variations of heavy vehicles and combinations than other jurisdictions. This variation 
causes issues during interstate HML operations, as there may be differences in vehicle type access.  

3.3. NHVR Position 

To define the range of vehicles allowed to operate under the new national declaration, the NHVR will 
use the provisions already set out in Schedule 5 of the MDL Regulation. The MDL Regulation states in 
Schedule 5 section 1 (1) that higher mass limits apply to a single axle or axle group on a heavy vehicle 
as follows: 

 A single drive axle on a bus, 

 A tandem axle group other than a 6-tyred tandem axle group, 

 A 6-tyred tandem axle group, and 

 A tri-axle group. 

The NHVR will also exclude specific vehicle types as per Schedule 5 section 5 of the MDL Regulation 
which states –  

The heavy vehicle must be a heavy vehicle that –  

  (a) is not a class 1 heavy vehicle; and 

(b) is not a rigid truck towing a dog trailer or a vehicle fitted with a drive axle group with 
more than 2 axles (unless it is a B-double or road train); and 

(c) if the heavy vehicle is fitted with a tri-axle group and is used on a road outside the 
Northern Territory—is being operated by a person who holds mass management 
accreditation for the vehicle. 

Provisioning access based on the axle group type instead of the vehicle type could cause issues with 
the jurisdictions’s HML operations. Vehicle types that were previously restricted may gain access 
through the new declaration because they meet the axle group requirements; however it may not be 
feasible for these vehicles to operate at HML. In some instances this risk can be avoided by not 
establishing a network for that vehicle type (refer to section 4 for further information) to operate on 
or by specifically restricting the vehicle type within the declaration or through conditions placed on 
the network. 

The NHVR will require jurisdictions to provide adequate justification to support any potential 
decision to depart from the provisions of the MDL Regulation. 
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4. Network Access 

4.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

Level of network access for HML vehicles and type of network 
maps used 

 

 

4.2. Issue 

Network access for HML operation is currently managed on a jurisdiction-by-jurisdiction basis which 
causes different levels of access for these vehicles across all states. Currently the majority of states 
and territory employ a single HML network across the jurisdiction which, in conjunction with vehicle 
type networks, determines access for HML vehicles. For example, a HML road train can only operate 
on HML approved routes that are also approved road train routes. The remainder of the jurisdictions 
have specific individual networks for HML vehicles, such as the NSW HML B-double network. This 
type of networking creates a large number of networks for HML vehicles, which can cause issues 
during interstate travel. A detailed breakdown of the networks for each state and territory can be 
found in the Network Access table (Appendix 1) which shows the existing state of inconsistencies 
with the HML networks.  

At present, each jurisdiction manages their state or territory’s gazetted networks and routes as the 
true source of information for network maps. QLD and ACT are the only jurisdictions that do not have 
a public facing online mapping application that displays their gazetted networks.  

The Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) publish PDF maps that identify their gazetted 
HML routes and zones. These PDF maps must be read in conjunction with multiple map legends, as 
well as the gazetted vehicle maps. This causes issues for operators when planning journeys as they 
will have to review multiple sources of information to determine which routes and areas can be 
operated within. 

QLD includes a provision within their HML declaration for access to roads which are not specifically 
mapped as HML routes, which will cause inconsistency within a national declaration. This additional 
network condition states –  

At a minimum, higher mass limits vehicles may operate in Queensland on the following routes 
(subject to section 4.2); 

  (a) … 

(b) connecting 23 and 25 metre B-double and road train routes to a radial distance of 500m 
from the Queensland Major Highway System. 

This allows HML vehicles to operate on roads that are not specifically designated as HML approved 
roads. QLD is the only state to include this type of provision within their declaration, this causes large 
inconsistency with the remaining states and territory and makes harmonisation difficult. This will 
pose a significant issue in harmonising existing notices/declarations into a single national declaration. 

The proposed changes to vehicle access outlined in the previous section will cause issues with the 
network access for HML vehicles. As previously stated, giving access to axle group types may allow 
access for more vehicle types than previously allowed. Limiting the access of specific vehicle types is 
possible by providing no network for that vehicle to operate on. This however can still cause issues if 
there are instances where certain types of road trains are allowed but other types are restricted. This 
would become an issue when an existing HML road train route would now be granting access to all 
road train types that meet the axle group requirements for HML.  
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Issues with network reduction could arise due to policies within the MDL Regulation which states 
that in order to create a HML Declaration, road manager consent is required. This could lead to the 
reduction of access on the HML network due to road managers not granting consent for routes on 
the existing HML network. 

4.3. NHVR Position 

The NHVR’s goal is to implement a single national HML network that would be used in conjunction 
with specific vehicle type networks to determine access, similar to the method currently used in QLD. 
Therefore in order to use a HML B-double, the B-double network would be checked against the HML 
network and the vehicle would be able to operate wherever the two networks overlap. An example 
of this type of network can be seen in the Figures below. Figure 1 shows the existing B-Double 
network in Toowoomba in green, Figure 2 shows the existing HML Network in purple and Figure 3 
shows the B-Double network with the HML network overlay on top in order to determine the HML B-
Double network. This method of networking, as previously stated, may cause issues with allowing 
access for previously restricted vehicle types due to giving access to axle groups. This can be 
mitigated through methods such as: 

 Access restrictions shown on maps; or 

 Vehicle restrictions listed within the declaration; or  

 Alternative network proposals. 

The NHVR’s position would be to have any vehicle type restrictions identified on the HML network 
itself and reference to this in the national declaration. This approach would greatly benefit transport 
operators once the national harmonisation of B-double and road train access is complete. 

The existing provision within QLD regarding the 500m radius routes will need to be discussed with 
TMR and local government in order to have these roads correctly gazetted. Consent will need to be 
requested for any roads previously gazetted by the 500m radius in order to properly map these 
routes. 

The NHVR is working closely with jurisdictions to develop a national plan for the transition of services 
that are currently delivered by jurisdictions on behalf of the NHVR. In preparation for this, the NHVR 
recommends states and territories without public facing online maps undertake the creation of a GIS 
database containing the mapping data for the HML networks. This would allow either the state, 
territory or the NHVR to create and maintain a public facing online map, providing information on 
the HML networks in a GIS layer that could be displayed in any modern GIS software package.  

 

Figure 1 - B-Double Network Layer 

 

Figure 2 - HML Network Layer 
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Figure 3 - B-Double and HML Layer Overlay 

5. Intelligent Access Program (IAP) 

5.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

IAP enrolment requirements.  

 

5.2. Issue 

The requirement for the IAP to be fitted to vehicles operating at HML is not consistent across all 
states and territories. Only QLD and NSW require HML vehicles to be enrolled and monitored in the 
IAP. If not enrolled in the IAP, operators in SA must be able to supply a Mass Limit Route Compliance 
Certificate. The summary of IAP requirements in each state and territory can be seen in Table 2 
below. 

Table 2 - Summary of IAP requirements 

 Queensland South Australia Victoria New South 
Wales 

Tasmania Australian 
Capital Territory 

IAP Required to 
operate 

Yes 
Optional (IAP or 
Documentation) 

No Yes No No 

 

How the IAP Works? 

 (Source: http://www.tca.gov.au/truck/iap/about-iap/how-the-iap-works) 

Where the IAP is specified as a condition of access, transport operators enrol vehicles into the IAP, and engage 
an IAP Service Provider to monitor access and compliance against agreed conditions of access.   

The IAP operates through the legislated interaction of four different parties, each with defined roles and 

http://www.tca.gov.au/truck/iap/about-iap/how-the-iap-works
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responsibilities: 

 Transport Operators – gain access entitlements to the road network through the IAP as a condition of 
that access 

 Road Agencies/Road Managers – specify access entitlements and conditions through the IAP 

 IAP Service Providers – provide IAP services to transport operators 

 TCA – ensures that IAP Service Providers are certified and audited, and administers the IAP on behalf 
of its Member organisations, including supporting the development and implementation of the IAP. 
(TCA is not involved in setting the policy and conditions of the IAP). 

National Legislation 

Chapter 7 of the Heavy Vehicle National Law Act 2012 (Qld) (Queensland Act) provides the legal and privacy 
framework for the IAP. To achieve nationally consistent legislation, the Queensland Act serves as the model 
Heavy Vehicle National Law (HVNL) which is then adopted by other jurisdictions enacting consistent legislation. 
The HVNL currently applies in Queensland, New South Wales, Victoria, Tasmania and South Australia. 

For other jurisdictions, the IAP can be applied as a condition of access by road managers and regulators. 

 

Industry has expressed doubts regarding the benefits of IAP as an appropriate tool to regulate 
network access for HML vehicles. For example, in a 28th August 2013 submission to the National 
Transport Commission (Review of the Application of the Intelligent Access Program), the Australian 
Livestock and Rural Transporter Association (ALRTA) and the Livestock and Bulk Carriers Association 
of New South Wales (LBCA) stated that ‘while state roads in New South Wales have seen a significant 
increase for higher mass limits access, the local first and last mile supply chain links are still a key 
stumbling block to achieving optimal efficiency’. This is a key concern as the IAP system was initially 
designed to support the increase of heavy vehicle access including access for HML vehicles.  

The ability for jurisdictions to enforce non-compliance reports has also hindered the systems 
effectiveness with no successful prosecutions being lodged for HML to date. The collection of 
evidence for prosecution can be problematic due to the technical requirements of IAP monitoring in 
which minor data discrepancies will render the IAP information unusable. 

5.3. NHVR Position 

The application of IAP for HML routes is authorised through Division 3 Section 14 (3) and (4) of the 
MDL Regulation. Consistently, IAP will be maintained as a condition for HML access, at the discretion 
of road managers. 

It should be noted that IAP, and telematics more broadly, will be reviewed for both their 
administration and application by the NHVR.  
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6. Mass Management Accreditation 

6.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

Mass Management Accreditation required for HML heavy 
vehicles. 
 

  

6.2. Issue  

The requirement of Mass Management Accreditation for vehicles operating at HML is currently 
consistent across all states and territories and aligns with Schedule 5 Section 1(5) (c) of the MDL 
Regulation. Some jurisdictions however include additional conditions which are shown in Table 3 
below. 

Table 3 - Summary of Mass Management Accreditation requirements 

Jurisdiction Additional  Mass Management Accreditation Additional Conditions 

Queensland N/A 

South Australia N/A 

Victoria 
The registered operator of a vehicle that is travelling under this notice, and whose quad-axle 
group exceeds 20.0 tonnes, must be accredited under the Mass Management Module of the 
National Heavy Vehicle Accreditation Scheme. 

New South Wales N/A 

Tasmania N/A 

Australian Capital 
Territory 

N/A 

6.3. NHVR Position 

The new national declaration will maintain the condition set out in Schedule 5 Section 1(5)(c) of the 
MDL Regulation that states:  

‘the heavy vehicle must be a heavy vehicle that – 

[…] 

(c) if the heavy vehicle is fitted with a tri-axle group and is used on a road outside the 
Northern Territory—is being operated by a person who holds mass management 
accreditation for the vehicle.’ 

Feedback from jurisdictions will be required as to the national adoption of the use of quad-axle 
groups.  
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7. Road-Friendly Suspension (RFS) 

7.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

Axles and axle groups operating under HML require RFS.   

 

7.2. Issue 

HML vehicles are required to be fitted with a certified road-friendly suspension system (RFS) in all 
states and territories as per Schedule 5 Section 1 (4) of the MDL Regulation. However each 
jurisdiction enforces different secondary conditions on top of these provisions. These secondary 
conditions are listed in Table 4 below. 

Table 4 - Summary of secondary Road-Friendly Suspension requirements 

Jurisdiction Road-Friendly Suspension – Additional conditions 

Queensland 

An axle group that is operating at higher mass limits must be fitted with a road friendly 
suspension that complies with the following: 

 for vehicles built before 1 January 2000, all suspension systems that use air bags in 
combination with effective hydraulic dampers, with the air bags being the principal 
suspension medium, are considered to be road friendly; or 

 for vehicles built on or after 1 January 2000, only vehicles fitted with road friendly 
suspension certified by the Commonwealth Department responsible for approving such 
suspension types can receive an increase in mass. Verification of this certification, in the 
form of a certification label, must be fitted on or near the vehicle's suspension, or a copy 
of a letter from the vehicle or suspension manufacturer stating that the suspension is 
certified as road friendly must be carried in the vehicle and produced to an authorised 
officer when requested. 

South Australia 
Vehicles fitted with Road Friendly Suspension must have a valid Road Friendly Suspension 
certification plate affixed. 

Victoria N/A 

New South Wales N/A 

Tasmania N/A 

Australian Capital 
Territory 

N/A 

 

7.3. NHVR Position 

The NHVR policy position is to maintain the RFS requirements in line with the MDL Regulation, which 
states in Schedule 5 Section 1 (4);  

‘The single axle or axle group must be fitted with a certified road-friendly suspension system.  

Example—  

The Vehicle Standards Bulletin Number 11 mentioned in the definition certified road-
friendly suspension system in section 3 requires axle groups to have dual tyres.’ 

NHVR will be omitting SA’s requirement for Road Friendly Suspension certification plates as no other 
state or territory requires this condition. This will only be required in the instance of a modification of 
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the RFS as per the VSB11. The use of a RFS certification certificate can be used as proof of 
compliance.  

 

8. Single drive axle on a bus 

8.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

10t on Single drive axle on a bus  

8.2. Issue 

The mass allowance for a single drive axle on a bus is currently varied, with some states or territories 
granting the allowance while others do not. The MDL Regulation currently provides a mass allowance 
of 10.0t for complying buses in Schedule 5, Section 2(2). However this only applies for a Complying 
Bus as defined in the MDL Regulation as; 

‘Complying bus means a bus with 2 or 3 axles, 1 of which is a steer axle, that is fitted with an 
approved air suspension system and meets—  

(a) The emergency exit specifications in ADR 44; and 

(b) The rollover strength specifications in ADR 59; and 

(c) The occupant protection specifications in ADR 68.’ 

The HML mass allowance would only be beneficial to a bus that is not a complying bus. VIC has a 
provision for the use of 10.0t at HML on a single axle dual tyre motor vehicle (including heavy 
vehicles other than a bus), whereas other states or territories allow HML on this axle type for buses 
only. The variance between the jurisdictions can be seen in Table 5 below.  

Table 5 - Summary of maximum mass limit applicable to single drive axle on a bus 

 Queensland South Australia Victoria New South 
Wales 

Tasmania Australian 
Capital Territory 

Mass concession for a 
single drive axle on a bus 

N/A 10.0t when fitted 
with dual tyres  

10.0t on single axle 
dual tyre vehicle 

N/A N/A 10.0t when fitted 
with dual tyres  

 

8.3. NHVR Position 

The NHVR recommends enabling a 10.0t mass limit on the single drive axle of buses operating at 
HML, for axles fitted with RFS and dual tyres, in line with Schedule 5 Section 2(2)(a) of the MDL 
Regulation.  
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9. Axle mass tandem axle group other than a 6-tyred 
tandem axle group 

9.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

17t on Tandem axle group other than a 6-tyred tandem axle group  

 

9.2. Issue 

The existing mass allowance for a tandem axle group other than a 6-tyred tandem axle group is 
currently uniform across all jurisdictions, granting the allowance of 17.0t, as seen in Table 6 below. 

Table 6 - Summary of higher mass limit applicable to tandem axle group other than a 6-tyred tandem axle 
group 

 Queensland South Australia Victoria New South 
Wales 

Tasmania Australian 
Capital Territory 

Tandem axle group 
other than a 6-tyred 
tandem axle group 

17.0t when 
fitted with 8 

tyres 

17.0t when 
fitted with 8 

tyres  

17.0t when 
fitted with 8 

tyres 

17.0t when 
fitted with 8 

tyres 

17.0t when 
fitted with 8 

tyres 

17.0t when 
fitted with 8 

tyres 

9.3. NHVR position 

The NHVR’s position is to keep the current allowance of 17.0t for tandem axle groups other than a 6-
tyred tandem axle group as per Schedule 5 Section 2(2)(b) of the MDL Regulation. 

10. Axle mass tandem axle group with 6 tyres 

10.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

14t on 6-tyred tandem axle group 
 

 

10.2. Issue 

The existing mass allowance for a tandem axle group with 6-tyres is currently uniform across all 
jurisdictions with the exception of TAS, which does not grant an exemption for this axle group type.  

Table 7 - Summary of tandem axle group with 6 tyres 

 Queensland South Australia Victoria New South 
Wales 

Tasmania Australian 
Capital Territory 

6-tyred tandem axle 
group 

14.0t 14.0t 14.0t 14.0t N/A 14.0t 

10.3. NHVR position 

The NHVR recommends enabling a 14.0t higher mass limit on tandem axle group fitted with 6-tyres 
in the new national declaration, as per Schedule 5 Section 2(2)(c) of the MDL Regulation. 
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11. Axle mass tri-axle group 

11.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

22.5t on tri-axle group  

11.2. Issue 

The mass allowance for a tri-axle group is currently uniform across all states and territories. However 
SA and VIC provide additional exemptions for tri-axle groups. SA provides an additional exemption 
within their declaration, which allows the operation of specific vehicles at 21.0t without using RFS. 
The SA exemption however is covered under the MDL Regulation Concessional Mass Limits.  VIC also 
has an exemption to allow the operation of quad-axles with 16 tyres at 22.5t. The allowances can be 
seen in in Table 8 below. 

Table 8 - Summary of tri-axle group 

 Queensland South Australia Victoria New South 
Wales 

Tasmania Australian 
Capital Territory 

Tri-axle group 22.5t when 
fitted with 12 

tyres 

22.5t when 
fitted with 12 

tyres) 

22.5t when 
fitted with 12 
tyres, includes 
quad axle with 

16 tyres 

22.5t when 
fitted with 12 

tyres 

22.5t when 
fitted with 12 

tyres 

22.5t when 
fitted with 12 

tyres 

11.3. NHVR position 

The NHVR’s position is to keep the current allowance of 22.5t for tri-axle groups as per Schedule 5 
Section 2(2)(d) of the MDL Regulation. The NHVR will consult jurisdictions on the opportunity to 
allow 22.5t on quad axle groups fitted with 16 tyres and RFS. Separate jurisdictional schedules would 
be used to accommodate any state or territory specific provisions that are not adopted nationally. 

 

12. Summary of NHVR Positions for axle masses 
The NHVR recommends enforcing the high mass limits provided for all axle groups described in 
Schedule 5 of the MDL Regulation. The corresponding axle masses can be found in Table 9 below. 

The NHVR also recommends considering the opportunity to allow a 22.5t higher mass limit on quad 
axle groups fitted with 16 tyres. 

Table 9- Proposed higher mass limits for each axle group type 

Axle group types Goal for mass (t) 

Single drive axle on a bus 10.0 

Tandem axle group other than a 6-tyred tandem axle group 17.0 

Tandem axle group with 6 tyres 14.0 

Tri-axle group 22.5 
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13. Requirement to carry a copy of the HML declaration 

13.1. Harmony score 

Description Current Harmony Score 

Requirement to carry electronic or physical copy of HML 
Declaration 

  

 

13.2. Issue 

The MDL regulation does not state that an operator must carry a copy of the HML declaration in 
either an electronic or physical format. In all states and territories excluding NSW and SA, transport 
operators operating vehicles at Higher Mass Limits are required to carry a copy of the relevant HML 
declaration in their vehicle.  

13.3. NHVR Position 

The NHVR will not require operators to carry a copy of the new National HML Declaration in their 
vehicles, in either an electronic or physical form. This will remove red tape and reduce the regulatory 
burden on operators.  
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APPENDIX 1 HML Networks 

Network Access 

 QLD NSW VIC SA TAS ACT 

Bus 

Routes 
approved for 

HML that 
comply with 
the vehicle 

type 

HML Short 
Combination 

Network 

HML Network 
Map 

19m Network 
(HML) 

HML Network 
ACT Higher 
Mass Limit 

Routes 

Rigid Truck 

Semi Trailer 
19m 

B-Double 
19m 

B-Double 
19m (over 50t) 

25/26m HML 
B-Double 

Routes 

Routes 
approved for 

HML that 
comply with 
the vehicle 

type 

23m B-Double 
(HML) 

Network 

B-Double 
21m 

B-Double 
23m 

B-Double  
25m 26m B-Double 

(HML) 
Network B-Double  

26m 

A-Double 
36.5m 

HML Type 1 A-
Double road 
train routes 

Permit 

36.5m Road 
Train (HML) 

Permit Permit 

B-Triple  
36.5m (35m for 
modular) 

HML B-Triple 
and Modular B-
Triple network 

Permit 

AB-Triple 
36.5m 

Permit 

A-Triple 
53.5m 

53.5m Road 
Train (HML) 

AB-Triple(s) 
36.5m-44.0m 

Permit 
BAB-Quad 
53.5m 

AAB-Quad 
53.5m 

Rigid + 2 
36.5m/47.5m 

N/A 
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APPENDIX 2 Jurisdiction Dashboard 
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