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Table 1 Vehicle Options considered in Stage 2

{Other options and ak ives wers eliminated following Stage 1}
Allowable weights (tonnes)
steer axle single axle  tamdem axle  triaxle
Present 6.0 8.2 15 18
Option 3 6.6 8.8 i6 20
Wheelbase Formuia Gross mass maximum
siternative {see note 3)
Scenaric A  Scepario B
Present (see note 2) M = 3L + 10 to 27 tonnes, then; 44 tonnes 53 tonmes
M=16L+18
Alternative b M = 3L + 10 to 36 tonnes, then 445,47, 62 tonnes
M=2L+18 48.5 and 50
tonnes
Notes:

1. M is the aliowable mass in fonnes for a dista

L meires b

together do not constitute an axle set.

o

any two or more axles that

2. The formulza for the present limits is an approximation of the actual limits.
3. The maximum gross mass for Scenzrio B is calculated using an overall axle spacing of 22

metres up to 62 tonnes.
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Figure 1 - Project Structure
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