
ASSOCIATION OF LAND ROVER CLUBS 
      
President: Mr Denis Bourne 

 

Please Reply to:       Simone Birch 
                        1A Duncan Avenue 

         Huncote 
    Leics 

          LE9 3AN 
 

E-mail: tonybirch@btinternet.com 
0116 286 7913 

Scrutineering & Off Road Committee Meeting 
 

14th March 2015 starting at 13:00. (1 o’clock pm after the AGM) 

The Oaks Farmhouse 
NFU Insurance HQ, Tiddington (near Stratford-upon-Avon). 

 

AGENDA 
1. Open the meeting. 

2. Apologies for absence. 

3. Acceptance of minutes the previous meeting. 

4. Ongoing Topics. 

5. Rule change Proposals 

6. ALRC Competitive Events Consultation. 

7. Enquiries received since the last meeting. 

8. Any other business this meeting. 

9. Date and location of next meeting. 

10. Close the meeting. 
 
 

For those who have not been there before:- 
 

The NFU Insurance HQ is in Tiddington, just to the East of Stratford-upon-Avon.  
If you cross the Avon Bridge in Stratford-upon-Avon heading South East, take the very first left turn off 
the end of the bridge, signposted Tiddington, B4086. This becomes Main Street in Tiddington. It’s one 
mile to the prominent rectangular building set well back on your right on the Western outskirts of 
Tiddington near the junction with Knight’s Lane. If you get to Knight’s Lane, you’ve just gone past the 
building! 
If you’re coming in from Wellesbourne heading West, drive carefully through the narrow Tiddington 
village towards the Western outskirts where NFU HQ is on your left just past Knight’s Lane. 
 
We now use the separate building to the left of the main Head Office so turn left off the main driveway 
just before you get to the main building. 
Please sign the register in the entrance area so the security staff know who is in the building in the event 
of an emergency. 
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Minutes of the of Scrutineering & Off Road Committee meeting of 15th November 2014 

 
Distribution:- 
Via club secretaries who forward them accordingly to their club members, Scrutineering & Off Road Committee 
members, Log Book Scrutineers, Club Representatives, Council members and other interested parties. 
 
Note:- Recipients of these minutes need to ensure that these matters are discussed at club committee meetings 
and also to publicise any concluded issues in their club newsletters. In the majority of cases, the minutes are sent 
by post and e-mail to the secretaries of all competitive clubs, S&ORC, Log Book Scrutineers, club delegates and 
members attending the meetings. 
 
There were 24 attendees and 11 clubs were represented with apologies from a further 4 clubs.  There are 27 
competitive clubs within the ALRC.  Present were 4 members of the S&ORC plus a further 7 log book scrutineers. 
 
The accuracy of these minutes will be confirmed by their acceptance at the next meeting. 

 
Those present - Taken from the NFU attendance list.  

NAME CLUB 

Mark Whaley (S L CM) North Eastern RO 

Ian Whaley (G) North Eastern RO 

Dennis Wright (S L CM) Peak & Dukeries LRC 

Simon Saunt (G) Peak & Dukeries LRC 

Simone Birch (CM) Leics & Rutland LRC 

Fraser Parish (L) Cornwall & DevonLRC 

Guy Cashmore (R) Cornwall & DevonLRC 

Norman Gay (G) Cornwall & DevonLRC 

Peter Garlick (L) Cornwall & DevonLRC 

David Jeffrey (L) Cornwall & DevonLRC 

Dave Canham (L R CS) Southern ROC 

Debbie Darby  (CM) Southern ROC 

NAME CLUB 

Charles Darby (G) Southern ROC 

Mark Baitup (G) Southern ROC 

Pete Lugg (S L ) Somerset & Wilts ROC 

Colin Gaukroger (R) Lancs & CheshireLRC 

Mark Neale (L) Essex LRC 

Belinda Neale (G) Essex LRC 

Matthew Fullwood (G) Chiltern Vale LRC 

Tim Linney (S CM) Chiltern Vale LRC 

Derek Spooner (CM) Midland ROC 

Richard Smith (L) Midland ROC 

Richard Banks (L) Midland ROC 

Paul Barton (CM) Dunsfold SSS 

S = Scrutineering Committee member.    R = Club Representative.     L = Log-book Scrutineer.    CS = Chief 
Scrutineer (of the named club)   G = Guest   CM = Council member.    S co-opted = Co-opted to Scrutineering 
Committee 
 
Apologies for absence received from:  

NAME CLUB 

Andrew Flanders (S LCM) Anglian LRC 

Steve Kirby (S L R CM) Hants & Berks LRO 

Tony Sinclair (S L) Leics & Rutland LRC 

Andrew Sinclair (L) Leics & Rutland LRC 

Andrew Birch (CS) Leics & Rutland LRC 

Andy Dennis (L) Breckland LRC 

NAME CLUB 

Allan Roberts (L) Breckland LRC 

Martin Sullivan (R) Breckland LRC 

Malcolm Wilson (S L) Lincs LRC 

David Southcott (S L) Southern ROC 

Adam Godwin (L) Wye & Welsh LRC 

Gary Campbell (S R L) North Eastern RO 

Note that the elected scrutineers committee members, marked (S) above, represent the ALRC as a whole; the club 
name is included for information only. Matters that are concluded will be marked CLOSED. 

 



Ref:- S&ORC 15th November 2014     Page 2 of 6 

1.  Open the Meeting. 
The meeting was opened at 13:00 p.m.   
 

2.  Apologies for absence. 
Apologies for absence were recorded. See table above.  
 

3.  Review the minutes of the previous meeting (5
th

 July 2014)  
The minutes were proposed by Dave Canham, seconded by Matthew Fullwood and agreed unanimously.  Signed 
by Mark Whaley.  
 

4.   Review of ongoing Topics. 
 

a.  How vertical is vertical for the main hoop? 
An issue highlighted during the Harold Carman’s discussion was how vertical is vertical for the main hoop. ALRC 
Roll Cage reg 2.4. says that the hoop “should be vertical”; whereas the MSA reg K.1.1.4. says “near-vertical”.  
Log book scrutineers have looked at the vehicles in their clubs and this is not seen to be a problem. 
Andrew Flanders is to check with the MSA to see if it is acceptable for the tube to be out of vertical by  
the size of the diameter of the tube and hopefully circulate the answer when received.   
The report from the MSA is that this is still being looked into but the MSA committee thinks that the FIA allow a 
tolerance of +/- 10 degrees from vertical.  Members of the MSA committee have been asked for examples of the 
main hoop. 
Awaiting MSA statement on setting a specific angle plus tolerances but this is thought to be going to be 8 degrees. 
The next meeting of the MSA Cross Country committee will not be until early 2015. Hopefully there will be 
an answer after that. ONGOING. 
 

b. MSA Off-Road Scrutineers. (23 March 2013) 
The fast-tracking of Off-road Scrutineers was carried out by the MSA some years ago but this does not seem to be 
available now even though the grade appears on the Official Licences application list. 
The MSA currently want all their Scrutineers to cover all event disciplines but this isn’t practicable or indeed 
necessary for a scrutineer to check off-road vehicles. We need to have scrutineers that specialise in off road.  
Andrew Flanders is to find out from the MSA what we can do to achieve this.  The MSA would need to organise an 
assessor to carry out the grading. 
The next meeting of the MSA Cross Country committee will not be until early 2015. Hopefully there will be an 
answer after that. ONGOING. 
 
c. Rule Change Proposal -  B.15.5. Disc-brake handbrakes are permitted. 
At the ALRC council meeting on the 11

th
 October 2014  this rule change proposal was further discussed and was 

not ratified so this rule change will not be accepted for 2015.  CLOSED 
 
d. a. Scrutineering Seat belts, Andy Dennis, Breckland LRC. 
MSA diagram (MSA Yearbook P185 2014, ALRC Handbook P110) what is the 60cm measurement that appears to 
be up to the driver’s chin. Note too, the 20cm measurement from centre-line of driver to the inside of the roll-cage. 
It was thought that the 5cm clearance should apply to all parts of the roll cage, including side bars.  The 5cm 
should be taken to work together with the 20cm from the centre of the seat to the inside of the side of the roll cage 
as shown in the diagram. 
The same diagram does appear in the 2015 edition of the MSA Yearbook. 
The next meeting of the MSA Cross Country committee will not be until early 2015. Hopefully there will be an 
answer after that. ONGOING. 
 
5.  Rule Change Proposals 
At this meeting there needs to be a discussion to determine whether or not the rule change proposals should 
proceed to the clubs for voting on.  Voting will then be done by the S&ORC members present. 
Comments have been invited from the member clubs on these rule change proposals but none have been 
received. 
There will be a meeting of the ALRC Council after today’s S&ORC meeting to determine if the rule change 
proposals below should proceed to the clubs for voting on at the AGM on the 14

th
 March 2015. 

a. Proposal received from Leics & Rutland LRC signed by Mick & Viv Wing. 
Section B – Standard Class Vehicle Regulations. 
B.10. Dampers 
B.10.5. Damper mounts are free. 
After further comments not supporting this rule change proposal as there was not felt to be enough information to 
limit the damper mounts to a standard size the S&ORC members voted unanimously against it being accepted to 
go forward.  It should be noted that changing a damper mount does not prohibit a vehicle from being entered but 
that it is in a modified class.  CLOSED 
b. Proposal from S&ORC, proposed by Mark Whaley, seconded by Dennis Wright.  
The proposed wording is similar for all proposed Event Specific Regulations listed as follows:- 
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F.5          SILHOUETTE 

F.5.1      Body panels……. 

G.3         SILHOUETTE 

G.3.1     Body Panels…… 

H.4         SILHOUETTE 

H.4.1      Body Panels…… 

I.6           SILHOUETTE 

I.6.1       Body Panels…. 

F.5.1      Body panels above the ‘body capping line’ or ‘window line’ as permitted by C.12.1 may be 
replaced in their entirety or in part by parts other than standard manufacture. All coverings to be mounted 
securely to the body structure or to the Roll Over Protection System (ROPS).  No drilling of the ROPS is 
permissible and covers may be fixed via brackets welded or clamped to the ROPS.  Coverings are to be 
fitted to be suitable for the anticipated use and not present sharp edges to the occupants or those outside 
the vehicle either in use or in the event of damage to the covering. 
Current rules permit you to remove the roof but don’t permit you to put anything other than standard back on!  It 
would be down to the competitor to prove that the material used was suitable to the scrutineers satisfaction on the 
day.  The proposed rule covers the roofs that are being fitted to keep drivers dry. 
The rule was discussed and the wording in the last sentence was changed to allow the rule change proposal to go 
forward. 
F.5.1      Body panels above the ‘body capping line’ or ‘window line’ as permitted by C.12.1 may be 
replaced in their entirety or in part by parts other than standard manufacture. All coverings to be mounted 
securely to the body structure or to the Roll Over Protection System (ROPS).  No drilling of the ROPS is 
permissible and covers may be fixed via brackets welded or clamped to the ROPS.  Coverings are to be 
suitable for the anticipated use and not present sharp edges to the occupants or those outside the vehicle.  
The S&ORC members present voted unanimously that this rule change proposal should proceed to the clubs for 
voting on.  CLOSED 
 
6.  ALRC Competitive Events Consultation Document.   
The second meeting has taken place this morning at the same time as the EGM.  A report was submitted to the 
ALRC Council after the first meeting.  
(The following details appear in the EGM minutes and are included here for those not present at that meeting). 
The first meeting was held 5

th
 July with the group discussing the aims and broad topics for future discussion.  A 

brief report was drafted and submitted to council which is now to be moved forward based on the following targets 

 The regulations are to encourage the attraction of new members, develop current members through a 

hierarchy of events and most importantly reinforce and retain the current membership 

 Review of regulations to reinforce true standard class. 

 Separate modified production vehicles from current modified vehicles 

 Expand the modified regulations to allow more diverse vehicles which look like Land Rovers. 

At present the vehicle classes are being looked at with the differences between standard and modified to allow 
more middle ground to attract and retain members as much as we can.  New members tend to come with 
modifications already done to their vehicles.  This is being looked at trial and speed events. 
 
7. Enquiries received since previous meeting:- 
a. Fuel settings - Phil Heys, Cornwall & Devon LRC. 
Originally asked of Andrew Flanders and unfortunately missed at the last meeting. 
I currently have two vehicles, either of which I can use in RTVT’s. 
One is a 300 TDi Range Rover, the other a classic TD5 90.  On both these vehicles I have installed larger 
intercoolers (as B.2.9) primarily to aid towing performance with a fully loaded 2.6 tonne trailer.  As is normal 
practise I would now like to alter the fuel delivery to match the larger intercooler.  On the 300 TDi that would be a 
mechanical adjustment to the fuel pump and on the TD5 by a modification to the fuel map.  Ken Brain made 
reference to the alteration of the “fuel/air ratio” in his enquiry (covered September 2009 S&ORC minutes) that 
prompted the rule change to allow aftermarket / larger intercoolers. 
I am of the opinion that many people who are running 200.300 TDi’s have made adjustments to their pumps 
anyway, regardless of whether they have larger intercoolers or indeed any intercooler and are running in standard 
class. 
I feel that given you are using existing factory fitted parts and merely altering the settings, this is well within the 
spirit of then rules.  I see this as no different to altering the factory settings in steering stops and there are a few 
competitors in standard class that have done that! 
Can you please confirm if altering the fuel settings on the above vehicles will still enable these vehicles to enter 
standard class?  If the decision is that the above prevents a competitor from entering the standard class then have 
you any thoughts on how that ruling can be policed / enforced at events? 
It was agreed at the meeting that this is not able to be checked – it is no different to tuning a carburettor.  It would 
be different if there is a lot of black smoke being emitted (covered by the MSA Yearbook) or if the ECU had been 
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changed.  A software change cannot be checked and is the same principal as tuning.  Any software can be 
adapted but it remains fundamentally the same software. 
It is allowed on petrol vehicles so diesel are no different 
This did come up at a MSA seminar that Dennis Wright attended – it was pointed out that if some ECU are 
disconnected from a vehicle it reverts back to factory settings.  Even sealing in bags can affect this. 
The question asked can the pump be changed and / or the fuel map changed – Voted on unanimously - answer 
Yes. 
Mark Whaley will reply to Phil Heys. 
CLOSED 
 
b. Alternative Mountings for Leaf Springs - Alex Moore, Somerset & Wilts LRC 
Alex Moore has Range Rover axles (coils) on his Lightweight Land Rover. 
After originally using U bolts to retain the springs which were not acceptable as they kept breaking he had welded 
a plate onto the underside of the axle casing and sandwiched the leaf spring with some nuts and bolts which was 
not thought to be suitable.  After many email discussions the following system has now been arrived at.  
Diagram of the mounting found on a 101 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
             

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Diagram of mounting on my lightweight 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
In this new configuration the tensile loadings are purely on the bolts whereas before there was a tensile load on the 
mount where it was welded to the case. 
I wanted to stick to M14s as I tend to over engineer most things and the M14s had worked fine before, but due to 
the price of M14s in the length I needed (M14 is a bit of an odd size it turns out) I have now gone up to M16 (tow 
ball bolt size). 
 

Top plate 

     Bottom plate 

Axle case, two cast 
mounts are welded to 
the case 

        Two leaf spring 

Long M12 bolts 

Long M16 bolts 
Bottom plate 

Axle case, bottom mount 
fabricated from 3, 6 & 
12mm plates (remains of 
old bolted mount), top 
mount fabricated from 6 
& 12mm plates, all 
welded to case. 

     Two leaf spring       
   (front), on mine 3    
    leaf rear. 
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It is not an advantage. The query was to ask if this was acceptable as the drawings do not appear in the ALRC 
Handbook.  Agreed by the meeting that the new configuration is acceptable.  CLOSED 
 
The following two emails was only received by Simone birch last night before this meeting so there has not been 
time to circulate it prior to the meeting to the S&ORC or log book scrutineers.  It was not received by Mark Whaley 
as his email address has been changed. 
c. Door Bars - Alex Moore, Somerset & Wilts LRC 
Is there a requirement for door / sill bars in ALRC comp safari vehicles? What is its purpose? To protect from side 
impact or to brace outriggers backwards? If the latter can this not be achieved with diagonal bracing back to 
chassis rail? 
If one is needed, is one needed on a 101 considering the end of the axle is directly under the occupant given side 
impact protection? If it is needed has a suitable design been drawn? I am looking at building one for the 2015 
nationals so a prompt response would be much appreciated. 
To avoid blocking the safe and quick exit of the vehicle it would appear that a bent bar would have to be mounted 
in the very top of the wheel arch behind the fill panel. Without checking bend radius of roll cage tube and design of 
the forward control body I am unsure whether the minimum bend radius would actually allow a tube to be fitted 
sufficiently high enough for wheel to clear. Could a bar be fabricated from 50x50x3mm box cut and welded 
together? 
Reply – The regulation that covers this is in the MSA Yearbook Cross Country Events (P) 56.14.14., a new 
regulation that came in in 2014. 
“Must be fitted with sill bars of the same material and specification as the main ROPS, or box section steel, being a 
minimum of 40mm x 40mm x 3mm or 50mm x 25mm x 3mm. These may be welded or bolted to the main 
longitudinal chassis members” so advice should be sought from the MSA.  CLOSED 
 
d. Fitting sidelights in original position on RTVT / CCVT Comp Safari Class 1 80” - Alex Moore, Somerset & 
Wilts LRC 
The below pictures and diagram show the build up of bulkhead frame to mount a sidelight in the original 80” 
position. Whilst I can’t see anything in the handbook saying it can’t be done I want to check what I have done / 
propose to do is ok. 
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If it is a fabricated bulkhead with a roll cage mounted to it then it is classed as part of the roll cage and no holes are 
allowed.  Surface mounted lights are acceptable.  It would appear that this has already been fabricated and it is not 
acceptable.  This was agreed unanimously by the meeting.  CLOSED 
Simone Birch will forward the emails to Mark Whaley who will reply to Alex Moore. 
 
8.  Any other business.  Very unusually, none received 
 
9.  Date and location of next meeting. 
Dates for 2015 – March 14

th
, July 4

th
, November 21

st
.  Start of meeting 13.00. 

The location will be The Oaks Farmhouse, NFU Mutual HQ in Tiddington, near Stratford-upon-Avon. 
 
10.  Close the meeting. Meeting closed at 13.55 pm. 
 

Rollcage tube 

60x60x3mm box 

6mm plate, Rollcage to be 
mounted to this with 
appropriate mount as per 
book. 
Single hole (approx. 6mm) 
for sidelight wire. 

      Hole for light, inside of       
      hole welded to  
      bulkhead frame. 


