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S&ORC 3rd July 2021 

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 
                 07786 443474 

Scrutineering & Off Road Committee Meeting 
 

13th November 2021 starting at 13:00 
Via Zoom meeting 

 
 

 

AGENDA 
1. Open the meeting. 

2. Apologies for absence. 

3. Acceptance of minutes the previous meeting. 

4. Ongoing Topics. 

5. Rule change Proposals  

6. Enquiries received since the last meeting. 

7. Any other business this meeting. 

8. Date and location of next meeting. 

9. Close the meeting. 
 
 
. 
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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 
                 07786 443474        

Minutes of the Scrutineering & Off Road Committee meeting of 3rd July 2021 
The accuracy of these minutes will be confirmed by their acceptance at the next meeting. 

 
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. 
The elected Scrutineering & Off Road committee members and log book scrutineers, marked (S or L), 
represent the ALRC as a whole; the club name is included for information only.  
Matters that are concluded will be marked CLOSED. 
Any enquiries should be directed to richardbanks195@btinternet.com and copied to Simone Birch at the 
above address, so that they can be entered into the minutes of the meeting with the correct wording. 
 

CLUB PRESENT 

ALRC Simone Birch (CM) 

ELRC John Musham (R) 

MROC Richard Banks (S L CM), Richard Smith (L CM), Ruth Smith (CM) 

P&DLRC Dennis Wright (S L CM), Tony Lockwood (S L) 

H&BLRO Fallowe Kirby (S L R CM) 

SROC Dave Canham (S L CS), Terry Buss (L) 

CVLRC Stuart Newton (CM), 

 APOLOGIES  

SROC Charles Darby 

LRLRC Steve Limb (R) 

ELRC Mark Pycraft  

P&DLRC Martin Aubrey 

NWLRC David Mitchell (R) 

W&WLRC Ray Godwin (L), Adam Godwin (L), Mykul Jones (L) 

CVLRC Tim Linney (S CM), Matthew Fulwood  (S L) 

ANG LRC Andrew Flanders (L CM),  

C&DLRC Peter Alexander (R) 

DLRC Andy Wilson (R) 

S&WLRC David Moore 

 
S = Scrutineering Committee member.    L = Log-book Scrutineer.   CM = Council member.     
CS = Chief Scrutineer (of the named club), R = Club Representative.   
There were 11 attendees and 6 clubs were represented with apologies from a further 7 clubs.  There are 
27 competitive clubs within the ALRC.  Present were 5 members of the S&ORC and 2 further log book 
scrutineers.   
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1.  Open the Meeting. 
The meeting was opened at 1.03 by Richard Banks. 
 
2.  Apologies for absence. 
Apologies for absence were recorded. See table above.  
 
3.  Review the minutes of the previous meeting (13

th
 March 2021)  

There were no comments received on these minutes.  The minutes were proposed by Dennis Wright, seconded by 
Dave Canham and agreed unanimously. Signed by Richard Banks. 
 
4.   Review of ongoing Topics. 
a. Payment for Log booking – Dave Canham, Southern ROC 
At the ALRC Council meeting held on the 12

th
 June there was a discussion around the issuing of log books, 

rechecking of vehicles after five years and the way this is paid for.   
This has come about following the latest banking from the log booking system which has resulted in the bank 
refusing to accept five cheques – three were outside of the six month cut-off period allowed, one was addressed to 
the log book scrutineer and not the ALRC and one had the amount and payee in completely the wrong place on 
the cheque and was also out of the cut-off period. 
The preferred and easiest option is by cash payment direct to the log book scrutineer – this can be the £5 for the 
five year recheck or the £10 for an initial log book.  The £10 is now payable when the second signature is obtained 
and should be marked on the paperwork as being received. 
Dennis Wright would then just need to process the applicants paperwork without the need for payment being made 
to him.  Obviously any change of name and address details will still need to be done directly with Dennis Wright by 
the club member. 
We would then ask that the log book scrutineer makes a bank payment following the details on the attached log 
booking returns form making sure LB and your surname is used as the reference and return a copy of the form 
electronically to the ALRC Treasurer with ideally a paper copy to Dennis Wright and thus the ALRC Treasurer will 
then have a paper trail in which to tie in the payments. 
I would be grateful if you could implement this system going forward and will be contacting all clubs so that their 
members are aware that cash payments should be made when they present their vehicle for any checks with 
regard to the log book system. 
CLOSED 
 
b. New Rule Change Proposal B.2.1 Alternative engines or engine parts which may be interchanged – 
David Moore, Somerset & Wilts LRC (28.10.2020) 
Following the previous SORC meeting I attended, I have taken the feedback and comments regarding my rule 
change proposal and have used them to draft up the below proposal, in light of the ALRC councils opinions.  
 
Class 1 - only original specification Series 1 parts to be used 
 
As it stands, you are allowed to use later Series 2 and 3 parts within Class 1 such as Series 3 axles, series 3 
gearboxes, series 3 steering boxes and are allowed to carry out further modifications such as moving the fuel tank 
to improve the ramp over angle. However, at the last SORC meeting the ALRC council decided that this should not 
include a 2.25 engine out of a Series 3 going forward in light of my proposal. The ALRC council explained that the 
existing modifications listed above were allowed because parts were becoming difficult to obtain, however this 
does not seem consistent with the lack of a suitable engine replacement allowed by the ALRC in standard class? 
Following a discussion at the last SORC meeting, I agree with the comments made by some council members that 
class 1 should be for standard vehicles only, including the engine. I can completely understand that if someone 
turned up in an original 1949 80” and competed against someone with an 80” on Series 3 axles and had moved the 
fuel tank, or a 2.25 engine they may feel at a disadvantage. It is highly likely that Class 1 entries will cease to exist 
in the near future due to the difficulty in sourcing parts. However, this was not a concern for the ALRC in terms of 
the recent rule change proposal regarding engine changes, and therefore ask the ALRC to consider keeping Class 
1 completely standard, not allowing later modifications such as Series 3 axles and moving of fuel tanks. This 
ensures consistency within the rules as there is no logic in my opinion with allowing some later parts and not others 
(unless for safety reasons - note, later axles are no safer, neither is a Series 3 gearbox); standard class after all is 
for standard unmodified vehicles.  
 
The modifications such as those listed above including moving the fuel tank and wider axles give such an 
advantage over a “standard” vehicle I believe it is unfair to amalgamate them into one class, in the same way it 
was deemed that a Series 3 2.25 should not be allowed in Class 1 as it would give an unfair advantage. Despite 
this, you are allowed a 19J diesel and a remapped TD5 both in Class 4.... The power difference here is somewhat 
vastly different from a 2.0 petrol to a 2.25 so struggle to see why the argument about power difference is relevant 
for one class (class 1) and not class 4. A remapped TD5 pushing out 180BHP in my opinion isn’t “standard” 
compared to a factory 19J.  
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As discussed before, a Series 3 axle is wider than a series 1 and therefore will improve the steering lock. Likewise, 
the Series 3 gearbox has a lower first gear which for trialling, could be seen as an advantage. The most noticeable 
modification allowed that dramatically improves the ramp over angle is moving the fuel tank from under the seat. 
The only modification that isn’t allowed under class 1 is an engine to accommodate a 2.25 from a Series 2 or 3. I 
am in complete agreement that Class 1 should remain standard and therefore ask the ALRC to consider an 
additional class for modified vehicles separate from Class 6 to allow for later Series 2 or 3 parts to be used as 
original series 1 parts are difficult to obtain. It is unfair to put a 2.25 against a 4.6 V8 in modified class 6 after all. I 
have thought whether the already modified vehicles in class 1 could be moved to class 6 but hope the proposed 
class 1b will be a seen as a good halfway house so to speak.  
 
Should the below rule proposal be opposed, I ask the ALRC to provide a statement as to why some later parts are 
allowed and others not, and the rationale behind the decision when it is evident that all these parts give an 
advantage in some way. In addition and as mentioned above, there a much larger power differences in other 
standard classes (class 4) and therefore do not consider the power difference from a 2.0 to 2.25 to be relevant. A 
series 3 2.25 is a period modification and does not make use of later parts seen in class 6 such as 300TDI engines 
and power steering. It is also important to note that moving of the fuel tank, later Series 3 axles and gearboxes 
have not been changed historically for safety reasons. They have all been used due to difficulties in sourcing parts 
and/or to gain an advantage/improve reliability. 
 
Rule Change Proposal: 
Class 1 - standard, no modifications. Series 1 parts only 
 
Class 1b - Series 1 to Series 3 components may be interchanged including but not limited to engines, gearbox, 
axles, steering and brake components.  
 
Class 1b ensures that period modifications are allowed, whilst still separating out completely original concourse 
vehicles, as well as the heavily modified vehicles with power steering and 300TDI/V8 engines in Class 6. 
 
The only other alternative I can see to the above rule change is my original proposal: 
 
Proposal: 
Current Wording: 
Original Land Rover Engine: 1.6 and 2 litre Acceptable Replacements: Rover 60 2 litre car engine 
 
New Wording: 
Original Land Rover Engine: 1.6 and 2 litre Acceptable Replacements:  
Rover 60 2 litre car engine 
Land Rover 2.25 engines 
Rover 80 2.25 litre car engine 
 
I look forward to discussing this with you at the next meeting. 
 
As David Moore was not present at this meeting the proposal was not read out or discussed.  We cannot discuss 
proposals without the proposers being present.  The proposal is added to these meetings minutes so that they can 
be read before the next meeting where it will be decided on whether to close the discussion or carry on with it. 
Richard Banks pointed out that to keep going over old and established regulations does not help the ALRC to 
move forward.  This applies to a very small number of select vehicles where we should be encouraging new 
members to carry on moving forward.  We don’t want to lose the history but it is not productive to keep going over 
existing regulations. 
Fallowe Kirby pointed out that it has always been said that Standard class vehicles should be as standard as is 
practicable and certain alterations have been allowed in the past on safety reasons but not for competitive reasons. 
ONGOING 
 
c. Size Chart in ALRC Handbook 
There does appear to be printing errors in the chart when measurements are converted from inches to feet and 
inches. It was decided to modify the whole chart and remove feet and inches from all the measurements and just 
leave them in inches to make the chart less confusing 
The engine for the 100” was left as n/a as it was expected that this would be covered by the modified class 
regulations. 
The 1978 100” Land Rover that was built for the French and Swiss army had a 3.5 litre V8 petrol engine fitted in it 
or a 2.25 litre petrol engine with an automatic gearbox. (Information from Dunsfold Collection) 
When the 100” Land Rover was originally being discussed it was presumed that members would be building their 
own and not acquiring original vehicles. 
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There are still some anomalies on the chart that need further looking at.  This will be done at the next meeting. 
See chart at end of minutes.   
ONGOING 
 
5.  Rule Change Proposals 
None received 
 

6.   Enquiries received since previous meeting.   
a. Unlicensed drivers at a Tyro 
There was a discussion at the latest Motorsport UK Cross Country Committee meeting about unlicensed drivers in 
a Tyro and where they could and couldn’t drive. This was initiated by a discussion at ALRC Council following a 
Tyro event at Midland ROC and suggestions made there. 
 

The start and finishes of sections was discussed.  The observed section of a trial was thought to be down to the 
discretion of the C-o-C as they are the organisers they deal with the drivers, vehicles and spectators.  The C-o-C 
should define the observed area as there are risks at the start and finish areas.  A designated area can be set up 
where the drivers and passengers and change over safely at the start and finish gates.  Each section is classed as 
one observed section and all of them cannot be joined together to create a single observed section 
 

We are waiting for the minutes of the Motorsport UK meeting to be available so we can then add this to the ALRC 
Handbook as the Tyro Section part is updated. 
 

It was thought there would be no intention to change the wording in the Motorsport UK Yearbook: 
 

This could also apply to RTVT and CCVT events as it is possible for non-licensed drivers to be entered in these as 
well. 
 

b. Question from Tom Lewis, Peak & Dukeries LRC  
Does the use of a raised air intake on a CCV motor contravene the spirit of regulations to separate Driver and 
Passenger from the Engine, Fuel system? 
 

This vehicle originally had a diesel engine and the use of the 
snorkel was never questioned.  He now has changed to a V8 
engine and is keeping the induction part and the snorkel.   
 
Does he need a windscreen as he now has part of the 
induction system outside of the bonnet and does this fall 
under the same ruling that louvres in a bonnet does? 
 
If the engine is an EFi one there is nothing going up the 
snorkel, if it has carburettors then there is the slight possibility 
that oil or fuel could go up the snorkel. 
 
If louvres are fitted into the bonnet then a windscreen is 
necessary and the snorkel is doing the same job as a louvre 
does. 

 

There is usually nothing outside of an engine bay so this is unusual.  Side vents are sometimes used but there are 
away from the passenger compartment.  If the snorkel was to become damaged this could cause an issue. 
 
The unanimous decision of this meeting was that with the information provided this vehicle does contravene the 
regulation. 
 
c. Comment from Richard Banks following conversation at a MROC event about the following vehicle. The use of a 
rear radiator that if compromised can pass hot coolant onto driver and passenger due to there being no rear 
bulkhead to prevent this action – should there be a screen between radiator and the driver and passenger? 

 
 
 
The regulation in the ALRC Handbook C.9.3. covers this: 
The radiator shall be shielded from the driver/passenger 
compartment regardless of its location.  Louvre vents are 
acceptable as radiator shielding. 
 
Richard Banks will discuss this with the vehicle owner so they 
are aware of the changes necessary to be done. 



6 
S&ORC 3rd July 2021 

d. Freelander front recovery point – Enquiry from Kym Stroud, Essex LRC 
I have been directed to you by Andrew Flanders with regard to my query about a suitable recovery point for a 
Freelander doing RTV. 
I have fabricated a substantial front recovery hoop for my Freelander 1. As will be seen in the accompanying 
pictures, the mounting of which will be obscured by the bumper cover.  I hope that by asking the question or 
gaining approval early on, this will prevent any issues at scrutineering at an event like the National next year. 
For information, the main plate is made from 5mm plate, the lower stiffener is 2.5mm and the bar is 14mm, welded 
through front and back. The web in the hoop is to increase the weld contact area. The plate is secured with 6 x 8.8 
M8 as per the bumper stiffener, in addition to the original towing eye. 
I ask/hope that you will be able to consider this fitment at your next committee meeting and that it meets your 
approval. 
 

       
 

     
 

Fallowe Kirby thought that there had been previous discussion that the built in fitted hoops on vehicles without a 
chassis were rated for full recovery so an additional tow point would not be required.  Derek Spooner may have 
this information.  This may by alright for being towed out of a ditch but snatch recoveries should not be considered. 
Whilst checking information at the meeting it was found that the towing eyes on a Discovery Sport were suitable for 
on-road recovery only up.  This was found at ownerinfo.landrover.com.  This gives information on the whole Land 
Rover range. 
 

Are we happy with the welded construction?  Not really. 
Where is it actually fitted to the vehicle and what it is bolted to as this information is not provided? 
We need to be aware of the potential danger to officials and spectators at events should any part come off. 
 

There is a crash bar behind the bumper which is attached to both the chassis rails which may be able to be 
adapted.   
 

Richard Banks will reply to Kym Stroud as it was felt that there was not enough information provided. There is a 
winch mount available for the model which incorporates both chassis legs. 
 

e. Contact from M Newall, Scottish LROC re a vehicle with a Safety Systems roll cage.  
He was enquiring about roll cage regulations and what was needed to compete in ALRC events. From our brief 
discussion I understand that a prior discussion had taken place at a Scottish club event but no information about 
the ALRC regulations was provided.  He has a vehicle with a Safety Devices roll cage fitted which may not meet 
our regulations. 
I have emailed Mr Newall and asked for details of the Scottish event whilst sending a pdf of our regulations. I await 
further communication to see how this progresses. A request has been made for photos so that we can discuss the 
vehicle configuration. 
Nothing else heard as yet. 
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7.  Any other business.   
a. Dave Canham, Southern ROC 
Are cameras allowed to be mounted to a front bumper when competing to see where the gate is? 
A standard 90” Land Rover was entered in an event with rear and front cameras on a bumper and a screen to 
watch in the cab.  It was not being used to purely record the section but actively being used to position the vehicle.  
On factory fitted cameras you can usually only see anything on the screen when you are reversing but in off road 
mode you can see all around a vehicle if it is switched on. 
You should not be viewing a screen when you are driving forward and it is also against the spirit of the competitive 
event. 
The fitting of such cameras using an active screen are seen as a safety issue.   
This is not referring to those cameras that are fitted purely for recording the sections for viewing afterwards. 
 
The following regulation was proposed by the S&ORC and ratified unanimously for immediate implementation by 
the ALRC Council members present at the meeting. 
 
Section D – Regulations Applicable to all Competition Events 
D.2. General Safety Regulations. 
D.2.1. Whilst travelling forward, the use of live view video monitors in the vehicle to give a front or side 
view is prohibited. 
 
Richard Banks is to take this to Motorsport UK as it is seen as a potential insurance issue. 
There is now a specific part in their regulations regarding On-board cameras which may need to be added to. 
Two questions – Can they be retro fitted?  Can factory fitted systems be used on sections? 
 
8.  Date and location of next meeting.   
Next Meeting – 13

th
 November 2021 – Zoom meeting 

 
Meeting dates for 2021: 
Council: 9

th
 October,  

EGM / S&ORC: 13
th
 November. 

 
10. Close of Meeting 
The meeting closed at 14.45 
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Production Vehicle Sizes Chart. 
 

Item   

 
 
 
 

Vehicle   

W/B Engine 
capacity
, 
Standar
d 

Door 
height 

Top of 
front wing 
to bottom 
of front 
bumper 

Centre line 
of front axle 
to front of 
front bumper 

Length 
including 
bumper(s) 
(Excluding 
spare 
wheel.) 

Width 
over- 
all 

Width at 
bulk- 
head 

Height of 
back 
body. 5

 

Series 1 80” 1595 P 
1997 P 

19” 20½” 23½” 128” 60½” 60½” 16½” 

Series 1 86” 1997 P 19” 20½” 24” 138” 60½” 60½” 16½” 

Series 1 88” 1997 P 
2052 D 

19” 20½” 22” 138” 60½” 60½” 16½” 

Series 1 107” 1997 P 19” 20½” 24” 170 60½” 60½” 23” 

Series 1 109” 1997 P 
2052 D 

19” 20½” 22” 170” 60½” 60½” 23” 

Series II, IIa, III 88” 2286 
PD 

25” 24½” 22½” 138½” 64” 64½” 22½” 

Series II, IIa, III 109” 2625 P 
2286 D 

25” 24½” 22½” 175” 66” 66.8” 22½” 

V8 LWB 109” 3528 P 25” 24½” 22½” 177” 66” 66.8” 
5’6.8” 

22½” 

Lightweight 
series II & III 

88” 2286 
PD 

24” 18½” 19” 135½” 60” 59½” 22½” 

Forward Control  
3

 109” 
110 

2625 P 
2286 D 

35” 31½” 43” 193” 69½” 64½” 40” 

Forward Control 
 

101” 3528 P 25½” 34” 34½” 162¾ 6’1½” n/a 7
 

13¾” 

Ninety 92.9” 
7’8.9” 

4000 P 
2500 
PD 

25” 23” 25” 142” 70½ 64½” 22½ 

One Ten FC 110” 3528 P 
2500 D 

25” 23” 25” 175” 70½ 64½” 22½” 

One Ten 
HCPU 

110” 3528 P 
2500 D 

25” 23” 25” 175” 70½ 64½” 28” 
2’6” 

R /Rover 
Classic. 

100” 3900 P 
2500 D 

27” 14”  1 28” 174” 70"  2
 

n/a 24” 6
 

R / Rover 
Classic 

108” 4200 P 
2500 D 

27” 14”  1 28” 182” 70  2
 

n/a 24” 6
 

Range Rover 
P38 

108” 4600 P 
2500 D 

   186” 74” n/a  

Range Rover 
2009 / 2010 

         

Range Rover 
Sport 

         

Discovery 1 100” 3900 P 
2500 D 

27” 16½”  1
 

30” 176” 70”  2
 

n/a 24”  6
 

Discovery 2 100”  27” 17” 33” 181” 71” N/A 27” 

Discovery 3 2885mm 2993 D    4838mm 2022mm   

Discovery 4          

Freelander 1 100” 2500 P 
2000 D 

25½” 17” 32” 160” 71” 63” 22” 

Freelander 2 2660mm 

105” 

2179 D 
3.2 
3192 

32.5” 21” 36” 4,500mm 
174” 

2005mm 
74.5” 

N/A 25” 

100” Defender / 
Series 

100” n/a 19” 20.5” 22” 152” 60.5” 60.5” 16.5” 

 
Minimum Bumper widths: -  Series I - 60”.  Series II and III - 63¾".  Lightweight - 59".   Ninety / One Ten - 66". Range Rover - front - 64"; 
rear - 67".   Discovery - front - 68"; rear - 70".” 
 


