T-BAR TRIO

1. Our twist-
ing, turning,
up-and-down
suspension-
testing track
really puts

the vehicles
through their
paces.

2. Kilometres
of sand driving
are a good test
for engines and
automatic
transmissions.
3. Thereis
only one
wreck in this
picture.

4. Range
Rover is
always at home
in these
conditions.
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hoosing 'the contenders for our 4WD

Wagon of the Year 1986 was made

slightly difficult (or easier, perhaps)
by the fact that very few new or much-improy-
ed four-wheel-drive station wagons had been
released in the previous twelve months.

The tightening financial situation that most
of the motor vehicle importers find themselves
in has, resulted in-many companies-seriously
reviewing their line-ups. Some have already
cut back on the number of different models
they were importing, and are trying to concen-
trate on the ‘‘goers”” —a hard.job when most of
the ‘‘goers” have become “slowers” owing to
the dramatic price rises.

For 1986, BUSHDRIVER selected four
station wagons that met our criteria — the
Range Rover with its new 4-speed auto and fuel
injection, the Mitsubishi Pajero with its newly-
added auto and other minor improvements,
the LandCruiser Sahara turbo-diesel automatic
and the Ford Bronco with its new 5.0-litre,
fuel-injected V8.

Unfortunately, two models which we would
like to have included were released too late.
The automatic Toyota 4Runner was previewed
to the press on the same weekend on which we
commenced our evaluations, and the Nissan
Pathfinder was still under wraps. Both would
have been welcome additions to the sample
bunch.

The four contenders were then suddenly
cut back to three when the Ford Motor Com-
pany advised that they did not have a Bronco
available. Apparently, they had only two
Broncos reserved for the press, and both had
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1. Lack of a limited-slip diff didn’t
deter the Range Rover’s

2. Pajero splashing its way to

3. The tailgate opened auto-
matically, on and off the road.
4. Macho-looking rear steps take
a hiding off-road.

suffered enough damage to put them
out of action. Try as he might, Ford’s
new PR manager, Richard Power, just
couldn’t scrape up another one in time.

The absence of the big Bronco was a
pity. | was particularly anxious to see
how it would perform against the three
more popular wagons for, despite its
bulk, the Ford is a surprisingly nimble
beast in real off-road situations — and
it would have been good to see an
American in there doing battle with the
Briton and the Japanese.

We would have thought that, in these
days of reduced sales and increased
stock holdings, getting hold of test



vehicles would be easy. Not so! Even
our little trio was a challenge, and the
Range Rover required a last-minute
flight to Melbourne and an overnight
drive back to Sydney before heading
north to our test area at Mt. Seaview.

As was the case in 1984 and ‘1985,
we chose the magnificent Mount Sea-
view Resort property to carry out most
of our thorough evaluation. The proper-
ty, which operates as a real farm and
also as a highly successful lodge and
4WD safari base, is ideal for our
purposes. Within the thousands of acres
we are able to set up many of the
off-road conditions that owners would

find in the far-flung corners of this
continent — and, within a short drive
from this base, are coastal sands north
of Port Macquarie and a great variety of
roads, from rough gravel to smooth,
high-speed asphalt.

Once again, Ralph Clissold was
pleased to see the BUSHDRIVER
contingent arrive. Ralph always takes
time out from his lodge management
duties to join in on our testing, and he is
a good guy to have around — not
only for his knowledge of the area but
also for his skills in handling four-wheel
drives. Ralph owns more than a dozen
Land Rover 110 County station wagons

5. Calm surface hides the
treacherous boulders below.

6. Toyota had trouble on the
twisty bits.

7. Toyota experienced all sorts of
traction problems in the river.

which rcarry lodge guests around the
district and safari passengers all over
Australia.

The judges for 1986 included pub-
lishers Ric_and Willie Williams, Out of
Town 4WD people Fred and Cheryl
Black and Stuart and Lee Lloyd, Ralph
Clissold and myself — a smaller panel
than in previous years but, as the
number of entrants was down by fifty
per cent, it was enough for the job.

The six-hour drive north from Syd-
ney was a breeze in the three top-of-
the-line wagons. Each is capable of
cruising at freeway speeds quite easily,
and even the smaller, 2.6-litre Pajero
wasn’t fazed by any of the hills or long
climbs.

Ric had already piloted the Range
Rover from Melbourne to Sydney and
was enthusiastic about its highway
manners. The fuel injection has given
the familiar 3.5-litre V8 a new lease of
life, and the 4-speed automatic transfers
the engine’s labour to the wheels in a
very efficient manner. Ric was most im-
pressed with the way the suspension has



been modified to eliminate a lot of the
excessive body roll which Range Rovers
have been famous (infamous) for since
their release fifteen years ago. The
Rangie now goes 'round corners much
flatter and with (from the passengers’
point of view) much more control.

The run up the Hume Highway was
mostly during the night, with occasional
periods of rain. In these conditions the
full-time four-wheel-drive system in the
Rover is a blessing. Few people who
have experienced the benefits of power
to all four wheels on the highway —
whether it be in a Rover, Jeep or Lada
Niva — would ever want to change

back to a vehicle in which only two
wheels are allowed to do the work.

In recent years, Range Rovers have
paid a lot of attention to quality con-
trol, as the early models were slipshod
in many areas. Unfortunately, our test
vehicle showed things are still not
perfect. The cover over the fuse box on
the fascia fell off before Ric had travel-
led one kilometre. (Evidence of repairs
to the back of it revealed that it was a
recurring problem). In addition, the
tailgate glass popped up when the
vehicle was pushed around the first
high-speed corner — a gremlin that was
to annoy us for the period of the test.

Even locking the tailgate made no
difference. Around a tight corner or
over a twisty bit, and whoosh . . . !
The window would sit up like a giant
rear spoiler.

Travelling at night, Ric found the
lack of lighting for the heater controls
a real pain and, being a smoker, the
positioning of the ashtray beyond the
gear lever was super annoying. “After
all,” Ric said, “this wagon is supposed
to be the one that lets you travel in
relaxed and luxurious style, yet the silly
little oversights on the part of the
designers wreck the scene they are
trying to achieve!”



Apart from those irritations, the
Range Rover was a comfortable high-
way performer. The coil suspension,
thick carpets and obvious attention to
sound proofing really isolate the occu-
pants from the outside world — al-
though there is still a degree of mechan-
ical whine which detracts from the
otherwise limousine atmosphere.

One thing that troubled me — and
possibly would inflict itself on anyone
with equally long legs — is the position
of the interior door handle escutcheon
plate which digs into the side of the
driver’s right knee. After a while | was
subconsciously resting my hand be-

1. The low-slung Cruiser bellied out.
2. Limited-slip diff powers the Pajero
over the humps.

3. Long-travel suspension isolating
the people from the pebbles.

4. A photo with the darned

tailgate closed!

5. Pajero snapping at the

Toy'’s heels.

6. Pajero pauses to rub its

belly plate.

7. Turbo-diesel gives the big wagon
plenty of punch.

8. Pajero often lifted front wheels.
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tween knee and door to ease the sore-
ness — which is the most comfortable
position for the driver’s arm, anyway,
there being nothing on the door that
qualifies as a genuine arm rest.

I would also like to see a smaller
steering wheel fitted as standard. The
big, bus-like job has had no place in
the vehicle since power assistance be-
came standard.

Hopping from the Range Rover to
the big Toyota is like stepping into an-
other world. Where the Rover tries to
justify its $50,000-plus price with
subtle fittings, finishes and colourings,
the Toyota takes a different tack.
By comparison, the interior of the
Sahara is garish — yet no one could
deny the quality of the fittings.
Toyota’s typical attention to detail
means that everything fits perfectly
and looks as though it would last a
lifetime.

Unlike the Rovergnothing fell off the
Toyota, opened when it should have
stayed shut or (with the exception of
the turbocharger) whined. If you are
looking for precision of manufacture,
a Toyota LandCruiser.is.the place to
cast your gaze.

Driving the big LandCruiser is slight-
ly disappointing after sitting behind the
wheel of the Rover and Mitsubishi.
After six years of building the 60 Series
wagons, Toyota has still not come to
grips with the steering.

Regular BUSHDRIVER readers will
know that we (and other publications)
have always criticised the vagueness that
is a sad characteristic of .the wagon’s
steering. It’s as if there is a “no man’s
land” in the system — and, unless you
drive only a 60 (and therefore get used
to it), it is very disturbing — espécially
during high-speed cornering.

I've said it before and I'll say it
again: how on earth could the Toyota
Motor Company spend millions develop-
ing its superb turbo-diesel yet neglect
the steering — a mod which must be a
relatively low-cost fix for Toyota’s
(obviously) brilliant engineers.

Six years ago, the steering vague-
ness didn’t poke its head up as highly
as it does today. We were then mostly
used to very agricultural 4WDs that
were basically crude and rude in every
department and really didn’t belong in
the high-speed arena.

Today, the leaf-sprung Toyota ap-
peals to a much wider market, and the
up-market models are bought for many
reasons other than pottering around in
the bush. Today, the turbo-diesel is
capable of exceeding 160 km/h and of
getting to that speed in a very short
time — a two-tonne truck that moves
as quickly as some performance cars of
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yesteryear.

At speed, the big Sahara understeers
like crazy — a situation not helped at all
by the very short-travel leaf springs and
the rather ordinary Dunlop 15-inch
radials. Everyone who drove the Toyota
agreed that high-speed touring was
not the vehicle’s forte and that, if
the road were slippery and the driver
inexperienced, it could be a real handful

. a pity, because the braking system
and the integrity of construction
impart an otherwise bulletproof feeling
of security.

Our 1985 4WD WOTY shoot-out in-
cluded an automatic petrol-engined
Sahara shod with the Korean-made
Samyang Powerguard radials. In our
road report on the Sahara we said:
“Even though the all-leaf suspension
may be considered out of date by many
of today’s motorists, it was very well
suited to this vehicle over the highway
conditions we encountered” — a sen-
tence which paints a different picture
from what we are saying now.

The things that put the'diesel Sahara
in a different light aret (a) the Dunfop
15-inch radials which have never im-
pressed anyone here at BUSHDRIVER
and, in fact, were ‘a disaster_when we
got to the slippery stuff, (b) the extra
weight in the nose of the diesel over the
1985 petrol and (c) the comparison
vehicles’ behaviour on the highway.

While both the Rover and the Toyota
drew some criticism' for. their on-road
comfort and manners, the Mitsubishi
Pajero got off almost scot-free — a
situation | would not have believed
during the first ten minutes of driving
the Pajero in the city.

My first’ company car was a 1962
Holden EJ Hydramatic. Anyone who
can remember back as far as that may
recall how sluggish those early auto-
matics were and how the gearbox let
the passengers know how hard it was
working. Those memories came flooding
back when | started up the Pajero and
headed up a long, reasonably steep hill:
the automatic gearbox sounded as if it
was made of plastic and was expanding
with the increasing revs.

Fortunately, my introduction to the
new model was only temporarily dis-
appointing. Once under way, the vehicle
sang like a bird and drove like a pussy
cat — the 2.6-litre sounding as if it was
working overtime only when uphill
standing starts were necessary.

People who believe that four cylind-
ers and auto boxes are not ideal for fast,
open-road cruising have yet to sit be-
hind the wheel of a Pajero for several
hours. The word Pajero means a South
American wild cat, and our test ran
like its namesake — a scalded one.
If the driver so desired, the Pajero
(like the Range Rover and the Sahara)
can easily attain an indicated 160 km/h.

By comparison to the Pajero we
evaluated in our 1984 4WD WOTY, the
current model cornered flatter, seemed
to be better balanced and (most notice-
ably) had front bucket seats which pro-
vided reasonably good support for
long-distance travelling.

Our three lady drivers preferred the
on-road manners of the Pajero over the
Rover and Toyota. Lee ‘“Leadfoot”
Lloyd gave it a maximum 10 for “per-
fect handling” — a high recommend-
ation coming from a long-time, and
current, Toyota driver.

The only criticisms of the Mitsu-
bishi during the highway runs centred
around the way the vehicle “felt”
physically. After stepping out of the
solidly constructed Rover or Toyota,
the Pajero felt lightweight and slightly
tinny . . . though, to be fair, | guess
that if you came from a Suzuki Sierra
the Mitsubishi wagon would feel like a
tank.

At the service stations, the Toyota
was the clear winner. Despite the fact
that it was the biggest, heaviest, and
gave the impression that it had more
muscle than the other two combined,
it was by far the most economical.
The 4.0-litre LandCruiser had averaged
11 L/100 kms of slightly cheaper diesel
fuel while the 3.5-litre Range Rover and
2.6-itre Pajero both gobbled unleaded
at the rate of 16 L/100 kms — testi-
mony to the brilliance of the powerful
turbo-diese! in the Toyota, and some-
thing to consider if you intend to do a
lot of touring in this vast continent.

“ON-ROAD"” SCORESHEET

Pajerqg LandCruiser Rover

Power 8 8 8
Handling 9 7 10
Braking 10 8 9
Gearing 8 9 9
Economy 6 9 7
Touring

Range 8 9 7
Comfort 8 8 9
Quietness 9 8 7
Headlights 8 8 8
Reversing

Lights 8 8 74

At the Ranch

Something we always do at Mt Sea-
view is to put as many people as pos-
sible through the vehicles — little ones,
big ones, fat ones and skinny ones.
Anyone standing around, wondering
who the motley crew with all the four-
wheel drives is, soon finds out what it
is all about. What better way to test the
ride comfort of the rear seat than
saying, ‘‘Hey, mate, want to come for a
run with us?”

In the living quarters department,
the Range Rover’s strengths are its
vision, comfortable seating, seat-belt



operation, instrumentation and ex-
cellent radio/cassette, and exterior
mirrors. If you can forget some of the
awkwardness that infringes on to the
otherwise excellent layout, the Rover’s
interior is a very pleasant place to be.

The team was critical of the Range
Rover’s assembly quality (especially
considering the none-too-small [ist
price and the expectations of the
anticipated market), the difficult
access to the rear seat via the narrow,
rear doors, and the location of tools
which would require removal of lots of
luggage if you needed them while
touring. The kids didn’t take too kindly
to the fact that the windows in the
rear doors wind only half of the way
down; the ladies weren’t too keen on
the rather high location of the accel-
erator pedal.

The Mitsubishi Pajero, while not
fitted out with the same emphasis on
‘“club car” luxury, attracted less criti-
cism. The seats received the lowest
marks, for, while they are reasonably
good, they are not in the same class as
those in the Sahara and.are a long way
short of the brilliant front, multi-
adjustable buckets in the Range Rover.

Everyone preferred| the small, soft-
grip steering wheel in the Pajero to the
big, bus jobs in the other two. The
Mitsubishi also scored well for pedal
location, controls, instrumentation,
roominess and the general layout.
The location of the jack and tools in
little storage areas built into the floor,
and the light, airy feeling of the cabin,
brought many favourable comments.

The Pajero was the only one of the
trio with rear seats that could be folded
flat to make a reasonably comfortable
double bed — a feature which.could.be
important for some motorists:

Since our last Pajero test, Mitsubishi
have upgraded the standard-equipment
radio/cassette. The tape player is<ho
longer tacked on under the centre
console: it is part of a properly-integrat-
ed unit although the lustrous,
metallic finish to the sound system gives
it an el-cheapo appearance.

Australia’s most popular wagon
doesn’t let its side down when it comes
to interior appointments and seating
comfort. The LandCruiser picked up
top marks for important items like
pedal location, hand controls, instru-
mentation, lighting and overall versa-
tility.

The body shape has been with us
now for six years and, in that time,
Toyota have made many little improve-
ments to the cabin fittings. The Sahara
is probably the ultimate and final
package for the 60 Series shape.
Rumour has it that Toyota have a new,
squarer-shaped, four-door wagon to
replace the 60 some time in 1987 or
early 1988. We hope it will be as popu-

lar as the current vehicle has proved to
be.

In this section of the evaluation, the
Toyota lost points for visibility (over
the bonnet), rear-seat comfort and leg
room, and available storage space. |
would’ve given it minus 10 for those
stupid little armrests, but | couldn’t
find the right spot on the check list.
Perhaps the new model will have a good
rest area for my right elbow.

CABIN SCORESHEET (DRIVER)

Pajero LandCruiser Rover
Vision —
front 9 7 10
sides & rear 8 8 8
Steering
wheel 10 8
Pedal layout 10 10 8
Controls 9 10 9
Seating 6 8 10
Instru-
mentation 9 10 9
Roominess 10 10 8
Entry/Exit
ease 9 10 7
Lighting 10 10 8
Mirrors 8 9 o}
Seat belt 8 8 10
General
layout 9 9 9
Overall
quality 8 8 4

CABIN SCORESHEET (GENERAL)

Pajero LandCruiser Rover
Vision 9 8 9
Rear seat
comfort 8 7 9
Seat belts 8 8 8
Entry/Exit
ease (rear) 8 8 6
Window
operation 8 6 8
Ventilation 8 8 8
Radio/
cassette 9 8 10
Rear seat
folding 7 7 7
Luggage
space 8 5 7
Storage com-
partment 10 7 7
Cargo space
access 9 9 6
Tool kit
location 10 7 4
Ease of
cleaning 8 6 6
Overall
versatility 10 10 10

On the Ranch

At a party or a club meeting you
often meet people who are emphatic
that their opinion of a particular 4WD’s
capability is absolutely correct. General-
ly it is an opinion based on experience

with only one make of vehicle and the
use of that vehicle in constantly similar
terrain.

It is easy to have all of the answers
while clutching a cold tinnie, but no-
thing changes people’s entrenched opin-
ions about vehicles more quickly than
a no-holds-barred, direct comparison
test.

BUSHDRIVER does not hide the
Wagon of the Year test procedure be-
hind locked gates or behind some office
filing cabinet. We get out and do it in
front of anyone who wants to have a
bo-peep. Much of the 1986 evalu-
ation was watched by many members of
the Tamworth 4WD Club who happened
to be camped at Mt Seaview on the
same weekend — and part of the testing
was filmed by Channel 10.

The Tamworth Club followed us
around — hovering to see how it was
done. A few got a surprise when they
saw how much emphasis we put on the
little details such as how easy or diffi-
cult it was for a woman to fold up the
back seat. A few attempted the trickier
parts of .the course after we had been
through, and were surprised when their
HiLux/4Runner-type trucks couldn’t do
it as easily as the Range Rover and
Pajero.

It is interesting to see some of the
old, preconceived ideas melting away
during our evaluations. Ralph Clissold’s
father, who has probably driven a
Land Rover or LandCruiser every day of
his life since the late forties, was surpris-
ed when he saw that we were going to
attempt a very steep grade in the three
vehicles. ““You won’t get an automatic
up there,” he said. Imagine his as-
tonishment when, not only did the
T-bar jobs get up, but we ran them
back down |and did the hill again in
reverse!

The 1986 comparo was the first
time-we had conducted a 4WD WOTY
using the tyres fitted by the manu-
facturer. In previous years, and despite
howls of protest from some distribu-
tors and avid readers, we have equipped
the vehicles with similar tyres — and
fairly aggressive ones at that.

The theory behind our action is that,
contrary to general belief, the manu-
facturers do not usually fit the type of
tyre most suited to the vehicle and/
or its intended application. Really.
The auto manufacturers are generally
locked into a supply contract with a
particular tyre company — which means
that a new model will come on to the
showroom floor wearing tyres that are
as close to the specification as one
particular company can provide.
Strange, isn t it? The auto manufacturer
spends millions developing a new model
and then has no real say as to the exact
tyre that will be fitted.
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