$1.75*=NZ $2.25

BRONCO /FJ60
"Q PATROL WR
RANGE FOVER
 7ZCOMPARO .

.

B
=

-

s
¥

* oy

‘ ’ o : -2 s it € : 2
- o - W - 3 A . i
B SN e s T
o R ” o (“
A s et
Y - ; A e = R
% s iy L= n -
_ Y S o s b e .










As befits vehicles with a price
discrepancy of almost $10,000
between them, there'’s a vast
difference in comfort and
appointments.

Top left: In mid price bracket, Toyota
boasts best instrumentation of all.
Has tilt-adjust steering wheel, door-
mounted map pockets, arm rest,
good seats, carpet with rubber mat
insert.

Top right: Range Rover has best ex-
factory seating, seat belts built into
seat, arm rest, but no door-mounted
map pockets. Role is taken up by
large centre console.

Right: Bronco steering wheel feels
flimsy, and seats are too low for many
drivers to see over large bonnet.
Cabin finish is exceptional, complete
with woodgrain effect in XLT models.

Far right: Patrol has arm rest, but no
map pocket: Seats are thin by
comparison, but better than many ex-
factory articles. Dash is well laid out,
easy to read at night.

PREVIOUS PAGE LEFT TORIGHT

Range Rover has best cornering
ability of all, but extreme body roll
(product of coil springing) takes
getting used to. Showed absolutely
no tendency to break away or lift
wheels at speed.

Bronco, too, has good cornering
qualities, and took right angle dirt
bend fastest of all vehicles.
Necessary correction to oversteer is
obvious in photo shown. Leaf
springing at rear promotes
skittishness.

Both Japanese vehicles, with leaf
springing all round, fared worst in dirt
and macadam cornering tests. Patrol,
pushed hard, lifted driver’s side rear
. wheel repeatedly.

The closest to a ‘lose’: rear end
slewing, driver’s side front wheel
biting in as Bob Murray corrects
adamant oversteer.Toyota shows
greater wheel travel than Patrol.

Right: Turning circles. Rover wins
(11.6 m), followed by Bronco
(11.8m), Toyota (13.4 m). Patrol was
pulled up short with 13.9m.
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Kingsof the Road

4WD of the Year Award, and they’re all
at the end of the market which, until
last year basically, belonged to the
Range Rover and Cherokee. It was the
benchmark, if you like.

A little preliminary testing could do
no harm at all, considering that our
announcement will come in three is-
sues time.

Preliminary? That’s not to imply that
the Wheels method of testing vehicles
is anything but thorough. But Wheels
approached the test in a somewhat dif-
ferent manner than we perhaps would.
With a great deal of justification. The
staff reasoned that these upmarket
4WDs would be more likely to appeal
to the conventional car buyer than the
more rugged style of double differ, and
hence used the same techniques as they
normally apply to passenger vehicles.
So the test included speeds through the
gears, acceleration figures from both
standing starts and on the standing
quarter, and noise levels within the
cab. All that was done on Sydney’s
Castlereagh Dragstrip, but the meat of
the appraisal was done in a long run to,
in and from the NSW snowfields
around Adaminaby, Kiandra and Rules
Point. :

Not all the drivers were experienced
four wheelers. Bob Murray, ex-‘Car’
magazine in England, hadn’t had much
to do with them at all. Co-ordinator of
the test, Mike McCarthy, had a little
more experience. Brian Woodwazd,
who brought you the stories on engine
conversions and diff ratios over the
past few issues of Overlander, knew
4WDs from bitter experience. And then
there was me, whose life and 4WDs
seem to be one and the same. So each of
us looked for different qualities in the
vehicles, each having a totally different
list of priorities, a differing set of
criteria.

Vehicles were regularly swapped be-
tween drivers, and every night of our
four day test, driver reactions were com-
pared and duly noted.

Also along were Wheels’ Art Director
Andrew Azzopardi and Production
man Keith Swann. And the man who is
becoming arguably the best vehicle
photographer in Australia: Greg
McBean, whose work regularly graces
the road tests in Overlander. So we had
a cast of thousands, (or at least seven).
On the strip

Here, the Bronco shone. And no won-
der. It was just a case of big American
V8 grunt hopelessly outclassing the
opposition.

The 5.8L engine, for example, even in
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Above: Range Rover bench seat is
comfortable on long trips.

Above: Tall back seat drivers may experience
problems in the Patrol.

automatic, was 1.4 seconds faster than
the nearest competitor, the Land
Cruiser, over the standing 0-400m.
Tests were done in light drizzle, so it’s
not surprising that slipping into 4WD
for second runs gave quicker times, as
better traction was achieved, especially
when taking off. In 2WD, plenty of
wheelspin was evident.

The Datsun was the exception to the
rule. It returned slightly slower speeds
in H4, no doubt due to the fact that the
engine was tight (the Patrol was new in
contrast to the other vehicles), plus the
fact that, at starting speeds, the extra
traction made it difficult to keep revs
up, and at high speeds, that new motor,
with the extra strain on transmission
components, created extra drag.

Brian Woodward, who, incidentally,
was a contributor to the Australian ver-

Above: Top of the class. Aimost enough
room to fit a billiard table in back of Bronco.

sion of the AA Book of the Car, was a
consulting engineer in the creation of
the MQ Patrol (a fact which he acknow-
ledges with mixed feelings), liked the
Patrol SOHC 2753cm3® petrol engine
best of all those tested. It's an enor-
mously flexible engine. Brian chris-
tened the Patrol ‘Our Joan’, because
second gear, from go to woe, ranges
through an immense scale of musical
notes, from basso contralto through
coloraturo to soprano, as it speeds from
30-100km/h without complaint. The Pa-
trol was easily the most free and high
revving vehicle tested, winding out to
6,600 rpm in the lower gears.

The Toyota, on the other hand,
though overall noisier than the Patrol
in dBa, is still by no means a conversa-
tion stopping motor a la diesel Land-
Rover.
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Kings of the Road

Being used to the old style Toyota
gearing, I was immensely impressed
with the new Series 60 prior to the
Overlander/Wheels comparo. And, I
hasten to add, still am. But the car
blokes thought differently.

They criticise the fact that it delivers
maximum power at only 3600 rpm, and
maximum torque at 1800 rpm, and also
that it’s ‘handicapped’ by short inter-
mediate ratios, redlining the standard
tacho with ‘ridiculous’ ease. That’s true
on the highway. But not in the rough.
So it basically comes back to what you
want to use the vehicle for. And for the
tyro four-wheeler, used to conventional
standards of acceleration.and gearing,
the ‘car guys’ might be right. In some

cases, particularly with a new 4WD
boom in the offing, it’s difficult to know
whom you’re writing for. On my Pat
Malone, I think that the gear ratios of
the Toyota (see specs) offer the best
performance in the rough, and that’s
perhaps what the vehicle has been de-
signed as: a roadhorse that offers a
reasonable standard of comfort with a
better degree of ‘off-road’ agility.

In some ways, it’s unfortunate that a
manual Range Rover was not available
for testing in preference to the auto. For
the manual’s low-low ratio and final
gearing is second to none. Instead, the
Ford C3 box replaced the original four
speed forward transmission.

While it’s an absolute joy to drive on
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the highway, that box has its own pecu-
liar strengths and weaknesses off the
beaten track. In sand, it's a positive
boon. Unless you happen to get really
stuck, then it’s very easy to burn out the
auto clutch. With diff locks, and the
torque converter; ruggedly steep uphill
runs are a breeze, but even withdiff
lock, running downthat same hill re-
quires foot braking rather than engine
braking. Even so: back to the perform-
ance figures. On the strip, the R-R also
went well. The 3.5L V8 (originally
American) engine, coupled with that
selfsame transmission, accomplished
what it was meant to do without any
carry on at all. With the gears held,
rather than on auto, it showed an im-
pressive (and best) 87 km/h in first (as
opposed to the Toyota’s worst figure of
30 km/h); 135 km/h in second (in con-
trast to the Toyota’s worst comparative
figure of 55 km/h), and a top speed in
top gear (third) of 155 km/h, slightly
less than the Bronco (at 168 km/h), and
somewhat more than the slowest of the
four, the Toyota, which could manage
only 94 km/h in third, and a top speed
of 140 km/h. The Patrol boasted a top
speed of 150 km/h.

These are all corrected figures. Both
the American and the British offerings
showed speedo error at 50 km/h, the
Bronco speedo being optimistic, and
the Rover speedo being pessimistic, al-
beit, on both counts, the error was
marginal.

The FJ60 was the only vehicle to
show true speedometer readings in-all
speeds. At 70 km/h, the Patrol was in
fact doing 69 km/h. The Range Rover
was travelling at 71 km/h, and the
Bronco at 67 km/h.

Opp. page centre: 4230 cm? six cylinder
Toyota engine developed 96 kW at 3600 rpm,
274 Nm at 1800 rpm.

Opp. page bottom: 2753 cm3 six cylinder
Nissan engine developed 88.3 kW at 4800
rpm, 201 Nm at 3200 rpm.

Right centre: 3528 cm? V8 Rover engine
developed 100 kW at 4900 rpm, 250 Nm at
2500 rpm.

Right: 5766 cm?® V8 Ford engine developed
162 kW at 4500 rpm, 429 Nm at 2700 rpm.
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Above: All vehicles boasted QI headlights, but vast
had best lighting overall.

differences in quality were e
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Dunlite qives you
‘power point’ convenience
wherever you are, whatever you do!

When you're logking for.a portable generator that
is exactly right for'yeur needs;ichances are it will be
a Dunlite Portable Power Pack because Dunlite
specialise in the manufacture of power generators.

With outputs ranging from 1 KVA to 7.5KVA Dunlite
can supply the right power generator to suit
builders, plumbers, electricians, tradesmen,

contractors, campers, boatmen, home handymen
and many emergency applications too.

If you need no fuss, reliable portable power, you
need the ‘four wheel drives’ of power generators —
Dunlite Portable Power Packs!

C DUNLITE

POVVER GENERATION

As a member of the Philips Group “We M}ant you to have the best”

S.A. 46 3832. N.S.W. 730286. QLD. 52 2937. VIC. 555 2255
W.A. 2777677. N.T. DARWIN 84 3558 4884
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All the same, it’s hardly anything to
become excited about. (In contrast to
the Toyota tripmeter, which showed an
ebullient optimism of +16.5 per cent.
How’s that for buggering fuel readings?)

Fortunately, we didn’t rely on the
tripmeters — overall, the best, most
fuel efficient vehicle was the MQ. Now
that the Metric Conversion Board has
walked the plank, we can quote figures
in real money: 17.5 mpg, with a best of
25.6 mpg, in contrast to the thirstiest
(naturally), the Bronco, which averaged
11.7 mpg, and a worst reading of 9.3
mpg.

On the road

Here, driver impressions were
markedly different, and made me real-
ise even more so that it's largely a
matter of what you’re used to that de-
cides what you find impressive.

With most of my driving having been
done in heavy duty, ‘conventional’
4WDs (at least until last year), with
manual steering, and agricultural sus-
pension, I found the Toyota’s steering
most predictable, probably because it’s
the lightest of the four vehicles tested.

All of the other drivers (used to con-
ventional cars and conventional power
steering) complained that they’d be
searching for that extra half-turn when
cornering hard.

But I found the Nissan’s power box
most neutral of all, the Range Rover’s
unpredictable, and the Bronco’s posi-
tively twitchy. But then again, I don’t
like the heavy handed American ap-
proach to power anything. To my
mind, it's always Omnipotence in
Extremis.

So too, because of the Range Rover’s
immense amount of suspension travel,
which is astounding in the rough, the
driver experiences extreme body roll
when cornering at speed. It's something
you quickly get used to, by the way. For
the Range Rover is still the closest 4WD
to a passenger car, at least as far as
handling goes.

You know exactly how far you can
push it, and when it’s going to break
away. The Bronco comes a close second
here. Both Japanese vehicles, with leaf
springing, are inclined to hold on until
the last minute, then react savagely, as
if telling you that you’ve pushed them
too far, by far. Neither is a superb on-
road vehicle. But then, by conventional
standards, neither is the Bronco,
though it comes much closer.

Any rear end skittishness Bronco
buyers may encounter is purely a prod-
uct of leaf springing in the rear, and
Ford would do well to consider coil
springing all-round, like the Range Ro-
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