
I
s price the only basis for comparison 

between two or more cars? 
Many motoring authorities say 

yes, but we disagree. Price similarity 
is certainly a basis for comparison, but 
so is similarity in specification and, if 
you like, similarity in basic concept. 

It is similarity in concept that has 
prompted us to bring together an other
wise ill·assorted pair-the Peugeot 404 
and Austin 1800. 

They are the last of the big "family 
fours" - providing spacious, comfort
able transport, with a biggish, but eco
nomical, four·cylinder motor. 

In price they are fairly close-$2,550 
for the Peugeot, $2,365 for the Austin. 
In specification, they aren't really simi
lar at all. Which only serves to make 
this comparison more interesting. 

Specification 
As we mentioned before, both cars 

have four cylinders. Both use pushrod 
operated overhead valves. The Peugeot 
motor is mounted longitudinally in 
front, the Austin transversely in front. 

Peugeot is inclined 45 deg. to lower 
the centre of gravity and provide a 
lower bonnet line. It drives through a 
single dry·plate clutch to a four-speed 
all·synchro gearbox to the back wheels. 

The Austin used the Issigonis all'in
one engine/gearbox/diff. arrangement, 
driving the ·front wheels. Gearbox is 
fully synchronised. 

The BMC concept - with all the 
mechanicals crammed up front - pro
vides a big passenger area free from 
mechanical intrusion. 

The Peugeot concept is more con
ventional, yet it somehow manages to 
provide still-spacious accommodation 
front and rear. 

Of the two motors, the Austin is the 
bigger-1798 cc. against 1618 for the 
Peugeot. Compression of the Austin is 
8.2 to 1. It produces 84 bhp at 5,300 
rpm and 99 ft. lb. of torque at 2,100 
rpm with one SU carbo 

The Peugeot runs on a compression 
ratio of 8.3 to I, produces 80 bhp at 
5,600 and 98 ft. lb. of torque at 2,500 
rpm using a single Solex 32 mm. down
draught. 

In terms of specific output the Peu
geot is more efficient, giving 49.4 bhp/ 
litre to the Austin's 47.5. 

A look at the torque output of each 
motor indicates that the Peugeot is 
slightly the peakier of the two, produc-

TWO WAYS TO 
We compare the If.l8t 01 the big !!!!Iamil! 

ing maximum twist 400 rpm highE 
than the Austin. 

This suggests it may be slightly les 
tractable than the Austin, but, in fac 
the reverse is true. 

Gearing 
The gearing of the Peugeot is 10\'1 

particularly first, which is a neck-snal 
ping 4 .0. It produces only 24 mph , 
peak revs, which makes it a not pal 
ticularly useful ratio (except possibl 
for towing caravans up cliff faces). 

The other ratios produce 43 and 6 
mph at peak revs. Overall gearin~ 
with a final drive ratio of 4.2 to I, give 
17.6 mph/l,OOO rpm. 

The Austin gearbox is rather similar 
with the ratios only slightly closer tc 
gether. First gives 28 mph, second 43 
third 69. Final drive ratio is also 4.2 tl 
1 and the Austin gives 16.4 mph/l,OO( 
rpm. 
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aMMON END 
in a 500-mile nose-to-tail test 

From these figures you will gather 
there's not much in it through the 
. The Peugeot has a distinct tour

ntage as it has to rev less for 
mparable speed. At 70 mph the 

is turning over at 3,900 rpm, 
as the Austin needs to pull 4,200 

to maintain 70. 
eans of selecting gears are very 
rent. The Peugeot is famous for 

·ba ll column gearchange. Until 
've become thoroughly familiar with 
car it is d ifficult to appreciate the 
c logic beh ind a gate pattern unlike 
other In the world. 
does have much to recommend it 
rtlcularly in city driving. Having 

most·used cogs (two and three) in 
same plane is particularly con

in town. 
However, we found the double move· 

ecessary to select top from third 

a particularly cumbersome arrange-
ment. . 

The Peugeot box is fully synchro
meshed, although changing into first 
while on the move almost causes the 
car to turn itself inside out-so steep is 
the step down. We elected on most 
occasions to brake down to about 5 
mph before changing down. 

The 1800 uses a conventional H
gate on the floor. Its synchromesh 
works better on first, making it possible 
to bang it in at almost any speed. 

The gearchange leaves a lot to be 
desired. The gate is notchy and on our 
comparison car, completely unpredict
able. 

Changes from third to top and vice 
versa were easy and smooth. Changes 
across the gate from third to second 
'were chancy. Even getting into second 
from first wasn't easy. 

Braking arrangements are rather 
different. The Austin uses a disc/drum 
combination with a total swept area of 
282 sq. in . Servo assistance is pro
vided to keep pedal effort to a reason
able level. 

The Peugeot clings to the traditional 
all-drum arrangement - which isn 't 
necessarily bad. Any Peugeot salesmen 
will tell you proudly that the 404 has 
the biggest drum brakes of any car in 
Australia. They have a total swept area 
of 288 sq _ in. making them ever so 
slightly bigger than the Austins. 

But they're not servo-assisted, and 
pedal effort is on the heavy side com
pared to the Austin. Furthermore, the 
pedal was inclined to get a little flabby 
after periods of non-use, with an extra 
inch or so of pedal movement suddenly 
materialising and giving us a shock. 

Nonetheless, they are otherwise pre
dictable and unflagging in operation, 
although not as easy to u.se as the 
1800's_ 

Despite the levelling benefits of the 
1800's hydrolastic suspension, we de
tected only slightly less dive under 
brakes with it than the Peugeot. 

Suspension 
Completely different approaches are 

used in suspending the cars. The 1800's 
novel hydrolastic arrangement needs no 
introduction. It produces outstand ingly 
level and controlled riding over all sur
faces. 

The Peugeot uses coils with lower 



Manufacturer: Renault (Aust.) Pty. Ltd., West 
Heidelberg. Vic. 
Test car supplied by Renault (Au st.) 
Price as tested: $2577. 

'SPIC/RCAT/ONS 
ENGINE 
Water cooled, 4 cylinders in line, 45° in· 
clined. Cast·iron block, five main bearings. 
Bore x stroke ... . 84 x 73 mm. 
Capacity... 1618 cc; 98.7 cu. in. 
Compression .• _____ .. _. .•.•.... 8.3 to 1 
Carburettor Solex 34 mm. d'draught 
Fuel pump electrical 
Fuel tank .. _ . 12.1 gallons 
Fuel recommended ... _ •. "_" Super 
Valve gear p'rod ohv 
Max. power (gross) 80 bhp at 5600 rpm 
Max. torque .••..• ___ 98 lb. ft. at 2500 rpm 
Specific power output _ .. __ . 49.4 bhp/litre 
Electrical system • 12v., 55 amp. hr. bat· 

tery, 350 watt generator 

TRANSMISSION 
Four speed manual all synchro gearbox. 
Single dry plate clutch. 

Gear Ratio 
4.329 
4.000 
2.242 
1.443 
1.000 

Mph/lOOO 
Rpm Max. mph 

Rev. 
1st 
2nd 
3rd 
4th 
Final drive ratio '" 

CHASSIS 

4 .2 24 (5600) 
7.6 43 (5600) 

12.0 67 (5600) 
17 6 92 (5200) 

_._ ... __ . 4.2 to 1 

Wheelbase . 8ft. 8tin. 
Track front 4ft. 5in. 
Track rear ._._. .. 4ft. 2tin. 
Length ....• _, ." .•. •....... _ ................. ... 14ft. 6in. 
Width ........ _.. .. 5ft. 4in. 
Height ...... _ 4ft. 9in. 
Clearance •• 6in. 
'Kerb weight . ._.. ... . 1 ton t cwt. 
Weight distribution front/rear .. . 54/46% 
Ib/bhp . . _. __ .• __ ... __ . ____ ._._. 28 lb. 

Suspension 
Front: Independent, coils, springs, lower 
trailing link wishbones, anti·roll bar, tele· 
scopic shock absorbers. 
Rear: Rigid axle, coil springs, transverse 
linkage bar, anti ·roll bar, telescopic shock 
absorbers. 

Brakes: Drum, 288.6 sq. in. of swept area. 

Steering rack and p inion 
Turns lock to lock ..... __ .-. 3.75 
Turning circle ...... __ .... . • ..... _ .. __ .• 35; ft. 

Wheels: Steel disc with 165 by 15 tubed 
radial ply Olympic tyres ($27 option) . 

fRFORMANCI 
Top speed _ 
Average (both ways) 
Standing quarter mile 

• Acceleration 
Zero to 
30 mph 
40 mph 
50 mph 
60 mph _ .•• _ ....... . 
70 mph 

20-40 mph 
30·50 
40·60 
50·70 

92.0 mph 
88.8 mph. 

20.9 sec. 

seconds 
.. _ ........... _........ 3.6 

3rd 
7.3 
7.0 
7.5 

7.5 
10.3 
17.4 . 

27.9 

top 
9.9 

11.9 
11 .9 
15.8 

Consumption: 24.4 mpg over 389 miles, in· 
cluding all tests . 
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trailing wishbones and an anti·roll bar 
at front. The rear axle is rigid, sus· 
pended on coils with a transverse link· 
age bar, and an anti·roll bar. Telescopic 

·shock absorbers are used all round. 
In addition to hydrolastic, the Austin 

uses wishbones and lower trailing arms 
at front, independent longitudinal trail· 
ing arms at the rear. 

Although the Austin ride is more 
level, there's little between the two 
in terms of roll. The Peugeot is a taller 
car, and its centre of gravity is prob
ably higher than the Austin's which may 
give the impreSSion to occupants that it 
is rolling more. It does, in fact, but not 
much. 

We opined when we first tested the 
1800 in 1966 that the hydrolastic was 
better suited to it than either the 1100 
or the Mini. . 

It produces an incredibly level ride, 
with none of the choppiness one ex
pects from a conventional arrangement. 

The Peugeot is a less comfortable 
car to ride in around town, and at 
speeds up to 50 mph. Out on the open 
road at high speeds the difference be
tween the two isn't so discernible. 

Despite the fact that the 1800 uses 
a liquid suspension system it is not as 
quiet as the 404. The Peugeot's sus
pension is quieter on bitumen surfaces, 
but even more so on gravel. . 

In fact, the 404 was quieter in every 
department - mechanical, wind noise, 
and suspension. 

Handling 
Both the cars can be classified as 

understeerers, the 1800 massively so, 
the 404 much more mildly. 

The 1800 has a tremendous forward 

weight bias-63 percent of its we 
is on the front axle, only 37 on the n 
This is the clue to its handling, jus1 
it explains the handling of the Mil'1i 
1100. 

Like these two, the 1800 is a 1 
controllable car. When the front 
starts ploughing in a corner, the s 
tion is simply to apply more lock, 
more lock, and more lock. If the sil 
tion gets really desperate, closing 
throttle briefly will cause the tail 
slide round and open the angle 
approach on the corner. 

The 404 has a forward weight b 
too, but it's a more normal 54 
arrangement. The 404 starts off 
faster corners as a slight understeE 
and gradually becomes neutral as sp 
rises. Frankly, we were hard'pressel 
find its limit on bitumen with ra 
tyres fitted. 

Because there is so much we 
over the frorrt axle, and because ra 
tyres (which normally make stee 
heavier) are fitted, the 1800 has a 
geared rack and pinion steering arral 
ment. Four and a half turgs are 
quired to wind from one lock to 
other . 

Turning circle is a cumbersome ~ 
Because of the biggish turning ci 
though, the steering isn't nearly as 
direct as the 4t turns suggests. E 
when preSSing on along winding ro 
we were comfortably able to keep 
with the rapid changes of direction 
quired. The steering wheel is on 
large size and this helps crank on II 

The 404 uses rack and pinion st 
ing, too, but it is more direct at 
turns lock to lock on a 35ft. circl\ 

Both are sensitive-as is chara( 
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auSllN1800 
istic of rack and pinion - and both 
transmit some road shock on very bad 
surfaces. Of the two, the 404 is sl ightly 
better damped. All things considered, 
the Peugeot is the handier car both in 
city driving where it is helped by a 
better turning circle and lighter steer
ing, and in touring situations where its 
quicker, more responsive gearing gives 
the driver a feeling of greater control. 

Performa.we 
The 404 has a clear-cut performance 

margin brought about by (among other 
things) a better power-to,weight ratio. 

Speeds in gears are similar, but the 
404 reaches 50 in 10.3sec. compared 
to the 1800's 13.2. Higher up the scale 
the difference is not so obvious. 70 is 
reached in 27.9sec. in the 404, and 
28.1 in the 1800. 

In terms of top speed the 404 has a 
good 5·6 mph margin. 

Hard driven (and we drove both as 
hard as they would go) the 404 is 
mechanically less fussy, possibly be· 
cause it is better soundproofed and the 
1800's engine/transmission arrange· 
ment is inherently noisier anyway. 

The 404 and 1800 both use f ive· 
bearing crankshafts and both rev freely. 
At high revs the 404 is smoother, and 
we found it the less obtrusive idler in 
traffic. 

Fuel consumption is a toss up be· 
tween the two. About 24 mpg each on 
our identical 400·mile test. 

Comfort, equipment 
For his initial outlay an Austin or 

Peugeot buyer gets just about every· 
thing needed. Both cars have good 
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heating/demisting systems, and both 
have full camping bodies. 

The 1800 interior when converted for 
sleeping is fantastically roomy. 

The 404 doesn't convert quite as 
well as this. 

Both use individual front seats. The 
Austin's are bigger, but not as heavily 
padded as the Peugeot's, although they 
provide better support under the thighs. 

The 1800's reclining backrests are 
closer together, whereas there is a 
pronounced gap between the Peugeot's. 
This means t hat a third person can be 
carried in front of the Austin, helped 
considerably by the flat floor, of course. 

The 1800's real forte is its great 
sprawling space both front and back. 
It is limousine· li ke in this facet. 

The back seat is excellent, particular· 
Iy if only two people are carried. The 
Peugeot suffers the limitations of a con· 
ventiona l layout. 

Instrumentat ion layouts are strong 
contrasts. The 1800 uses a clearly· 
marked and qu ite modern·looking strip 
speedo incorporati l)g fuel gauge and 
water temperature gauge. 

The Peugeot is equipped with more 
conventional circular dials-a speedo, 
clock, a combination fuel gauge, am· 
meter and temperature gauge, and a 
trip meter. We liked this arrangement 
better. 

Both cars have screen washers, the 
404's incorporated in the wiper control, 
the 1800's separated from it. Neither 
car has two· speed wipers. 

Ergonomically speaking, the 1800 is 
better. The 404's major controls are 
all push, pull or turn knobs, whereas 

(Continued on page 100) . 

anufaaurer: BMC (I\ust.) Pty. Ltd., Joynton 
venue, Zetland, N.S.W. 
est car f>UpplJed by BMC (Aust.). 
rice as te$ted: $2365. 

PEt/RtAT/ONS 
atar·cooled, 4 cylinders in line. Cast·iron 
ock, five main bearings. 
ore x t.troke .•. ..... ..... 80.3 x 88.9 mm. 
apaclty •. __ •••.•. _ ..... 1798 ce, 109.7 cu. in. 
ompression ." .... ...... .. ........ _ ... 8 .2 to 1 
arburettor .. _ ... _... . ..... SU HS6 

Fuel pump ,. ............ _.... • .......... " mechanical 
uel tank .. ....... ........ .. ............ 10.8 gallons 
uel recommended .. Super 
alve gear ............ . .. ...... _ . . ....... _.. p' rod ohv 
ax. power (gross) ... 86 bhp at 5300 rpm 
ax. torque 99 lb. ft . at 2100 rpm 

clfic power output .... . ... 47.8 bhp/iltre 
eetrical system ... _ . 12v., 50 amp. hr. bat· 

tery, watt alternator /generator 

four speed manual all synchro gearbox. 
'ngle dry plate clutch. 

ear 
ev. 
st 
nd 
rd 
th 

Ratio 
3.075 
3.292 
2.217 
1.384 
1.000 

inal drive ratio .... 

Mph/lOoo 
Rpm Max. mph 

5.0 
7.2 

12.5 
16.7 

28 (5500) 
43 (5500) 
69 (5500) 
84 (5000) 
4.19 to 1 

.... .. ... _........ 8ft. lOin • 
...... 4ft. 81n. 

rack rear .... _ .. __ ....... 4ft. 7iln. 
ength .. _.. .. ...... ... ....... . .•. ..... .•. 13ft. Siin. 
Idth ..... • ._ ..................... 5ft. 7in. 
eight .... ... ...... 4ft. 7iln. 
learance .._ ..... ........... _............ .. ..... " . 61n. 
erb weight .. • _...................... 1 ton 1 cwt 
eight distribution front/rear _ .... _ .. 63/37% 
/bhp. ......... ....... 29.5 Ib, 

ront: Independent, wishbones, lower trailing 
·nks. hydrolastic displacers. 
ear: Independent swinging longitudinal 

railing arms, hydrolastic displacers, antl·rol 
ar. 

rllkes: Disc/drum, servo 
n. of swept area. 

teering rack and pinion 
urns lock to lock ......... ...... ......... _ .. 4. 

• 37ft 
175 by 13 tubeless 

fRFORMANtE 
• •. 84 mph 

......... __ •• 83.5 mp 

cceleration 
ero to 
o mph . ...... __ ......... _. 
o mph 
o mph 

.. 21.1 sec 

seconds 
5.l 
8. 

13. 
o mph . _ ... _ .. _ ..... _._. __ .... _ .. 18. 

28.1 o mph . ..... 

0·40 mph ._ 
0·50 
()'60 . ...... . .................... . 
0·70 _ ................ _" "'_ 

3rd 
76 
8.0 
9.0 

sumptlon: 24.3 mpg over 389 miles, in 
cluding all tests. 
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1800 r 404 
(Continued from page 23). 

the 1800's are the more modern click· 
type toggles. 

Furthermore, 404 controls are scat· 
tered around over a very great distance. 
The wiper control-an important one 
you will agree-is closer to the passen· 
ger than it is to the driver who can 
barely reach it if he is tightly belted in. 

Funnily enough, a matching knob 
which works the lighter is CLOSER to 
the driver. 

Light controls on the 404 are better. 
The 18QO uses a two·position toggle 
with a foot'operated dip switch. The 
404 uses a three·position wand on the 
steering column that doubles as head· 

OVER. 

lET THEM HEAR 

light flasher. The 1800 headlight flash· 
er is incorporated in the turn indicator 
wand on the steering column. 

Both cars -have under·dash hand· 
brakes. The 1800's is within reach of a 
safety· belted driver, the 404's is not, 
which is bloody inconvenient if you use 
a s3fety belt consistently and out of 
habit; particularly as belts are standard. 

However, there's hope yet, for we 
perfected a technique of applying and 
releasing the handbrake with the right 
foot! 

Both cars have fresh·air ventilation. 
The 1800's is by far the most efficient 
in terms of output-or is it "intake"? 
However, three controls are necessary 
to direct its flow accurately. 

The 404 uses circular vents on the 
dash, with one control for admitting and 
shutting off the air. The vent is a 

YOU COMING!-WITH GENUINE 
STEBEL AIR HORN5-
Over 30 types available in 6v, 12v, and 24v for 

can, trucks and boats. 

ADDIESS 

100 

Enlfu;re at YOUI galage - accessolY store 
01 Auto Electrician 

Distributor: 

swivelling job, but it is so far away that 
the air it admits is thoroughly diffused 
before it reaches occupants. 

Driving position in both cars is good 
in that a commanding view is available 
and all the corners can be seen. 

Both use quite sharply raked steering 
wheels. The 1800 wheel is slightly big· 
ger and is less pleasant to use, as the 
404 has a knurled rim to aid grip. 

Foot controls are well located in both 
cars, and there is plenty of room in 
both for the driver's feet. 

The 1800's flat floor doesn't give the 
driver anywhere to prop his left foot 
when it 's not working something, and 
this in itself is dangerous, as the foot 
often ends up resting on the clutch 
pedal. 

In the 404 the transmission hump 
provides a reasonable footrest. 

Ease of operation of the foot controls 
gives a win to the 1800. As we men· 
tioned before, the 404's brakes are 
rather heavy, whereas the 1800's are 
light. But the heaviest control on the 
404 is the clutch, which has a very 
heavy return spring-a spring heavy 
enough, we're sure, to inconvenience 
most women drivers. The 1800's, on 
the other hand, was quite light. 

All this pro and con brings us to the 
most important pro and con of all
price. 

At $2,550 the 404 is $185 more ex· 
pensive than the 1800's $2,365. Add 
another $27 or so for radial tyres 
(which are standard on the 1800) and 
the price difference is over $200. 

Is the 404 worth tile extra money? 
As enthusiast drivers we say "yes". As 
hard nosed critics, we're not so sure. • 

SOME CHOICE 
(Continued from page 19). 

poor pre·delivery work and some safety 
features. other criticisms are mostly 
minor niggling affairs. 

This apparently was not the result 
Choice wanted. Even when the testers 
find something to praise in the cars
e.g., their perfect dust'sealing-Choice 
is quick to tip the can on them. 

"Of course, if there is no dust, one 
does not need dust·proofing," it com· 
ments sarcastically. Yet could you have 
imagined their outcry if the cars had 
failed dust·proofing tests? 

Choice's comments are laden not 
only with this kind of gratuitous asser· 
tion, but also with some strange, un· 
explained figures. 

Their reference, for instances, to a 
"51 hp V8" Falcon leads one to the con· 
clusion that Choice simply doesn't know 
what it is talking about. 

One is not told directly which engined 
Falcon they bought, though the price 
they paid-$2,376-is list for a 111 
bhp 500 sedan. 

Mystery surrounds their Holden pur· 
chase-a 161 special with heater, belts 
in the front and windscreen washers 
(all extra when Choice made its pur· 
chase)-for $2,791. This is more than 
$500 higher than list price, and more 

• even than a Holden Premier. 
Were they done? Or is it just a . 

other inaccuracy in a supposedly ob
jective report which abounds in them' 

-DAVID FRITH. 
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