
From time to time Mr Sneddon produces short papers on various subjects which are 
supposed to be of interest to owners of Mini and Moke range of vehicles. In this 
document, I have reviewed the papers that I have had an opportunity to read with the 
aim of addressing the inaccuracies and errors contained therein. 

I note that the articles written by Mr Sneddon are presented under the name “John 
Sneddon Publishing”. This name was registered as a business name on 29/7/2023, 
some 18 months following his claim to this entity’s existence 2/2022. 

Some of the articles are of a technical nature, but I can find no evidence of Mr 
Sneddon having the requisite qualifications to make comment on technical matters. A 
search of the Service NSW web site yields no results for Mr Sneddon having a Motor 
Vehicle Tradespersons Certificate, either expired or current. He provides no 
information about his qualifications and experience, and when asked, vehemently 
refused to do so. 

I acknowledge that these Reviews are my opinion only and others may have a different 
view. 

Tony Cripps
30/11/2024

Preface to the Reviews



Serjeantson Chief Product Engineer

Body Design Engineer

Inconsistent



There are no drawings for these items, only 
their cross-sections. An outside firm 
manufactured a sample from which 
production items were then made. 
The reinforcement strips were initially spot 
welded onto the body side flange  and then 
later riveted. The plastic part of the extension 
is then riveted (along with the body side 
moulding) to the reinforcement strip. It is not 
the strip that hold the extension in place, it is 
the rivets.  

BMC certainly didn’t have a wind 
tunnel. Where were these tests 
done? 

What about the reinforcement panels? 



Wing Extension Kit. There are actually two 
types of kit. The “OE” type and the “P&A” 
type. 

The date is recorded in the HYL register.



Originally, there was no damper spring fitted to SU carburettors at all, the weight of the piston being 
made sufficient heavy to provide proper air flow characteristics and different throttle openings. It 
was only when the pistons were made thin-walled and in aluminium (previously zinc or brass) that a 
spring was introduced. The purpose of the spring is to allow “fine tuning” of the overall weight of the 
damper piston assembly. As shown in the Table reproduced by Mr Sneddon, the different grades of 
spring are such that, for example, a light blue spring with 2 1/2 oz load gives a deflection of 2.625” 
while a red spring at 4 ½ oz load gives a deflection of 2.635” (data actually incorrect) and so on. It 
would appear that SU calibrate these spring deflections down to the nearest 5 thou. 

Data is 
wrong.

Not used on BMC 
vehicles

No. The correct spring gives the required A/F ratio for climatic 
conditions. Weak spring leans the mixture for high altitude 
operation. 

over time

Why would this be the “first” 
step in a refurbishment?. Why 
not something else like 
throttle spindle?  

No. Actually 
used on Mini

Light blue

It is not a 
damper piston. 



The problem with Mr Sneddon’s apparatus is 
that he has this tube, marked at 2.625”, and 
then puts the spring over the tube and then 
places a 2 ½ oz weight on the spring to check 
whether the spring compress to the mark. 
Alas, the lengths given in the table by SU as 
those which arise when the spring is loaded 
with 2 ½ oz BUT NOT INCLUDING THE WEIGHT 
OF THE SPRING. Does the weight of the spring 
matter? It does.  As an example, when the 
weight of the spring is included, there is an 
extra 60 thou difference in deflection, which, 
given these things are produced to the nearest 
5 thou deflection, is substantial. For 
mathematical reasons, it is not sufficient to 
just weigh the spring and take that off from 
the nut since the deflection of the spring isn’t 
a constant from top to bottom, the bottom 
coils carrying more of the weight of the spring 
than the top. 

Can’t see the 
mark because 
the weight is in 
the way. 

Author probably means Fig. 3. There is 
no Fig. 4

The apparatus has to be 
placed on a level surface.



This part is in fact called a “Silencing Pin” and in early SU 
carburetters was spring-loaded brass cylinder. Then, just 
a pressed brass plug, and later, a nylon tube. The name 
obviously implies that the function of this part is to 
prevent an annoying clicking if the piston lower surface 
slapped against the bridge, both of which are flat 
surfaces. Plus, the presence of the pin prevents an 
undue amount of surface tension adhesion at what 
would be a flat joint between two surfaces with a liquid 
film on each designed to freely move apart from one 
another. The purpose is not to allow a gap for idling. At 
idle, the piston is raised the required amount in the 
normal manner by the flow of air through the 
carburetter and resulting suction on the piston. 

The present reviewer agrees that the present paper is 
not of a professional standard and written by a home 
mechanic. 

Presumably this is SU owned by Burlen.

It has already been 
established that the 
information from Burlen/SU 
is incorrect. All this verbiage 
indicates that Burlen have 
failed to “derive” the data 
correctly from the original 
SU specifications as laid 
down in the original SU 
engineering drawings. Even 
without the benefit of a 
drawing, it is plain to see 
that the data is incorrect just 
by inspection. Evidently, Mr 
Sneddon does not have the 
engineering expertise to 
identify this error on his 
own. 

FB 18/9/2025 Ausmini

In the post shown below, Mr 
Sneddon fails to provide a 
copy of what question he 
asked for SU/Burlen, nor 
does he furnish their 
complete response. Instead, 
we are expected to accept an 
extract, the context of which 
is not therefore available to 
use to evaluate properly the 
response he received. 



unusual

bronze

The transmission didn’t fail. 

No major change-out program was undertaken in Australia. Kits were fitted 
according to warranty claims and then only when absolutely necessary. Both the 
existing gear set and the later baulk ring gears up to 1965 were A type gears, the A 
being used to distinguish the design of the gear teeth from the later B type gears. 
This designation had nothing to do with the synchromesh.  

revised

This paper was written by Mr Sneddon in Nov 2024, 
some three years after being alerted to the error in his 
book on Page 245 where he asserts that the Morris 
850 was fitted with “brass baulk rings”. It would 
appear that Mr Sneddon has failed to see the 
significance of his error. Instead, he has now 
purchased an early transmission, examined it, and 
concludes that the synchromesh cones so fitted are 
indeed “brass baulk rings” based on their appearance. 
He must believe that the criticism levelled against him 
refers to the baulk rings as fitted to later 
transmissions. Unfortunately, even when alerted to 
the problem, Mt Sneddon simply fails to understand 
that the synchromesh rings (or cones) fitted to an early 
transmission are bronze and in addition, do not have a 
baulking action. The later model baulk rings are not 
bronze, but steel.  



The author gives the impression that this is some kind 
of rare event and that he was fortunate to have located 
such a transmission. In fact there are many such 
transmissions around and it is in no sense a “failure” 
that the conversion kit was not fitted. 

Apart from the fact that the engineering drawing for 
the synchronizing cone specifies an Aluminium bronze 
material, the author in this single sentence 
demonstrates his ignorance of both engineering 
materials and the principles of synchromesh 
engagement. No gearbox uses brass as a load bearing 
medium, brass does not have the requisite strength or 
hardness. The synchromesh cones in this transmission 
do not employ a baulk type action, they simply 
attempt to synchronise the speed of the meshing gears 
before engagement of the dog clutch. The baulking 
action of a baulk ring synchromesh has the additional 
step of preventing, or “baulking” dog clutch 
engagement until the speeds are actually 
synchronised. This is why the cone  type synchromesh 
often leads to a crunch as the action is unable to 
match the gear speeds and the drive forces the 
engagement. In a baulk ring arrangement, engagement 
is actually blocked until speeds are synchronised. 

What “information gathered”? Not 
even willing to tell readers 
justification for the conclusion but 
expects the reader to just accept 
the premise on his say-so. 

This is the 1st motion shaft and 
gear, and the 3rd motion shaft and 
gears. It is not the “cluster shaft”. 
The cluster shaft supports the 
cluster gear, i.e. the laygear. 



an online

was until

450359 is listed as the change point in HYL2980 but this is 
inconsistent with Service Bulletins where deva bush 
introduced Engine No. 8AM/U/H 452354 plus 451801 to 
451864, 451900 to 42500, 406411, 413283, 448353 and 
451057.

diameter

Why?  

Author is including detail irrelevant to the discussion. This article is 
supposed to be about the clutch, not final production numbers or 
the Deva bush. 

Diaphragm spring clutch actually introduced Aug/Sept 1964 
on Cooper amd most likely also 850. Listed as an “new and 
improved clutch” in advertising literature for 1964 Morris 
850. See also Service Liaison Summaries 55, 82.

Prior to 1964, the engines were not CKD. They were 
CBU. 8Y engines are CKD. 

Flywheel should be 
mentioned.

If, as claimed, the diaphragm 
spring clutch was introduced in 
January 1966, then this would 
mean it was fitted to YDO4, not 
ADO15. 

Ausmini
register 
puts 
engine 
number 
this at July 
1966

Significance of 
the brackets?

Now no 
brackets?



That’s in UK. The last 8AM engine fitted 
in Australia was (according to Mr 
Sneddon) 666091 and then 8Y 
introduced in Jan 1964. The above 
information is of no relevance to 
Australia. 



24/8/2023 FB ausmini group

Where was this proclamation published? 

It’s not a “proposal”, but a factory service suggestion 
as per Technical Bulletin. 

Agreed, but that’s why some of these brackets are 
supplied with extended cylinder head studs to 
compensate. 

The engines, which have been hot run tested, were installed at the factory 
from the bottom (body drop station) and so no bracket is needed. In a service
situation, the recommended bracket for lifting the engine out is the one like 
in Fig. 1 above. In a service situation, not many practitioners would go to the 
trouble and expense of bench testing the engine. 



The photo was not “downloaded from the internet” by 
the author concerned, but sent to him by a concerned 
member of the public. 

Defamatory

If the brackets in the photo are for tie down as he now claims, then :
1. How was the engine in the photo placed into the subframe? 
2. How was the subframe and engine put into the trailer? 
3. What tie down would go on the bracket near the fan? If to the back, it would have to 

go past the fan/radiator shroud or chafe against the head. If to the front, (or the back 
for that matter), then the bracket will simply turn around the bolt. 

The top photo was cropped 
and zoomed in to show the 
items of interest. The full 
photo does not show any tie 
down ropes or chains. 

Although this might be the conclusion of Mr Sneddon (who has not established his 
professional qualifications for making such a judgement), he fails to say just how then is 
the power unit to be lifted. Perhaps then, despite his claim of the pictured brackets being 
for tie-down, they are indeed his recommendation for lift. As well, his recommendation of 
not using head studs is contrary to factory service tools and service documentation. 



26/11/2023 FB Moke Australia Group

This statement entirely missing from the first “edition” of this article 
until the present reviewer made reference to the BMC Experience on 
an online forum from which Mr Sneddon has now copied. 

Stated as 4500 C in the 
first edition of this 
article. 

Who would want to copy this article? No evidence or 
reference given. 



26/11/2023 FB Moke Australia Group

Since the Zincmatte product confers corrosion protection of the underlying 
steel utilising galvanic action, it is entirely appropriate to call the bodies “gal” 
as is normally done. The conclusion drawn is entirely erroneous and indicates 
Mr Sneddon may not know how galvanic action works.  

No reference or support for this statement. 



https://www.ausmini.com/forums/viewtopic.php?f=2&t=101110

24/8/2023 FB
Originally researched 

and posted by SMK269 
(Gavin) on ausmini forum 

18/8/2021. 



In his introductory remarks reproduced above, Mr Sneddon gives the impression that 
the new data to be presented here is a result of his analysis of additional information 
gathered since 2016 (“since that time” he says) so as to make a more accurate 
estimation of production numbers for the Mini and Moke range of vehicles.

However, the data presented here is actually just an update to the supposed “revised” 
production numbers presented by him only last year in June 2022 and reviewed by the 
present reviewer (see elsewhere in this PDF file). 

Since 2022, Mr Sneddon has had the benefit of the content of new publications (e.g. 
The BMC Engineering Companion) and reviews of his previous work undertaken by 
others. 

The present paper merely shows an update to his recent previously published 
inaccuracies which remain unacknowledged. 



The credibility of the data cannot be relied upon 
since  Wheels staff did not have direct access to 
factory production records. In any case, some of 
the data shown in this guide is questionable. E.g. 
The list ignores YDO4 Morris Mini Minor for local 
market; the Morris Mini-Matic MKII did not begin 
September 1968; the production number for 
“Mini Van  sliding windows” is shown as 3984 
while the production number for Mini Van wind-
up windows” is shown as 3948 – an incredible 
coincidence of numerals that requires validation. 

these

How 
so? 

A document located recently

The author probably means to say “to complement” rather than “to 
ratify”. The author has already claimed that the above information is 
accurate and credible and the author here now says that the purpose of 
these databases is to “complete the overall picture” by “filling in the 
missing information” although it is not said what information is actually 
missing nor how his database is going to fill the shortfall. 



information

Oh? An example please

While the example quoted here by the author is correct, he has missed the point of 
the inaccurate interpretations so referred to in the reference. For example, a well 
known “historian” assumed that the change of code from 2 to 1 “was associated” 
with the change in engine capacity from 1098 to 998, giving the impression that the 
code in this position signified engine capacity. A totally erroneous conclusion. Another 
example is the totally unsupported assumption made by Mr Sneddon in relation to 
Moke serial numbers and their supposed assignment to Mini Van made only last year 
in 2022. 

What’s the difference? 



Unsubstantiated waffle. If an example of the so-
called incorrect information cannot be provided, 
then the claim is meaningless. 

By the author’s own admission, the company produced some 241,000 vehicles in the Mini 
and Moke range, yet the “personal database” contains only a supposed 13,000 entries. Quite 
an extensive “extrapolation” that would require significant validation before the conclusions 
presented here could be considered trustworthy. In most cases, the author puts the upper 
limit of production on the highest body serial number so observed by him, the presumption 
being that this number (observed) is the highest one produced. Not only that, but 
subsequent correspondence reveals that he has estimated the final tally for a model based 
upon the value of the serial number listed at a change point in a parts list, thus totally 
ignoring those vehicles produced after the change point. 

It is noted that the term “personal” database implies this database consists entirely of Mr 
Sneddon’s own work whereas in fact it contains data from many contributors. 



It must surely be 
obvious that the data 
in the Mini ID 
document was taken 
from HTGMFYC. 
Repeating already-
published data does 
not give it any more 
credibility than it had 
the first time. 

principle
It is not “build numbering” that 
commenced at 501, but Car Serial 
number. Vehicles were often resequenced
and not “built” in numerical order.

This number 
is not 
YMA2S3. P10 
actually 
refers to the 
Morris 850 
built for fleet 
orders or 
export. 
YMA2S3 is 
YDO4 Morris 
Mini  Minor, 
not Morris 
850. Repeating data does not give it any more 

credibility than it first had. 

While this might be the highest Car Serial No. 
so far observed, it no way means that it is the 
highest that was produced. 

But HTGMFYC says this model ceased August 1969, so 
what about production from Feb 69 to Aug 69? 



Finally got it right. 

All these estimates 
based upon largest 
Body Serial number 
observed. There is no 
evidence that would 
suggest that these 
numbers correspond 
to the highest 
number in actual 
production. 



Saloon

AKPPB19Y is 
a facelift 
Moke whose 
numbering 
reset to 
100001 upon 
introduction 
late 1979. 
There is no 
contradiction.





What is the “BMC Leyland Mini –
Identification Guide”? Is this the “Mini 
Identification Guide” referred to on Page 2 
and attributed to the Mini Car Club of NSW? 
In any case, these data shown are actually 
from information provided by Gary 
Norwood, fax from Rover Australia dated 
5/7/1993

What is “Clubman GT Register”? In any 
case, an observation in a register is not 
confirmation of the highest body serial 
number produced and so does not actually 
“confirm” anything at all. 

An observation in a register is not 
confirmation of the highest body serial 
number produced. 



An observation in a register is not 
confirmation of the highest body serial 
number produced. 

Incorrect for Leyland Mini Van post 
introduction of 998cc CBU engine

There is no detail on this number in Item 11.



An 
observation in 
a register is 
not 
confirmation 
of the highest 
body serial 
number 
produced. 

It is not clear if this number 
includes what is called 
“Californian Moke” in Fig. 
17. It is possible the data 
was just not provided for 
this model in this figure. 

This is only for the period 
Nov 78 to Oct 79 since Mini 
production ceased Oct 79 
(see Fig. 10) and so from 
April to Oct 78, numbers 
include both Mini and 
Moke. 



Provide full reference. 

sparse

Non-genuine stamping of 
field names

Author seems unaware of 
correspondence between 
Leyland Australia and an 
owner dated April 1977 
concerning production 
totals for this model.



The vehicles were not “lost”, but only 
damaged. 

2022 figures 2023 figures



2022 figures 2023 figures



While an improvement on previous attempts, the current article relies only on 
observations which cannot be guaranteed to capture the highest Body Serial Number 
and so the totals shown are very far from being “high confidence”. At best, the paper 
produces an indication of numbers with about a 20% error margin on the low side. The 
author’s reliance on service data can probably be best assessed by quoting Leyland 
Australia’s disclaimer on many of the sales brochures produced:



? “Please” them as to 
what? The year of 
manufacture? The 
Make? The Model? 

A common 
occurrence over 
the past 40 years

Is the author saying he has access 
to data held by registration 
authorities? 

Author probably means 
“transcription”. The 
word transposition 
means to copy in an 
opposite manner.

The earlier plates are Identification 
Plates, or Makers Name Plates, not 
Build Plates. A Build Plate is an 
entirely different thing.

2S actually means saloon 2 doors

Build Plates not introduced 
until 1982 In the Jaguar 
range. 

Passenger 
vehicles From?

Implies that commercial vehicles could 
have either type of plate during the 
whole period from 1964 to 1982? 



Incorrectly assumes that the Registration 
Authority will accept the data in the 
tables below as 100% accurate.

Identification Plate

If the engine number has changed from that 
listed on the Identification Plate, then how is 
the actual number to be “validated”? Valid 
against what? Not being stolen? The correct 
capacity? 

Austin 1800 was not a Morris, and Mokes were JB 
for BMC commercial. 

Marque Marque Model

December to November 

1973

Numerous omissions

?



Not a factory designation

Possible errors here. 
E.g. code 883?

Morris Mini Clubman GT

For Morris Cooper, the situation is much more complicated than shown above. 
9F/Sa/L 997cc 8.3:1
9F/Sa/H 997cc 9.0:1
9Fa/Sa/L 998cc 8.3:1
9Fa/Sa/H 998cc 9.0:1
9Y/Sa/L 998cc 7.8:1
9Y/Sa/H 998cc 9.0:1
With overlap in some ranges of serial number with 1071 and 1275 Cooper S

9Y/Sa/H

9Y/Sa/H
SLS

Both H and L versions show in documents

2S3 for SS 2S4 for LS

1978

Oct

Mar



Moke code

All incorrect.

1973

1973

marque

How will this “please” an inspector? 
March 
1973



YJBAB8R 
shown in 
REMLR
database

No prefix 
shown in 
REMLR
database

The incorporated 
address was at 
Waterloo

Vehicle identification code was 
never called Body Code Index 
by the company.

There is no such thing as a “build 
number”, this implies a build “total”. The 
number in the identification code is the 
body serial number of car number. 

No prefix 
shown in 
REMLR
database

By 
whom? 

Same 
car?



It wasn’t a “revised” identification code, 
but a completely new code.

How so?



Maybe not precisely sequential from serial 
number perspective, but only not “logical” 
from the author’s perspective.

These are not profound conclusions, and indeed, the present reviewer 
bought this matter to the attention of the author in the review of his 
book where it was claimed without any evidence at all that the serial 
numbers from 501 to 7999 were allocated to Mini Van instead of Moke. I 
note that despite these new conclusions above, the author makes no 
“correction” to his earlier claims which were entirely erroneous. 

The important point that the author appears to not have appreciated is 
that unlike saloon models, the body serial number or car number for 
Moke was not reset upon introduction of the Leyland Australia 10 digit 
code, but carried on from the previous coding system. 



XNFAB18Y?

4742 “Export” 
vehicles 
produced? 
Wrong by a 
factor in excess 
of x2. 

Norwood

Ausmini Register

Includes LHD here, what about 
previous production?
Includes Tray-top? 

Doesn’t agree with HTGMFYC

?
Doesn’t agree with HTGMFYC

Not found in 
PUB1029

Source?

Caution

Caution

Can’t find these 
numbers in 
PUB7 or PUB23

No attribution to other contributors over many years

Over-estimate due to 
change in numbering 
introduced at 
1/3/1974

Check change in numbering 
introduced at 1/3/1974

Wrongly assumes 
numbering 
started at 8001

May include 
Mini saloon



Watson, in the BMC Experience about 2014, 
put the estimated total at no more than 1000. 
This seems very much different to the 4742 
claimed initially by Sneddon in 2017. A red 
flag that should have received some attention. 

This model was (according to Watson) only ever called “Moke Special Export” in a 
workshop manual. The term “Export Moke” is also used in a Service Parts List. Both 
these documents were published by the Service Department. There is no mention 
of the word “Export” or “Special Export”  in any Product Engineering document that 
I can find in relation to the name of this model including the technical drawings. 

A bit presumptuous to claim this paper has all
the available data for this model. 

Appears to be identical to the scans done in 2009 by someone else yet no 
apparent acknowledgement.  

The Netherlands

Above it is stated that the data obtained in “this section” has been obtained 
from the BMC Standards and the JPS database. Now we have information 
quoted from the “Drawing Office Documentation”. Which drawing office 
documentation might that be?

Not attached. 

No acknowledgement for 
Ausmini contributors, incld
others such as MP, JH and BM.



Just because production data doesn’t appear in the BMC Standards does not 
necessarily mean this information is “not known”. 

This Technical Bulletin is not given in Appendix 4. 
Appendix 4 is a purported excerpt from the JPS database.

YDO30

030
June 1973

The way the author has said this implies that all the totals so shown 
have equal validity, yet it is surely obvious that the author’s previous 
estimate of 4742 is an outlier and deserves close scrutiny. Note the level 
of precision – down to the last 2 vehicles!

The eye-witness account from the BMC Australia employee who 
attended the court case to deal with the problem from Australia’s 
point of view surely be rated as pretty good evidence of what actually 
occurred. 

1973

The “effective 
production 
period” shown 
in the Standard 
is obviously a 
mistake as far 
as YDO30 goes. 
The vehicle had 
already 
finished 
production in 
June 1973. The 
Standard does 
have mistakes 
in it. E.g. use of 
the code M10 
for 1275 
engine on page 
A-25-3-1



these

1971 1972

Author assumption Factory documents 
show 12YG engine.

Author assumption

Based on author assumptions and not documented evidence

1971

1971 1971

1972

1971

Jan 1972 saw the introduction of several new ADR 
and so 12R would not have complied if sold through 
1972 year. 

No other case can be identified

These shown as 
separate vehicles 
in the database 
but not counted 
separately to 
arrive at 823 
total vehicles. 

Engine numbers are not given on Compliance Plates.
All 12R vehicle data from about serial number 800 are not taken 
from actual Compliance Plates, so no real apparent justification 
for 1971 build date unless there is some other proof available.  



No. In October 1979, it was a requirement
for the new numbering system to be used. 
It was actually introduced in production 
March/April 1978. 

At least it can be concluded the 
document is dated 1978 based upon how 
Service Bulletins are numbered. 

No. only the total for 018X0B1M09 is 
given. Moke Californian is included in 
this total, so it is not “each” model as 
such if one considered Californian to be 
a separate model. 

No. commencing number for AKPPB18Y. Numbering for 
individual “models” was combined. 

YJBAB2R ?  Indonesian Moke

LHD models? 

No evidence on REMLR that the prefix 
was YJBAB8R. Probably 018COBM10



Wheels magazine shows 
1592 produced for Morris 
Mini Moke Feb 66 – Mar 
69. 

It’s difficult to follow 
what the author is 
meaning, but Moke 
production had 
ceased in 1981 
because Peugeot had 
then begun displacing 
Moke from the assy
line. 

C13/78 has this as 
100032

Guesswork

Moke numbering did not start at 8001 with change to 10 digit 
code but carried on from the old BMC code system instead of 

resetting as did the saloon models with some intermix at 
changeover and with Army production. Cars 8532 to 9646 are 

018COB1M10 not YJBAB.

AKFPB19Y

Pollard

Compliance plate date not stated 
here. Pollard gives this as 12/1981

Bit of a coincidence in 
serial numbers. Could do 
with a check. 

018COB1M10 is not a “replacement model”, but simply represents a change in 
vehicle identification coding which was introduced in Jan 1973. The model was 
still 2/YDO18 with 1098cc engine and 13” road wheels. 

Already have 
discussed 
YJBAB8R so this 
is probably 
“second”. 

It might have been the last to use the 
old BMC coding system. It is not the 
last “model”. 

Pollard “Moemoke”

In fact, factory documentation does exist for YJBAB1R 
and shows starting at 501 and finishing at 4041. 

Ausmini register, date not confirmed



Already explained by 
Pollard in a more 
convincing manner



Incorrect. Hydrolastic 
suspension phased out as a 
running change during 1973.

More details, or justification for this 
statement? 

from

Reference?



21A2008?
21A1874? 
21A2014? (AYG7061)

Incorrect. Drawing AYA4090 lists identification 
as single white band, or alternatively, no band. 

Inconsistent with opening page 
where it states 1975

Incorrect. PUB1012 actually 
states that 21A1477 was used TO
16756 and the FORMER part 
number was 21A1703. 21A1703 
uses the same spring unit 
21A1477 but has a different hose 
assembly.

Incorrect. AYA4090 has single 
white band or no band. 21A1804 
single orange band. 

Missing data or the same as 
previous line? 

Author assumption, not actually 
stated in the reference given. 

Incorrect. Single silver or single 
brown or single orange with 
brown dot. Ref says 3717 on. 

Missing data or the same as 
previous line? Reference does 
not give data for MKII 

Reference does not give Body 
No range. 

Incorrect. Rubber grade for 
front suspension is HR, rubber 
grade for rear suspension is 
EHR. 

All missing from table

Not end of production. 21A2008 
introduced at some point. 

Thanks for purchasing my new book!

Courtesy Doug Jenkins (ausmini 5/1/2017)



This statement entirely missing from the first “edition” of this article 
until the present reviewer made reference to the BMC Experience on 
an online forum. 

Stated as 4500 C in the 
first edition of this 
article. 

This information is obviously quoted from somewhere (quote marks 
shown) but no reference or ackknowledgement given. 



Since the Zincmatte product confers corrosion protection of the underlying 
steel utilising Galvanic action, it is entirely appropriate to call the bodies “gal” 
as is normally done. The conclusion drawn is entirely erroneous.  

No reference or support for this statement. 



Incorrect. Peter Davis only reviewed historical 
and nomenclature information in Mr Sneddon’s 
book and did not address any information in the 
“Detailed production changes”. The present 
reviewer has Peter’s handwritten document 
referred to above and the total number of issues 
requiring attention is approximately 80. 

No such entity registered as a business name, yet 
is now listed as the publisher of Mr Sneddon’s 
book. 



Incorrect. The review was initially 
sent to a select few experts for 
their appraisal. At no time did 
anyone “refuse” to assist with any 
publication of the review.  The 
experts provided comments 
which have now been reproduced 
in the additional information 
provided in the review. 

Incorrect. Only relevant paragraphs were 
reproduced for the purposes of review (allowed 
under the Copyright Act), not “various pages”. 

Mr Sneddon’s opinion only. The 
review comments speak for 
themselves. 

Arbitrary categories by Mr 
Sneddon.

Hearsay with no evidence to 
support this ridiculous statement



Faulty logic. This assumes that each red circle identifies one error. In fact many red 
circles identify more than one error, some over 10 in the one circle.  

Author opinion unsupported by any facts

The review took approximately one year. The 
large number of errors took time to identify, 
research and make comment upon. Since the 
reviewer was unpaid for this task, several 
editions of the review were released as time 
progressed for the benefit of readers. Material 
was progressively added to the review, not 
changed or edited. 

The present reviewer can find no web site, forum, or any other resource that provides 
customer support Mr Sneddon’s book. The present edition on sale appears to be the same 
one reviewed by the present reviewer even though the author claims “new stock” of the 
book is now available (19/1/2023). 

No such entity



The implication here is that the “error” so noted was 
due to the printer making an error, not that Mr 
Sneddon might have made an error. Evidently, the 600 
or so errors made by Mr Sneddon had gone un-
noticed by him. The so-called printing error must 
certainly have been significant if it triggered a 2nd

edition rather than a 2nd printing. 

Where was this 
proclamation published? 

Following a series of abusive 
emails sent to the reviewer 
in 2021.

Examples? Just one 
example will do. 

Total rubbish

Since there are some 600 errors in Mr Sneddon’s book, it 
took some time (unpaid) to process them. The reviewer 
released several versions of the review so that the public 
would be kept informed promptly. 

Possible. 

The reviewer can always borrow one if 
needed from someone unfortunate 
enough to have purchased the book. 

My lawyer, Mr Hedges, is always ready 
to accept Mr Sneddon’s 
communications. 

Sloppy research.



26/11/2023 FB Moke Australia Group

Who ? Evidence of copying? 
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