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RULE SUBMISSION TEMPLATE 

Rule Proposal Title 

Rulebook Reference 

What is the intent of this Rule Proposal? 

Proposed Amendment 

Classes Effected 
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How does, or can, this rule proposal protect participants and spectators? 

How is this rule proposal a positive step for ANDRA Drag Racing? 

What is the positive impact of the rule proposal on other Classes and Brackets? 
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How does the rule proposal ensure increased opportunity for even competition? 

Describe how the rule proposal is practical and enforceable.

Describe how the cost of complying with the rule proposal is reasonable for competitors. 

RULE PROPOSAL PAYMENT 

Author Name Phone Number 

RULE PROPOSAL FEE $100.00 (Inc GST)

PAYMENT OPTIONS 

CREDIT CARD DETAILS ** please note all credit card transactions over $135 will incur an additional $2 (inc GST) surcharge** 

Mastercard Visa Card No. 

Expiry Date CVV 

ELECTRONIC TRANSFER: 

BSB NO: 015 257 ACC NO: 2767 36975 

ACC NAME:  AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL DRAG RACING ASSOCIATION LTD please use surname or ANDRA licence/ member number as description. 

Post to: ANDRA at c/o Little City Coworking, 62 Queen Street, Glenunga, SA 5064.
Email to: technical@andra.com.au 
ACN 149 309 151 No  Tax Invoice required? - Yes

Direct Inquiries to technical@andra.com.au 

SIGNATURE OF CARDHOLDER 

EFT DATE
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	Rule Proposal Title: Communication devices for Top Sportsman
	Author Name and Membership Number: 
	Postal Address: 
	Email Address: 
	Phone Number: 
	Rulebook Reference: Communication devices are not permitted in Group 3
	What is the intent of this Rule Proposal?: Amend rules to allow Top Sportsman to have communication devices

As we know, both Top Sportsman pay for a Group 2 licence in which communication devices are allowed. There is often limited vision in these full chassis cars so when/if the opponent crosses into the other lane it is critical for the driver to know so a correction can be made thus avoiding a collision. I have actually been in this situation more than once and had no idea what was happening in the other lane. I was just lucky my car wasn’t hit. I don’t want my expensive race car to be damaged or even worse, the driver/s to get injured. Both the racers and ANDRA have a duty of care to not just implement current safety regs, but to further improve and introduce additional safety measures. Communications would be another tool to enhance the safety of these high speed (and very expensive) vehicles. 

Having communications is not an advantage in terms of racing because if the opponent red lights the other car would win anyway, regardless of a perception from a minority that having communications means the driver could be told to “back off” for fear of breaking out. Furthermore, there is no way the crew on the start line can judge close races to advise the racer to "back off" early. Anyone who thinks they can must have super human vision or has limited experience as a crew member or driver. 

Race cars in Group 3 are already allowed to have mirrors which they can use to make a judgement call in regards to backing off so why aren’t communications permitted when it means crew members can advise the driver of a dangerous situation? Again safety is, and should be, the focus. If my car drops fluid my crew would be able to tell me straight away further adding to my ability to make a correction and pull over asap or shut the race car down immediately. We know quick shut offs and pulling up over to the side reduces clean up times significantly and significantly reduces risk . How would saving track clean up times and improving safety be detrimental? 

Reaction times are not shown during racing so again having communications is not an advantage. Our race cars are very loud and with limited vision due to our roll cages/ helmets and Hans devices so we can’t always hear or see any issues or incidents that have occurred behind us on the race track. 

Having communications also helps drivers with limited crew, there are many who struggle to get a full crew to every event so there are times we haven’t been able to enter an ANDRA round due to lack of sufficient crew to run the car. I can’t run the next meeting in Portland on the 6&7 of Dec because of this exact reason however, if I had communications I could have run with a skeleton crew. I would think getting maximum entries at every event would be a key priority for ANDRA and the sanctioned tracks. Also, crew being able to speak to the driver without standing in front of the race car would again improves safety.

The argument previously presented to me against this proposal, that it would be “an advantage” (there was no further elaboration other than those two words I got from ANDRA), is simply not true for the reasons already mentioned above. Again, I reiterate, if you can have a mirror we should also be allowed to use communications. The argument from the minority of racers against this that it would be too expensive is also void. We have invested tens, if not, hundreds of thousands of dollars in our race cars and tow car/trailer set ups so, comparatively, communications would be a minor expense and also a VOLUNTARY ONE. This is no different to racers choosing not to use a trans brake or delay box in a class where they are permitted, except those two items are definitely an advantage, unlike communications, during a race and they also cost more! 

With the increased insurance costs and risks of litigation I would expect ANDRA to welcome communications which would reduce the potential risks associated with a collision, fluid on the track or injury. Note communications are already allowed in NHRA for ALL CLASSES, except junior dragsters, and have been for many years. ANDRA is a partnership organisation with NHRA, so why isn’t there harmonisation with rules especially when it comes to safety. 

I have already spoken to many other drivers in Top Sportsman who are prepared to put their signatures to this and the overwhelming majority are in favour of communications being allowed in our class. There are only two racers in my class that I know are against it and one isn’t even racing at the moment (and hasn’t for some time). Why are the minority being represented and not the majority of paying licence holders?

Note communications are definitely an advantage in Group 2 where saving the index is key so why in group 2 but not group 3? Group 3 vehicles such as Top Sportsman are getting much faster as technology improves so the rules need to be updated accordingly to maintain a high level of safety.

	Proposed Amendment: Amend rules to allow Top Sportsman to have communication devices
	Classes Effected: Top Sportsman
	How does or can this rule proposal protect participants and spectators?: There is often limited vision in these full chassis cars so when/if the opponent crosses into the other lane it is critical for the driver to know so a correction can be made thus avoiding a collision. I have actually been in this situation more than once and had no idea what was happening in the other lane. I was just lucky my car wasn’t hit. I don’t want my expensive race car to be damaged or even worse, the driver/s to get injured. Both the racers and ANDRA have a duty of care to not just implement current safety regs, but to further improve and introduce additional safety measures. Communications would be another tool to enhance the safety of these high speed (and very expensive) vehicles. 

With the increased insurance costs and risks of litigation having communications would reduce the potential risks associated with a collision, fluid on the track or injury. Again communications are already allowed in NHRA for ALL CLASSES, except junior dragsters, and have been for many years. ANDRA is a partnership organisation with NHRA, so why isn’t there harmonisation with rules especially when it comes to safety. 
	How is this rule proposal a positive step for ANDRA Drag Racing?: 
In summary, allowing communication devices would:


•	Enable racers with limited crew to participate, increasing event entries.
•	Reduce the need for crew to stand in front of vehicles, improving safety.
•	Represent a voluntary, low-cost investment compared to existing race car expenses.


Allowing communication would reduce potential litigation and increased insurance costs so it can only be a positive change.
 

	What is the positive impact of the rule proposal on other Classes and Brackets?: Any change that could reduce clean up times and improve safety will have a flow on affect which also means meetings can run closer to schedule, thus preventing any hold ups or delays in all classes. 
	How does the rule proposal ensure increased opportunity for even competition?: It is no different to having a mirror during competition, the primary role is safety. It does not reduce the opportunity to other competitors.
	Describe how the rule proposal is practical and encforcable: It does not need to be enforced; it does not provide an advantage to any competitor which reduces the need for enforcing by ANDRA and track officials.  

It is practical, inexpensive and easy to implement with a small change to the rule book in line with the NHRA rules.
	Describe how the cost of complying with the rule proposal is reasonable for competitors: There is very little if any costs to the competitors. Communication systems are inexpensive and also voluntary. A decent race mirror, which is already allowed, is a similar price to many of the systems available.  

There is no cost to ANDRA officials at events and it will reduce costs for the tracks associated with clean ups and track preps.  
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