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Technical Analysis & Driving Impression

FORD PINTO




statically—but this is not done to the cars produced in Cali-
fornia assembly plants. Galvanized panels are used for 22
parts especially subject to corrosion (like rocker panels).
and finally the paint itself is applied by an electrostatic
process in which there is a negative electrode in the paint
gun, giving the paint particles a negative charge which draws
them to the body and around the corners of doors and such.

Individual front seats are standard: they are among the
thinnest I have seen, to make most efficient use of space.
There is a bench rear seat. Ford claims 6 in. more front
shoulder room than VW, which may or may not be impor-
tant with the individual front seats. In the rear the claim is
for slightly more head room and 5 in. more leg room, but
the Pinto’s rear seating is actually less satisfactory than the
VW’s because the impressive head and leg room dimensions
were achieved by an overly low and short seat cushion—
one's knees are way up in the air back there. That’s the
penalty extracted by Styling: as the table above shows, the
Pinto is far lower than any of the imported sedans in the
class, and that’s why I call it a coupe.

Instrument panel is typically Ford and it's clean and sim-
ple: two round dials house absolutely minimum instrumenta-
tion. Heater controls are nicely located in the center of the
panel.

Total weight of the soundproofing package is only 12 Ib,
about a third of that used in the Vega. There is saturated
felt along the driveshaft tunnel, on the floor and under the
rear seal; resinated cotton with polyethylene film behind
rear seat and on the roof: a 0.75-in. resinated cotton pad
with plastic coating for the firewall; and several other small
pads and spray-on deadeners.

Air for interior ventilation comes in through a cowl in-
take; dash outlets give face-level ventilation and there are
foot-level vents as well. There is no built-in provision for
flow-through ventilation, pushout rear quarter windows serv-
ing that purpose. Optional air conditioning is fully integrated
into the heater ductwork and utilizes fresh air—quite unusual
for this class car, as the units for most imports are essentially
hang-on.

Engines
TANDARD ENGINE for the Pinto is the familiar 1599-cc
crossflow-head, pushrod four used in the Cortina and
Capri, developing 75 bhp (z 5000 rpm in its latest emission
controlled version. With about the same displacement as the
current VW Beetle, it develops 18 bhp more, which should
more than offset the additional weight; however, it's not

Instrument panel is simple, typically Ford. Shown here are
optional tunnel-mounted cubby and automatic selector.

likely to be as lively as the 1640-lb, 73-bhp Toyota Corolla.
Ford claim over 26 mpg in city-suburban driving with the
3.55:1 axle ratio which was settled upon because it gave
nearly one mpg more than the originally chosen 3.82:1 with
little performance loss. The 1600 engine now has a compres-
sion ratio of 8.0:1 so that it can use 91-octane fuel.

The optional engine is a brand-new one, designed not only
for the Pinto but for European Fords as well. Like the 1600
it has crossflow manifolding; like the Vega it has a belt-
driven single overhead camshaft, making it Ford's first pro-
duction ohc engine. Short-stroke design comes as no surprise
because of the European design; a long stroke is helpful
for emission control but not for wide-open running on Euro-
pean highways.

Valve operation, unlike that of the Vega engine, is by
camshaft over rocker arms with the rockers ball-stud mount-
ed and mechanically adjustable at 6000-mi intervals. With
an 8.6:1 compression ratio this engine supposedly also runs
on 91-octane (unleaded or low-lead) fuel. Output is 95 bhp
(@ 5700 rpm and the redline is 6500 rpm for the unit in its
present state of tune. A 2-throat Weber carburetor with auto-
matic choke is used. Construction is cast-iron throughout—
the Ford thinwall variety—and the engine weighs 326 Ib
with ciutch and bell housing, 4 Ib lighter than the larger-
displacement Chevy aluminum engine. Emission control is
by the usual spark advance and carburetor trickery, includ-
ing a perverse deceleration control valve which supplies extra
fuel and air (!) during deceleration to get better combustion.
An intriguing item concerning testing and development of
the 2-liter: it had to survive 300 hours at maximum torque
and 300 at maximum power, a standard test for Ford Co-
logne engines that is three times as severe as what Ford
Dearborn engines must endure. Again, the influence of the
lack of speed limits at work.

Transmissions & Drive Train

A 4-sPEED manual gearbox, also made by Ford Cologne
and used in the V-6 Ford 20M, is standard with either
engine. The clutch pressure plate also comes from Germany,
though the rest of the clutch is produced in Dearborn. The
gearbox is a recently designed unit featuring a single-rail
shift linkage which puts all the shift works inside the box
and obviates adjustments; ratios are 3.65, 1.97, 1.37 and
1.00:1 and the shift lever is floor-mounted.

The automatic transmission is the 3-speed, torque con-
verter unit from Ford used with engines up through the

small V-8s; its gear ratios are 2.46, 1.46 and 1.00:1 and the #—

Also optional is a fold-down rear seat that increases effective
luggage capacity from 5.6 cu ft to over 38.
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STYLING ANALYSIS

The styling philosophy behind the
Pinto is apparently that of an all-Amer-
ican car scaled down. It's Ford’s best
design since the 1961 Continental—
both handsome and rational. No real
attempt at a European image has been
made, with the sportier, more expen-
sive Capri filling that role for Ford; but
the crisp, light look of the Pinto com-
pares favorably with the best imported
cars. With the exception of its crude
front end, it is an example of good i
contemporary design. s M

These two views of Pinto show its best and worst fealures.

Overall form is excellent, particularly the blending of roof

and lower body, and is especially satisfactory irom the rear

three-quarter aspect. But the Maverick-like treatment of

the headlights, grille and forward edge of hoed is unimaginative

and cheap-looking—unfortunate with such a good basic design.

DRAWINGS BY STEWART REED Wheels and tires look small, but fender width encourages
CRITIQUE BY JONATHAN THOMPSON fat-tired performance option.

Ford’s best-looking car. Side view of Pinto is handsome, with good distribution of
masses. Subtle blending of horizon break with wheel arches is more successful than one
would expect. Roof and rear quarter window are altractive, with a slight

penalty in vision to the rear. Bumpers and side marker lights are more carefully studied
than they are on Vega. Roof rack shown here adds a jaunty, “weekend” quality to the
Pinto. Door handles look a bit dated, as though from an existing parts bin.




