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HEN A MANUFACTURER offers more than one type of car (as
most of them do), we always welcome the chance to test
them as a group. Unfortunately, this is very seldom possible.
To get really conclusive results, the test car should be lived
with for at least two wecks, and no less (preferably more) than
1000 miles should be recorded on it. Work loads and schedul-
ing (theirs and ours) or unavailability of certain test cars usually
restrict us to one car from any one manufacturer at a time. This
month everything fell into place, and we were able to grab off
all three of the cars that Mercury is offering for 1962.
The MOTOR TREND test group consisted of the 114-inch-
wheelbase luxury compact, Comet S-22; the 116.5-inch-wheel-
base “in-between”-sized Meteor; and the 120-inch-wheelbase

share the same basic purpose, that of a medium-priced (in
their respective size groups), family-type transportation vehicle
that offers the buyer a bit more luxury and quality than can
be had in the low-price field.

The Comet test car came equipped with the optional 170-
cubic-inch, 101-hp, ohv in-line Six engine, two-speed auto-
-matic transmission with 4-to-1 rear axle and air conditioning,
but no power accessories. Standard engine for the Comet is
a 144-cubic-inch Six, but even with the big engine, perform-
ance is so lacking that we would hesitate to recommend this
setup to anyone. The Comet’s 0-30, 0-45 and 0-60 mph times
were 6.5, 11.9 and 22.2 seconds. It took 24.1 seconds to get
to 61 mph at the end of the quarter-mile. On the top end it
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a complete check-out
of the full Mercury lineup,
from compact to conventional

top-of-the-line Monterey Custom. The Comet and Meteor were
both two-door sedans, while the Monterey was a convertible.

The Comet and Monterey have undergone the face-lifting
route to update them from the '61 models, but the Meteor is
an all-new addition to the line this year. It shares the same
basic shell as the Ford Fairlane but has an inch-longer wheel-
base, is 6.8 inches longer overall, and has 14-inch wheels in
place of the Fairlane's 13. The same engines, drive components
and suspension are used in both cars.

All three of the Mercs bear a strong family resemblance
when viewed from the front, and all three feature styling that
is clean and smooth-lined (see MT, November and December,
1961, for the complete Mercury styling story). All three also

was breathing hard at 75 mph, but if the long Riverside Race-
way's back stretch had been longer, the car would probably
reach 80 or more. Taking into consideration the fact that the
170-cubic-inch engine was originally designed for the smaller,
much lighter Ford Falcon, we don't see how one could expect

any better performance than this.

Our Meteor had the optional 221-cubic-inch, 145-hp, ohv

V-8, two-speed automatic transmission with 3.5-to-1 perform-

ance rear axle and power brakes and steering. Our acceleration
figures show that the Meteor’s performance is about average
for its class. We made the 0-30, 0-45 and 0-60 mph runs in
5.0, 8.7 and 15.2 seconds. The quarter-mile was run at 70
mph and 21.5 seconds, and at the end of the Riverside straight
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the Meteor was flat out ar 95 mph. Standard engine for this
car is the same 170-incher used in the Falcon and Comet —
‘nuff said.

All the power goodics, including sear and windows, were
on the Monterey. This definitely dictated the choice of the
390-cubic-inch, 300-hp (four-barrel carburetor) ohy Marauder
V-8 that was installed. Power was transmitted through a dual-
range, three-speed Merc-O-Maric and 3-to-1 rear axle. Perform-
ance on this one would fall- somewhere near the upper end
of average for the class. Our 0-30, 0-45 and 0-60 mph averages
were a respectable 4.1, 6.7 and 10.5 seconds. The end of the
quarter-mile was reached in 18.9 seconds, with a terminal speed
of 81 mph. At the end of the Riverside straight our Weston
electric speedometer was recording an actual 110 mph, while
the tach was reading 4300 rpm. The big Merc didn’t seem o
be laboring at this point and no doubt had a few more mph left.

In summing up the performance figures, we can only draw
the rather obvious conclusion that both of the smaller Mercs
are hampered by an overweight, underpowered condition that
isn't helped a bit by the power-wasting two-speed automatic
transmission. Several other manufacturers are also using this
device, but we hope that more aren’t considering it. The instal-
lation of the three-speed manual in both cars would improve
performance greatly.

Two-ton-plus Monterey is surprisingly sure-footed on
all types of surface. Lean iz almost non-eristent.

The Holley four-barrel installed on the big Marauder
V-8 uses air velocity to actuate the secondary throtties.
Mizture heat is supplied by water instead of exhaust.
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