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Fourth Place
Ford Focus ZX5

This car gets nearly universal agree-
ment on one point: The front seats are tor-
ture. Ford has done a thorough job of it,
complete with a dial-a-pain crank down
low at the front, allowing you to tune in
that backache just the way you like it. For
the seat alone, some of us would veto a
Focus purchase. And what’s with the

swing-up center armrest? When up, it
bangs the elbow, and when down, it blocks
the forearm reaching for the numb shifter.
This car is alone in the group in providing
a telescoping column (although all of them
tilt), but the effort to toggle the control is
absurdly high. Officially, the Focus scores
lowest for driver comfort.

Truth to tell, the ZX5 is a poor fit in this
group. If you’re seeking a Focus with big
space inside, look to the station wagon,
which is an impressive packaging job. This
box is a two-door coupe transformed with
the addition of rear doors into a half-risen
loaf just 56.3 inches high, lowest of the six.
It’s a more useful conveyance than the

Ford Focus ZX5
Highs: The imaginatively carved exterior, the
grinning plumpness of the leather-wrapped wheel,
and a telescoping column perfect for Stirling Moss
reenactments.

Lows: Marquis de Sade designer-edition front buckets,
zigzag dartiness of the steering, the clopping 50-series
Firestones that hate this car.

The Verdict: Less here than meets the eye.
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acceleration, seconds
0–30 0–60 0–100 street start, top gear, top gear, top speed, braking,
mph mph mph 1/4-mile 5–60 mph 30–50 mph 50–70 mph mph 70–0 mph, feet

CHRYSLER 2.7 9.2 26.8 16.9 @ 9.8 14.3 14.5 112 174
PT CRUISER 80 mph

FORD 2.9 9.8 27.5 17.2 @ 10.7 12.7 13.8 105 180
FOCUS ZX5 )denrevog(hpm08

MAZDA 2.8 9.2 26.2 17.2 @ 9.7 11.2 12.3 113 173
PROTEGÉ5 82 mph

PONTIAC 2.8 8.5 26.2 16.8 @ 9.1 14.8 17.1 111 181
VIBE )denrevog(hpm38

SUZUKI 2.7 8.5 26.3 16.8 @ 9.1 12.8 14.4 116 174
AERIO SX 82 mph

TOYOTA 2.8 7.5 21.8 16.1 @ 8.3 14.1 15.0 124 164
MATRIX XRS 89 mph

TEST AVERAGE 2.8 8.8 25.8 16.8 @ 9.5 13.3 14.5 114 174
83 mph
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exterior dimensions, inches weight
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as tested engine/transmission weight/power base length width height pounds % F/R

CHRYSLER $16,840/ 2429cc DOHC 16-valve 4-in-line, iron 150 bhp @ 5200 rpm/ 103.0 168.8 67.1 63.0 3189 58.5/41.5
PT CRUISER $18,015 block and aluminum head, port fuel 162 lb-ft @ 4000 rpm;

injection/5-speed manual 21.3 lb/bhp

FORD $16,355/ 1987cc DOHC 16-valve 4-in-line, iron 130 bhp @ 5300 rpm/ 103.0 168.1 66.9 56.3 2746 61.1/38.9
FOCUS ZX5 $18,330 block and aluminum head, port fuel 135 lb-ft @ 4500 rpm;

injection/5-speed manual 21.1 lb/bhp

MAZDA $16,905/ 1991cc DOHC 16-valve 4-in-line, iron 130 bhp @ 6000 rpm/ 102.8 170.5 67.1 57.8 2795 59.3/40.7
PROTEGÉ5 $18,485 block and aluminum head, port fuel 135 lb-ft @ 4000 rpm;

injection/5-speed manual 21.5 lb/bhp

PONTIAC $16,900/ 1794cc DOHC 16-valve 4-in-line, 130 bhp @ 6000 rpm/ 102.4 171.9 69.9 62.2 2778 58.2/41.8
VIBE $20,000 aluminum block and head, port fuel 125 lb-ft @ 4200 rpm;

injection/5-speed manual 21.4 lb/bhp

SUZUKI $14,999/ 1995cc DOHC 16-valve 4-in-line, 141 bhp @ 5700 rpm/ 97.6 166.5 67.7 61.0 2747 59.3/40.7
AERIO SX $15,499 aluminum block and head, port fuel 135 lb-ft @ 3000 rpm;

injection/5-speed manual 19.5 lb/bhp

TOYOTA $19,235/ 1796cc DOHC 16-valve 4-in-line, 180 bhp @ 7600 rpm/ 102.4 171.3 69.9 61.0 2847 58.7/41.3
MATRIX XRS $19,705 aluminum block and head, port fuel 130 lb-ft @ 6800 rpm;

injection/6-speed manual 15.8 lb/bhp

*With rear seats removed.
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ZX3, but it’s no match for the capacity of
the four high-roof cars of this group
(Mazda is the other low-roofer). Rear-seat
comfort, particularly with three across,
gets a low rating. Headroom for the out-
board passengers is about an inch less than
it needs to be. The sponge-cake cushion
lacked support, too.

The low-roof shape is better for freight
than for people. One of our capacity meas-
ures includes loading the cargo area up to
the bottom edge of the windows with beer
cases (frat-boy know-how pays off!). With
the rear seat folded, the Focus accepted 23
cases. That earned only a fifth place in the
rankings, but the Focus is far better than
the Mazda at 18 cases and accepts just one
less than the tall-car Suzuki.

Never mind the 130-hp rating of the
engine, same as in the Vibe and Protegé;
the 2.0-liter four is most modest in its per-
formance. Acceleration is weakest of the
group. It’s ambitious in its noise levels,
though, and it makes lots of little vibratory
tingles in the structure.

The optional 16-inch wheels are
smartly sculpted, easily the most pleasing
of the group, but the accompanying
205/50HR-16 Firestone Firehawk tires
exact a high price. They clomp over the
bumps, and their turn-in quickness is ill-
suited to the hair-trigger power steering,
which begins turning with just a tiny effort
at the wheel. As a result, the steering is
twitchy, zigzaggy, and always making little
lateral thrusting motions over minor irreg-
ularities.

According to Ford, the ZX5 offers
“contemporary, European, edgy design”
with the convenience of five doors. Okay,
but for space, we recommend the Focus
wagon.
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roadholding, emergency- interior sound level, dBA fuel economy, mpg
300-foot lane-change full 70-mph 70-mph EPA EPA C/D 650-

skidpad, g maneuver, mph idle throttle cruising coasting city highway mile trip

0.77 59.0 47 78 72 72 21 29 21

0.78 61.6 43 78 71 71 25 33 25

0.79 63.1 36 77 71 71 25 31 26

0.76 63.8 42 76 71 71 30 36 31

0.76 60.3 44 79 71 71 26 32 26

0.83 63.1 45 83 72 71 25 30 26

0.78 62.4 43 79 71 71 25 32 26

passenger- cargo what fits in back
area volume,

fuel volume, seats # beer cases, length sheet of suspension
,sekarb,doowylp,epipfo/pustaes,dedlof/pu,raer/tnorf,knat

gallons cubic feet cubic feet folded, cu ft inches inches (l x w) front rear F/R tires

15.0 52/49 19/64* 11/29* 114.0 60 x 37 ind, strut located by a rigid axle integral with 2 vented disc/ Goodyear
control arm, coil springs, trailing arms and an anti- disc; Eagle LS,
anti-roll bar roll bar, Watt’s linkage, anti-lock P195/65TR-15

coil springs, anti-roll bar control

13.2 53/45 19/43 9/23 109.0 54 x 40 ind, strut located by a ind, trailing arm located vented disc/ Firestone
control arm, coil springs, by 3 lateral links, coil disc; Firehawk GTA,
anti-roll bar springs, anti-roll bar anti-lock P205/50HR-16

control

14.5 51/41 20/24 9/18 117.0 61 x 37 ind, strut located by a ind, strut located by 1 vented disc/ Dunlop
control arm, coil springs, trailing link and 2 lateral disc; SP Sport 5000M,
anti-roll bar links, coil springs, anti- anti-lock P195/50VR-16

roll bar control

13.2 50/43 25/57 9/28 112.0 64 x 38 ind, strut located by a ind, trailing arms integral vented disc/ Goodyear
control arm, coil springs, with a transverse drum; Eagle RS-A,
anti-roll bar member, coil springs, anti-lock P205/55HR-16

anti-roll bar control

13.2 52/42 21/64 10/24 115.0 57 x 34 ind, strut located by a ind, strut located by 1 vented disc/ Yokohama
control arm, coil springs, trailing link and 2 lateral drum; Geolandar GO46,
anti-roll bar links, coil springs, anti-lock P195/55VR-15

anti-roll bar control

13.2 52/44 22/53 9/28 112.0 64 x 38 ind, strut located by a ind, trailing arms integral vented disc/ Firestone
control arm, coil springs, with a transverse disc; Firehawk SZ50,
anti-roll bar member, coil springs, anti-lock P215/50ZR-17

anti-roll bar control


