Small cars designed
to be workhorses...
can they do the job?

WO TYPES of vehicles have played a major part in chang-

Ting the shape of U.S. cars during recent months, The nation-
wide acceprance of the compacts is a success story equaled only
by the growing starion wagon market. Though vastly different
in appearance and purpose, both have buile their reputations
upon design for utility rather rthan prestige.
Mating these two successful formulas into a new type car was
so logically the next step that five compact wagons are offered
the American buver already. The only holdout is the Corvair,
which intends to have a wagon bur finds the adaption of rear-
engine design to a wagon body a time-consuming process.
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This first comprehensive test of all the compacr wagons presents
a complete report on how well the cars’ designers have been
able to make workhorses our of small cars. In nearly every aspect
the small wagons have fulfilled their purpose. For all bur those
who must carry the maximum amount of passengers and cargo
the compacts have room thar is adequate and sufficient. In most
cases these newssized wagons have storage capacities equal to
or berter than station wagons of just a few vears ago.

An overlooked but important factor in favor of the compact
wagons was discovered during the test period. Because of the
economical nature of their personalities, they do not display the
ornate trappings whose addition have made the big wagon less

and less practical every year. The compacts don't have carper-
ing on their cargo decks nor silken cloth upholstery and it is
this very austerity that makes a better station wagon.

There is one major drawback to the compact wagons—lack
of power, Naturally vehicles that are buile for economy don’t
have much extra horsepower, but added push is a very desirable
feature in a car that's meant to carry more than a few passengers
on its back.

This debate on the virtues of small and big wagons is just
beginning. A first summary of the plus and minus points of each
begins on page 34, immediately following the individual tests
of each of the compact wagons. e
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OVERALL LENGTH: 1B4.5 inches

OVERALL WIDTH: 71.4 inches

OVERALL HEIGHT: 58.75 inches

WHEELBASE: 113 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO LENGTH (back of
front seat to end of lowered tailgate):
92 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO WIDTH: 59 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO HEIGHT (floor to
headlining): 35.4 inches

REAR OPENING WIDTH: 45 inches

REAR OPENING HEIGHT (tail- and lift-
gates open): 30.1 inches

OVERALL LENGTH: 191.8 inches

OVERALL WIDTH: 70.4 inches

OVERALL HEIGHT: 55.1 inches

WHEELBASE: 109.5 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO LENGTH (back of front
seat to end of lowered tailgate):
105.5 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO WIDTH: 57.36 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO HEIGHT (floor to
headlining): 32.6 inches

REAR OPENING WIDTH: 45.5 inches

REAR OPENING HEIGHT (tail- and lift-
gates open): 27 inches

VALIANT

OVERALL LENGTH: 185.1 inches

OVERALL WIDTH: 70.4 inches

OVERALL HEIGHT: 53.4 inches

WHEELBASE: 106.5 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO LENGTH: (back of front
seat to end of lowered tailgate) 106.3
inches

MAXIMUM CARGO WIDTH: 52.6 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO HEIGHT: (floor to
headlining) 31.3 inches

REAR OPENING WIDTH: 41 inches

REAR OPENING HEKIGHT: 27.4 inches

AMERICAIN

OVERALL LENGTH: 178.3 inches

OVERALL WIDTH: 73 inches

OVERALL HEIGHT: 58.1 inches

WHEELBASE: 100 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO WIDTH: 59.4 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO LENGTH (back of front
seat to end of lowered tailgate):
84.6 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO HEIGHT (floor to
headlining): 31.3 inches

REAR OPENING WIDTH: 39.3 inches

REAR OPENING HEIGHT: 26.4 inches

FAT.COIN

OVERALL LENGTH: 189 inches

OVERALL WIDTH: 70 inches

OVERALL HEIGHT: 55.1 inches

WHEELBASE: 109.5 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO LENGTH (back of front
seat to end of lowered tailgate): 106.6
inches

MAXIMUM CARGO WIDTH: 57.36 inches

MAXIMUM CARGO HEIGHT (floor to head-
lining): 32.6 inches

REAR OPENING WIDTH: 45.5 inches

REAR OPENING HEIGHT (tail- and lift-
gate open): 27 inches
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Rambler American  has  the shorrest
wheelbase and overall lengeh of any sta-
tion wagon made in this country and is
correctly described as the smallest domes-
tic wagon. This limits the cargo capacity
bur gives the American the advantage of
being an  excellent runabout, good for
shopping or weekend vacation trips.

Except for obvious body style changes
there are no major engineering differences
in the station wagon although heavier
springing in the rear is optionally avail-
able. With less than 6o lbs. more weight
than the sedan, the station wagon handles
almost identically. Steering is quick and
cornering fair. Acceleration is good for the
compact class and the gearing gives the
car excellent response in the lower rpm
ranges where most heavy rraffic driving
is done. The ride at slower speeds is firm,
but comfortable. At faster speeds a float-
ing sensation results in a loss of feel of
control.

The rest car was equipped with an over-
drive  transmission and performed as
economically as the sedan. The 23/26 mpg
figure was obtained with normal driving,
including an overnight trip with average
luggage.

The second seat layout in the American
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station wagon is identical in seating ar-
rangements to the sedan. Entry is easy
with the reclining seat option since the
front sear-back folds almost flac. The
wheel wells reduce the space available so
thar only rwo people can be seated.

To convert the wagon to maximum
cargo capacity the second seat folds for-
ward and lays flac on the rear seat cush-
ion. It is held in place by rwo straps
fastened to the seat-back anchor pins,
The straps are held to the floor by snaps
and although they fic rightly, wear or
hitting a sharp bump will cause them ro

come loose permitting the seat back to
bounce.

The second seat does not fold flush with
the front sear and leaves a gap of approxi-
mately six inches thus reducing the avail-
able cargo space by a big margin.

The rear cargo compartment Hoor is
hinged and the spare tire and jack stored
underneath. There is no provision for a
third seat. The American’s cargo compart-
ment has 52 cubic feet of space, three rimes
as much as the sedan, and most of it is
usable since the wheel wells only extend
half their distance into the cargo space.

The middle windows on the American
have been changed substantially. Instead
of rolling down half way, as in the sedan,
they slide similar to the manner of many
foreign cars. The windows will slide back
or forward and are divided in the middle.
This system would be a help in loading or
unloading small items from the rear and
can be used as an elbow rest for sccond
seat  passengers,

American's station wagon is one of the
few domestic makes still using the lower
railgate and upper liftgate rear opening.
The top half can be opened for fresh air
or for loading small items. e

SMALL front door openings restrict loading
of this two-door wagon. Oldest in design
it has most limited space of wagons tested.
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The Comet has been classified quite
simply bur accurately as a gilded Falcon.
In its sedan version it displays individuality
with a wheelbase that is some five inches
longer than the Falcon's and with added
paneling front and rear that increases its
overall length a little over a foot. Lven
this difference, however, is minimized in a
comparison of station wagon versions.
Wheelbases are identical and body shells
are nearly exactly the same from the hood
to the back. A Mercury-tvpe grille offers
a bit of styling difference and adds three
inches to the length. Thus, the Comet
wagon is shorter than its sedan counterpart
both in length and wheelbase.

In the power department the two Ford
Motor company compacts have identical
components, but the extra trim of the
Comert adds weight and hurts performance
considerably. This was very noticeable in
the test vehicle where an automatic trans-
mission made it even more sluggish. The
Comer is the slowest U.S. car that has
been tested this year.

But there are definite factors in the car’s
favor—one which is fairly intangible, an-
other which is definite and impressive.
The former point falls in the area of styl-
ing. No judgments need be made of it
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excepr to say that it is distinctive enough
to give this wagon added appeal in the
compact field. The more definite virtue
of the car was in the ourstanding quality
control of its manufacrure. No other 1960
wagon impressed the rest crew more as
far as the solidity and quality of marerials
and construction,

As a station wagon the Comet is prac-
vical and roomy. It is offered in either
mwo- or four-door versions, each of which
can seat six. The bottom cushion of the
second sear flops over onto its own stand
and the backrest folds into the seat well to
make a flat cargo floor. This floor is metal
and has a tendency to scratch easily but a
rubber matting protects the rearward and
most-used section.

The rear window rolls down into the
gate manually. (An electrical control is
optional.) The tailgate swings down even
with the floor and rests a convenient two
feer above the ground. With the gate
down the total deck length is nearly nine
feet. Iven with it up there is room for
two campers to stretch out in sleeping
bags. There is more than 76 cubic feet
of total cargo area.

The spare is stored in the right rear
scetion of the cargo area. It sits vertically

SECOND SEAT folds down to deck level
quickly. Novel brace on side of seat swings
out to support front area of folded cushion.

in a recessed well that is protected by a
removable plastic cover, This arrange-
ment does not hinder storage area in any
way and yer makes the spare casily acces-
sible even when the wagon is carrying a
full load.

Sears front and rear have foam cushion-
ing. On the test wagon they were uphol-
stered in a tough but artractive vinyl that
could be washed ecasily. o

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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BODY TYPE: Suburban four-door eight-
passenger wagon

BASE PRICE: $2,566

TEST WEIGHT: 3060 Ibs.

ENGINE TYPE: ohv six-cylinder

DISPLACEMENT: 170 cubic inches

COMPRESSION RATIO: 8.5

CARBURETION: single-barrel

HORSEPOWER: 101(@4400 rpm

TORQUE: 155 |b.-f1.(@2400 rpm

TRANSMISSION: three-speed automatic

REAR AXLE RATIO: 3.55

LARK

BODY TYPE: Regal four-door eight-pas-
senger wagon

BASE PRICE: $2726

TEST WEIGHT: 3400 Ibs.

ENGINE TYPE: ohv V-8

DISPLACEMENT: 259.2 cubic inches

COMPRESSION RATIO: 8.8-to-1

CARBURETION: Single two-barrel

HORSEPOWER: 180 (@ 4500 rpm

TORQUE: 260 Ibs.-ft. @ 2800 rpm

TRANSMISSION: Flightomatic (three-speed
automatic)

REAR AXLE RATIO: 3.07

FALCON

BODY TYPE: Falcon two-door six-
passenger wagon

BASE PRICE: $2225

TEST WEIGHT: 2640 Ibs.

ENGINE TYPE: ohv Six

DISPLACEMENT: 144.3 cubic inches

COMPRESSION RATIO: 8.7-to-1

CARBURETION: single throat downdraft

HORSEPOWER: 90 [@ 4200 rpm

TORQUE: 138 @ 2000 rpm

TRANSMISSION: three-speed manual

REAR AXLE RATIO: 3.56

COMET

BODY TYPE: Comet four-door six-pas-
senger wagon

BASE PRICE: $2365

TEST WEIGHT: 2740 Ibs.

ENGINE TYPE: ohv Six

DISPLACEMENT: 144.3 cubic inches

COMPRESSION RATIO: 8.7-to-1

CARBURETION: single throat downdraft

HORSEPOWER: 90 @ 4200 rpm

TORQUE: 138 @ 2000 rpm

TRANSMISSION: two-speed automatic

REAR AXLE RATIO: 3.56

AMERICAN

BODY TYPE: Super two-door five-
passenger wagon

BASE PRICE: $2105

TEST WEIGHT: 2620

ENGINE TYPE: six-cylinder L-head

DISPLACEMENT: 195.6 cubic inches

COMPRESSION RATIO: 8-to-1

CARBURETION: single-barrel

HORSEPOWER: 90 @ 3800 rpm

TORQUE: 150 @ 1600 rpm

TRANSMISSION: three-speed manual
w/overdrive

REAR AXLE RATIO: 3.31
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Ford has followed the same formula in
designing its Falecon wagon thar guided
the development of its compace sedan: no
radical innovations bur, instead, the adap-
tion of proven features to the new-sized
vehicles.

Here is a wagon with very few gim-
micks but with abour all the cargo space
that can be squeezed into a body shell thar
the small ohv-Six  powerplant can  seill
push. This race for space has been so
successful thar the Falcon can offer 76.2
cubic feet of usable cargo arca—a figure
which nearly equals the capacity of the
popular standard-sized Ford wagons of "5y
and 58,

The only real variation in design can be
found to the rear of the vehicle. For the
first time a Ford wagon has a railgate ar-
rangement in which rthe rear window
retracts into the gare irself (wirh a manual
crank or optional clectric power). Most
observers agree thar this is a much more
practical serup than the old lifting window
svstem, It's a safe guess thar the larger
Fords soon will follow the lead of their
compact cousin.,

FFalecon wagon options arc limited to
cither two- or four-door versions with
standard or deluxe crim. Fach can seat
six passengers. (A third sear is not of-
fered.)

Power source for the wagon is the same
go-hp engine that was unveiled in the
IFalcon sedan. Since the wagon has some
300 more Ibs. of weight to pull, perform-
ance is not outstanding. However, standard
rear axle rarios have been changed (from
3.10 10 3.56) since the time of the Moror
Live test of the Falcon sedan. For this
reason acceleration times appear on the
records as roughly comparable. But the car
will not make its reputation on the

INTERIOR finishing of Ialcon is keynoted
by use of durable marerials. Vinyl uphol-
stery is optional; recommended for wagon.

serength of performance. Fquipped with
the manual transmission it is worthy of a
rating of just adequate. With the optional
automatic it could well be oo weak for
the tastes of some.

The wagon does scem to have handling
characteristics thar are superior to those
of the sedan. There is a flatter sensation
on cornering and steering response seems
beteer. This can be traced to the fact thar
the wagon has been equipped with stiffer
leaf springs in the rear and shock absorber
valving has been modified to prepare the
car for the heavier loads that it is meant to
carry.

Conversion of the wagon to its full
cargo-carrying potential is  quick and
simple. When the second scat is released
from two latches, it folds forward and is
supporred by a brace thar is attached to
the ourside of the sear cushion. When this
is accomplished there is a flat and solid
floor that is over seven fecr in length, even
when the tailgate is closed. There's more
than adequate room for most normal
wagon cargo and even overnighe sleeping
for two. The floor arca itself is metal and
a not too scratch-resistant surface. Ir is
covered by a rubber martting as far back
as the second seat.

As on the Comet, the spare tire is stowed
in a vertical positon in a small well lo-
cated in the rear scction of the cargo
deck. This must be judged the best ar-
rangement that is offered on any of the
compact sedans. It does not interfere with
cargo space and is still easily accessible for
quick removal,

Upholsterics are available in either fabric
or vinyl. The test wagon was equipped
with the larter decorated with distiner
western brands. It is a recommended choice
since it is easily cleaned. o

SPARE TIRE is stowed in handy location
It can be removed easily and still does not
interfere with the wagon's cargo capacity

MOTOR LIFE
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Studebaker’s Lark wagon is longer than
its sedan counterpart and, while still com-
pact in exterior size, has nearly as much
cargo space as many full-sized wagons.

For 1960, the Lark wagon line includes
the four-door Deluxe and four-door Regal
in addition to the two-door Deluxe intro-
duced last year. No distinction is made
berween six- and eight-passenger versions;
a third sear is simply listed as an option.
Engine choices are the same as for the
regular Lark, a 16g.6-cubic-inch Six or
259.2-cubic-inch V-8,

The most luxurious of the lot, a four-
door Regal V-8, was selected for this
report. In standard form, the Lark V-8
develops 180 hp at 4500 rpm which,
geared through an automatic transmission
and 3.07 axle, proved enough to move the
test wagon from o-to-6o in 13.1 seconds.
Mileage was berween 14 and 17 mpg.

The 113-inch wheelbase is the longest
of any compact wagon bur, because of
limited overhang, the 184.5-inch length is
among the shortest. Both these dimen-
sions are greater than those of the sedan,
which has a 108.5-inch wheelbase and
175-inch length.

The Lark V-8 has stiffer front springs
and bigger brakes than the Six. In addi-
tion, the wagon with either engine has an
extra spring leaf in each of the rear semi-
elliptics for firmer support of loads.

All this results in slightly different sus-
pension behavior. The wagon rides better
than the sedan; pitching is less severe
because of the longer wheelbase while
bounce and float are reduced by the com-
bination of stiffer springs and greater
weight, Handling seems steadier, if not
quite as agile. The wagon does not wallow
as much in corners bur it does require a
l)ir mare roomn to mancuver.

THIRD SEAT on eizhr-passenger Lark has
formed cushion on backrest. Latter folds
over foot well area, even with floor.
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Luxury and utlity coexist in the Lark
Regal interior. The upholstery, for ex-
ample, is a leather-like vinyl that looks
and feels expensive but is durable and
casy to clean. Full carpeting adds a further
plush note to the passenger compartment
while the cargo floor is finished in a serv-
iceable composition material.

As an option, the front seatr backs re-
cline and can be dropped all the way to
form a bed with the front and rear seat
cushions, This particular feature makes
the Lark a good camping wagon, since it
provides sleeping space for rwo without
disturbing the cargo area.

The second seat also folds bur just in
the usual wagon fashion. It is easy to raise
or collapse and locks securely in either
position, The rear-facing third seat is ade-
quate for children but too cramped for
adults. The latter find their heads against
the ceiling and their legs doubled up in an
effort to fit.

Studebaker still uses a conventional rear
opening with both tail and lift gates. The
upper section is a slight hazard for pas-
sengers getting in or out of the third seat
bur it does raise out of the way at a
sharp angle and the opening height, 30.1
inches, is the greatest of any wagon, large
or small.

This, combined with a 45-inch opening
height, results in excellent cargo access.
I'he floor is broad and not too long so
that almost any part of ir can be reached
easily through either the railgate or the
rear side doors. Its maximum widch is 59
inches and maximum length, with the sec-
ond seat and tailgate down, g2 inches.

Storage of the spare tire in the Lark
wagon is no problem because there is
none. The captive-air type are fitted and
climinate the need for it. e

RECLINING front seats have added luxury
of barber-chair headrests. Such sleeping
faciliries are good for the camping-minded.

GAS MILEAGE: 18 to 21 mpg

ACCELERATION: 0-30 mph in & seconds,
0-45 mph in 10.9 seconds and 0-60 mph
in 17.8 seconds.

SPEEDOMETER ERROR: Indicated 30, 45
and 60 mph u-f; actual 32, 49 and 65
piz W

I'OWP:l:\.\::lGHT RATIO: 30.3 Ibs. per
horsepower ) ]

HORSEPOWER PER CUBIC INCH: .594

GAS MILEAGE: 14 to 17 mpg

ACCELERATION: 0-30 mph in 5.1 seconds,
0-45 mph in 8.0 seconds and 0-60 mph
in 13.1 seconds

SPEEDOMETER ERROR: Indicated 30, 45
and 60 mph are actual 28, 42 and 56
mph, respectively

POWER-WEIGHT RATIO: 18.4 Ibs. per
horsepower

HORSEPOWER PER CUBIC INCH: .69

GAS MILEAGE: 23 to 26 mpg

ACCELERATION: 0-30 mph in 5.5 seconds,
0-45 mph in 10.9 seconds and 0-60
mph in 17.8 seconds

SPEEDOMETER ERROR: Indicated 30, 45
and 40 mph are octual 29, 44 and 60
mph respectively

POWER-WEIGHT RATIO: 29.3 |bs. per
horsepower

HORSEPOWER PER CUBIC INCH: .63

GAS MILEAGE: 18 fo 21 mpg

ACCELERATION: 0-30 mph in 7.1 seconds,
0-45 mph in 12.7 seconds and 0-60 mph
in 23.6 seconds

SPEEDOMETER ERROR: Indicated 30, 45
and 60 mph are actual 31, 45 and 60
mph, respectively

POWER-WEIGHT RATIO: 30.7 lbs. per
horsepower

HORSEPOWER PER CUBIC INCH: .63

GAS MILEAGE: 23 to 26 mpg
ACCELERATION: 0-30 mph in 4.7 seconds,
0-45 mph in 9.8 seconds and
0-60 mph in 16.4 seconds X :
SPEEDOMETER ERROR: indicated 30, 45
and 60 mph are actual ]
27, 41 and 55 mph respectively
POWER-WEIGHT RATIO: 29.4 Ibs. per
horsepower
HORSEPOWER PER CUBIC INCH: .460
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Handling is an important and major aspecer of Valiant's overall
character. With only a slight weight disadvantage, just over oo lbs.,
adequately  compensated for by stiffer rear springing rhe Suburban
reacts to driving situations as good as does the sedan.

The three-seat version selected for this rest could be hurled into
corners and took even the sharpest curves level and under control. The
Valiant’s ride was comfortable without being spongy on both uneven
surfaces and smooth highways. Although the station wagon handled
equally as well as the sedan, the extra poundage added a second ro the
performance figure

One thing not carried over from the sedan is a fairly accurace
speedometer, The station wagon spe

5.

lomerer was nearly 1o per cent
slow—enough ro result in a rrathie ricker if the driver was not aware
of the error.

Although the Suburban is well within the compact class it shows
excellent adaptation of exterior measurcments to usable cargo space

inside. Compared to the Plymourh station wagon, for example, the
Valiant’s cargo compartment is 15 inches shorter, ¢': inches narrower
and only one-half inch less in height. The rear opening is eight inches
narrower and .1 inch higher than the bigger car.

The second seat is comfortable for rwo persons, bur gaps berween
the doors and the seat edge would make three passengers uncomfortable.
The third seat is rear facing and seems to be more of an after thought.
Only two people can be seated and the head space is inadequare. A
man five feer, six inches rall will bump his head against the headlining.
Leg space is so cramped that it is necessary for normal persons to sit
at an angle. The step up to the third seat is not high and a rubber pad
makes it safe while protecting the bumper. It is, however, necessary to
rwist and turn and a useful addition would have been a rail to steady
the passenger.

On the rtwo-sear version this rear space is devoted to storing the
spare tire. On the three-sear stvle caprive-air tires are standard and the
spare tire eliminared.

The test car was equipped with a power operated window with the
door handle nside the cargo compartment. This roll-down window,
together with a nearly Aush rear rtailgate makes loading the Suburban
relarively simple.

Converting the Valiant to maximum cargo capacity is a matter of
folding down the sears. The cargo foor, however, is uneven since the
seats are neither Hush nor flar with each other when folded over. e

REAR-FACING third seat is fine for children bur not for average-size adulrs.
Even the not-so-tall will find their heads roughly meeting the headliner.
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he 1960 choice in station wagons

is the most varied in automorive
history. Sixteen domestic makes are
available, ranging in price from %2000
to %5000, in length from 185 ro 220
inches, in seating from five to nine
passengers and in cargo capacity from
just over so to nearly 100 cubic feer.

Ten of them are in the low-priced
field and can be divided into two
basic groups, the compact American,
Comer, Falcon, Lark and Valiant and
the full-sized Chevrolet, Dart, Ford,
Plymouth and Rambler. The Rambler
might be considered a borderline case
but its price and capacity are those
of a big car, certainly not a small one.

All this forees a difficult decision on
the prospective buyer. The compact
wagon costs less to buy and run buc
the full-sized one has more room for
passengers and cargo,

There are also six medium-priced
wagons to consider, the Buick, Chrys-
ler, Dodge, Mercury, Oldsmobile and
Pontiac. xceprt for the Mercury,
though, these all share body shells
with less expensive makes and have
no pracrical advanrages of their own.
In fact, their capacities are sometimes
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less because of plusher, bulkier in-
terior  furnishings. Their appeal is
based on prestige and luxury rather
than uriliry.

The big choice is in the low-priced
field, where price and si
almost direct proportion.

Before discussing acrual figures to
determine how small and large wag-
ons compare, it is interesting to recall
just what started the body style on
its way to widespread popularity, The
credit is usually given ro the Plym-
outh Suburban of 1949. It was the
first wagon from a major manufac-
turer to forsake wood-panelled ele-
gance in favor of sheer urility. Most
people agree it was thoroughly prac-
tical; ver it was smaller than some of
today’s compacts!

Turning to specific differences in
the latest, low-priced models, the
average factory price of the least ex-
pensive wagons in each of the com-
pact lines is $2253 while the equiva-
lent figure for full-sized ones is
52579, a difference of $3:26. However,
these are prices for stripped cars and
do not rake into account the greater
number of accessories required for a
“fully cquipped™ big car. Such items

e vary in
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can raise the difference to $500 or
more,

The compacrt also saves on operat-
ing expenses. lts smaller engine de-
livers better gas mileage, though ar
the sacrifice of performance, and its
simpler  engineering  permits  casier
maintenance and cheaper insurance.
Depreciation should be  lower, too,
judging from the resale records of
the American and Lark.

In capaciry, the balance shifts com-
pletely in favor of the full-sized wag-
on. Again citing averages, its floor
dimensions, with the rear sear folded
and tailgate down, are a foor longer
and three inches wider than the com-
pact’s. It has a total average cargo
volume of more than go cubic feer,
compared with less than 75 cubic
feer average for the smaller car.

This added space is important for
passengers as well as cargo. Only two
compacts, the Lark and Valiant, offer
third seats and both are limited in
head, leg and foor room compared
with the extra seating in all big
wagons.

Actual payloads in rerms of weight
are not released by the manufacrurers
but the full-sized wagon appears to

have about a 25 to 30 per cent ad-
vantage over the compact. lts strue-
ture is more substantial and  better
able to withstand a diet of heavy
loads.

Any specific amount of cargo has
less of an effect on the performance
of the big car because it adds a
smaller percentage to the power-
weighr ratio. This could be a critical
factor under conditions that call for
good pulling power, such as moun-
rainous areas.

For those who want to haul light
loads at minimum cost or, at the
other extreme, those who want the
most space possible, the choice be-
tween a compact and full-sized wagon
is easy. But for the more typical
driver, who uses his wagon as a
normal passenger car with only an
occasional hauling chore, it can be
quite a problem.

He should consider his needs care-
fully, then investigate the particular
wagons of both sizes thar appeal ro
him and determine how well cach
one meets his specifications. All this
may take time and trouble bur it will
pay off in the satisfaction of a righr
choice. o
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