AST AucusT, wE descnbed the previous
edition of the Fiero GT as “Pont-
ac’s version of the Dino 246 GT.”

For 1986, the appellation seems particu-
larly apt—from sloping nose to flying but-
tress the new Pontiac 2-seater could fit
into a Pininfanna styling catalog as casily
as Marcello Mastroianni in a Federico Fel-
limi film. But does it rappreseniare—par-
don, perform—like Mastroianni?

Depends on how yvou look at it If you
go back to our February 1974 compan-
sion test of five high T,.'rLTﬁ'I'ITI'I ince 2-seat-
ers and down the columns labeled Dino
246G TS, well, Enzo may have grounds to
sue for patent infringement, Note:

COMPARISON
1986 Pontiac 1974 Ferran
Fiero GT Dino 246 GTS
Layout ................. mid-engine. ... mid-engine
PRI 2-seater
Curb wesght, & 2000 ............ 20
| Weght dist. fin, % ... AXST ... AVST
Length, in. ............. 1654 ............165,1
Wheelbase ............. T . g2.1
Wt .oooerremrennns BRS i 68.9
Engine ... Irangverse, . \ransvérse,
28w VE 24MerVE

Performance? OQur 1986 Fiero GT
could chip the Dino’s wings to 60 mph by
0.3 seconds (7.7 o 8.0) and better it to
the quarter mile by 0.5 sec (15.7 to 16.2).
Only at decidedly illegal speeds in the
States can the Ferran pull away. Sull.
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what goes up (speed) must come down,
and braking from those velocities spells
another Pontiac thumbs-up. From 60
mph. the Fiero hunches toa haltin 166 fi.
the Dino. 20 fi longer; stops from 80 mph
double the Ponuac advantage to 40 fi
(283 10 323 ft). But surely the Ferran is
the handler? Nope, through our slalom the
Fiero snakes around the cones 8.5 mph
quicker (34.9 versus, gads, 63.4 mph),

Then what we have here is a latter-day
Dino-killer at a Pontiac price? Dependson
how you look at it.

Ifyou look under the Fiero GT's aggres-
sive new skin, you'll find some famihar
hardware—not just déa v for 1985 Fiero
owners, but also for registration-holders
of Chevy Chevettes and Citations. And
there's the rub.

As lore has it, Pontiac originally ped-
dled the Fiero to GM's brass as an eco-
nomy commuter. Don’t worry, they
comforted the execs: this would be no
high-ticket sports car. Suspension duties
would be handled by the Chevettes” front
double A-arms; the Fiero's hindquanLn
would be carried by X-body MacPherson
struts tncked into hcmﬂ a rear suspension
by bolting their steening rods 1o the chas-
s, OGM hﬂubhl the story.

And as a commuter car, we have no
strong complaint, Butas a sensitive sports
car, we're less impressed. The original
Fiero's high-school-yearbook good looks
have blossomed into the stuff of Playboy
centerfolds. Last year's abrupt ending B-
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pillars now sweep gracefully to the stern.
The taillight band is now wider and taller,
suggesting an even more exaggerated
wedge shape that began with the 1984
(ongmnal) Frero GT's cnuutchcr sloped
nose. Even the tires have grown up to 15
inchers (from 14s) and have differental
widths, 203-mm [ront. 21 5-mm rear (pre-
viously 213s at both ends). The 1986
Fiero GT 1s from every angle a senous-
looking sporis car; and it should dehver
the goods. not just the grocencs.

But doesn’t it outperform the legendary
Dino? In cold fact, yes: in subjective sub-
tlety, no. On a smooth skidpad, a suspen-
sion does little more than keep the tires
from scuffing the wheel wells: but in the
real world, potholes expose the Fiero's
components for what they are. True, the
GT's spring and shock rates have been
massaged for their latest assignment, but
you can only squeeze 50 much water out
of a rock. Tire technology has come a long
way since our 1974 Dl:m 246 GTS test,
and the Fiero GT capitalizes on this.

Under the hood. the Fiero GT is un-
changed. which is not a bad thing as the
283 7-cc V-6 simultancously delivers
power (140 bhp). better torque (170 Ib-
ft). a healthy guttural snarl and a reason-
able 22.5 mpg under our stil’s heavy
right feet. Still, this is only a good sports-
car engine, not a great one. While brisk off
the line, the ohv V-6 goes into oxygen
debt well before its 6000-rpm redline.
which s just where the Dino would come
alive and sing on up to 7800 rpm. The
transaxle, another 1985 camyover item,
remains a remote-shifting 4-speeder and
melm:lh out of place in any modem car,
least of all one with this Pontiac’s preten-
stons. Further, 11s reputation has been
sullied around these halls by the lever’s
tendency to randomly slip into reverse in-
stead of the desired and more socially ac-
ceptable Ist cog moving away from rest.
: To be far, our 1974 Dino test also noted

. a problem common t0 most mid-en-
ginu cars; less than sausfactory gear link-
age . . . the gated shifter required quite de-
liberate mouons ... & However, we are
quoting a dozen vears in the past tense
here.) Also carmied over is the steering,
which—despite skinnier front rubber that
might have abated the Fiero GT's absence
of power assist=remains slow, heavy, and
less communicative than we'd like

Our Fiecro GT had a base price of
312,693, up almost $ 1000 over last year's
Gl and was inmmed with such amenities
as air conditioning (good), central door
locking (useful), electnc mirrors and win-
dow lifis (ditto), rear wing (silly. blocks
rear outward vision), a pop-up sunrool
(mandatory) and a fine sound system, all
of which added $1878 o the base figure
(totaling 314,573 less tax, prep and dealer
profit). Sull, not bad for a 2-seater in this
class with stvle like this, parucularly if vou
can overlook the shifter’s antics



