TWO SHELBY GT 350s

Shelby Mustangs, cool and hot

S TARROLL SHELGY'S GT 350 has come a long way. It
Sy was introduced in 1965 and started out as a muech-
=" modified, light (2800 1h), hot (306 bhp from 289 cu
in.}, hairy-chesied wversion of the Musiang fasiback amd
listed for a hittle over 54500, In 1967 Shelby backed off a
i on the trim items and lowered the price o more like
54100, and as the prodection Mustang grew in size so did
the Shelby, The GT S04 version came along in 1967
with the heavy 428-cu-in, engine dropped in

In %65 the cycle 15 almost complete. The GT 350 now
carries a mild, hvdraulic-lifter version of the newly enlarged
289, or 302, and in its standard form s slmost undistin-
guishable from the regular predoction Mustang 302 in per-

Ly,

formance and handling. No longer are allov wheels stan-
dard, and last vears standard inertis-reel safetv harnesses
are now optional, The GT 350 now weighs over 3300 1b,
requires power steerning for parking and, in torm,
should be considered 4 Mustang with a racy-lecking tnm
package, For really hot performance one must move on,
past the hvdrauhc-lifter 428 GT 500 1w the full-house 427
VETSION.

All the external wdentifyving marks are still there, o be
sure. The front end is extended many inches by the distine-
tive fiberglass hoowd and frontispiece: the hood 15 tull ol
scoops and wvents, both real and imagined: the sides are
sdorned with false scoops; and the rear end has a “wpoiler”™
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TWO SHELBY GT 350s
AT A GLANCE

Price as tested
Engine

5368
V-8, ohy, 4949 cc, 315 bhp

Curb weight, Ib. 1335
Top speed, mph 119

Acceleration, 0-14 mi, sac 149
Average fuel consumption, mpg 135
Summary : high-gsutput hydraulic lifter engine 15 strang
& quiet but very expensive . . . good emergency
braking buf lots of fade . . . high hood makes traffic
maneuvering difficult . . . the besl passenger resiraint
system available for production car

TWO SHELBY GT 350s

m the Detroit sense, But the original idex of the GT 350
—that of making the Mustang as nearly as possible a sports
car—has clearly faded into the dim past, And if it can he
argued that the GT 5008 are faster, it 5 also true that they
are still further away from the original wdea.

Why the evolution? Well, this s the way Ford does
things. And now Ford, not Shelby. is producing the “Shelby™
cars, Hardly had the ink dried on the [%8 press relemses
for the Shelby cars before Ford was offering several of the
Shelby  figergliass trim pieces in a trim package for the
Mustang called GT/CS (California Special). Ford scems (o
have two principles of operation exemplified by all this:
(1) if vou've got a good thing, make it bigger anmd 'l be
still better, and (2) if you hit upon a look that’s popular,
mike all vour cars look that way

But Shelby stull retains some control over the cars that
hear his name, aml to try o recaplure some of the distine-
tiveness the name did imply—and to counter that high per-
formance item from Chevrolet, the Camaro Z-28 (see p.
6% —has persuaded Ford o offer a new high-performance
package for the GT 350, This package is the subject of this
test, although we also tned a regular 350 complete with
automiatic transmission and air conditioning to see what the
basic car is like these days,

The GT 350°s standard engine is a hyvdrauliclifter 302,
developing 250 bhp (@ 4800 rpm and featuring smooth,
torguey performance with a smooth, slow idle. To the basic
price of S4287 for the cooler version, the high performance
puckage adds 3692 and includes these items: special cylinder
hewds with larger valves (intake 1.875 in., exhaust 1,600 vs,
1773 and 1.442). higher compression ratio (110 vs. 1.5),
an aluminum  high-riser intake manifold with o 715-cu-
ft/min Holley 4-barre]l carburetor (v, an Autolite rated at
about 630 cfm), a camshaft that stll works with hvidraulic
vilve lifters but gives greater duration (6% greater intake,
8% greater exhaust), bmited-slip differential, stiffer rear
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springs and supplementary anti-windup leaves added w0 the
front underside of the rear springs. No changes are made
1o the fromt sispension. Official figures weren't availahle at
the time we tested it but the factory people estimated it as
having 315 bhp (= 5004 rpm and 333 Ib-ft torgue (o 3800,

In operation the tweaked 302 s very hittle noisier than
the mild one; with hydraulic hifters there’s no valve clatier
and the pleasant exhaust note (achieved with silencer nodes
rather than the vsual mufflers) s qest @ ki throaber, Instead
of the smooth 600-rpm idle there's a rather lumpy B00-rpm
speed but otherwise the engine 15 thoroughly tractable and
without a sign of wmperament. It has o useful rev range up
tee OO0 rpme and will touch 6400 before the valves flos—
in contrast to the standard engine's top himit of 5100, Hy-
dravbic lifters have, indeed, come a long way.

Through the Y-mile the hot GT 350 is & close match for
the £-28, It gets off the line in & much stronger manner and
thus jumps well shead of said Chevrolet; the £-28 s just
passing the 3500 at the Ya-mi mark and going /& mph faster
demonstrating that it is developing more power. The Ford
15 then limited by engine speed 1o a top of 119 mph (6404
rpm) whereas the Z-28 goes on to 132 mph (7100 rpm).
Both the £-28 amd the hot 350 had 4.1:1 final drives.

Ford's own 4-speed manual transmission s standard in the
350, Iis 10.5-in, clutch transmits the torgee without slip or
chatter and with reasonable pedal efforts, and it caused no
problems i shifting at the peak engine speed. Shift linkage
15 precise but a little stiff and long of travel; synchromesh is
unheatable but shightly obstructive.

Power-assisted steering and brakes in the 330 follow ex-
pected LIS, practice; o0 much assistance, nol enough feel,
The 3500 is a reasonebly neutral, flat-cornering car but driv-
mmg it fast over winding roads 15 a tricky proposition until
one learns 0 steer and brake without the benefit of feed-
back mformation from the tres. Sieering s ressonably
guick at 20.3:1 overall, and brake performance isn't bad
with the standard dese/drum setup; but all the fun s teken
oul by the dumb, numb power assists—both of which must
be considered mandatory options because of the car's weight,

For the drver, the 0T 350 (and any Muostang, of course)




ROAD TEST

Az fested

ENGINE

W.A. ohe
1006 x TE.3
4005 300

4940730

Type
Bore = stroke. mm
Equavalent in
Displacement, co/cuin
Camprassman ratsg 1161
Blep . rpm 315 e SO0D
Equivaleni mph 93
Torgue iz rpm, Ih-1. 333 (0 3804
Equevalent mph I8
Carhuretion one Haolley 4%
Type fuel required prEmim

DRIVE TRAIN

Cluich diamatar, in
Ggar ratios: 4th (1000
Jed (129
nd (LES)
kst (2.3
Synchromash
Fimal driwe ratio

105
4.11:1
23001
Tl
053]
o all 4
4111

CHASSIS & BODY
Body /frame - wnit steed construction
Brake fype- 1L3-in. vended desc

fromt, 10 ¢ 225, drum rear,
powed as5isked

SwRpl aTea. 5qin 25
Wheel sfeal disc, 15 ¢ 61)
Tires. Goodyear Spetdway ETd-15
Steenng lypd recitculating ball

[veralf rzlin 2031

Turns, lock-to-lock T

Turning circle, 1 ik
Front suspension: urtgual lengih

Aarms, high ool springs, lube

shocks, =nii-rall bar
Rear suspension - live axle on mulh-

leaf  springs, adjustable fube
shocks

OPTIONAL EQUIFMENT

Included in “'as fested” price: per-
formance & handiing package,
power steemng & brakes. AM
radio,  imetlia-reel  harmesies,
folding sear seal. Ll sleening
whneel

(Mher supeecharger, slloy wheels

ROAD TEST RESULTS

ACUELERATION

Torrstt 1o dislance, sec

(- 100 12 &7

0-250 te C]

0-500 1t 54

=130 1t

{1000 0 14

O-1320 1t (W mi) [4.9
Speed at end of 4 mi, mph 94
Tomee 10 speed, Sec:

{-30 mph 7.8

-0 mph a7

[-30 mph 45

[-E0 mph 6.1

(-0 mph o 86

0-&0 mph 106

0-E00 mph 17.1
Passing exposure time, sec

To pass car going 30 mph . 3.8

FUEL CONSUMPTION

Mormal daving. mpg 11-15
Cruising range, m 150244

SPEEDS 1IN GEARS
Ath gear (HA00 rpm), mph 113
Jed (54000 a2
Ind (B400) Hi
Lst {B400) 51
HEAKES
Panmic siop trom B mph
Deceleration, 55 & £l
Coatrol pood
Fade test: percent ol increase in
pedal eMod] eequired to mantain
S0 -p deceleraticn rate i s
stops from 60 mph B
Parking brake : hald 307 grade yes
Owerall brake raling puid
SPEEDOMETER ERROR
30 mph iadecaled actual e
40 mph 362
B0 mph
&0 mph
[00 mph

Oareeber . 10.0 mi actaal

ACCOMMODATION

Sealing capacily. periang |
Seat width,
froat rear 2210,/ 24160
Head moam, franl/ reads 4000350
Seal back adjustmsenl, deg ]
Driver combart raling {scale of 10073
Direver B% in. tall 5D
Oirives 77 in_ tall ]
Diviwes 75 in. fall 5
INSTRUMENTATION
Instruments: [40-mph speedoms-
ter, BO00-rpm {achometer, ol
pressure, ammeter, fuel level,
water temp, clock
Warning hights: high beam, direc
tionaks, abernator, beake dluid
loss, emergency flasher
MAINTENANCE
Crankcase capacily, gl 50
Change interval, mi ]
Filter change intervat, mi BOGO
Chassis lube inlerval, mi .. 5 0K
Tire pressyres, psi MM
MISCELLANEQLS
Body styles aumlable: coupe as%
iesied ; canwverfihle
Warsanty pericd, mo, o &0 30,000

GEMERAL

Cueh weight Ih
Test weight
‘Weaght distribution (with

driver), fromt, rear, 75
‘Wheelbaze, in
Track, Irond ressr
Uverall kenglh

Width

Height alk
Frandal area, sq 1l 0
Grownd clearance, in 119
(werhang. front, rear 332,405
Uzahle trunk space, cu it 36
Fuel tank capacity, gal 166

3335
3B40

55/4%
108.0
GE1/GRA
168
09

CALCULATED DATA

Lbyhp (test wi) 11E
Mph, L0OD rpm: (4th pear) 184
Engine revs, mi (&l mph) Er
Piston fravel, B mi
RpmGu 2300 1, min

Equsvalent mph
Cu 19 8om mm
& wear index
Brake saepf area sgin/ton ..

S S

f
f

DNistance, ft

— Time b distance
—-—Time o speed
= Coasting
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has a tar less than perfect seating position. The scatback s
too vertical, not adjustable (except by an owner modifica-
tion of the *\.Il'-p\.:- amd |||-; '.'.|||.‘|,'| s 100 x|n.|-\.|,' 1o the chest
On the other hand, the mertia-reel Y-shaped harnesses that
come down from the excellent buili-in rollbar are probably
the best body restraing system now used in a production cur.
These are, incidentally, imtended for use in conjunction with
regular lap belts. All controls are easy o réeach and would
b even withowt the freedom of movement afforded by the
inertia reels: butl i isn't possible to roll down the right-side
window without much stretching in this wide car, Vision 1o
the front is impeded by the oppressively high hood and to ihe
rear it's really poor because of large blind pollars. One
nice item in the “visibility™ category is the sequential brake
hights (from the imside, symmetrically, zoop-zoop-2oop)—:i
salety item, we feel sure

Instrumentation i front of the driver is readahle if over-
stvled, but the supplemeniary oil-pressure gauge and am
meter mstalled in the central console are oo far away, 100
low, not angled and poorly lighted at night

Interior finish, slightly modified from standard Mustang
materials and design, is pleasant and fairly restrained for an
American car. The ©+ 2™ seat in the rear is preny cramped
but, when made folding by an exira 365, supplements ihe
small trunk with extra lugzage space. In short, however, this
Mustang body is—like most American bodies—grossly large
an the owtside for the amount of passenger and o
space il encloses

1BC

Stardard GT 350 engine has special valve covers and air
cleaner but 3 exxensially @ viock Musiang 302 engine.
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OLH SECOND test car was 4 standard-engined, automatic
transmissioned,  wr-condioned  rent-a-car  from  the
Hertz fleet that set ws back 515 dav and 15¢/mile. We
found it 1o be almoest pure Mustang in performance and
handlimg—just o hair stiffer and faster than the 230-bhp 302
Mustang Car Life's Ponvear book reported on. Iis 3-speed
automatic transmission, though smooth and efficient, i= not
nearly as “manually controllable™ as the ad writers would
have us believe: 27 gets Ind gear at most any speed. but “17
doesn’t get st gear until the speed drops below 20 mph
and upshifts are accomplished only after considerable delay
from the time the lever is moved, In this car the cusiomer
5 '__'g;ll:i|||__' '|||l_' Shrr.h:-. ||_'-|_'-|-1I |_'|,'-|1'||'|i||1_'4| with most |.11‘ thie ||,s!|.|lr'".
irim stemys, dise front brakes, big tires and styled wheel
covers that the go-for-broke Muostang customer would order
anyway, and it costs rounghly S5(K} more than the compar-
ably equipped Mustang.

ERHAPFS THE FAIREST summary of these cars would be to
say that IF thev're the sort of carms to which vou are at-
tracted, they do the job well enough., We know [rom long ex-
perience with cars of this general tvpe that ot s well-nigh
impaossible o ke a heavy, bulky car with an unsophisticated
issis and feel-less power assists and furn it into a truly sport-

%
i|||.:_ .'l."-»|"\-.l||-\.|-.|." prece 1l r'|1,,|:.'|"|:||||.:|:-. ||| thi 1.':'|||:-r -.|:|1.-\. of
Shelby Mustangs the GT-350 seemed a serious and partially
successiul sttempt to make a sporting car out of the Mustang;
but mow if anvthing it accentuates most of the Mustang's
inherent shortcomings. And, what's worse, the Camaro Z-28
15 & hetter example of the same sort of car—{or less money,
We wunderstand that Ford plans fo put the mid-eng

ne
Mach Il into production, MNow thad would be more like it

l!-.-i'.llj'r'n.l.ln!f ERE i fec.h'arrr.'t afisertincirg IIII]J.J.!II-I-J'I.TE"“ frar ke .'rmrll_r-M.'r.f,
|'|H_l.,":' .IrIth”-l.'.'l' carfiretor and wmore radical valve .'|'rru'|'u.:'.




