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VW Polo 1.3 GT Hatchback

W’S ‘NEW’ POLO IS. IN REALITY. A

thoroughly facelifted version of the existing

model rather than the long-awaited. brand-
new one that some had expected.

Nevertheless, sleeker, more-rounded lines, revised
plastic bumpers, square headlamps and a redesigned
facia, freshen up VW’s long-running supermini.
There’s further good news under the bonnet because
the reworked (torque-optimised) engines all have fuel
injection and three-way regulated exhaust catalysts
(which meet the stringent US 83 emissions require-
ments). What’s more, VW has — at long last — tried to
do something about the Polo’s much-criticised heavy
brakes, by adding a servo to all models.

Among the 10-model line-up, the addition of multi-
point fuel injection to the familiar 1272cc engine
provides increased power for a new 1.3-litre 75bhp
variant — the 1.3GT. Like the three models below it,
this, too, is available in two different versions — as
either the pretty looking three-door Coupé. or (as
tested) a ‘mini estate’ three-door Hatchback.

There’s no longer a hefty price premium on the

Coupé. either (all models are priced identically to the
equivalent Hatch), and if the GT’s 75bhp and de
rigueur red bumper inserts and grille badge aren’t
loud enough, there’s a 112bhp G40 Coupé just around
the corner.

At the wheel

From earlier experience of the new models, we knew
that the more you pay for your Polo, the more the
noise and harshness levels increase.

The GT’s vigorous engine might boast good mid-
range pull and prove to be a willing enough little
revver. but too much acoustic evidence of its activity
finds its way through to the cabin. The appropriately
‘short’ gearing complements the engine’s power
characteristics nicely, but it certainly doesn’t aid
cruising refinement. This is marred by a boomy
resonance at around 4000rpm - just what you don’t
want when motorway cruising.

Alas, the Polo GT's chassis is something of a let-
down for the keener driver, too. Coming straight from
Rover’s delightful little Metro GTi, we were,




admittedly, rather spoilt, but the Polo’s less-than-
razor-sharp handling, turbulent reactions to road faults
and ‘treacly’, lifeless steering simply aren’t in the
Metro’s class.

There’s reasonable grip from the GT’s wider
155/70 tyres and, at the limit, there are no nasty tail-
out, opposite-lock histrionics in store for the unwary.
Nevertheless, the Polo GT fails to fulfill the promises
made by its GT badges.

On the plus side, the GT proves to be far from
thirsty (cat or not), thanks no doubt to its bantam-like
kerbweight and 10 per cent more aerodynamic lines:
we recorded a better-than-average 421/2mpg overall in
our comprehensive tests.

The GT’s sports front seats (available as a £200
option on CL versions, incidentally) provide useful
support and location and remain comfortable on long
runs. As well as a chunky sports steering wheel and
pint-sized tachometer, the GT also comes with a tilt-
cum-height adjuster for the driver’s seat. For some
obscure reason, the seat provides unusually generous
forward travel — a point of particular interest to really
short drivers.

Now that they are servo-assisted (yes, after all
these years!), the Polo GT’s disc/drum brakes can be
almost too much of a good thing in an emergency.
However, despite the reasonably respectable figures
we recorded at the test track, our car’s brakes failed to
inspire complete confidence. They suffered from
disturbingly long pedal travel before they did much —
despite the servo and master cylinder assembly being
moved over for right-hand drive — and also produced
an annoying steering shimmy under light braking on
turns. In the past, Polo brakes needed a long and firm
push, now they just need a long prod — so at least
some progress has been made.

Space and comfort

Although the new facia, full-height door trims and
smart upholstery should brighten the interior, VW’s
insistence on all-black cabins for its sporty models
rather negates the effect in the GT. Our jet-black test
car was even blacker inside — carpets, headlining, the
lot — so creating anything but the bright, airy and
inviting impression that might otherwise have been
provided. The cheaper FoX models may be a little too
jazzy for some tastes, but they certainly look a good
deal more friendly inside.

Trimmed in an attractive check (though still dark
grey) cloth upholstery, the Polo GT could almost pass
for a Scirocco at a quick glance inside. The back seat
looks as though it might be just as cramped as the
Scirocco’s, too, although once passengers are installed
in the Polo, their kneeroom is actually better than in
either the Metro or the Nova.

We thought our test car was quite well equipped: a
steel sunroof, split-folding back seats, heat-insulating
green-tinted glass, twin roofrack rails, driver’s seat-
height/tilt adjustment and remote-controlled door
mirrors — until the options list and our calculator

revealed that only the last two come as standard; the
four extras add a tidy £900 (and 73p) to the price!
Alloy wheels, headlamp washers and heated washer
jets? ‘Certainly sir, that’ll be another £360 + £172 +
£22.50: £554.50 in all.’

On a more positive note, the Hatchback not only
offers more luggage space than the Coupé (helpful for
bulky or taller loads), but its longer roofline means
that there’s an extra inch or two of headroom at the
back.

We also like the split-folding back seat’s two-stage
backrest angle adjustment, which provides a touch
more load space-— at the expense of a more upright
backrest. But on what is already the dearest Polo you
can buy, does Wolfsburg seriously expect punters to
stump up a further £185 for them? Come off it, VW!
And, to add insult to injury, there’s not even a load-
space lamp to light your way into the boot at night.
Oh, and central locking isn’t available, either — not
even as an option.

The new rotary heating and ventilation controls
look neater and ought to be much easier in use, but not
only does the heater use the older, less-responsive
water valve to regulate the warmth, there was so much
lost motion on our test car’s heat dial that it often took
several minutes of irritating fiddling to obtain a
comfortable setting.

Although there are only two (outboard) facia vents
-~ which can oblige with cool air whatever the heater
setting — these work very well. The centre console
incorporates two small outlets at floor level, too,
directing some warmth to the rear footwells.

VERDICT

Anyone expecting something really new of the
latest Polos is going to be disappointed. What’s on
offer is a well-executed revamp of a soundly made,
competent, though ultimately not very exciting,
supermini — and one that’s still two doors short
compared with most rivals.

As for the GT, the closer you look into it the less
convincing it seems. It has its strengths: lively
performance, good economy, decent seats and a
‘clean’ exhaust — but these are outweighed by a
stingy equipment list (unless you’re prepared to
add quite a bit to the showroom price), poor
refinement, that irksome engine boom and driver
appeal that falls well short of what’s expected from
something wearing a GT badge.

When we tested the Polo Fox, we reckoned that
the more you spend on a Polo the poorer the levels
of ride and noise control become, and the more the
items that aren’t new become apparent. Sadly, the
Polo GT only reinforces this view. It’s difficult to
put a price on that legendary VW build quality,
although in this case the men in grey suits at
Milton Keynes have certainly had a good stab at it.

The Polo deserves its loyal supporters, but more
so lower down the range, because this one isn’t
really GT material. Perhaps the G40 will be.




ULy Je o5 jees s sabuessed ay) pue wooibs| UIGE 1e joS 1865 jue) payosjoid aousyiadxa uoyejs buyyy pue dwey Buiusem/abneb uo paseq,
S,JOALP 8} PUIYBq JUBWAINSESLL UBSW 8] Sjuaseidas [eddAy, , 18A0931 0}
49|l papIBIys ong sdols jo Jequini - Sa|lw Q9¢/s8ill| 6€ :mmcmh yuey olisijeay
(ebBuy aiebjie} o1) woolaauy —1an0 Baw ok
e weieypeorpy | £ sea) [e0IdAL 4 [3] ¢PopPed Ao P o2y I 1eaidAL
Joudu| 1oy - 0S SpeoJ feinl — BuiAlp 8jjusy
wooiba e :
2/,9% yibusy peo q 2/,.€ 180, [eoidA h m,, = ;8nn00ye — Jes) 2\ Ep Speol paxiw ‘Buiaup ysug
I\M. £@A08Ye —Juoy) asn 219A0s Iy Buisinio ydwo, — Aemiojon
— sjujesisal pedH Y 414
v/,Ge/L i v/, 6v (s1501uLlE USIMISG) ; 2/,9¢ sqingns ayj ul sksuinol poys
_ wbay IS Y _ uIpIm Jeas yoeg x| éiuerenuod
A ¢BANj08Y9 — Ss1eal asn JUBJSu0d Ge ¢/,\e€ oyjen Anesy ‘Buialp preH
m Wiy peo1 p | 2,06 wooipeay reay 9 || || étusueruoo 1eyy Bdw abue) [BWION
A ¢9AI0BY0 — Juoly - -
|\.I sHoqIess 159} 40 " papes|un ‘auejoo G6 :Sisa) 10j apeib jany
(xew - ujw) ] (xew - unw) - uvels Iy
0SYSE | yom iooypeor g | HOF wooibel oy g || [A] auesise: opes NOILdWNSNOD 13n4d
A| ¢voue sjaisues (q)) dois %5,
% | ¢Inuemod 40} popadu peoj |Epad "4 A uolIB|0E §S6q 10j,
6z yibua peo &) 16-G¢ wooJpesy Juol yf | X | sowelg VA. mmcm:o ydu YA
: ou moys saxe.q [eap|) ‘Bunyeiq
(seyou) apisu| _M_ ¢PEOI 3Y) JO |88}, mmu_._oo—w S100)E JOJEM 1O 9SN PIEY MOH oees { O0v.L9 »00/9 puz mnwn
9! (18ny Jo jiny) qy uf WBam qua) X 159} ape4 e e ws uw 151
151 %9949 94eS ] € 8 spaads wnuwixep
PSPIO} SIOLIW YNM ¥/ 19,
‘Buippiis a1 S|9ayM 8y} ‘USY0Ig SBLI0DAY BAIND BY) UBYM by ] I
; 00} a1 A3U) ‘M0Jaq S,)i i ‘AABaY 00} BlE Sayelq 8y} ‘aAoqe si j| “ydesd A L8ivel /201 SIONVH
- SIY} JO BUOZ PAPRYS BY} UIYIM (|} pinoys aand Buelq ey) Ajeap) a3ads
: u (60°1 = %001 81) Aineib jo abejuaiad e se umoys Aousioye Bunesg 92/E 1) Am. 1101 HLv/HLS
H a 21,69 ozt J: o_E 06 08 0L 09 05 ov 0 |0 0 o_m oly o¢ _ ydw 0z
9 » % u (%) Aouoolye - _
< —8& o¢ . e Ams An.m vao
[/ e ook HLY NI
8 | o I I I
- > m A.mw G9l Am.or Am S %Wmm’w
_At 26 .||'_ 0S _ : :
~ 7 . Am._ SHV3D
_ 601 b2 cv 3HL
A 09
«/ HONOHHL
dw
r 3 g v/,68 o |11 0lo ols oly oc| u
) 6 xe
o) v VN @jeiqpuey Joj juaipesb xey
_— W %GE Ajuo mxm._n_u:w_._ o1 S0l ve 1HVIS
— L L ! ! 08 o v/, ydwgg-0 ydwog-0 ONIANVLS
(seyou) suOISUaWIQ Bunyesq 10y speo [epad moH S@YIEG Spuodes ul swh UOI1BlI9|93dY

SININ3HNSVIN

A13d4vS

JONVINHO4H3d

o




4

HOW IT Engine

Max

30-70mph ?0-70mph Fuel Brakes Maximum  Typical leg/  Steering Overall

COMPARES ey (k) pears e prarssed (mpp (Rt o s G o
VW Polo 1.3GT Hatchback (3 door) 1272/74 107 10.9 23.1/16.0 42 94/45 41 37227 3.6/31 148/4
Fiat Uno 70SX ie (5 door) 1372772 105 120 257200 39 94/55 40 3941272 4.0/31'/2 1454
Peugeot 205 1.4XS (3 door) 1360/85 106 10.2 19.3/14.2 39 94/55 40%/2 37/27Ya 3.8/33a 146

Rover Metro 1.4SL Cat (3 door) 13%6/76 102 12.6 25.8/186 40 87/50 41 373/2/24'/2 3.6/32 138%/2
Rover Metro 1.4GTi 16v (3 door) 1396/94 110 10.4 24.5/169 41 91/55 411 3712425/ 3.4/35 1383/
Vauxhall Nova 1.4i Cat Merit (3 door) 1389/60 97 14.4 3527230 44/ 104775 40/ 3712534 3.8/31 143%s

TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION

ENGINE

Type and size front-mounted, transverse 4 in line;
water-cooled. 75.0mm bore x 72.0mm stroke = 1272cc.
Iron block and aluminium alloy head: 5 main bearings

Compression ratio 10.0:1

Valve gear single beit-driven overhead camshaft actuating
two valves per cylinder via hydraulic tappets

Fuel system VW Digifant multi-point fuel injection,
three-way catalyst and Lambda sensor. 42-litre
(9.2-gallon) tank; no low-level wamning lamp. Fuel
required: 95 octane minimum, unleaded only

Ignition system fully programmed electronic (integrated
with fuel injection) via coil and distributor

Maximum power (DIN-net) 74bhp at 5900rpm
Maximum torque {DIN-net) 73 Ib ft at 3200-4000rpm

TRANSMISSION
Clutch 7.5in diaphragm spring, dry plate; cable-operated.
Pedal load/travel: 25 1b/5!/2in

Gearbox 5 speed (all synchromesh) and reverse.
Ratios: first 3.45, second 2.09, third 1.47, fourth 1.10,
fifth 0.85 and reverse 3.38:1

Final drive 4.06:1, to front wheels
Mph per 1000rpm 18.04 in top, 13.94 in 4th
Rpm at 70mph 3880 in top gear

CHASSIS

Suspension front: independent by MacPherson
damper/struts, coil springs and an anti-roll bar.
Rear: torsion beam axle, trailing arms, coil springs
and an anti-roll bar. Dampers: telescopic all round

Steering non-assisted rack and pinion with 3.6 turns
between full locks. Turning circles average 31t between
kerbs, with 53ft for one turn of the wheel

Wheels 41/2] steel with 155/70R13 75T tyres (Michelin
MXL on test car)

Brakes 9.4in plain discs front, 7.6in drums rear with
vacuum servo
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