INSURANCE INSTITUTE
FOR HIGHWAY SAFETY

NEWS RELEASE

March 5, 2006

NEW CRASH TESTS OF MIDSIZE CARS: BMW 3 SERIES & LEXUS IS
EARN ‘TOP SAFETY PICK,” BUT NEW FORD FUSION DISAPPOINTS

ARLINGTON, VA — Crashworthiness evaluations for seven new or redesigned midsize
car models reflect performance in the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety’s
front, side, and rear impact tests. The models include three moderately priced
cars — Ford Fusion, Hyundai Sonata, and Pontiac G6. The other four models are

luxury/near luxury cars — Acura TSX, BMW 3 series, Infiniti G35, and Lexus IS.

The best overall performers are the BMW 3 series and Lexus IS, which earned
the silver ‘Top Safety Pick’ designation for good performance in the Institute’s
front and side crash tests plus acceptable ratings for their seat/head restraint
designs in rear tests. The Ford Fusion, tested without its optional side air-
bags, earned the lowest overall ratings. It’s the only car in this group that
didn’t earn a good rating in the frontal test (see attached ratings). It earned

a poor rating in the side test and a marginal rating for rear crash protection.

“Nearly every car now earns good ratings in our frontal test,” says Institute
president Adrian Lund. “The Fusion is acceptable, which isn’t a bad result, but
it’s not competitive with other cars in its class. Based on this car’s side and
rear evaluations along with its acceptable frontal rating, the Fusion is the

lowest rated moderately priced midsize car we’ve evaluated.”

Sonata shows big improvement in front and side tests: The Hyundai Sonata and Pontiac G6 didn’t
earn the ‘Top Safety Pick’ award, but their crash test performances improved
compared with predecessor models. The Institute has tested two predecessors of
the 2006 Sonata. The design for the 1995-98 model years was rated poor in the

frontal test. The occupant compartment buckled, and major intrusion into the

— MORE —

1005 N. GLEBE RD. ARLINGTON, VA 22201 TEL. 703/247-1500 FAX 703/247-1588 www.iihs.org



PAGE 2

Insurance Institute for Highway Safety

5 BOHATA

CFs017

1996 Sonata: 1999 Sonata: 2006 Sonata:
Occupant compartment buckled; Structure improved to marginal; Dramatic structural improvement;
major intrusion into area around the feet still room for improvement  space around driver dummy maintained

driver footwell area led to high forces on the dummy’s left leg. Another problem
was that the dummy’s head slid around the frontal airbag and nearly hit the A-
pillar between the windshield and front door frame. The Sonata design for 1999-
2005 improved to acceptable overall, but its structure was rated only marginal
in the frontal test. Forces on the dummy’s legs indicated the possibility of

injury, and the safety cage around the driver didn’t hold up very well.

Frontal test of 2006 Sonata leads to recall: The frontal evaluation of the redesigned 2006 Son-
ata is based on two crash tests. A problem in the first test involved the driver
seat. During the crash, the seatback failed to maintain adjustment in the posi-
tion in which it was locked before the impact. This resulted in the forward rota-
tion of the seatback into the inflated airbag. The seatback then moved rearward
and after the crash was found in a semi-reclined position. Post-crash inspection
showed the lap portion of the driver’s safety belt was partially caught beneath

the seatback adjustment lever and had likely activated the lever during the crash.

Hyundai engineers redesigned this lever for all cars manufactured starting on
August 1, 2005 and recalled the cars made earlier. All 2006 Sonatas with this

change are rated good for frontal crash protection.

— MORE —
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“In the past, cars from Hyundai often didn’t perform as well as many competitors
in our safety tests,” Lund says. “Structure is the key to providing good protec-
tion in a frontal crash because if the occupant compartment buckles or crumples,
the safety belts and airbags cannot do a good job of protecting the people in-

side. The structure of the new Sonata is a dramatic improvement.”

The Sonata also improved in the side impact test. The previous model earned
the lowest rating of poor, even with standard front seat-mounted side airbags
designed to protect front-seat occupants’ heads and chests. The side structure
of the old model was poor, and measures recorded on the driver dummy indicated
that a person in a real-world crash of this severity could sustain rib frac-

tures, internal organ injuries, and a fractured pelvis.

The side airbags in the old Sonata provided head protection, but only for
people in front seats. For 2006, Hyundai replaced the combination head/torso
airbags that deployed from the side of the front seats with side curtain air-
bags designed to protect the heads of occupants in both front and rear seats

(seat-mounted torso airbags also are standard for front-seat occupants).

The 2006 Sonata is one of the few relatively inexpensive cars with side air-
bags as standard equipment. It’s also one of the few to earn a good rating

for seat/head restraint design for protection in rear impacts.

BMW and Lexus earn ‘Top Safety Pick’: Based on these test results plus results released
last year, nine moderately priced to luxury midsize models earn the ‘Top Safety
Pick’ award for performance in front, side, and rear tests. Both the BMW and

Lexus earn the silver award, but this award applies only to 3 series models
manufactured after February, 2006, when BMW redesigned the head restraints to

improve performance in the rear test.

“Results for the BMW and Lexus show that manufacturers can design cars to protect

people in the three most common kinds of crashes that lead to injuries,” Lund says.

— MORE —
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‘Top Safety Pick’ winners represent an elite fraction of the car market. Winners
of the gold award have good ratings in the Institute’s frontal offset and side
impact tests, and their seat/head restraints are rated good for protection from
neck injuries in rear impacts. Silver awards go to vehicles with good performance

in the front and side crash tests plus acceptable seat/head restraint ratings.

G6 improves compared with Grand Am: In contrast to the Pontiac G6’s good performance in
the frontal test, its predecessor Grand Am was rated poor. When the Institute
tested a 1999 model, the driver’s survival space wasn’t maintained very well,
the steering wheel moved up toward the driver, and a high head acceleration
occurred when the dummy’s head hit the pillar behind the driver seat. Intru-

sion also contributed to high forces on the dummy’s right leg.

“The performance of the G6 is dramatically better,” Lund says. The structure
was maintained very well, there was minimal intrusion into the occupant com-

partment, and most injury measures were low.

This car is rated acceptable for side impact protection, but only when equipped
with optional side curtain airbags designed to protect occupants’ heads. All
injury measures recorded on the driver dummy were low, but forces recorded on
the rear passenger dummy indicated the possibility of rib fractures or internal
organ injuries. Without side airbags, the G6 is rated poor in the side test.

This car earns the second lowest rating of marginal for rear crash protection.

New Fusion isn’t up to par with midsize competitors: The Ford Fusion/Mercury Milan is among only
two current midsize car designs (the other is the Dodge Stratus/Chrysler Sebring)
that don’t earn the highest rating of good in the Institute’s frontal offset
crash test. The Fusion without optional side airbags is rated poor for side

crash protection, and it earned a marginal rating for rear crash protection.

“The Fusion is a disappointment because it’s a brand new design,” Lund says. “Ford
has done a good job with some other recent models, but the Fusion is at the back

of the pack among midsize cars for overall safety performance.” In Fusions manu-

— MORE —
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factured after January, Ford added a structure below the accelerator pedal de-

signed to reduce injury risk to the right leg and foot in frontal offset crashes.

“This fix didn’t work in our test,” Lund says. “Forces recorded on the dummy’s
right leg were high, and a metal pin broke in the dummy’s ankle. Ford is doing
more research to find a solution and has indicated it will ask the Institute

to retest the Fusion for frontal crash performance later this year.”

The Fusion earned the lowest rating of poor in the side impact test. Without

side airbags, injury measures recorded on the driver dummy indicated that seri-
ous head injuries would be possible in a real-world crash of similar severity.
Measures from other parts of the dummy indicated that rib fractures or internal

organ injuries and a fractured pelvis also would be likely.

“The side structure of the Fusion held up reasonably well in the crash test, and
this car’s structural rating of acceptable is better than some other midsize mod-
els we’ve tested,” Lund points out. Protection in the rear seat was reasonably
good. The head of the dummy in the rear seat struck the pillar behind the rear
door. This area is required by federal standard to provide some protection for
an occupant’s head, but the Fusion is rated poor overall because of high forces

recorded on the driver dummy’s head, pelvis, and torso.

The Fusion’s side airbags aren’t standard equipment, and the Institute’s policy
is to test vehicles without these airbags if they’re optional. Manufacturers who
want a second test with side airbags have to reimburse the Institute for the
cost of the vehicle. Initially, Ford didn’t request a second test of the

Fusion with optional side airbags.

“Usually when an automaker doesn’t ask for the optional test, we presume it means
the side airbags wouldn’t help much to improve the car’s rating,” explains Lund.
“But now Ford has requested a second test, so the Fusion with side airbags may

earn a better rating than poor. We’ll conduct the test and report the result.”

— MORE —
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How vehicles are evaluated: The Institute’s frontal crashworthiness evaluations are
based on results of frontal offset crash tests at 40 mph. Each vehicle’s overall
evaluation is based on measurements of intrusion into the occupant compartment,
injury measures from a Hybrid III dummy in the driver seat, and analysis of slow-
motion film to assess how well the restraint system controlled dummy movement

during the test.

Each vehicle’s overall side evaluation is based on performance in a crash test
in which the side of the vehicle is struck by a barrier moving at 31 mph and
representing the front end of a pickup or SUV. Ratings reflect injury measures
recorded on two instrumented SID-IIs dummies, assessment of head protection coun-
termeasures, and the vehicle’s structural performance during the impact. Injury
measures obtained from the two dummies, one in the driver seat and the other in
the rear seat behind the driver, are used to determine the likelihood that the
driver and/or passenger in a real-world crash would have sustained serious in-
jury to various body regions. The movements and contacts of the dummies’ heads
during the crash also are evaluated. Structural performance is based on measure-

ments indicating the amount of B-pillar intrusion into the occupant compartment.

Rear crash protection is rated according to a two-step procedure. Starting points
for the ratings are measurements of head restraint geometry — the height of a
restraint and its horizontal distance behind the back of the head of an average-
size man. Seats with good or acceptable restraint geometry are tested dynamically
using a dummy that measures forces on the neck. This test simulates a collision
in which a stationary vehicle is struck in the rear at 20 mph. Seats without
good or acceptable geometry are rated poor overall because they cannot be posi-

tioned to protect many people.

End six-page news release on crashworthiness of midsize cars
Two attachments: front, side, and rear crashworthiness ratings
VNR Mon. 3/6/05, 10-10:30 am EST (C) IA 5/Trans. 19 (d14080V);
again 1-1:30 pm EST (C) 1A 5/Trans. 19 (d14080V); fed in rotation

For more ratings of cars, SUVs, and pickup trucks go to

www.iihs.org/ratings/default.aspx



Midsize luxury/near luxury cars

ATTACHMENT 1: CRASHWORTHINESS EVALUATIONS, p.1 of 2

FRONT SIDE
EVALUATION EVALUATION

REAR CRASH
PROTECTION

TOP SAFETY PICK GOLD 2006 MopeLs SAAB 9-3

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2003-06 models; test vehicle = 3,322 Ibs.

side: 2004-06 models (mfg. after Dec. 2003); test vehicle = 3,236 Ibs.
rear: 2003-06 models

TOP SAFETY PICK SILVER 2006 MopeLs LEXUS IS

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,470 Ibs.

side: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,488 Ibs.

rear: 2006 models

TOP SAFETY PICK SILVER 2006 MODELS AUDI A4

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2002-06 models (mfg. after Feb. 2002); test vehicle = 3,569 Ibs.
side: 2005-06 models (mfg. after Oct. 2004); test vehicle = 3,675 Ibs.

rear: 2006 models (mfg. after Nov. 2005)

TOP SAFETY PICK SILVER 2006 MoDELS BMW 3 SERIES

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,362 Ibs.

side: 2006 models (mfg. after Nov. 2005); test vehicle = 3,400 Ibs.
rear: 2006 models (mfg. after Feb. 2006)

ACURA TL

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,552 Ibs.

side: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,554 Ibs.

rear: 2004-06 models

LEXUS ES 330

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,461 Ibs.

side: 2004-06 models (mfg. after Apr. 2004); test vehicle = 3,487 Ibs.
rear: 2004-06 models

VOLVO S60

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2001-06 models; test vehicle = 3,422 Ibs.

side: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,515 Ibs.

rear: 2003-06 models

SAAB 9-5

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT
SEAT-MOUNTED COMBINATION HEAD & TORSO AIRBAGS

front: 2002-06 models (mfg. after Nov. 2001); test vehicle = 3,602 Ibs.

side: 1999-2006 models; test vehicle = 3,505 Ibs.
rear: 2005-06 models
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ORDER OF VEHICLES REFLECTS RATINGS IN FRONT, SIDE, AND REAR TESTS
FOR MORE DETAILED CRASHWORTHINESS EVALUATIONS, GO TO WWW.IIHS.ORG

continues on next page »
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FRONTAL RATINGS are based on performance in a 40 mph frontal offset crash test into a deformable barrier. CAUTION: Frontal ratings cannot be compared across vehicle type and weight
categories because the kinetic energy involved in the frontal test depends on the speed and weight of the test vehicle, and the crash is more severe for heavier vehicles. Given equivalent
frontal ratings for heavier and lighter vehicles, the heavier vehicle typically will offer better protection in real-world crashes.

SIDE RATINGS are based on performance in a crash test in which the side of the vehicle is struck by a moving deformable barrier with a front end that represents the front of a typical SUV
or pickup. The moving barrier strikes the vehicle at 31 mph in a perpendicular impact. NOTE: Side ratings can be compared across vehicle type and weight categories while frontal ratings

cannot.

REAR CRASH PROTECTION RATINGS are based on a two-step evaluation. In the first step restraint geometry is rated. Seats with good or acceptable geometric ratings then are
subjected to a dynamic test. Seats with head restraints rated marginal or poor, based on geometry, aren’t tested because they cannot protect taller occupants.



Midsize luxury/near luxury cars

ATTACHMENT 1: CRASHWORTHINESS EVALUATIONS, p.2 of 2

FRONT
EVALUATION

SIDE
EVALUATION

REAR CRASH
PROTECTION

MERCEDES C CLASS

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR

HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS AND FRONT & REAR DOOR-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
(REAR TORSO AIRBAGS STANDARD IN 2005 MODELS; OPTIONAL IN 2006 MODELS)
front: 2001-06 models; test vehicle = 3,395 Ibs.

side: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,347 Ibs.

rear: 2004-05 models

ACURA TSX

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,278 Ibs.

side: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,303 Ibs.

rear: 2004-06 models

INFINITI G35

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2003-06 models; test vehicle = 3,468 Ibs.

side: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,466 Ibs.

rear: 2003-06 models

JAGUAR X-TYPE

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2002-06 models (mfg. after Dec. 2001{; test vehicle = 3,598 Ibs.
side: 2002-06 models; test vehicle = 3,585 Ibs.

rear: 2004-06 models

NEW SIDE TEST

NEW SIDE TEST
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end of midsize luxury/near luxury cars attachment
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ATTACHMENT 2: CRASHWORTHINESS EVALUATIONS, p.1 of 3

FRONT SIDE REAR CRASH
Midsize moderately priced cars EVALUATION EVALUATION PROTECTION

TOP SAFETY PICK GOLD 2006 MopeLs SUBARU LEGACY

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS

front: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,298 Ibs.
side: 2006; test vehicle = 3,320 Ibs.
rear: 2006 models

TOP SAFETY PICK SILVER 2006 MoDELS VOLKSWAGEN PASSAT

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS

front: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,435 Ibs.
side: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,417 Ibs.
rear: 2006 models

TOP SAFETY PICK SILVER 2006 MopeLs AUDI A3

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,241 Ibs.

side: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,280 Ibs.

rear: 2006 models

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2005-06 models (mfg. after Nov. 2004); test vehicle = 3,214 Ibs.
side: 2005-06 models (mfg. after Nov. 2004); test vehicle = 3,228 Ibs.
rear: 2005-06 models (mfg. after Nov. 2004)

TOP SAFETY PICK SILVER 2006M00ES - cHEVROLET MALIBU

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH OPTIONAL FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,183 Ibs.

side: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,258 Ibs.

rear: 2004-06 models

TOYOTA CAMRY

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH OPTIONAL FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2002-06 models; test vehicle = 3,276 Ibs.

side: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,203 Ibs.

rear: 2005-06 models

i 1 R B R R
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HONDA ACCORD

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH FRONT & REAR

HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
(OPTIONAL IN 2004 MODELS; STANDARD IN 2005-06 MODELS)

front: 2003-06 models; test vehicle = 3,186 Ibs.

side: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,157 Ibs.

rear: 2003-06 models

MITSUBISHI GALANT

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT
SEAT-MOUNTED COMBINATION HEAD AND TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,395 Ibs.

side: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,391 Ibs.

rear: 2004-06 models

VOLVO S40

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS
front: 2004-06 models (mfg. after Feb. 2004); test vehicle = 3,168 Ibs.
side: 2005-06; test vehicle = 3,245 Ibs.

rear: 2004-06 models (mfg. after Feb. 2004)
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-
"

continues on next page »
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Midsize moderately priced cars

ATTACHMENT 2: CRASHWORTHINESS EVALUATIONS, p.2 of 3

FRONT SIDE REAR CRASH
EVALUATION EVALUATION PROTECTION

HYUNDAI SONATA
SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS

front: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,535 Ibs.
side: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,541 Ibs.
rear: 2006 models

PONTIAC G6
SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH OPTIONAL FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS

front: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,393 Ibs.
side: 2006 models (mfg. after June 2005); test vehicle = 3,435 Ibs.
rear: 2005-06 models

NISSAN MAXIMA
SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT & REAR
HEAD CURTAIN AIRBAGS & FRONT SEAT-MOUNTED TORSO AIRBAGS

front: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,472 Ibs.
side: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,481 Ibs.
rear: 2004-06 models

SUZUKI VERONA
SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITH STANDARD FRONT
SEAT-MOUNTED COMBINATION HEAD AND TORSO AIRBAGS

front: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,385 Ibs.
side: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,347 Ibs.
rear: 2004-06 models

NISSAN ALTIMA

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITHOUT OPTIONAL SIDE AIRBAGS

front: 2002-06 models; test vehicle = 3,150 Ibs.
side: 2002-06 models; test vehicle = 3,095 Ibs.
rear: 2005-06 models (mfg. after August 2004)

CHEVROLET MALIBU

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITHOUT OPTIONAL SIDE AIRBAGS

front: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,183 Ibs.
side: 2004-06 models; test vehicle = 3,254 Ibs.
rear: 2004-06 models

PONTIAC G6
SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITHOUT OPTIONAL SIDE AIRBAGS

front: 2005-06 models; test vehicle = 3,393 Ibs.
side: 2006 models (mfg. after June 2005); test vehicle = 3,413 Ibs.
rear: 2005-06 models

TOYOTA CAMRY

SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITHOUT OPTIONAL SIDE AIRBAGS

front: 2002-06 models; test vehicle = 3,276 Ibs.
side: 2002-06 models; test vehicle = 3,197 Ibs.
rear: 2005-06 models

MAZDA 6
SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITHOUT OPTIONAL SIDE AIRBAGS

front: 2003-06 models; test vehicle = 3,086 Ibs.
side: 2003-06 models; test vehicle = 3,137 Ibs.
rear: 2003-06 models
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Midsize moderately priced cars

ATTACHMENT 2: CRASHWORTHINESS EVALUATIONS, p.3 of 3

FRONT SIDE REAR CRASH
EVALUATION EVALUATION PROTECTION

DODGE STRATUS
CHRYSLER SEBRING
SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITHOUT OPTIONAL SIDE AIRBAGS

front: 2001-06 models; test vehicle = 3,252 Ibs.
side: 2001-06 models; test vehicle = 3,126 Ibs.
rear: 2003-06 models

FORD FUSION
MERCURY MILAN
SIDE IMPACT TEST CONDUCTED WITHOUT OPTIONAL SIDE AIRBAGS

front: 2006 models (mfg. after Jan. 2006); test vehicle = 3,386 Ibs.
side: 2006 models; test vehicle = 3,378 Ibs.
rear: 2006 models
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end of midsize moderately priced cars attachment
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