
drew an indifferent score for value. As a
consequence, the C55 finished behind the
CTS-V by one point. We can only hope this
doesn’t provoke any arrests in Stuttgart.

Second Place
Cadillac CTS-V

At a glance, the Cadillac looks out of
place here, like a junior-high kid elbowing
his way into the kindergarten sandbox.
There’s no denying the dimensional dif-
ferences. The upstart Detroit sports sedan
is longer, wider, taller, and heavier than
either of its German opponents. It’s also
substantially more powerful, with 400

horsepower and 395 pound-feet of torque
on tap from its 5.7-liter pushrod V-8, an
engine that also sees service in Corvettes. 

On the other hand, its pricing is right
in step with die Deutschen, and so is its
straight-line performance, despite a sub-
stantial edge in engine output. Thanks to
its relative heft, at 4.8 seconds the Caddy
was a 10th slower to 60 mph than the bad-
boy Benz and nudged the Mercedes by a
mere bumper in the quarter-mile: 13.2 sec-
onds at 109 mph. However, these numbers
are substantially better than the ones we
recorded for a very early production CTS-
V last March. Although rear-wheel hop is
still a problem in all-out launches, it was
easier to manage in this car, knocking 0.4
second off the 0-to-60 time and a half-
second off the quarter-mile performance.
Cadillac ads claim 4.6 seconds to 60, but
this is the best we’ve managed so far.

There were some other welcome

improvements over that first test car. For
example, Cadillac finally has the calibra-
tion squared away on the car’s oil-tem-
perature gauge, a source of erroneously
high readings in early cars. Even more
welcome, the programming for the sta-
bility-control system isn’t as intrusive as it
was in our first test, and we also know the
secret of shutting it off completely: Hold
down the control switch for five seconds.
However, another anomaly prevented us
from comparing on-and-off performance
at the track. We recorded a series of laps
with the system on and were pleasantly
surprised to find that the stability control
allows the driver some liberties—a little
oversteer mitigated by a nice sense of bal-
ance. But by the time we got around to
trying some laps with the system switched
off, we were plagued by an engine stumble
exiting Nelson’s carousel turn, a very long
right-hander with a decreasing radius pre-
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Chassis zneB-sedecreMcallidaCiduA
S4 Quattro CTS-V C55 AMG

front multilink, coil springs, control arms, coil springs, struts, coil springs, 
suspension anti-roll bar anti-roll bar anti-roll bar

rear multilink, coil springs, multilink, coil springs, multilink, coil springs, 
suspension anti-roll bar anti-roll bar anti-roll bar

front brakes vented disc vented disc vented disc

rear brakes vented disc vented disc vented disc

anti-lock control seyseysey

stability control seyseysey

tires Continental SportContact2, Goodyear Eagle F1 Supercar EMT, Pirelli P Zero Rosso;
235/40ZR-18 95Y P245/45ZR-18 96W F: 225/40ZR-18 92Y,

R: 245/35ZR-18 92Y

braking, 
70–0, feet 761771 165 170

roadholding,
300-foot

skidpad, g 0.87 0.90 0.85 0.87

lane change, 
mph 63.8 4.664.66 65.5

Best in test. Test Avg
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Cadillac CTS-V
Highs: Muscle-car throttle
response, sure-footed in 

agility events, roomy up front.

Lows: Reluctant shifting, noisy at
wide-open throttle, relaxed-fit 
bucket seats, hard-to-love styling.

The Verdict: A linebacker among
running backs: longer on muscle 
than on grace.
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