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never left wanting for acceleration, but in 
this group the RS 4 came in third.

Hanging the engine ahead of the front 
axle allows Audi to package some of its all-
wheel-drive hardware and transmission 
in a small space, but at the same time it 
results in a front-heavy weight distribu-
tion—it’s like a Porsche 911 in reverse. 
Fortunately, Audi worked to keep the front-
heavy RS 4 from understeering the driver 
to sleep. Just as a 911 seemingly repeals 
the laws of physics, so too does the RS 4. 
Neutral handling, quick turn-in, and per-
fect balance inspire confidence. During the 
back-road section of this exam, the Audi 
almost proved to be too easy to drive—some 
pilots complained that working hard in the 
M3 and C63 was more rewarding than the 
effortless manner of the RS 4. This Audi is 
too civilized to make you sweat.

No one complained about the RS 4’s ride 
quality. Thanks to dynamic ride control, 
the car remains composed whether you’re 
shuttling elderly women to bingo or quali-
fying for Pikes Peak. To accomplish this, 
Audi ties together the hydraulics of the 
diagonal shocks. The result is excellent 
damping and a suspension that resists 
dive, squat, and roll. The RS 4’s high-speed 
ride and its chassis’s stability were deemed 
best in test on the autobahn.

On a grumpy note, the interior is look-
ing slightly dated next to the newer entries. 
We make no complaint with the chosen ma-
terials or construction—it’s just looking a 
bit too familiar in this grouping. However, 
we all agreed that a good ol’ Audi interior 
was preferable to the spaceship-console ap-
proach of the M3. Our European-spec RS 4 
wore some equipment that distinguished 
it from the stateside model. An annoying 
start button for the ignition, lightweight 
racing-style seats, roll-up rear windows, 
and optional 15-inch carbon-ceramic front 
rotors ($7000) are features unique to the 

European model. We get luxurious power 
seats, power windows for all positions, and 
the carbon-ceramic brakes aren’t offered. 
The price for our RS 4 worked out to about 
$10,000 over the C63 and M3, most of that 
due to the brakes on our Euro-spec car. But 
we still felt that the RS 4 shouldn’t com-
mand a premium over the two other cars. 
So maybe it shouldn’t win, but third place? 
A car this good at this many things fin-
ishes last? Not to worry, a new RS 4 should 
arrive in about a year or so, and it will 
undoubtedly be looking for revenge.

 —Tony Quiroga

FAMILIAR FACE
Body kit looks tasteful next 

interior now looks dated. 
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C/D RESULTS BEST IN TEST SUSPENSION BRAKES
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AUDI 
RS 4

multilink, 
coil springs, 
anti-roll bar

multilink, 
coil springs, 
anti-roll bar

15.0-inch 
ceramic

drilled and 
vented disc

12.8-inch 
drilled and 
vented disc

yes yes
Michelin

Pilot Sport PS2, 
255/35ZR-19 (96Y)

157 0.87 61.4

BMW 
M3

struts, 
coil springs, 
anti-roll bar

multilink, 
coil springs, 
anti-roll bar

14.2-inch 
drilled and 
vented disc

13.8-inch 
drilled and 
vented disc

yes yes
Michelin

Pilot Sport PS2; 
F: 245/40ZR-18 (93Y), 
R: 265/40ZR-18 (97Y)

156 0.91 65.9

MERCEDES-BENZ 
C63 AMG

struts, 
coil springs, 
anti-roll bar

multilink, 
coil springs, 
anti-roll bar

14.2-inch 
drilled and 
vented disc

13.0-inch 
drilled, 

slotted, and 
vented disc

yes yes
Pirelli

P Zero MO; 
F: 235/40ZR-18 95Y, 
R: 255/35ZR-18 94Y

155 0.88 64.0

TEST AVERAGE 156 0.89 63.8
*Results are lower than expected due to less-than-ideal test conditions.
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