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Vinyl Mythbusters:  Vinyl Sounds Better than CD. 

Yes, it's true.  Like the thousands before me, I am opening that Pandora's box of all 
audiophile conundrums: do vinyl records sound better than CDs?  The answer, of course, 
is no.  What, you ask?  Isn't this a blog for all things vinyl?  Are you really decrying your 
own medium?  Again, of course, the answer is no.  Hands down, I will always choose 
vinyl.  I love the warmth and fullness of the sound. I love the ritual of gingerly removing 
the record from its sleeve and placing it on the turntable. I even love the constant, low 
hisses and pops, the sharp crackle as the needle first hits the outside groove.  However, to 
say that vinyl SOUNDS BETTER is ludicrous.   

When this question is brought up among audiophiles, most often you will see this: 

It illustrates that CDs merely take snapshots when sampling recorded output, as opposed 
to the grooves on a vinyl record that mimic the original sound wave almost exactly.  Plus, 
vinyl is able to reproduce a larger range of frequencies.   There!  Proof that vinyl must 
sound better, right?  No digital process of binary sampling could possibly reproduce the 
purity of vinyl.  It can't be.  THERE'S NO ARTWORK!! 

“Not so fast,” say CD-loving techheads.  “Those frequencies that vinyl can capture 
cannot be heard by human ears anyway!”  Plus, if you know real science, there is no way 
that a process as rife with potential distortion and additional noise as cutting records on 
vinyl can compete with the techniques of digital audio.  That warm, full sound that vinyl 
lovers swoon over is really just muddy low end and rolled off high frequencies.  

It's all true.  All things being equal, CDs are technically able to create a clearer, more 
representative signal.  Most of what causes record hounds to cringe is the fault of the 
engineer, not the medium.  Many classics released on CD in the early days of the format 
were horribly digitally mastered; hence the vinyl had a more pleasing and representative 
sound.  Many newer releases suffer from the great, rising plague that is the LOUDNESS 
WARS, in which record companies employ ever increasing amounts of compression in 
order for their releases to be louder, often leading to a loss of dynamics and tone, the 
harshness of which is often somewhat rounded off and more pleasant on vinyl.  And, just 



wait for the coming advent of DVD-audio with its 24-bit sampling rate, then watch the 
audiophile sparks fly! 
 
Additionally, much depends on the particulars.  A sparkling-clean album played on a 
high-end turntable with a brand-new needle and cartridge will sound different than a 
cheap, USB-ready deck from Target.  Similarly, a CD played in your long-lost Discman 
will differ from the one spun in the comfort of some rabid audiophile’s meticulously 
tweaked home stereo cave.  It depends on the band, the label, the year, and where the 
recording was found. (The bargain bin at Wal-Mart does not yield optimal engineering, 
or the local Goodwill pristine vintage platters.)  Music cannot be heard in a vacuum.   
 
So, really the problem with this debate comes with its wording.  Listening to music is a 
wholly subjective experience.  To say that one thing sounds better than another can only 
apply specifically to the individual.  There is no objective concept of "better" when it 
comes to audio recording.  There is only what one prefers.  I can say for a personal fact 
that hearing "Why Can't He Be You?" on vinyl after having listened to the track hundreds 
of times on CD was like hearing Patsy Cline for the very first time.  But, I cannot tell you 
that it is better.   
 
Let the digital experts and vinyl aficionados battle it out with graphs and numbers.  Listen 
to your music any and every way you can, find your favorite and enjoy. 
 
Till then, we'll be spinning at home, reveling in the full, warm, sonically-flawed glory of 
gently hissing vinyl. 


