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Overview

This Kit Reviewer’s Template is meant to be used with the Kit Reviewer’s Guide, and it’s incomplete without it.  Read the Kit Reviewer’s Guide first.  See also the Pamphlet on Creating Your Own Scale Drawings to support your review.
All technical requirements and specifications for photos and data formats in the Feature Article Author’s Guide and Digital Photography Guide apply to reviews.  You also need to be familiar with the Letter Contract / Invoice.  To keep this template short, information presented in those documents is not repeated here.  

The primary objective of a review is to provide information that builders want when deciding whether or not to buy the kit.  A secondary objective is to provide constructive feedback to kit designers.  
One way to learn to write good reviews is to think about reviews that were useful to you.  What did they do that was valuable?  What made them easy and fun to read?  What did you need to know to choose the right kit and get good value for your money?  How did a review help you when it came time to build your model?  I’ve tried to capture the features I thought were important and organized them into this template.
  

To ensure that we cover all the bases for our readers, please use this template as a checklist or notepad to gather your data.
  This template was designed for use in full build reviews, but it can also be helpful for in-the-box reviews and abbreviated build reviews.
  It is also useful for gathering data for feature articles.  

We want as much of this information as you can give us, even if we don’t include all of it in the published review.  Some items may not be necessary or are only appropriate if you actually built or partially built the model.  Just answer the questions which are appropriate and important and skip the rest.  Add photos, drawings, or sketches as needed and wherever possible in lieu of text.  Just mark up the kit instructions and our graphic artists will make them look professional.

You can create the text yourself, or you can simply type your notes on this document and we’ll edit your notes into final form.  If you’re using Microsoft Word, you can use the “Track Changes” function on the “Tools” menu to insert your notes into this template. 
When finished, delete this first page and save the template with a telegraphic filename that includes your last name, the kit maker, and the subject.  For example:  

crisler CMR spit 9.doc   or   crisler spec hob JRS-1.doc
AMM Kit Review Template

I.  Subject  

	1. Who manufactured this kit?  (e.g., Tamiya, Monogram, etc. ) 
	· Is this an original mold or a re-box of somebody else’s kit?  
· Is it a re-release from the same manufacturer?  
· Have there been any modifications, additions, corrections, or clean-ups?


	2. What is their stock number?  
	· List the specific number for the kit under review, then those for other releases of the same mold if the same plastic appears in several boxes (e.g. Hasegawa’s 1/48 scale P-51s, Ki-43-Is, etc).


	3. What scale is it?
	· Be careful with older kits, which may have actually have been an odd or box scale but are now quoted as being standard scale.


	4. Which exact type(s) and variant(s) or sub-type(s) are represented?
  
	· Be as specific as you can regarding blocks and sub-types.  

	5. Are there any options for other variants or sub-types?  
	· Can small changes result in different variants without using optional parts?  
· Are there optional parts for different variants in this box (e.g., Monogram’s P-39, etc.)?  


	6. What markings options are included?  
	· Specify units, locations, years, etc., if possible.  
· Are the markings correct for the sub-type represented? 



	7. What kind of kit is it?  

	· Injection modeled?  Resin?  Vac-form? 

	8. Are other media included?
	· Resin?  Photo-etch?  Decals?  Vac-form parts?  
· Are other media credited to a different manufacturer? (e.g., decals by Techmod, resin parts by True Details, etc.)


	9. Is it generally available?  
	· If not, where can you get it?  Include references to your local hobby store or to on-line sources.


	10. What is the suggested retail price?

	· Quote the Squadron Mail Order of Hannants MSRP in US dollars (not the discounted price) if all else fails.  Feel free to quote other sources.

	11.   Miscellaneous


	· Find out all you can from the kit maker’s website.
· Are other variants available from the same manufacturer (e.g., Hasegawa’s A6M Zero series, etc.)?

· Are other variants available from other manufacturers in this scale?




II.  Introduction and Background

Briefly describe why this kit and this review are important to you and why it might be important to others.  Reasons might include some combination of: 

· Historical significance of the subject 

· Why it is important or interesting to you personally

· Comparison of this kit to other kits of the same subject

· New kit design features or materials that provide high value or advance the state of the craft
· Only kit or latest kit available in this scale on this subject

asehas

III.  Box and Packaging 

· Box art 
· Provide a scanned image of the box art rather than a photo.  If the box is too big, scan the end flap.  Be sure to capture the company logo.
· Is the box art attractive?  Inspiring?  Is it useful as a reference for details, as a color guide, or as a source of ideas for display and presentation?  

· Does the box art accurately represent the kit?  Does it do the kit justice, or does it promise more than the kit delivers?  

· Is the version portrayed in the box art or given as the subject actually what is represented by the plastic?  If not, what’s the problem and how would you correct it?

· Packaging

· If it’s a box, is it box-and-end flap or tray-and-cover?  Is it shrink-wrapped or taped?  Is it sturdy?  Is it suitable to store the kit during construction?  

· Does the packaging protect the kit or product well enough during shipping and storage?  Are parts bagged or padded?  Are decals and clear parts bagged separately?  Are bags properly sealed?  Any scratches on clear parts?  

· Any missing or broken parts?  Did you contact the manufacturer for missing parts?  With what result?  How were you treated?  

IV.  Quality of Parts  

· What color is the plastic or resin?  

· What metal is used in the photo etched (PE) frets?  In the cast metal parts?

· Is the plastic or resin easy to work with?  Is it too soft or too brittle?  Is it easy to cut, sand, and shape, etc.?  Does it react properly to cement and glues, fillers, and paint?
· Is there excessive mold release that needs to be removed?  How difficult was it to remove mold release (if any) from resin or white-metal parts? 
· Are parts properly molded?  Are edges clean and crisp and sharp?  Are things that are supposed to have round cross sections actually round?  Be specific if there are problems or things that are especially well done.

· Were the molds polished out, or are the surfaces rough?

· Are there any problems with excessive flash, sink holes, knock-out marks, short shots, air bubbles etc., that will lead to construction and finishing problems?  

· Anything warped due to cramped packaging or by popping it from the mold too soon?   

V.  Instructions  

· Are the instructions clear and concise?  Are they in English?  Are they adequate to build the kit?
· How many assembly steps are shown?  Are there any major sub-assemblies?  Does the construction sequence follow a logical order?  Are there drawings or sketches or photos to support the instructions?  Is it clear how all the parts fit together?  

· Are the parts numbered?  Is there a parts list or drawing?  Any parts that will not be used?  Did they make part number errors?  You get extra points for clearing up any goofs here!  

· Any historical or background information?  Any photos, scale drawings, or profiles?  

· What references did the instructions list?  Which do you recommend?
· Do the overall length and span of the kit check with well-known references?  Any glaring accuracy problems in size or shape?  Which references did you use to make the comparison and build and finish the kit?  See the pamphlet on the AMM website for re-sizing your own scale drawings to check accuracy of dimensions and shapes.
VI.  Kit Design and Parts Layout

· How many parts of each type (injected, resin, clear, PE, etc.)?  How many parts total?  Include a photo of the parts, if that helps.  Scan PE frets rather than trying to photograph them.
· Are mold gates properly sized?  Too big and they’re hard to clean up.  Too small, and parts break off during transit and leave scars.

· Do fuselage or wing halves match in length and width? 

· Are there single, complex parts that could or should have been molded as several smaller parts (e.g., wheels and struts molded together, multi-row engines molded as one piece, etc.)?   

· Are there parts that should have been molded as one larger piece (i.e., fuselages split fore and aft, wing tips separated through an aileron instead of along a hinge line, etc.)?  

· Does the mold design ease or complicate assembly?  Does it lend itself to modifications or conversions by the builder or to the manufacturer producing different versions?  

· Raised or recessed panel lines?  Realistic?  Correctly located?  Are raised lines used to present surface detail (e.g., doors, hatches, hinge lines, etc.) that should have been recessed panel lines or vice versa?  Are control surface hinge lines distinguishable from panel lines?
· Do simulated fabric surfaces look like scale fabric?  

· Are injection-molded clear parts thin and clear?  Are canopies separated so they can be posed open?  Any complications in attaching, masking, or painting?  Any recommended substitutions?   

· If it’s a vac-form kit, is the plastic thick enough?  Are vac-formed clear parts actually clear? 

· Any danger areas--as far as losing surface detail--when filling seams or sanding? 

· Are there any mechanical strength problems due to the plastic being too thin or having excessive cut-outs?

· Any doors or hatches closed that should be open, or open that should be closed?

· Any special features that make tough joints easier?

· Are there provisions for positive alignment and symmetry (e.g., spars, tab-and-slot overlap, keyed pin-and-socket joints, etc.) of key parts (wing or tail dihedral, landing gear position, etc.)?  

VII.  Fit and Assembly
· Are there any gaps or places requiring putty?  

· Are locating pins helpful or should they be cut off?  

· Is proper dihedral or anhedral of flying surfaces molded in?  What do you have to do to ensure proper alignment?  Any shims or jigs needed?  How could you make a jig to help align things?

· Any danger areas that affect joinery?  Any knock-out pins, parting lines, etc., that have to be removed to allow proper contact so the glue will work?  Any internal bulkheads or parts that have to be shaved down to allow seams to close up?

· Any danger areas requiring reinforcements, extra tabs, or stronger adhesives like super glue or epoxy?  Is one type of glue better than another for a particular joint? 
· Is weight needed to keep the nose gear on the ground? 

· You get extra points for providing useful information here!   

VIII.  Painting and Finishing Instructions

· Are the painting and finishing instructions clear?  Are there multi-view drawings or profiles?
· Do they use FS numbers or some kit manufacture's system to identify colors?  

· Do they show appropriate colors for the subject?  

· Is the color scheme correct for the subject in the box?  

· Are masks or patterns included?  If not, where can you get what you need?

· Many kits provide excellent reference information (e.g.,drawings, tables, text, etc.).  Let us know if these instructions are a good source.

· You get extra points for clearing up any goofs or providing valuable information here!  

IX.  Decals

· Summarize overall quality.  Note especially key factors like thickness, registration, opacity, and how well they conform to the surface of the model.

· Identify which units and individual subjects are provided.  Where can we find photos of this subject?  If you identify problems with accuracy, cite authoritative references.
· Did you have to trim carrier film or make slits to help the decals conform?  

· What setting solution did you use?  Any problems?  

· Identify other useful after-market decals.

X.  Bases, Stands, and Figures

· Some kits come with a base or stand.  Does it complement this model?  

· Are the figures accurate?  How tall are they in scale?  Are they useful?

· Any suggestions from other kits or figure sets?

XII.  Fixing Problems

· Define what needs to be added or fixed to make a presentable model.  

· Identify any and all problem areas and how you dealt with them, and any suggestions you have for alternative ways to deal with them.  What would you do differently next time?
· If parts are inaccurate or not provided with the kit (or just plain missing), describe how to bash them from another kit, scratch-build them, or correct the deficiency using aftermarket parts.  

· This is usually the highest value item in the review, and you get extra points for providing valuable information here!  

XIII.  Summary

· How long did it take to build it, compared to your normal or expected building time?  

· Any suggestions or limits on experience level?  

· If you know of another kit of the same subject, how would you compare the two?  

· Are there any aftermarket products you would suggest to add detail or replace deficient parts?

· Do you recommend this kit?  

XIV.  Special Notes for Comparative Reviews

Comparative reviews 
 are complete builds and comprehensive, side-by-side reviews (using this Kit Reviewer’s Template) of all (or most) of the available kits of a particular subject in a particular scale.
  The objective is not to render an opinion about which one you think is “best,” but to identify differences, discriminators, and options that let people decide which kit best fits their needs.  A comprehensive list of decals and supplementary parts is especially useful in a comparative review.  
Somewhere near the beginning of your comparative review, add sections on

· Characteristic features of the subject that may challenge the kit designer or builder
· Recognition features among different variants 
· Configuration and armament options
XV.  Special Notes for Feature Articles

If you really get excited and find yourself putting significant additional effort
 into a review, consider writing a feature article and including the review information in this template in the article.  

� Other versions of this template have been circulating around IPMS for many years, so the idea is not original to AMM.  Please feel free to suggest improvements. 


� You don’t have to use this template, but you need to use something like it.  


� These are described in detail in the Kit Reviewer’s Guide.


� Comparative reviews were inspired by the “Modelers’ Sections” in Bert Kinzey’s Detail & Scale books.  Although some of those books have become dated, they were a great idea and a valuable contribution to the airplane modeling community.


� E.g., all the 1/48 scale Ki-43 Oscars, all the 1/72 scale P-47 Thunderbolts, etc.


� E.g., scratch-build parts or creating a conversion or diorama; cutting aftermarket parts off pour plugs or photo-etch frets, prepping and painting and fit checking them, and then installing them; etc.
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