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 3 
Objective: 4 
IPMS-Nederland organizes an annual international “open” plastic scale modelling competition in 5 
which modellers can compete for prizes and recognition. 6 
The purpose of this competition is to evaluate each entered model according to a set of criteria 7 
These criteria are elaborated on in a later section of this document. 8 
Prizes are accorded to the builders of the winning models. These prizes comprise of Gold, Silver 9 
and Bronze medals. Besides these prizes, the competition leaders may award the classification 10 
“Highly Commended” or “Commended” (based on the jury report). 11 
Whether or not a model is eligible for a prize depends on its quality in relation to the set 12 
criteria.  13 
For that reason it is quite possible that, within a certain category, more than one golden medal 14 
is awarded, as well as there being a possibility that none of the entries is deemed worthy of 15 
one. 16 
On entering a model, participants will be asked in which category it is to be placed. This 17 
concerns the type of model, (vehicle, plane, ship, space, fantasy etc.) and its scale (group). 18 
As will be apparent from the above, the category-classification of the contest is not used to 19 
allocate a single winner. The objective of the contest categories is to make judging more 20 
efficient. One can hardly compare the model of an airplane to the model of a ship, not even if 21 
one goes by stone-hard criteria. That's why members of the jury usually specialize in one or two 22 
categories. 23 
 24 
In the category “Dioramas”, emotion and originality are taken into account, in addition to all 25 
criteria for individual models. 26 
In the category “JAL”, - juniors, all subjects – the age of contestants is taken into account and,  27 
in the category “VACS” - vacuform and scratch-building – the added complexity of this style of 28 
modelling is taken into account.  29 
 30 
Apart from the above-mentioned prizes it is possible for (theme) groups or a company to 31 
allocate and confer their own prizes, based on criteria they themselves have set. These special 32 
prizes are, therefore, placed outside the responsibility of the jury, as appointed by the IPMS 33 
competition-leaders. 34 
 35 
Despite the criteria, the results of a model-building contest will always be partly subjective. 36 
Judges are only human after all and, there's nothing wrong with taking feelings into account; as 37 
long as they are justifiable. 38 
There simply are no hard criteria to decide what is beautiful, impressive or original. 39 
A number of generally known and recognized criteria, which form the basis of the jury's 40 
assessment of a model is, however, necessary. 41 
 42 
These hard criteria are: 43 
1. Basic technique. 44 
2. General impression and likeness to the original. 45 
3. Detailing.  46 
4. Finishing touch. 47 
5. “Setting” of the model: Dioramas. 48 
 49 
A short elaboration on these criteria follows. 50 
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1: Basic Technique: 51 
a. Each part of the model is to be correctly built and, where necessary, aligned symmetrically. 52 
b. Seams are to be neatly finished and glue marks removed, as must be the case with ejector 53 

marks, Trade Marks, molding flaws, sink and flash marks. 54 
c. The model must be free of scratches due to processing. Processed, damaged and sanded 55 

down panel lines and seam patterns, as well as other surface features, must be repaired in 56 
such a way that it is consistent with the rest of the model. 57 

d. Transparent parts may not be clouded by paint, adhesives or solvents and must be 58 
assembled scratch, breakage and gap free.  59 

e. Where necessary the model should be adapted in such a way as to correct any “see-60 
through” effect where this would also be impossible in the original. 61 

f. Should the model have undergone a change in shape as part of a conversion or scale-62 
correction, the quality of finished details must be consistent with the rest of the model. 63 

 64 
2: General impression and likeness to the original: 65 

This is where subjectivity might come into play.  66 
Does a first glance at a model have the “wow”-factor? Is it obvious that due attention has 67 
been paid to the model and does it give the impression of “the real thing”? 68 
Obviously this does not mean that a purple Ferrari is simply “not done”. What it does mean 69 
is that an (English) Lightning jet does not have a French squadron emblem or Russian 70 
weapons; even if it does look great.  Were this airplane to be built in a consequent “what if” 71 
version, then, of course, this sort of detail would be allowed. The modeller who wishes to 72 
gain extra marks for an exact-to-example model, may present it with concise, relevant 73 
documentation so that the jury can check if this extra step has been taken successfully. This 74 
also applies to models that have undergone an on-scale-correction or model conversion. In 75 
cases where no documentation is presented, the general presentation of a model will be 76 
rated.  A juror may be expected to be competent in his/her field, but you can't expect 77 
him/her to know every conceivable detail of each and every version of each and every 78 
original.   79 

 80 

3: Detailing: 81 
a. A model to which details have been added (using etched parts, resin detail-sets and/or 82 

scratch parts) may get a higher rating than a model having less added detail.  83 
b. To become a bonus, extra details should add to the “on scale” feeling of the observer. If the 84 

execution is sloppy or inaccurate it may well lead to a lower rating of the finished product!  85 
Added details must be in accordance with the original (a knight does not carry a shot gun; a 86 
MiG does not have AMRAAM missiles).  Deviating originals must be warranted by plausible 87 
documentation. 88 

c. It is also mandatory for added details to be of such dimensions as to create a realistic scale 89 
feeling.(The judges will not use a vernier gauge, but a rifle-barrel with an estimated original 90 
caliber of 60mm is a bridge too far). 91 

d. Detailed components (such as hatches and ship's gunwales, wheel-doors and wing-edges of 92 
airplanes, belts on figures and mudguards on vehicles etc. etc.) should be processed in such 93 
a way as to create the illusion of having on-scale thickness.  94 

e. Cannon barrels, exhaust pipes, vents and grills must be drilled out or cut away or finished in 95 
such a way as to create the illusion of being open. 96 

f. Complementary details (e.g. wiring and pipeline systems of water-craft or vehicles, clothing 97 
accessories of figures etc. etc.) will, if realistically presented, lead to a higher final rating of 98 
the model.  99 

g. Also, extra details (for instance adding realistic welding seams, sunken panel lines and rivets 100 
etc. etc.) will be rewarded with a higher rating. This type of detail must, however, be in 101 
accordance with the original. Concise documentation by the participant can help. In the 102 
absence of illustrations, this type of detail will be judged according to the general norm. This 103 
method of judging, by the way, is also applied to vehicle dashboards and cockpits of 104 
airplanes and boats.  105 
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4: The Finishing Touch. 106 
a. This is where things like painting-technique, color-scheme and weathering are addressed. 107 
 The benchmark here is that the final result produces a realistic “on scale” feel. 108 
b. The application of a color scheme by way of an airbrush need not necessarily lead to a 109 

higher rating than painting a model with a brush. In certain cases it is quite possible to 110 
portray a naval aircraft on board of an aircraft carrier or the seam pattern of a sea-going 111 
vessel more realistically with a good brush technique. This may depend on the conditions 112 
portrayed, but also on the scale that was used. Also, applying a realistic color scheme to a 113 
model will lead to a higher rating by the jury. In the same way a sloppy finish will lead to a 114 
lower rating of the end product. 115 

c. A good finish has no paint splashes, stains, paint sags, brush marks or suction edges where 116 
masking tape was used. 117 

d. Transitions between filler compounds and the base material should not be perceptible on the 118 
model. Nor should filing or sanding marks be noticeable any more than brush hairs, 119 
fingerprints or embedded dust. 120 

e. Should a rough painting or surface finish serve to represent a used condition of the original, 121 
then this may be pointed out in the added documentation. 122 

f. Decals must be positioned correctly and should be applied in such a way that “silvering” due 123 
to entrapped air and transitions in the edges are not noticeable. 124 

g. In the case of decals being positioned over surface relief, the decal should follow the relief 125 
without tears or needs to be adapted in such a way as to make the material flaw 126 
indistinguishable. 127 

h. Painting e.g. of window frames in vehicles and cockpit canopy frames of aircraft must be 128 
neatly, smoothly and uniformly edged. 129 

i. If realistically and well done, painting both sides of a frame in transparent parts will lead to 130 
a higher rating. 131 

j. Adding “ageing” and/or depicting wear and tear or accident or battle damage to a model 132 
may, if realistically done, lead to a higher rating. Even so, the presentation of a factory fresh 133 
version of the original may lead to the same higher rating as long as it has been consistently 134 
and realistically done. 135 

k. However, here too a badly depicted state of maintenance may lead to a lower rating. It all 136 
depends on how convincing the resulting “setting” has become. 137 

l. Where ageing or weathering is depicted on a model, it must be consistently carried through 138 
and be in accordance with the conditions in which the original is or was used. 139 

m. Original paint colors can vary per batch. The same goes for paints and weathering powders 140 
used in modelling. That fact, plus the influence of scaling and local lighting in the 141 
competition area, make it difficult to judge the coloring of a model objectively. That's why 142 
the shading of color schemes is only generally assessed as to correctness. 143 

 144 
As is consistently obvious in the above: what counts is a realistic scale illusion! 145 

 146 
5: Setting of the model: Dioramas 147 
In this we distinguish between two different cases. 148 
a) In the first case a model is presented on a basic standard or base plate with a limited 149 

number of accessories added to the setting. Here the accessories are not taken into account 150 
when judging the model. 151 

b) In the second case the model has been executed and presented as a “Diorama”, in which 152 
the diorama consists of a collection of models that have been set in common, modelled 153 
surroundings and together depict a situation, story or emotion. 154 

 155 
Judging dioramas has two main aspects: 156 
1. The quality of both the individual models and the modelled “base” is first weighed separately 157 

according to the standard criteria for models and only then included in the final assessment.  158 
It is of great importance here that the quality of the collection of models is consistent 159 
throughout. 160 

2. The presentation of the diorama is judged on originality, realism and lay out. 161 
The main theme must be clear, although this may consist of a central figure(-group) 162 
around which one or more activities are depicted. 163 

  164 
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The Judges: 165 
The most important quality of a judge is integrity. Being a judge is not an honorary function but 166 
rather holds a responsibility towards the contestants. 167 
Those in charge of the competition will therefore see to it that judging the presented models is 168 
carried out fairly. Points to be taken into account where this is concerned are: 169 
a) the judges are appointed in all honesty by the competition leader(s). 170 
b) judges are to be impartial. Knowing who has built a certain model may be of no influence to 171 

the assessment. 172 
c) the identity of the builder may in no way be indicated on or near the model, nor in the 173 

added documentation. Should this, nonetheless, be the case, this will automatically lead to 174 
the disqualification of the model.  175 

d) the judges determine the rating of the models.  176 
e) in order to avoid any external influences, evaluations are not to be discussed or announced 177 

outside of the circle of judges and competition leaders. 178 
f) the final results are decided on and made known by the competition leader(s), based on the 179 

judges' evaluation. 180 
g) judges are not allowed to assess their own work or attempt to recommend a model of their 181 

own to other judges. 182 
h) rules of judgment are applied equally to all models presented. 183 
i) each model is assessed by a number of judges. Judges are expected to respect the opinion 184 

of their peers and, after mutual consideration, to come to a common evaluation per model. 185 
In doing so the use of foul language or contemptible remarks concerning a model or the 186 
builder thereof are strictly forbidden. 187 

j) after the results of the competition have been announced, the competition leaders may be 188 
approached concerning these results. 189 
 190 

The Winners: 191 
A model that meets the requirements as stated above, is credited with “Silver”. In evaluating a 192 
model, the correct use of basic techniques and consistency of the final quality carry the greatest 193 
weight. That is the standard for a perfectly built model.  194 
A model is eligible for “Gold” when the builder has taken the trouble to go the extra mile where 195 
complexity, building technique, finishing and/or extra details are concerned.  196 
A model that is only just short of coming up to the standard criteria, may be awarded “Bronze”. 197 
Apart from the regular prizes, the competition leaders may assign two levels of incentive award 198 
to the builder. These are an honorable mention as “Highly Commended” or “Commended” and 199 
are meant for those models that have not quite met prize levels, but excel on certain points. 200 
 201 
Finally:  202 
-When a model is entered for an IPMS Nederland contest it may not be re-entered in another 203 
IPMS Nederland contest for the next five years. 204 
-Dioramas or models that the competition leader(s) consider, in all fairness, to be unfit for 205 
public display may be refused or removed from the tables. 206 
-In situations or disputes which are not covered by the text of this document, the Competition 207 
Leader will make a binding decision. 208 
-Where differences are found between the Dutch and English texts of these competition rules, 209 
the Dutch text will be binding. 210 
 211 
 212 
 213 

 214 


