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PEN DETAILS 

Manufacturer  Purchase Date  

Model  Purchased From  

  

Nib Size □ Fine            □ Medium            □ Broad             □ Other Purchase Price $ 

Fill System □ Piston         □ Vacuum         □ Converter          □ Other Valuation $ 

 

PEN CHARACTERISTICS     

Feedback Smooth      Tooth  Line Width  

Flow Wet      Dry   

Stiffness Flexible      Stiff  Line Variation  

Balance Tip      Butt   

 

EVALUATION    

Metric Options (Points) Pts x Weight  = Result 

Performance (Nib) 50% of total 

Reliability □ No Issues 5 Points   □ Occasional Issue 3 Points   □ Unreliable 1 Point    × 80%  

Composition □ Gold 5 Points   □ Titanium or Palladium 4 Points   □ Steel 3 Points    × 20%  

Performance Total add the Result column above →  × 50%  

Design (Materials & Features) 20% of total 

Visual Aesthetic □ Attractive 5 Points   □ Average 3 Points   □ Ugly 1 Point  × 40%  

Materials □ Exotic 5 Points   □ Above Average 4 Points   □ Average 3 Points   □ Poor 1 Point  × 40%  

Special/Limited Edition □ Yes 5 Points   □ No 3 Points  × 20%  

Design Total add the Result column above →  × 20%  

Execution (Fit and Finish) 20% of total 

In-Hand Feel □ Premium 5 Points   □ Acceptable 3 Points   □ Cheap 1 Point  × 40%  

Finishing Work □ Flawless 5 Points   □ Acceptable 3 Points   □ Poor 1 Point  × 40%  

Threading □ Smooth and Precise 5 Points   □ Acceptable 3 Points   □ Rough or Loose 1 Point  × 20%  

Execution Total add the Result column above →  × 20%  

Value to Price   10% of total 

Value ÷ Price Ratio Value $____________÷ Price $_____________ = ____________  × 5 = Pts    Total →  × 10%  

 

EVALUATION RESULTS 

 Performance Score Design Score Execution Score Value to Price Score Out of 5  (x1) Out of 100  (x20) 

Results                             / 5                              / 100 
 
      
 
NOTES 


