
axis to reduce the time spent in
cornering. This enhances lap times
and is far more enjoyable than
waiting for understeer to end. 

What do the Bilsteins con-
tribute to the foregoing? Mi-
tsubishi claims they enhance
handling performance and ride
quality, and our experience sug-
gests that’s true. Although the MR
Edition uses the same Yokohama
Advan A046 tires—235/45-17—
as the Evo we tested in ’03,
skidpad performance jumps from
0.90 to 0.93 g, and in this
encounter, the Mitsu was the
quicker of the two cars in the
emergency-lane-change test.

As for ride quality, we reported
that both cars in that ’03 shootout
would “beat you . . . silly on Snow-
belt roads.” The standard Evo VIII
and the bare-bones RS still
resemble that remark, but the Bil-
steins give the MR’s suspension a
touch of civilizing compliance.
Same spring rates, same hockey-
puck bushings, but enough give to
quell the go-kart feel. It’s not
much, but it’s enough to make the
MR distinctly more pleasant to
live with on a daily basis—
although to be fair, the distinction
between the MR and STi on this
score is academic.

The other improvement is in
the Evo’s powerhouse, and if the
modest increase in horsepower is
offset by slightly increased curb
weight (3289 pounds versus 3260
for the ’03 test car), it nevertheless
produces improved haste, aug-

mented by a lower final-drive
ratio. Our ’03 tester ran 0 to 60 in
5.0 seconds and did the quarter-
mile in 13.6 at 101 mph. The MR
hit 60 mph in 4.8 seconds. Its
quarter-mile elapsed time hadn’t
changed, but terminal velocity was
104 mph.

As noted, braking remained
spectacular for both cars—157
feet from 70 mph. The Evo’s pedal
began getting a little long during
our GingerMan lapping, but there
was no real degradation in stop-
ping power.

Aside from improved ride
quality, the sins of that ’03 Evo
have descended to this new one
undiluted. The interior plastics
look low rent in a $36,074 car, and
the markings on the primary
gauges take a lot of squinting to
read. There’s still no cruise con-
trol, a debit versus the STi for long
trips, and interior noise levels con-
tinue to be high. Also, the MR
adds secondary gauges—boost,
oil temp, voltmeter—at the bottom
of the center stack, making them
essentially useless.

Still, that gain in ride quality
should not be taken lightly. The
Mitsu already held a solid edge in
driver comfort, with a set of out-
standing Recaro buckets. Soft-
ening the sharp edges of warty
pavement, added to performance
enhancements, gives the Evo MR
a fun-to-drive index rare for any
sedan. All this, and a vortex
generator, too. Worth the extra
dough.
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Results Mitsubishi Subaru
Lancer Evolution MR Impreza WRX STi

driver comfort (10) 10 8
front-seat space* (10) 10 9

ergonomics (10) 8 9
rear-seat comfort (5) 4 3
rear-seat space* (5) 5 4

trunk space* (5) 4 5
features/amenities* (10) 9 10

fit and finish (10) 8 9
styling (10) 9 8

value (10) 9 10
total (85) 76 75

engine output* (10) 9 10
performance* (10) 10 9

throttle response (10) 9 10
engine NVH (10) 9 8

transmission (10) 10 9
total (50) 47 46

performance* (10) 10 8
steering feel (10) 10 9

brake feel (10) 9 10
handling (10) 10 9

ride (10) 9 9
total (50) 48 45

gotta-have-it factor (25) 23 22
fun to drive (25) 24 23
grand total (235) 218 211

finishing order 1 2

*These objective scores are calculated from the vehicles’ dimensions, capacities, 
and/or test results. Best in test.
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