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The Next Meeting will take place on 
Tuesday 6th of October at The Recreation Hotel, 

170 Queen’s Parade, North Fitzroy starting at 8.00 
p.m. For those who wish to dine prior to the 
meeting, the Restaurant is open from 6.30 p.m. 

 
October Topic: My involvement in Free Flight 
 
Speaker: Sean O’Connor 

 
Contacts: 

President: 
  Ron Bird  (03) 9846 6297 
    birdron39@optusnet.com.au 
Secretary: 
. Colin Parker (03) 9876 1609 
    colglorparker@bigpond.com 
Treasurer: 
 Paul Butler (03) 9457 2877 
    pgbrol6b@tpg.com.au 
Editor: 
 Mike Glaister (03) 9725 9562 

 michael.glaister@gmail.com 
(Please note change to Editor’s e-mail address) 
 
Competition Calendar – October/November 

 
Oct 11 Vintage rubber, power and glider 
 Venue: Eynesbury 
 
Nov.8 Combined Percentage Open 
 Venue: Eynesbury 
 
Nov 22 Indoor State Champs. Bostonian and 

Hangar Rat 
 Venue: Manningham D.I.S.C. 
 
Editorial:    

To begin this month, and getting serious for a 
change, I wish to commence this column with a 
comment on the wider aspects of what I observed 
at the Arthur Smith Indoor Precision Free Flight 
Competition event at Sandringham on Monday the 
8th of September. First, the level of participation, 
with eight flyers, was second only to last year’s 

End-Of-Year-Scale-Day and in many respects, 
much more fun. 

Second, the numbers of VFFS and Sandy Group 
members was weighted in favour of the Sandy 
Group 3 to 5. 

Third, all participants were of “pensionable” 
age. 

Given the above, the question arises as to why 
the Sandy group free-flighters who are not already 
members of the VFFS cannot be attracted to join. 
The simple answer to that question is fees. 

Informal discussions with the individuals 
concerned yielded the response that, while the 
VFFS component of the combined 
MAAA/VMAA/VFFS fees are, (grudgingly) 
acceptable, the MAAA/VMAA fees are excessive 

for what are essentially a group of elderly indoor 
flyers. 

Surely the MAAA/VMAA are missing an 
opportunity here. John Bird (Sandy Group) and a 
long-time Croydon Club member has long 
campaigned for recognition of this special case of 
flyer. The Powers-That-Be in Australian  
aeromodelling have recognised a Junior category 
for many years with a commensurate reduction in 
fees (roughly half). 

With a little creative thinking by the Executive 
of the MAAA, this concession could be extended to 
those “elderly citizens” who no longer wish to brave 
the elements outdoors and voluntarily restrict 
their activities to indoors. An occasional visit by 
the Executive of the MAAA/VMAA, specifically to 
Sandringham Athletic Centre, would be instructive. 

In response to Merv Buckmaster’s comments 
regarding RC-D/T, it would appear that the 2.4 Ghz 
band could accommodate a huge number of flyers 
simultaneously. Apparently, the receiver and 
transmitter initially converse with one another and 
eventually arrive at a mutually acceptable and 
unoccupied frequency on which to operate (Ye 
Gods!) 

As far as range is concerned, custom D/T 
systems utilising this band of the spectrum are 
being marketed in both Europe and America. 
Several articles have appeared in Free Flight 
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Quarterly detailing the development and use of 
these systems. 

As far as your Editor is concerned, this is the 
thin edge of the wedge, where will it stop? I 
realise that those who fly factory-built F1As, Bs 
and Cs have a considerable investment at risk and 
anything which can serve to mitigate that risk is 
welcome. However as a confirmed Luddite, I view 
with grave suspicion anything more high-tech than 
a fuse. 

Finally, the Committee of the VFFS has viewed 
with increasing alarm the burgeoning size of 
“Flypaper”, citing costs as a means to reign-in the 
excesses of your Editor. Fear not dear reader, I 
will continue to regale you with my many and varied 
eccentricities – I’ll just do it in a smaller font! 
Minutes of General Meeting 01-09-09 

 
The meeting commenced at 8-01 pm 

Present:  P.Butler, C.Parker, D.Cassidy,  
N.McLeod, M.Glaister, R.Bird,  
R.Neve, H.Sokol, J.Fullarton,  
D.Sutherland, D.Boughton 

 
Apologies:  M.Hardy 

 
Visitor:  Ron Taylor 
 
Minutes of last General Meeting: 

The minutes were published in the September 
edition of Flypaper. Accepted and approved on the 
motion of R.Neve, seconded by C.Parker. Carried. 
 
Matters arising from the previous minutes: 

Telephone number quoted for R.Bird is 
incorrect. 

N.McLeod informed the meeting that there is 

a quarterly journal available on newsstands that list 
events such as fairs and markets around Australia. 
The information may be useful for promotional 
purposes. 

 
Correspondence: 

In: Letter from the VMAA; highlights are as 
follows: 

The planned aeromodelling expo has been 
deferred until 2010. 

It is expected that the new VMAA directory 
will be released after the 2009 VMSS Annual 
General Meeting 

There will be a flying display at the Melton 
airfield to celebrate the 100th anniversary of 
Harry Houdini's first flight in Australia. 

 

Out: Nil 
The correspondence report was accepted and 

approved on the motion of R.Bird, seconded by 
J.Fullarton. Carried. 

 
Matters arising from correspondence:  

Nil 
 

Treasurer's Report: 
Assets (as at 1/9/09): 

$491.75 cash-in-hand, 
$1379.31 cash-at-bank, 
$151.00 stock (est) 
$2022.06 Total 

Liabilities:  
Nil. 

Membership numbers (as at 1/9/09) are 10 full 
members, 6 associate members and 4 Flypaper 
subscribers.  

The report was accepted on the motion of 
C.Parker, seconded by M.Glaister. Carried. 
 
Matters arising - Treasurer's report: 

Nil. 
 
Contest Matters: 

End of Year Free Flight Scale Day to be held at 
the Sandringham Athletic Centre in December this 
year: 

1. M. Glaister moved that only qualifying 
participants be awarded a $5 participation prize. 
At least one of the models a participant may enter 
must complete a qualifying flight and the 
participant can receive one only $5 prize, 
regardless of how many models that he/she may 
enter. Seconded by P.Butler, Carried. 

2. The model must be built by the entrant and 
any power source except internal combustion may 
be used. A flight of 20 seconds will be required to 
qualifying each model and a 10 second bonus will be 
awarded for an ROG. Thus, those models that do 
ROG need only fly for 10 seconds to qualify. 

3. 1st, 2nd and 3rd places will be awarded on 
the basis of peer group judging of realism in flight 
plus workmanship and faithfulness to prototype. 
For the latter, appropriate documentation is 
recommended but not mandatory. 

4. All participants who have at least one 
qualifying model and who do not achieve 1st, 2nd or 
3rd placement will receive a $5 participation prize. 
The purpose of this is to encourage the large group 
of R/C fliers who fly at Sandringham to build a 
model and have a go at scale F/F. 
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5. Prizes for the first three places will be the 
same as last year (First $120 + a bottle of wine 
donated by R.Neve, second $60 and third $30). 
 
General Business: 
Publicity: 
 

P.Butler submitted a list of hobby shops that 
may be prepared to accept and distribute our 
flyers. Each was discussed and various people 
volunteered to approach the shop proprietors. The 
list was derived from the Yellow pages and 
contained shops that met the following criteria. 

The shop was known to have carried F/F 
related kits of materials recently and had a web 
site that specifically mentioned F/F related hobby 
goods. 

One other shop was added to the list because 
M.Glaister knew of it. There are many more shops 
out there that may be candidates but significant 
work will be needed to identify them. 

M.Glaister has volunteered to investigate 
whether or not any promotion of the VFFS can be 
achieved though the FF Quarterly journal. 
 
Topics for future general meetings: 

October; R.Neve confirmed that Peter Lloyd 
will talk about discus launched gliders; 

November and December, Sean O'Connor and 

Darien Cassidy, respectively, will talk about their 
experiences in aeromodelling. 

A list of topics for meetings in 2010 will be 
discussed at future Committee meetings. The 
letter from David Sutherland requesting 
discussion topics that was published in the 
September issue of Fly Paper will be a major part 
of the deliberations. 

N.McLeod reported that he has received his 
pre-distribution copy of "Australian-Built Aircraft 
and the Industry" by Ray Meggs. 

M.Glaister mentioned that Peter Lloyd had 
brown coloured Esaki that closely resembles PC10. 
 
Meeting closed at 8.48pm 

Ron Neve entertained us with a very 
informative talk about flight training and his 
experiences with ultralight aircraft. He brought 
along two models to illustrate the talk, a F/F CO2 
powered Tiger Moth and a small solid model of a 
French aeroplane. (Maubuissin) Ron had so much 
material, enough for at least two presentations so 
perhaps he may be prepared to continue sometime 
next year. 

D.Cassidy formally thanked Ron Neve for his 
presentation. 
 

Next Committee Meeting will be held on 
Wednesday 16th September at 8.00pm at Sean 
O'Connor's residence; 59 Roseneath Street, 

Clifton Hill 

 
The 1938 Wakefield Contest: 

Following upon Emmanuel Fillon’s win at Fairey’s 
Aerodrome in the previous year, the ’38 contest 
was to be held in France for the first time. The 
site selected was the Caudron Aerodrome at 
Guyancourt near Paris. The appointed day of the 
contest, July 31, was a day of light breezes, and 
sunshine. The French hosts, upholding a developing 
tradition, provided their guests with 
accommodation and contest preparations "par 
excellence". To complement the excellent French 
arrangements, the SMAE addressed and corrected 
the glaring anomaly in the ’37 rules and restricted 
the tailplane area to 33% of the wing area. 

Contestants from 14 nations made this, the 
first Wakefield contest on the European mainland 
a wonderful international event. America fielded a 
full six-man team, as did France, the UK and 
others. 

. The US team captain, Jim Cahill, and eventual 
’38 winner, was also on the 1937 team, but lost his 
model prior to the ’37 event and thus did not 
compete in the previous contest. 

Cahill's first flight of 30 minutes 54 seconds 
was yet another of those thermal flights which 
were to plague the Wakefield Contest until the 
introduction of the “Maximum Flight” concept in 
1953. Yet again the contest was over almost before 
it had begun. 

Contemporary reports of this flight attest to 
the unsatisfactory nature of this “Thermal 
Lottery” method of determining a winner (by an 
average of three flights) as, on the first flight 
Cahill’s model, emulating it’s name, “Clodhopper”, 
floated down after some two or three minutes and 
was less than six metres up when it encountered a 
powerful “riser” and soared up to record the 30 
minute plus winning flight. Cahill’s second “flight” 
was disqualified for "pushing" (There is a reason 
for this - see the description of the model below) 

His third flight was 1 minute 8 seconds and, 
while a little low, was more in keeping with the true 
potential of the model.  

Nevertheless, Jim Cahill was declared the 1938 
Wakefield Champion by the SMAE officials present 
at the end of an anti-climactic contest, but, many 
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years later the "bleeding" seems to have continued, 
as, writing his by-line "Those Early Days..." in the 
“Aeromodeller” in 1976, "Magpie", aka  Jooste van 
Hattum, was still agonizing: "It was a classic 
example of what was to happen time and again in 
both National and International Contests……..”. Poor 
ol’ Jooste! He was fated to cover the 1939 contest 
and the greatest winning thermal flight of them all!  

Almost lost in the aforementioned proceedings, 
Beugueret of France came second with an average 
of 6 minutes 58 seconds, having only a “modest” 
thermal flight of 13 minutes 31 seconds. Magnusson 
of Sweden and Chabot of France tied for third 
place. In fact, conditions during the first round 
must have been extraordinary as nine of the first 
ten placegetters recorded their best (Thermal) 
flights in this round. 

Unfortunately, the round-by-round scores 
available to me do not extend below 10th place and 
so it is not possible to see a breakdown of Jim 
Fullarton’s 12th place average of 4 minutes 27 
seconds, a score not too far adrift of many higher 
“thermally assisted” place getters (Jim did have a 
“thermal” flight in the second round of around 12 
minutes, so the other two flights must have been 
pretty ordinary to say the least, but without 
details of the round-by-round scores, there is 
nothing available to confirm this assertion. 

With regard to the”Clodhopper II”, while Frank 
Zaic was in attendance at the contest, he did not 
record his observations in any of his "Model 
Aeronautic Year Books" and while Cahill's 
"Clodhopper" does appear on page 88 of the 1938 
MAYB, Zaic does not describe this model as "The 
1938 Wakefield Winner" it is entitled the "1937 
Moffett Winner". 

 

 
Jim Fullarton flying his ’38 Wakefield entry in 

Central Park (Sydney) after the model’s return 

from France – Fuselage recovered in black tissue 

 

Place Name Country Rnd l Rnd 2 Rnd 3 Average 

1 J Cahill USA 1925.0 dsq 37.0 654.0 

2 Bougeret France 811.0 294.0 150.0 418.0 

3 G Magnusson Sweden 1023.0 88.0 96.0 402.0 

3 Chabot France 967.0 142.0 98.0 402.0 

5 Kiose Germany 1127.0 - - 375.0 

6 Almond GB 732.0 83.0 257.0 357.0 

7 Chasteneuf GB 612.0 183.0 164.0 319.0 

8 R N Bullock  GB 287.0 634.0 - 307.0 

9 R Milligan Canada 661.0 112.0 116.0 296.0 

10 Beatty S. Africa 665.0 184.0 8.0 285.0 

11 Schmidtberg Germany    274.0 

12 J Fullarton Australia    267.0 

13 Smith GB    240.0 

14 Deglar Poland    203.0 

15 Sune Stark Sweden    183.0 

16 B Stark Sweden     

 

Jim Cahill’s “Clodhopper II” Wakefield 

Jim Cahill produced a superbly streamlined and 
unusual model in the “Clodhopper”. In doing so he 
was following in Frank Zaic’s footsteps as Frank’s 
’34 and’35 models were of similar appearance, 
having a fully planked and polished fuselage. In this 
respect, the American models differed in their 
approach to streamlining to that of other nations, 
principally the British, which pursued a multi-
stringered solution to streamlining. The British 
approach was to see it’s zenith with the superb 
models of Bob Copland and Ralph Bullock before 
eventually succumbing to the much more time-
efficient slab-sider. Cahill must have been a superb 
builder as the horrendously complex model also 
featured a removable empennage, with the joint 
between front and rear sections of the fuselage 
being castellated at 60º intervals! 

Jim Cahill evidently made a mistake when 
building “Clodhopper” in that the undercarriage was 
shorter than the radius of the propeller, causing an 
“interference fit” with the ground during the ROG 
phase of the flight, thereby requiring an initial 
reduction in radius by ½”. Even so, the prop was 
still too large, requiring that the tail of the model 
be held down for take-off. This problem was the 
root cause of Cahill’s disqualified second flight, as 
upon removing his hand from the rear of the 
fuselage, the timekeepers must have perceived 
some minute forward movement and thus deemed it 
to be a “push”.  

Beyond that, the model, with so much balsa 
used in construction, was almost inevitably over-
weight and certainly time consuming to construct. 
Nevertheless, Cahill’s “Clodhopper” along with 
Evan’s “Jaguar” is one of the few instantly 
recognisable and evocative models of the era. 
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Jim Fullarton’s ’38 Wakefield (12th Place) 

When you first look at Jim’s “Hereward” Wake 
and compare it with Jim Cahill’s “Clodhopper” the 
similarities in concept and design are striking, 
however first impressions are not necessarily 
correct as Jim’s letter illustrates: 
“This model was my first attempt at an eight ounce 
Wakefield. And originally featured a “Gull” wing, 
which was hastily modified after the first test 
flights, which accounts for the rather unusual 
dihedral arrangement. The fuselage shape was 
intended as a compromise between a slab-sider and 
a streamliner, and I think might have been 
influenced by Cahill’s “Clodhopper”. 

The whole thing came out rather too heavy, 
weighing 9 ounces with only three ounces of 
rubber, but it went quite well and won the Wright 
Cup, which was our elimination contest. I think it 
was our only representative to be sent over to 
France where I was fortunate in getting an English 
champion, Bob Copland, as proxy flier. After a 
modest effort in the first round, he put it away 
for twelve minutes in the second round, which got 
me into 12th place.  
Jim Fullarton 
Peanut and Open Scale at Manningham 20-09-09 

Numbers were up at Manningham for the start 
of the State Champs at 12.30 and for once there 
were no basketballers getting in their last dozen 
practice shots.  

Models were soon in the air both for 
competition practice and fun flying. Colin’s 

Autogiro had new, larger, rotors that necessitated 
re-trimming but looked promising when it was put 
away in favour of competition flights. Mike 

Glaister had a new Aviatik biplane with lovely 
hexagonal (not lozenge – it was Austrian, not 
German) camouflage. Although trimming seemed to 
be going well it didn’t get any timed flights in Open 
Scale. The first few rounds promised a very close 
contest in Peanut Scale. With four entrants having 
static scores within a range of four points it was 
going to be purely a flying test. At the finish only 
2.7 points covered the first three places. This was 
the closest contest for a long time and saw Colin 
Parker, despite early problems with his V.P. prop, a 
worthy winner from Jim Fullarton and Sean 
O’Connor only 0.4 adrift.  

Open Scale was not as well supported with only 
four flyers three of which recorded one flight 
while Mike’s Aviatik had been put away to be 
sorted out later without a flight score. While 
Colin’s Spitfire XIX  had the longest flight his lack 
of R.O.G. and a low static score pulled him down to 
third behind Jim’s Bristol M1c and winner Neil’s 
black Chilton racer with the best static score and 
an R.O.G. to support his second best flight score.  
As usual there was always a model in the air with 
another waiting to go to entertain the two non-
flyers present and make an enjoyable and day of 
flying fun for all.  

Darien Cassidy C.D. (until 2.30) 

 

Flight Score Model Name 

and Type  Round 

1 

Round 

2 

Round 

3 

Round 

4 

Round 

5 

Round 

6 

Best 2 

(Div.3) 

 

Static 

Score 

Total 

Score 

Lacey M-10 Flight 88.0 75.0 80.0 - - - 62.7 24 86.7 

(J. Fullarton) ROG 10 10 10 - - -    

Fike “E” Flight 64.4 60.0 60.9 82.8 92.25 - 65.0 24 89.0 

(C. Parker) ROG 10 10 10 10 10 -    

Fike “E” Flight 24.8 29.1 39.2 46.7 39.5 - 35.4 15 50.4 

(M. Glaister) ROG 10 10 10 10 10 -    

Bleriot VII Flight 82.0 68.6 78.8 41.0 - - 60.3 26 86.3 

(S. O’Connor) ROG 10 10 10 10 - -    

Nes. Cougar Flight 11.4 24.0 17.7 15.0 22.2 - 15.4 22 37.4 

(N. McLeod) ROG  - - - - -    

Aviatik C1 Flight  - - - - - - - 12 12 

(M. Glaister) ROG - - - - - -    
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WAKEFIELD TROPHY  1938

   U.S.A. TEAM ENTRY − JIM CAHILL

  1st. PLACE :  1925.0, disq, 37.0  Average: 654.0

REDRAWN: MKG 
JANUARY 2007

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 INCHES

F16

F16F15

F15

F1 F2 F3

F2

F1

F3

F4 F5 F6

F4

F5 F6

F7

F8

F7 F8

F9

F11
F12

F11 F12

F13

F14

F13

F10

F9

F14F10

F17a

F17b

F19
F18

S1 − 7 OFF 132" MED. S2 − 2 OFF 132" MED. S3 − 2 OFF 132" MED. S4 − 2 OFF 132" MED.

S1 S1 S1 S2 S3 S4

W2 W2 W2 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W4 W5 W6W1

W6 − 2 OFF 132" MED.W5 − 2 OFF 132" MED.W4 − 2 OFF 132" MED.

W1 − 2 OFF 116" MED.

W2 − 4 OFF 120" MED.

W3 − 20 OFF 132" MED.

DOWEL HOLES AND TEMP. T. E. 

PROJECTIONS ON  W1 AND W2 ONLY

"CLODHOPPER II "

DESIGNED BY: JAMES CAHILL

FLOWN BY:      JAMES CAHILL

4"

S1S1S1S2S3S4 S1

R1

R2

R3

R4

R5−6

R8

R7

R7 − 1 OFF 116" MED.

R5−6 − 2 OFF 116" MED.

R4 − 1 OFF 132" MED.

R3 − 1 OFF 132" MED.R3 − 1 OFF 132" MED.

R2 − 1 OFF 132" MED.

R1 − 1 OFF 132" MED.

R8 − 1 OFF 132" MED.

W1W2W2W2W3W3W3W3W3W3W3W3W3W4W5W6

F17a F17b F18 F19

PLANK FUSELAGE WITH SOFT 116" x 
3
8" STRIPS − TAPERING AS 

REQUIRED TOWARD EXREMITIES OF FUSELAGE

FORMER LAMINATIONS

FI 2 x 18" SOFT SHEET − CROSS−GRAINED

F6 4 x 132" MED. SHEET − CROSS −GRAINED

F2 − F5, F7 − F19 2 x 132" MED. SHEET − 
CROSS−GRAINED

0.015" BRASS SHIM − BIND 
AND GLUE TO U/C SPAR

1
32" FLOOR

0.025" DURAL OR 
BRASS SHIM

1
4" MED. SHEET

16 S.W.G. PIANO WIRE

0.015" BRASS SHIM 
− 3 PLACES

22 S.W.G. PIANO 
WIRE LOOP

26 S.W.G. PIANO 

WIRE SPRING

16 S.W.G. PIANO 
WIRE

1
4 " O.D. BRASS TUBE  − 
FILL WITH SOLDER 

1
8" x 316" SOFT 
−4 PLACES

3
16" x 

3
16" HARD

WHEELS 17 8" Dia. − 3 LAMINATIONS 

OF 132" HARD WITH 18" HARD HUBS − 
BUSH WITH 16 S.W.G. ALUM. TUBING 

16 S.W.G. PIANO WIRE

1
8" x 

1
8" MED.

1
16" x 

5
32" BAMBOO

1
32" MED. WING WELL FLOOR − COVER WITH 

TISSUE ON BOTH SIDES − INSTALL PRIOR TO 

FITTING 18" x
1
8" BALSA STRENGTHENERS OR 

1
16" 

x 5 32" BAMBOO RAILS

1
8" x 

1
8" MED.

1
8" x 

1
8" MED.

1
16"  x 

1
16" HARD 

LONGERONS ALUM. 

DISC

16 S.W.G. 

PIANO WIRE

WHEN COMPLETED SEPARATE EMPENNAGE SECTION 
OF FUSELAGE ALONG THIS LINE − CASTELLATIONS ARE 
SPACED AT 45° 

INFILL BETWEEN F17a AND F17b WITH SOFT 
1
16" SHEET PRIOR TO PLANKING FUSELAGE

3
16" x 

3
16" HARD

1
8" x 

9
16" MED.

1
16" x  

1
2"

1
16" x  

1
16"

1
32" x  

1
16"

1
32" x  

1
4"

1
16’ I.D. ALUM. TUBE − 4 PLACES

1
8" MED. SHEET

3
16" MED. SHEET

1
16" SHEET 
GUSSETS

TAPER SPAR FROM 12" DEEP AT 

W3 TO 316" AT TIP

TAPER SPAR FROM 14 " 
DEEP AT W3 TO 18" AT TIP

3
32" x 

7
16" MED.

1
32" SOFT SHEET

1
32" x  

1
16"

1
32" x  14"

1
16" x  

5
32"

1
8" x  

1
8" HARD

1
8" SOFT SHEET

1

412

412

7
8

13
16

1
2

7
16

214

ORIGINAL COLOUR SCHEME

Fuselage and Tailplane: YELLOW

Wings, Fin, Prop., and Wheels: RED

"USA" ON BOTH SIDES OF 
FUSELAGE − COLOUR:  MID−BLUE

"Clodhopper" ON BOTH SIDES OF 
FUSELAGE − COLOUR:  BLACK

ORIGINAL FUSELAGE FAIRING − 0.010" ALUMINIUM

 − CHANGED TO BOND PAPER FOR 1938 CONTEST 

1
20" MED. SHEET

1
8" SOFT SHEET

1
16" I.D. ALUM. 

TUBE

1
16" Dia. DURAL

20 S.W.G. COPPER 
WIRE HINGES

1
8’ SOFT SHEET

20 S.W.G. COPPER 
WIRE TAIL SKID

REFERENCES:

1 "Air Trails" Magazine December 1938

2. APS D1188

1
8" SOFT SHEET

OVERALL LENGTH:

WINGSPAN:

PROPELLER:

TAILPLANE AREA:

PROJ. WING AREA:

MOTOR:

 

810 mm. (317 8")

1205 mm. (47 716") − 1179 mm. (46 
7
16") (Proj.)

457 x  768 mm. (18" x 30")

4.47 Sq. Dm. (69.29 Sq. in.)

13.77 Sq. Dm. (213.47 Sq. in)

18 Strands of  14" x 
1
30" − 1016 mm. (40") long

 
Jim Cahill’s ‘38 Wakefield Winner 
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WAKEFIELD TROPHY 1938

  

12th. PLACE:      ?,    ?,    ?  : Average: 267 Sec.  

Drawn By: Mike Glaister - September 2009

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 INCHES

AUSTRALIAN TEAM ENTRY - JIM FULLARTON

20 Strands of 316" x 
1
30"  Brown M.R.L.- 44" long 

13.25 Sq. Dm. (205.36 Sq. in.)

4.22 Sq. Dm. (65.42 Sq. in.)

483 x 559 mm. (19" x 22")

1257 mm. (49 12") - 1241 mm. (48 78") Proj.

944 mm. (37 1 8")

MOTOR:
 

PROJ. WING AREA:

TAILPLANE AREA:

PROPELLER:

WINGSPAN:

OVERALL LENGTH:

R 1: Checked By: Jim Fullarton - 

3°

W1 -132" Med. Quarter Grain - 30 Off

W1a W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W2

2

33
4

238

23
8

3
4

1
2

1

112 2

21
4

3
4

1
2

4

10

Tailplane Section: Munk M 5
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Jim Fullarton’s  1938 “Hereward” Wakefield 
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THE ARTHUR SMITH TROPHY 7-9-’09 

When I arrived there were about 20 modellers 
all busy assembling or test flying. When I did the 
rounds there were ten entrants ready to have a 
shot at the target time of 45 seconds. 

What a range of models were presented for 
this contest! The only type that had two entries 
was Hangar Rat and even then Peter McCarthy’s 
should, perhaps, more properly be called a Hangar 
Rodent, as it was an all foam version. 

Col. Stone’s early score of 43.0sec looked 
hard to beat but Colin Parker’s first flight of 
46.7, soon after, set the new standard. But he 
followed with an even closer 44.5 and not long 
after a 45.38. This consistency and accurate 
flying would surely provide success. No, Almost 
immediately after Don Bladier achieved a score of 
45.30. He too was a very consistent flyer. 

I think consistent well-trimmed models with 
potentially much higher performance than 45 sec., 
had the best chance. The high performance meant 
that rubber was less highly stressed and 
therefore easier to predict. The well-trimmed 

aspect meant that all flights were likely to avoid 
the ceiling and the walls or hanging ropes. 

Despite not having any difficulties with 
consistency it was Don Bladier’s last flight that 
won the Trophy. Mike Glaister also left his best 
flight to last after battling an excess of 
performance in his early flights. The Ultimate 
Lifting Machine was living up to its name a bit too 
much. Mike was re-discovering that the 
relationship between turns and duration was 
definitely non-linear! 

Don’s winning model called the Poonker was a 
Living Room Stick sized craft, while Neil McLeod’s 

Puxxey Cat was also new to me 
The standard of flying was very high – you 

needed a deviation of less than 22/3 to get into 
the first six. 

The large field and close contest made for a 
busy and exciting day. While the Free Flyers were 
enjoying themselves so to were the R/C boys were 
doing likewise without having a competition. In 
other words a typical Sandringham day. 

Darien Cassidy, C.D. 

Model Flt. 1 Flt. 2 Flt. 3 Flt. 4 Flt. 5 Flt. 6 Place Contestant 

“Poonker” 53.50 48.40 44.10 43.10 47.40 45.35 1 Don Bladier 

“Mayfli” 46.70 44.50 45.38 46.65 42.50 41.38 2 Col. Parker 

“U.L.M” 59.00 61.09 54.41 52.12 43.25 45.80 3 Mike Glaister 

“Hangar Rat” 43.00 50.30 37.28 39.53 49.53 34.25 4 Col. Stone 

100/13 Flyer 3.90 4.10 42.80 57.53 38.75 76.56 5 Bruce Grayling 

“Puxxy Cat” 13.40 31..00 8.79 15.66 42.34 39.54 6 Neil McLeod 

Fike 28.80 38.19 42.19 35.38 37.12 26.41 7 Nick Calvino 

Hangar Rat 39.10 14.20 24.28 37.12 41.47 31.63 8 Peter McCarthy 

“Sig 29er” 30.00 36.06 27.00 15.70 - - 9 Don Bladier 

 

GRAND END-OF-YEAR SCALE DAY, Monday 7th December 2009 

At SANDRINGHAM ATHLETIC CENTRE. 

 
1. The 2009 contest will have the same format as in 2008.  
2. Entries will be restricted to scale models (40gm. Max. Weight) of any full-size aircraft.  
3. The builder-of-the-model rule applies and Documentation is recommended but not mandatory 
4. Entrants must qualify models for static judging by first recording a flight of a minimum of 20 sec 
5. A R.O.G. bonus of 10 will be added to each flight time 
6. Static judging will be done by all entrants ranking the models from the best down 
7. Any power source other than Internal Combustion may be employed 
The prizes will go to the three models having the best (lowest) aggregate of static and flight scores. 
  Prizes will be:   First Place  $120.00 plus a bottle of wine 
     Second Place $60.00 
     Third place $30.00 
All entrants who qualify a model, other than the top prize winners, will receive a participation fee of $5. 

 
 


