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Please Note: The Next Meeting will take place on the 
second Tuesday in November (9th ) at the Leinster Arms 

Hotel, Cnr Gold and Hotham Streets, Collingwood, 
Melways Reference 2C G6.h, commencing at 8.00 p.m. - 
the Restaurant is open from 6.00 p.m. 

 
November Topic: Show and Tell –Folding Propellers 
Speakers: Group Discussion – Individual designers to 
discuss their approach and bring some samples to 
illustrate their methods 

Contacts: 

President: 
  Ron Bird   (03) 9846 6297 
    birdron39@optusnet.com.au 

Secretary: 
Sean O’Connor (03) 9481 6607 

    sean-oc@netspace.net.au 

Treasurer: 
 Sean O’Connor (03) 9481 6607 
    sean-oc@netspace.net.au 

Editor: 
 Mike Glaister (03) 9733 0431 

 michael.glaister@gmail.com 

Competition Calendar. October/November 

 
Nov. 7  Combined percentage open. 
Venue:  Eynesbury Field. 
C.D:   
Nov 21  In. St Ch Bostonian, Hangar Rat. 
Venue:  Manningham DISC 
C.D:  T.B.A. 
Dec.6 (Mon) Grand End-of-Year scale Day 
Venue:  Sandringham 
C.D.   Darien Cassidy 
Dec 12  Combined percentage open. 
Venue:  Eynesbury Field. 
C.D:  T.B.A 

 

Editorial: 
 I begin this month with an apology to Russ Naughton. 
- In the October issue, I used several of Russell’s photos 
for the Arthur Smith obituary. I had intended to give 
proper attribution as to the source of the photos but, as 
usual, in my normal state of confusion, forgot. My 
apologies, Russ. 
 Another error was in the labelling of the score 
sheets for the F1H and F1G events at Di Dio’s field. The 

lower of the two tables should be F1G not F1H – I copied 
the format without changing the title. 
 Darien forwarded an e-mail he had received from 
the U.K. informing all SAM 1066 members of the death 
of Ron Moulton. Ron, as most of us are aware, was the 
editor of “Aeromodeller” magazine for quite a few years 
and was active in many facets of aeromodelling. He was 
the author of several MAP publications and designer of 
quite a few models, some of which were published in 
“Aeromodeller” (naturally!). Our thoughts are with his 
family and his many friends both in the U.K. and around 
the world. 
 In this issue there are reports on the Peanut event 
at Manningham, 26 September, Vintage power, rubber 
and glider and the second half of the Garnham, 
Eynesbury, 10 October and a brief article on the Dixie 
weekend at Springhurst, October 2 and 3. (Courtesy Vin 
Morgan and Roy Summersby) 
  The plans this month are of Gustav Samann’s ’55 
Wakefield winner together with Guido Fea’s equal first 
place model. In addition, a definitive drawing of Sean’s 
“Quattro Gusti II” P30 model. I had arrogantly and 
arbitrarily dismissed this class due to the mandatory 
requirement for plastic propellers. Why I did remains a 
mystery to me as I had built John O’Donnell’s “Teacher’s 
Pet” many years ago and it flew beautifully. Anyway, to 
get to the point, watching really good P30’s fly has 
caused me to revise my opinion dramatically! They are a 
really fun class of model and well worth the minimal 
effort needed to construct. (For further designs, write 
to Sergio Montes (Free Flight Quarterly) and buy the 
recently published P30 review) On the subject of Free 
Flight Quarterly, this is a really great magazine for Free 
Flighters, it contains no ads, is jam-packed with 
interesting and informative articles and is a must-read 
for all. If you are not a subscriber already, why not! It 
only costs $25 for four issues. Write to Sergio Montes 
at: 

Freiflug Haus, 

37 Windsor St., 

Kingston Beach, 

Tasmania, 

7050 

 Apropos the Quattro Gusti plan and article, I had 
initially intended to include a plan of the Keil Kraft 
Southerner 60 in this issue but the Ben Buckle sourced 
plan sent to me by Fred Roberts was so distorted that I 
was unable to complete it in time, so in haste, I brought 
forward the QG article. Now, If anybody has an original 
Keilkraft Southerner 60 plan could you please loan it to 
me so that I may check the accuracy of what I have. 

            Newsletter of the Victorian Free Flight Society
         http//members.optushome.com.au/vffs/ 
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Peanuts at Manningham (infer what you will) 

 With the absence of Jim Fullarton due to illness, and 
with Sean not having been able to repair his Bleriot IX in 
time, the field was reduced to four stalwarts with Sean 
acting as C.D. in Paul Butler’s absence due to injury. 
 In very short order, Col had his Fike away and 
battering the rafters – this was not unexpected, 
however Neil’s beautiful Nesmith Cougar was up there 
with Col’s model as well and put up a very good time. 
Unfortunately for Neil, he had declared this to be a 
“trimming flight” and he was subsequently unable to 
repeat the performance! 
 Gary Sunderland had his Bleriot (I’m not sure of the 
Mark N ) flying quite well, (it seems to perform better 
at Manningham where the turn can be opened out rather 
than at Sandringham where the constricted space and 
consequent tighter turn radius has it always teetering on 
the point of spiral instability) 
The only other entrant was of course your Editor with 
his Aviatik (Berg) C1 – I had modified the model and put 
in some non-scale dihedral in order to achieve some 
lateral stability but all to no avail as the model was now 
displaying incipient Dutch-roll problems! I was happy to 
get it to fly for 15 seconds and to have produced 
sufficient documentation to receive a scale score. 
 With Col’s Fike flying beautifully, it was a foregone 
conclusion as to who the eventual victor would be, as 
Gary’s Bleriot did not have the “legs” for much beyond 
40 sec. and Neil’s beautiful but (at this stage) erratic 
Nesmith had gone off-trim. 
 
 

Peanut Scale (20 sec bonus ROG) 

Name Model Fl1 Fl2 Scale Total 

C. Parker Fike E 87rog 59rog 24 86 

G. Sunderland Bleriot 44 rog 44 rog 22 65 

N. McLeod Nesmith 34 rog 19 rog 22 53 

M. Glaister Aviatik 15 - 24 29 

 
 For those wondering about the scoring system used 
in Peanut, perhaps the following will be of assistance. 
1. Contestants are entitled to six flights – no attempts. 
2. The single best score is divided by three and added 

to the scale points 
3. Max scale points 31 plus a plethora of bonus and 

some minus points for difficulty of subject. 
Note: These are the MAAA rules and are heavily 
weighted toward scale accuracy. The VFFS rules put 
more emphasis on flight duration by adding the best two 
flights, adding ROG bonus and dividing the total flight 
and ROG score by three. 
Thus, for example, taking Col’s score:  
 (87 + 59 + 40(2 x ROG bonus) /3) + 24 (scale points) = 86 
Indoor Open Scale 

 With only two competitors, it remained to be seen as to 
whether an Etrich Taube could out-fly a Spitfire. Now Gary has 
been bashing his Taube against the walls at Sandringham for 
quite some time, the resultant damage having inevitably led to a 
little weight gain to the detriment of flight performance. Also, 
the Taube has more of a well-used look compared to Col’s 
Spitfire in its pristine pale blue tissue splendour. Nevertheless, 

Gary’s flight score was marginally better than Col’s and with the 
addition of ROG bonus points was able to overcome the 
Spitfire’s better scale score and win the event. Now if the 
Spitfire could ROG reliably… 
. 

Open Scale (10 sec bonus ROG) 

Name Model Fl1 Fl2 Scale Total 

G. Sunderland Taube 21 rog 30 rog 48/60 119 

C. Parker Spitfire 24 24rog 51/60 99 

 

Garnham Trophy and Vintage Contests at Eynesbury 
With the assurance of the C.D. who keeps an eagle-

eye on the weather patterns, the 10th of October turned 
out as he predicted, a very pleasant day for Free Flight 
and so the usual suspects assembled at Eynesbury to 
enjoy another memorable session of flying. The first 
event to be flown was the Garnham and the early arrivals 
were soon away with Sean recording the first max of the 
day, his model D/Ting to the ground at 182 seconds – 
that was cutting it a bit close Sean! Vin, the current 
trophy holder, was next to put in a contest flight and 
also recorded an easy max. I had discovered that my 
65% ’49 Alan Lim Joon Wakefield neatly fitted into the 
dimensional requirements for the P30 and at 42 grams 
AUW was suitably light enough that, with a little more 
rubber, might even be competitive. With the new motor 
fitted and climbing a lot slower than either Sean’s or 
Vin’s models, the ALJ still gained considerable altitude 
and it all looked good until the turns ran out and the 
model stalled all the way to the ground to record 140 
sec.  

At about this time Col Parker arrived and, while 
assembling his model, found that he had left the 
tailplane at home! Taking the tailplane off his 1936 
Copland this was quickly adapted to his P30 and, with a 
bit of fiddling, Colin got the assemblage away for a 
disappointing 87 sec. Shortly thereafter, Sean put in his 
second flight, the model climbing with its usual zip, 
however it missed the buoyant air and descended rapidly 
to record a disappointing 109 sec. Vin put in his second 
flight almost at the same time but had a little more luck 
than Sean and posted a second max. During a short lull in 
proceedings, I recorded my second flight and with the 
model at a good height, looked like I might also max, 
however the model stalled down even more violently than 
the first, to record a marginally better 152. Col, with the 
benefit of a few trim adjustments, managed an easy 
second flight max while Vin reeled off his third to 
ensure victory and to retain the trophy. 

Sean, quite uncharacteristically, misread the air for 
the second time, and while his model climbed to a good 
height, (best climbing model, even better than Vin’s) 
entered a real downer and descended rapidly to record a 
96. (Sometime later it was found that the additional 
rubber in the model had somehow prevented the free-
wheel mechanism from operating and was thus the cause 
of the poor flights – not misreading the air). With only 
Colin and myself to complete our Garnham flights, we 
both launched into noticeably more buoyant air. In the 
interval between Sean’s last flight and when we both got 
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away, possibly 10 min., the drift direction had altered 
from the northwest to southwest and was noticeably 
lighter, this enabled me to follow my model more closely 
and when the turns ran out, was in a perfect position to 
observe the nose block fall out and as a consequence, 
initiate the violent stall pattern – no fiddling with the 
trim would have cured that! 

Wandering back, having picked up Vin’s F1B on the 
way, I became aware of everybody staring at me. 
Somewhat self-consciously, I quickly checked that my 
apparel was still in its rightful place, paying particular 
attention to the height of the belt buckle, I was 
reassured that I had not experienced a “Seniors 
Moment” and disrobed mid-field. Looking up, I soon 
realized that the group stare was fixed on an object 
somewhat behind and at a far greater elevation than 
myself. Following the collective line of sight, I too 
became transfixed by the sight of interest, Col’s model 
had hooked a really good thermal and while the D/T had 
activated, the broader chord of the Copland tailplane did 
not permit a D/T angle of more than 25 - 30º and thus, 
instead of dutifully descending to the ground, Col’s model 
was performing some quite spectacular aerobatics; many 
hammerhead stalls with an occasional loop thrown in, all 
the time climbing away in the grip of the boomer. After 
some 13 minutes, the model, perhaps due to its gyrations, 
managed to extricate itself from the grip of the thermal 
and descended several paddocks away whereupon Colin 
trudged off in pursuit, to reappear some considerable 
time later. (Eynesbury paddocks are very big!) 

 

Garham Trophy – P30 rubber/prop unrestricted 

Name Rd1 Rd2 RD3 Total 

Vin Morgan 180 180 180 540 

Mike Glaister 140 152 162 454 

Colin Parker 87 180 180 447 

Sean O’Connor 180 109 96 385 

 
 With the Garnham Trophy decided, the Vintage 
event(s) were flown. As nobody had bothered to bring a 
power model or glider, this was restricted to Vintage 
rubber and, with only two competitors, was quickly 
decided in Jim Fullarton’s favour. Jim was flying a full 
size Fullarton ’35 Wakefield while Colin Parker a 50% ’43 
“Chad”. Jim started logging his contest flights while the 
Garnham was being sorted out and so had posted his tally 
before Colin had returned from his long walk. Col, for 
some unknown reason, (at least to me) decided to fly the 
much smaller “Chad” rather than his full size ’36 Copland, 
thereby conceding an additional 48 vintage points to Jim. 
 All went well initially, and on his first flight posted a 
quite respectable 120 sec. He was unable to repeat the 
performance in his subsequent two flights however, and 
Jim won quite comfortably. (Just a thought – as Jim was 
the only one to have a power model on hand, his ’50 
Sportster, and as he put in quite a few flights before an 
over-zealous trimming adjustment caused it to prang, 
does that not mean that Jim also won the Vintage power 
event as well?) 

Vintage Rubber 

Name Rd1 Rd2 Rd3 Vintage Total 

Jim Fullarton 115 101 95 3 x 42 437 

Colin Parker 120 47 56 3 x 26 301 

 

George Fuller Weekend 2-3 October – Roy Summersby 
We missed the perfect weather by one day, as 

Friday was just magic. Saturday morning started with a 
light southerly breeze but this dropped off, giving us 
four hours of just wonderful flying conditions before the 
northerly set in. Sunday was a repeat of Saturday, 
except the northerly came in much stronger. After the 
recent rains the field was covered in grass, no dust or 
flies this time of the year, although plenty of large 
mozzies due to the recent rains. 

The number of flyers was down on last year, we only 
managed thirteen, last year we had nineteen, however 
there were 21 models counting the three types. 
‘Stomper”, “Zoot Suit” and ‘Dixielander”. 

 

 
Peter Greenhill and his beautiful “Stomper” 

The top scorer was once again the old dog from way 
down south, Vin Morgan with a very creditable score of 
1768 seconds with Roy Summersby second with 1580 sec 
and Harry Sokol third at 1159 sec. 

 

 
Gary Odger’s normal? size and 150% “Zoot Suits” 

On paying your entry fee, you received a bottle of 
Fullers Merry Merlot and a 20g bottle of super glue. The 
Merlot was given the thumbs up by our wine connoisseur 
and more than one bottle was empted on Saturday night. 
The super glue did not get a lot of use, as there was only 
one major crash over the weekend. 
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Roy Summersby about to present prizes 

Flying finished on Sunday when prizes were awarded, 
not only to the top three scorers, but also for a variety 
of categories decided arbitrarily by the CD (It was, 
after all, a fun weekend!). For example an award was 
given to Fred Roberts who came with all three George 
Fuller designs, a biggest models award for both Gary and 
Col with their 150% “Dixie” and “Stompers” and a 
“Concours d’Elegance’ award to Peter Greenhill for his 
“Stomper” resplendent with an Australian flag design 
covering both wing and tailplane, and so the prizes went 
on, and on. 

Overall, a top weekend with lots of blokes and their 
ladies having fun. 

Roy Summersby 
 
The 1955 Wakefield Contest 

 One unforseen eventuality that arose with Alan King’s 
win in 1954 was that Australia now had the right to hold 
the contest on home soil. As travel in those days was 
primarily by ship with the prospect of at least a three-
week voyage to get here from Europe or America, it was 
unlikely that a Wakefield Cup contest staged in Australia 
would attract many (if any) overseas competitors 
 In addition to the off-putting travel problem, the 
model aircraft movement in Australia was to some 
degree, in its infancy and ill-equipped to host such an 
event. Given the circumstances, the MAAA decided not 
to host the event, to the relief of all overseas 
competitors, and the FAI now had the problem of finding 
a more central location at which to hold the event. 
 To their credit, the USAF offered their air base at 
Mainz-Finthen in the then Federal Republic of Germany 
as a venue and so, for the first time, the Wakefield Cup 
was to held on German soil. This is even more creditable 
when one recalls that the USAF had hosted the previous 
event at their base in Suffolk County N.Y. 
Working closely with the German Aero Club of Frankfurt 
and the AMA, the event was also to be the first time 
that all three Free Flight classes were to be flown as a 
true Free Flight World Championship 

The Wakefield event alone had 70 contestants from 
19 nations, an all time high in the history of the event, 
and with the other two events to be held in conjunction, 
organisers had to deal with 224 contestants in total over 
the three-day event. 

For the Wakefield, as with both of the other 
events, the contest was to be divided into five rounds, 
each lasting two hours, with each round split into 30 
minute periods with each country fielding a four-man 
team expected to present a contestant in each of the 
30-minute periods – teams with less than the full 
complement had a degree or so more flexibility. 
Maximum flight time was again to be 180 seconds with 
flying to begin each day at 8:00am. 

Pete Sotich, the contest director, had the 
formidable task of marshalling and directing the 
contestants through three days of competition, but with 
the able assistance of a cadre of USAF personnel, each 
event began on time each day, and the schedule of 
events strictly adhered to. A real credit to the 
organisers and to Pete in particular. 

The day, which is of most concern here, is the 
Wakefield Competition, scheduled for the last day of 
competition, Sunday, September 5. The weather, which 
was very good for the Glider and Power events of the 
previous two days, was absolutely superb for the 
Wakefield, no wind, warm, and plenty of thermal activity. 
There were 35 maximums recorded in the first round 
although this was to drop quite dramatically as the day 
progressed. Many who recorded a max in the first round 
were to drop by the wayside very quickly, our own Bond 
Baker amongst them. Perhaps the unluckiest of the 
competitors was Widell of Denmark and Holland of GB 
both failing in the last round by a slim margin and so join 
the seven-man fly-off. 

 
The fly-off: 

 It was 8:00 pm and the sun was setting when the 
horn sounded to start the fly-off. With all the 
Wakefield contestants and a good proportion of the 
Glider and Power flyers from the previous two days 
present, all was silent save for the clack, clack, clack of 
the winders wielded by seven very determined Wakefield 
contestants who had just three minutes to be airborne. 
As there was no time limit, all D/Ts were disabled. Then 
came the cheers from the waiting throng, some 2,000 in 
all, as one by one, the seven hopefuls set their models 
down, and, for the next to last time ever, ROG launched 
their models 
 All seven models were away safely and with near-
simultaneous launches, the order of landing would 
determine the placing with the first one down seventh, 
progressing to last down the winner. All present watched 
as propellers folded and all seven began to glide quite 
close to each other. Now one by one each began to drift 
out of sight. The official timers, two to each contestant, 
clocked them off, conferred with their counterpart, and 
turned to walk slowly back to the score keepers table, 
their watches still set on the final time of their 
respective contestants. The scorekeepers, having 
checked and verified the timer’s watches, recorded the 
final times and posted them on the scoreboard for all to 
see. The German team and their numerous supporters 
were ecstatic as Gustav Samann’s name was placed at the 
top of the board and was thereby declared the winner of 
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the 1955 Wakefield Contest. With Rudi Lindner having 
won the Nordic event some two days previously with his 
beautiful “Spinne” the occasion was doubly joyous for 
them.  
Gustav Samann, whose wife incidentally, had placed 
eighth in 1953, had been fortunate to edge out Sweden’s 
Rolf Hakansson by 26 seconds as Hakansson’s model was 
somewhat of an anachronism when compared with models 
of other competitors as it was geared, having two 40gm. 
motors. It also had a freewheeling propeller and fixed 
undercarriage, the last two features being quite 
detrimental to the glide! 
 The Team Trophy went to Sweden yet again, with 
Germany second and the US third. Following upon this 
mammoth fly-off, Bill Dean suggested that the flight 
maximum should be put back to 300 seconds but to 
retain the five rounds. Bill should have also suggested 
that the FAI/CIAM stop fiddling with the rules, as the 
FAI/CIAM decided in 1957 to delete the ROG rule and 
to limit the weight of the rubber to 50 grams. Having 
successfully managed to align and combine the three 
free flight classes into a World Championship very 
successfully, they then abandoned the concept in 1956 
and then cancelled the 1957 Wakefield contest (in direct 
contravention of the original concept and charter of the 
event) to combine the Power and Wakefield events again 
in 1958. “Aeromodeller” was prophetic in writing: "Only 
the name “Wakefield” was retained", because now the 
last semblance of what was left of the original SMAE 
rules had vanished. 
 (The results table below includes all Australian and 
N.Z. entries (Australian in Bold, N.Z. in Italic) – Of note, 
two present members of the VFFS were part of the 
Australian team as was the late Alan King, all at that 
time, members of the ESMAC club. Also notable was the 
appearance of the name of Bond Baker as the best of 
the antipodean contestants) 

Pl Name Rd1 Rd2 Rd3 Rd4 RD5 F/O Total 

1 Samann  180 180 180 180 180 315 1215 

2 Hakansson  180 180 180 180 180 289 1189 

3 Scardicchio  180 180 180 180 180 286 1186 

4 Altmann 180 180 180 180 180 284 1184 

5 Fresl  180 180 180 180 180 270 1170 

6 Fea 180 180 180 180 180 213 1113 

7 Muzny 180 180 180 180 180 169 1069 

8 Blomquist 180 180 180 172 180 - 892 

9 Widell 180 180 180 180 170 - 890 

10 Ahmann 180 170 180 180 180 - 890 

11 Holland 180 180 180 180 160 - 880 

39 Baker 180 154 114 180 165 - 793 

49 Leong 118 180 131 115 180 - 724 

50 Upton 180 151 70 156 163 - 720 

59 Bird 170 180 48 60 180 - 638 

63 King 180 151 170 69 0 - 570 

64 Ackroyd 0 180 114 180 0 - 474 

66 McElwain 0 133 113 89 0 - 335 

67 Boughton 0 0 0 180 137 - 317 

 

Gustav Samann’s 1955 Wakefield 

Samann’s model was quite simplistic and in keeping with 
the developing trend toward functionality at the expense 
of appearance with it sheet-covered box fuselage and 
generally stark lines. Nevertheless, it followed the 
typically German design philosophy of the period with its 
tapered and vee-dihedralled high aspect ratio wings, two 
blade folding propeller and fin mounted directly on the 
tailplane. For all its simplicity, by all accounts it was 
beautifully built and finely trimmed. In slight contrast to 
Samann’s model, Altmann’s model (the other German 
competitor to make the fly-off) had a multi-spar 
polyhedralled wing  
Guido Fea’s 1955 Wakefield 

Placing sixth in the fly-off, Guido Fea’s model is 
definitely the best looking of all of the “Winners”. 
(Remember that at this point in time, the fly-off was 
held to determine the “Cup-Holder” not the outright 
winner, all fly-off competitors were “equal” winners) 
With its elegantly shaped diamond fuselage, single-blade 
propeller (800mm. pitch!), single (internally located) spar 
wing and elliptical fin, it was in your Editor’s opinion the 
best-looking model at the Championships – It also had 
the most powerful motor - 18 strands of 6 x 1 Pirelli! 
 Sean O’Connor’s “Quattro Gusti” design(s) 

(The following text was supplied by Sean as part of an 
article on the evolution of his current P30 design and 
submitted to Free Flight Quarterly for inclusion in the 
recently-published P30 Survey) 

While my experience with P30 is limited, my 
experience with 30” span competition rubber powered 
models goes back to about 1960. The reason is that here 
in Victoria we have the Garnham trophy a – 17’ silver 
plated model of a Percival Gull aircraft mounted on a 
fancy stepped wood pyramid carrying the names of past 
winners going back to 1934. It used to be for under 30” 
span rubber power with mandatory ROG. Quite a lot of 
fun, but many would be competitors found the ROG 
requirement frustrating, so we recently swapped the 
class to P30. I have designed, built, flown, and lost quite 
a few models while pursuing this grand old relic. 

With regard to the name, Quattro Gusti is a type of 
pizza having four different toppings, one on each 
quadrant. Quattro Gusti (the model) is similar in that it 
was intended to fly as a P30, a small unlimited (with a 
real prop) and with 15gm. of rubber, for the Garnham 
trophy with the addition of an undercarriage and finally 
as a test bed for CO2 power. Although the Garnham is no 
longer flown to the previousrules, the advent of electric 
power is now clearly in focus so QG can keep its name. 

The 6:1 aspect ratio wing is what I always used on 
Garnham models, which generally flew at 70 to 85gm. 
The sliding wing saves some weight (no pylon) and enables 
it to easily cope with different power sources as well as 
providing an insensitive form of fine trim. At 50gm. for 
P30, the slow glide mitigates the impact of the free 
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wheel drag to some extent. Note that the wing is slightly 
asymmetric. If the wing is otherwise true, the fuselage 
will be aligned with the airflow when the glide circle is 
somewhere in the 30 to 40 second range. 

I first tried a Matherat style wing section plus spar 
and rib spacing copied from Les Trumeaux (The pier? – 
Ed.) on a Garnham model in the early 80’s thanks to a tip 
off from Paul Lagan. That model handled blustery 
conditions so well that I have stuck with this type of 
wing on light models ever since. The glide performance is 
pretty good and the stall characteristics are fantastic. 
Although the wing loading in the P30 role is close to the 
practical minimum for turbulent outdoor conditions, QG 
performed extremely well in rough air on a number of 
flights. Unfortunately the wing and tail, fitted to 
another fuselage and equipped with a folding prop, flew 
off to a new home - probably Melton Reservoir. 

My general experience with small rubber models is 
that they are very easy to trim. Initially QG proved to 
be the exception. It required a CG at50-55% rather 
than the 60% to 70% as anticipated. Moving the wing 
back to obtain this gave a longish nose and minimal tail 
moment that led to other problems. Thinking that the 
tail might be suffering from the wing wake, I tried a 
butterfly tail, but tests were inconclusive. The original 
tail was about 1gm. overweight and I reacted by building 
the butterfly tail from light wood, which was not stiff 
enough to hold true with the Mylar covering. Eventually I 
managed to get QG I to fly pretty well with the original 
tail by using rather more downthrust than I was used to. 

Quattro Gusti II 

Further experience with a 115mm. chord, Vee-
dihedralled wing made me sure that QG’s tail efficiency 
was reduced  by the wing wake. With the new wing and a 
tail similar to the old one, trimming was easy and the 
wing ended up well forward with the CG at about 70%. 

On this basis, a new Quattro Gusti was developed, 
with the timer mounted on the nose and the tailplane 
relocated to the bottom of the fuselage, similar to the 
“Windowplane” design. This is not a problem  as I now use 
a tip-up wing D/T. 

The wing has Vee-dihedral, about 90mm. either side, 
and uses the standard 93 aerofoil as on my coupe 
(SOCoupe II – Ed.) – also the same tip design. Chord is 
115mm. rather than 130 as on QG I. 

The wing structure is quite close to that shown in 
the photos in the Wing Tip Up D/T article (FFQ No 17). 
It also has Matherat type leading and trailing edges and 
rib spacing but retains only the forward spar (25%) on 
the upper surface. 

The tip-up wing D/T is so effective that I no longer 
worry about fly-aways and my next effort will feature a 
pretty curvy wing  with 130mm. mean chord. 

The tailplane has a fin on the right hand tip only (Bill 
Giesekeng’s idea – (also Jim Cahill’s, he used it on his 
“Ultra Clodhopper” Wake  - Ed.)). Works like tail tilt – no 
offset but a nice glide circle. Since the tail does not 
need to move for D/T, it is easy to key it for accurate 
trim. 

The Vee-dihedral and lowered tailplane reduces 
interference so the tail is more effective and the CG can 
be located about 65% to 70% chord with adequate 
decalage. QG II balances with the wing about 200mm. 
aft of the nose. This is aided by placing the Tomy timer 
on the top of the nose.  

The box of rubber I am working through at the 
moment is quite torquey (early 90’s Tan I), so 4 strands 
of 1/8” provide a very lively initial climb to 30 metres or 
so and a run of about 70 sec. plus, (it’s hard to pick the 
end of the motor run with a free wheel prop.). 

Fine trim is by moving the wing forward or aft in a 
4-5mm range. Good glide – very stable in turbulence. 

Sean O’Connor 
 

(Those of you who have access to the FFQ P30 Survey 
will note that the drawings shown in the Survey are 
different to that which is presented herein. As I worked 
closely with Sean in the preparation of the drawing I can 
assure all readers that the drawing is accurate and is a 
true representation of QG II as it exists at present, 
however, things may change! – Ed.) 
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WAKEFIELD TROPHY  1955

GERMAN TEAM ENTRY − GUSTAV SAMANN

1st. Place : 180, 180, 180, 180, 180 Total: 900 (315) 

REFERENCES: 

1. Model Aeronautic Year Book 1955−56 − Frank Zaic

REDRAWN: MKG 
JULY 2007
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A A

2.5° RIGHT SIDETHRUST

4 x 4 MED. LONGERONS

4 x 4 MED. SPACERS

2 x 4 MED. SPACERS

B

B

0°

5

14 24

2.5

4

2 0.5

17
3

R6

R7

FIN RIBS − 1 mm. MED. − 1 OFF EACH
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WAKEFIELD TROPHY  1955

ITALIAN TEAM ENTRY − GUIDO FEA

1st./6th. Pl : 180, 180, 180, 180, 180, 213 Tot.1113

REFERENCES: 

1. Model Aeronautic Year Book 1957−58 − Frank Zaic

REDRAWN: MKG 
DECEMBER 2007
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Guido Fea’s ’55 Equal First Place Wakefield 
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W1 - 0.8mm. Q. Grain (10-12lb./cu. ft.) - 20 Off 
(Alt. - 1.2mm Q. Grain (6-8lb./cu. ft.)

Quattro Gusti II

2°Right Sidethrust

S1 S2 S2 S2

S3 S3 S3 S3

S2a S2a S2a S2a
S2a

S1S2S2S2

S3S3S3S3

S2aS2aS2aS2a
S2a

Fin on Stbd. 
Tip Only

1.5 x 5 Hard (12 lb/cu.ft.)

90

S3 - Trim to Fit

1.6 x 1.6 Hard 
(12 lb./cu. ft)

WING AREA: 8.51 Sq. Dm.

W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W2W1W1W1W1W1W1W1W1W1W1W2

1.6 x 3.2 Hard (10-12 lb./cu. ft.) - Top and Bottom

1.5 x 6 Hard (10-12 lb./cu. ft.)

1.6 x 4 Hard (10-12 lb./cu. ft.)

1.6 mm. 
Hard Sheet

W2 - 0.8mm. Q. Grain (10-12lb./cu. ft.) - 2 Off 

S1 (S2) - 0.8mm. Q. Grain (10-12lb./cu. ft.) - 2 (6) Off 

S3 - 0.8mm. Q. Grain (10-12lb./cu. ft.) - 10 Off 

Spars Webbed Both Sides in Centre 
Panel 0.5mm. Hard - Grain Vertical

1.6 x 1.6 Hard Longerons

Diagonals - 1.6 x 1.6 Med. (8 - 10 lb/cu.ft.)

Vertical Spacers - 1.6 x 1.6 Hard (12 lb/cu.ft.)

0.5mm. Hard 
Gussets

0.5mm. Hard 
Gussets

Weights:
Wing: 12.4g

Fuselage: 14.0g

Propeller:  8.7g

Tailplane:  4.5g

Total: 39.6g

Fin - 1.5mm. Soft 
Q. Grain Sheet

4 mm. O.D. 
Dural Tube

1.6 mm. 
Hard Sheet

0° - 1.5°

"Igra" 240mm. 
Dia. Propeller

1.6 mm. Hard Sheet

1.6  Pine 

0.5 Hard Sheet Webs - Grain Vertical - 
Alternate Each Bay - Front and Back of Spar

Tips - 5 Laminations 
- 1 x 1.5 Hard

Timer Box from 1.5 Med. Sheet

"Tomy" Timer 

4°Downthrust

"Quattro Gusti II"

Designed by Sean O' Connor

1.6  Pine 

C of G - 50 to 60% Chord

DRAWN: MKG 
JULY 2010

0 5 10 15 20 25 cm.

OVERALL LENGTH:

WINGSPAN:

PROPELLER:

TAILPLANE AREA:

MOTOR:
 

746.5 mm. - 29 38"

764 mm.(Proj.) - 30"

241mm. Dia. "Igra"

2.76 Sq. Dm.

4 Strands of 3 x 1 (Tan I) - 10 gm. 

Tip Washout Starts Here - Crack 
and Re-Cement T.E. 

by Sean O' Connor

7.5 mm. 
Washout

1.5 x 4 Hard (12 lb/cu.ft.)

1.5 x 3 Hard (12 lb/cu.ft.)

0°

Section Through Fuselage

1.6 x 1.6 Hard 
(12 lb./cu. ft)

 
“Quattro Gusti II” - Sean O’ Connor 


