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Please Note: The Next Meeting will take place on the 
first Tuesday in February (1st) 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. 

 
February Topic: Scale Models (Indoor and Outdoor) – 
group discussion – bring your models 

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. February/March 

 
Jan 30  Vintage & Combined Percent Open. 
Venue:  Di Dio’s Field. 
C.D:  T.B.A. 
(Feb 6: backup day) 
Venue:  Eynesbury Field. 
C.D:  T.B.A. 
Feb 20: State Champs for HLG & CLG. 

(also Sandfly - A. Smith Trophy) 
Venue:  Manningham D.I.S.C. 
C.D:  T.B.A. 
Editorial: 
 Welcome back to what is hoped to be a year of 
excellent flying weather. To those readers who had the 
misfortune to go (or attempt to go) to the Nationals at 
Dalby, I trust you have now recovered from your long 
swim back to Victoria. 
 Speaking of the coming year’s flying please study 
the 2011 calendar at the back of this issue of “Flypaper”. 
Of special note is that each scheduled outdoor 
competition day is to be “buffered” by a backup day – we 
tend to loose too many outdoor days to inclement (windy) 
weather. The general idea behind this is that we get two 
shots at a successful competition day before having to 
postpone the scheduled contest to a later date. 
Hopefully this will reduce or eliminate the backlog of 
unflown competitions that have had, to be carried 
forward and eventually, due to time and other 

constraints, to be cancelled. Also note that the 
Werribee Wanderers will be holding the Outdoor State 
Championships this year. 
 Courtesy of Malcolm Campbell, and the Brisbane 
Free Flight Society’s newsletter, the results of the 
recent Nationals are included in this issue. One point to 
note is that, according to Mal, only one Victorian (Peter 
Lloyd) and two NSW free flighters made the journey 
North. Perhaps it was the threatening weather that 
deterred many other would-be participants. As it was, 
the original site for the Free Flight events had to be 
changed to a cotton plantation adjacent to the control 
line site. 
 The content of “Flypaper” will change somewhat 
early in the New Year as your Editor is outrunning his 
archive of drawings used to illustrate the “Wakefield 
Story”. We will return to this as soon as I have enough 
drawings archived to accompany the text. 
 In it’s stead, I hope to be able to begin a series 
based on the FAI power event from it’s inception in the 
early ‘50’s up to who-knows-when (I tend to lose interest 
when it comes to “outsourced” models. mind you, I 
wouldn’t mind owning one of Andruikov’s “plastic 
fantastics” but $1500+ is a big financial hurdle). 
 In this regard, my impression is that there still is a 
reasonable degree of individual input in the design and 
construction of F1C models, far more so than the F1B 
event, which has, in my view “degenerated” into a contest 
between individuals flying models which are sourced 
from four or perhaps five Eastern European experts. (I 
know that Andruikov is now based in the US, but that 
does not invalidate my assertion – He is, or was, 
Ukrainian) 
 Where we left off with the Wakefield saga, we had 
reached and dealt with the 1956 contest. This posed a 
small conundrum to the feeble mind of your Editor, 
should the non-event of 1957 be given equal weight as 
for other years, or should it be skipped and move on to 
1958 and Bond Baker’s victory in the Cranfield wind. 
Faced with this dilemma the prevaricating editorial mind 
finally decided to report on both the ’57 and ’58 years in 
this issue. Hence you will find in the following pages a 
comment on the 1957 cancellation and a more extensive 
story on the 1958 contest. 
 Complementing the 1958 Wakefield story is a plan of 
Bond Baker’s VH704, the power model which, but for the 
unfortunate intervention of a hangar roof, would have 
won the FAI power event and thus robbed the world and 
especially Australia of a double World Champion. 
 To begin this issue, a clean-up of the various trailing 
items from 2010, commencing with a report on the Grand 
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End-of-Year Scale Day at Sandy held on December 6 and 
thus too late for inclusion in the December edition. 
 Finally, since beginning this editorial some time ago, 
(late December) the Queensland floods have taken on a 
much more serious and grim aspect and have now claimed 
the lives of many Queenslanders. As one who has both 
family and friends deeply mired (perhaps another bad 
choice of phrase) in this developing tragedy, may I 
offer, on behalf of all VFFS members, our deepest 
sympathy to all our Queensland friends and to all who 
have been touched by this tragedy for their grievous 
loss both in lives and property. In this respect, the 
rather flippant opening to my column should be 
disregarded. 
The Grand End-of-Year Scale Day 

(All photos courtesy of Paul Butler) 
 The format for this year’s (last year’s) event was 
somewhat different than on previous occasions. Instead 
of inviting all competitors to judge the entries and place 
them in ranking order, a procedure which led to 
confusion bordering on chaos in 2009, the CD, Darien 
Cassidy wisely appointed himself as sole judge and 
efficiently disposed of the static assessments in record 
time. 
 Most of the usual participants were present, 
regrettably with only a few new models to display. In 
this regard, Nick Calvino produced a beautifully built 
Fokker E III to add to the collection. Nick is fast 
becoming a force to be reckoned with in many aspects of 
indoor flight, his Nesmith Cougar Peanut being a model 
to rival Neil McLeod,s version of the same aircraft. 

 
Nick Calvino’s Fokker E III 

 Bruce Grayling had his now venerable Voisin 
Hydravion flying very well, a real treat to see in the air 
and behaving itself for the occasion (the Voisin has been, 
from past observation, quite tricky to trim) 

 
Bruce Grayling’s Voisin Hydraplane 

 Another of Bruce’s models, the Corben Super Ace, 
usually an excellent flyer, did not manage to qualify. 

 
Bruce Grayling’s Corben Super Ace 

 Gary Sunderland had a brace of models and, with the 
exception of his Bf109E, all veterans of the event. Gary’s 
JeanninTaube and Fokker F7, both flying very well within 
the confines of the venue. The Bf109 was proving a little 
more difficult to tame however, and on it’s best flight, 
managed to get stuck in the steel roof mesh, the model 
rotating slowly about the enmeshed propeller to the 
amusement of all. 

 
Gary Sunderland’s Jeannin Taube 

 
Gary Sunderland’s Fokker F7 

 Jim Fullarton came equipped with his Fairchild 22 
and Bristol M1, both excellent flyers and both trimmed 
to perfection, the Bristol being the outstanding flying 
model of the meeting. 

 
Jim Fullartons’s Bristol - Colin Parker’s Junkers 
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 Colin Parker entered his Spitfire, now flying better 
than ever, and as backup, the Junkers CL I, a veteran of 
many close encounters with the Sandringham walls. Given 
the tight schedule, Colin did not manage to qualify the 
Junkers, electing to concentrate on the Spitfire, a wise 
choice in the circumstances. 

 
Colin Parker’s Spitfire XIX 

The Spitfire was the best-finished model on display, the 
chalk-on-tissue technique adding a subtle patina to the 
otherwise bland Esaki colours. Why it was ranked a lowly 
4th.in Static only the Judge knows –and he’s not telling! 
Col has been finely trimming this model for quite some 
time and has finally eliminated the phugoidal oscillation 
which had marred its flight performance in previous 
contests 
 Don Bladier’s Reynard 17, an interesting and unusual 
modelling choice, flew well (for a change) achieving equal 
third-highest flight points. Watching it fly, the best 
description I could come up with to describe it is “cute”. 

 
Don Bladier’s Reynard 17 

A structurally simple model, (a little heavily built 
though Don?) sporting a beautifully machined 5-cylinder 
radial and matching scale propeller, it will be interesting 
to see it fly on other occasions. 

Grand End-of-Year Scale Competition - Results 

Entrant Model Static Flight Place 

C. Parker Spitfire XIX 4 20 1 

G. Sunderland Jeannin Taube 1 12 2 

G. Sunderland Fokker F7 6 17 3 

B. Grayling Voisin Hydravion 2 4 4 

D. Bladier Reynard 17 8 17 5 

J. Fullarton Bristol M1 12 20 6 

G. Sunderland  Sopwith Triplane 7 15 7 

J. Fullarton Fairchild 22 13 18 8 

C. Stone Piper Pacer 11 16 9 

C. Parker Junkers CL 1 3 DNQ - 

N. Calvino Fokker E III 5 DNQ - 

B. Grayling  Corben Super Ace 9 DNQ - 

M. Glaister Focke Wulf 56 10 DNQ - 

64th Nationals – Results 

 With all the turmoil caused by the weather, very 
few interstate competitors made the long trek to Dalby. 
The town and the surrounding countryside had already 
experienced inundation during the days preceding the 
Nats and were due for more. As a consequence, the 
original site chosen for the free flight events, a black-
soil plain of generous dimensions, had to be abandoned 
due to the glutinous surface conditions and all free flight 
events were flown from a more restricted site adjacent 
to the control line venue. Given the prevailing weather 
conditions that ranged from benign to bad to downright 
diabolical, it is a credit to the BFFS that they managed 
to stage almost the whole programme. The results 
presented below are a distillation of the Nats report 
published in the BFFS Digest, Edited by Malcolm 
Campbell – if you would like to be put on the e-mail list 
contact Mal: actrain@ozemail.com.au 

F1A: - 8 Entries, 6 Flew 

Name R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 Total 

J Lewis 157 113 180 180 180 180 180 1170 

A Fathers 130 180 60 162 180 180 180 1072 

M. Campbell 180 22 180 180 180 163 53 958 

T. Burfein 180 180 72 74 84 180 135 905 

D. Slattery 138 46 180 - 180 180 - 724 

D. Brawn 81 164 - - - - - 245 

F1B: - 12 Entries, 7 Flew 

Name R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 Total 

M. Armour 120 120 120 120 120 180 180 960 

T. Burfein 120 120 120 120 120 180 180 960 

J. Lewis 120 120 120 120 120 175 93 868 

W. Jones 120 120 120 112 - - - 472 

A Fathers 120 105 120 - - - - 345 

A. Bryant 120 120 93 - - - - 333 

G. Maynard 120 36 att - - - - 156 

F1B Flyoff: 

M Armour  272 
T. Burfein  255 

F1C: - 3 Entries, 2 Flew 

Name R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 Total 

P. Nash 134 - - - - - - 134 

J Lewis 127 - - - - - - 127 

F1G: - 16 Entries, 9 Flew 

Name R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 Total 

J Lewis 120 120 102 120 117 579 

D. Jones 120 120 120 120 92 572 

B. Taylor 120 73 120 117 110 540 

W. Jones 120 120 120 120 - 480 

T. Burfein 93 74 94 70 120 451 

A. Bryant 91 - 120 - - 211 

G. Maynard 96 89 - - - 185 

F1H: - 8 Entries, 5 Flew 

Name R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 Total 

J Lewis 53 114 120 90 120 497 

M. Campbell 66 120 120 31 114 451 

B. Taylor 94 61 35 93 120 403 

D. Slattery 39 63 120 56 120 398 

D. Brawn 56 39 - 40 - 135 
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P30: - 6 Flew 

Name R1 R2 R3 Total 

M.Campbell 120 120 120 360 

W. Jones 120 120 120 360 

G. Maynard 120 120 117 357 

A. Fathers 105 120 120 345 

B. Taylor 61 120 120 301 

A. Bryant 92 74 120 286 

OZ Diesel: - 3 Flew 

Name R1 R2 R3 Total 

M.Campbell 120 78 120 318 

G. Maynard 39 94 104 237 

D. Slattery 64 - - 64 

L2/100: - 7Flew 

This was a bit of a non-event as while everybody 
managed to get their first flights in, the planned second 
flight had to be abandoned due to aerial crop spraying on 
the adjacent field. 

 
Bryan Taylor’s immaculate? ’49 Alan Lim Joon 

 

The 1957 Wakefield Contest? 

The FAI/CIAM after indicating several years 
earlier that they wanted to combine the three premier 
Free Flight events into a bi-annual World Championship, 
and succeeding brilliantly in 1955 thanks to the combined 
efforts of the German Aero Club and the USAF, decided 
not to hold the Wakefield event in 1957 citing  (probably 
as a pretext) that Sweden could not afford, or had 
simply declined, to sponsor the event. With this decision, 
the Rules Committee of the SMAE moved to recall the 
Wakefield International Trophy from the control of the 
FAI/CIAM on the grounds that the FAI had broken 
their agreement with the SMAE and indeed, with the 
original charter as laid down by Lord Wakefield at the 
time he donated the trophy. 

Allied to this, the CIAM had revised the Sporting 
Code as it pertained to the Wakefield event by 
rescinding the "ROG" rule, the cross section requirement 
and had reduced the size of national teams to three. All 
these changes, all in breach of the three-year old 
agreement and, coming so soon after their repeated 
reassurance to the SMAE of their intention to honour all 
terms of the agreement at the time of transfer, is 
indicative of either a lack of scruple, deficient memory 
or both. In earlier years the well-intentioned dithering 
of the SMAE had modellers around the World scratching 
their heads and wondering what sort of nuts were 

running the show, however the FAI’s actions were a 
blatant case of breach of trust. Why the SMAE did not 
follow through on their threat to call back the trophy is 
a mystery. Perhaps the answer lies in the final resolution 
forwarded to the FAI: 

The following resolution was tabled at the SMAE 
Council Meeting requesting:  
"That the Wakefield Cup be withdrawn from the control 
of the FAI (CIAM) and the contest run annually under 
the auspices of the SMAE"  

After considerable discussion, the following 
modified (watered down) resolution was submitted to the 
FAI/CIAM Plenary Committee:  
"That it is regretted that we failed to inform the FAI 
Model Commission that the conditions imposed by the 
donor demanded that the Wakefield Cup shall be 
competed for annually. In the circumstances we must 
request that the conditions for the running of the Cup 
with the World Championships be reviewed."  

Sometime later, the editor of "Aeromodeller", Ron 
Moulton, wrote a paper entitled "International 
Competition and the CIAM, 1949 to 1969", in which he 
illustrated the consternation that generated the SMAE 
resolution of 1957. When the FAI/CIAM did meet again 
in 1958 "...it was brought to light that 'decisions' had 
been reached within the various sporting committees... 
which were not on the agenda!" He pointed out "As far as 
the Championships themselves and their organization is 
concerned, the Free flight 'Olympic' idea has been 
maintained ever since that first meeting in 1955 in West 
Germany. 

We had a situation in 1957, 1958, 1959, and 1960 
where no nation would take on the job of hosting a World 
Championship again until a rather well heeled Southern 
German aristocrat offered to fund the 1961 event.  

The prevarication of the FAI is best illustrated by 
the fact that in 1958 there was no Nordic Event at the 
World Championships. Further: the 1959 contest did not 
include Power or Nordic, only Wakefield. (This was the 
Wakefield contest held at Brienne Le Chateau, on the 
NATO airfield, with the aid of the USAF). So much for 
the earlier decision to hold the World Championships bi-
annually! 
The 1958 Wakefield Contest 

With the Wakefield Cup rules now completely 
revised following the elimination of the ROG and the 
cross section requirements and a reduction in rubber 
mass to 50 grams, a rapid evolution in Wakefield design 
occurred. This new topology was especially evident in the 
designs emanating from Hungary where the innovative 
designs of Georgi Benedek, Guyla Kriszma and others 
tended toward longer fuselages with smaller tailplanes, 
concentrating the allowable flying surface area in the 
wing. These models, without exception, also used short, 
powerful motors with motor runs of the order of 45 
seconds. 

This was in contrast to the varying schools of 
thought in Western countries were a variety of 
approaches to the design challenge posed by the rubber 
restriction were tried. Most designs were little 
different to what had been the norm in the all-too-brief 
80-gram era. The English designs in particular were, with 
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the exception of Ron Draper’s model, merely 80 gram 
Wakes with repositioned rear motor pegs! John 
O’Donnell’s “Maxie” series were so little different as to 
be still using a feathering propeller. 

After all the acrimony between the SMAE and the 
FAI/CIAM regarding the 1957 non-event, the SMAE 
graciously agreed to sponsor the 1958 Wakefield and 
Power Championships at the previously benign Cranfield 
Aerodrome. No Nordic event was to be flown in 1958 as 
that event had been held in 1957! Wakefield Day was 
scheduled for Monday August 4, 1958, the Power event 
having been flown on the previous day. A total of 73 
contestants, from 22 nations were entered for the 
contest. 
ROUNDS 1 to 3: The first view of the models of the 
Hungarian team came during processing and these 
extreme models (for the time) and their reputed 
performance had many other competitors concerned 
about their prospects. After three rounds, Georgi 
Benedek, famed for his airfoil development, was in the 
lead with a clean sheet. His model, perhaps the least 
extreme of the Hungarian contingent, had a high aspect 
ratio wing, flat centre panel with steep tip dihedral, a 
tubular fuselage of a little more than 25mm diameter, 
and a tapered boom, giving a fuselage length of 1250mm, 
a tail moment of 800mm and a nose length was 280mm, 
barely enough to allow the propeller blades to fold 
without interference. The stabilizer was small, about 
seventeen percent of the wing area. At the launch, 
Benedek ran forward and hurled his Wakefield into the 
air with a throw that would have folded the wings of a 
conventional configuration.  
Joining Benedek with a perfect score was his teammate 
Krizsma with another team member, Azor, 49 seconds 
adrift. Erno Frigyes, who had won the power event on the 
previous day, was not having the same good fortune as 
his teammates. 

The Italian pair of Sardicchio and Fea, while having 
dropped some time in the first round, had still posted 
competitive totals by the end of the third round. Licen, 
having started with two maxes dropped badly in the 
third round with a 77 second flight. Taberna, the other 
member of the Italian team was in deep trouble with the 
windy conditions and was out of contention after two 
poor flights 

 Bond Baker, the only Australian entrant present, 
(Chinchella’s entry being proxy-flown by Alan King) had 
meanwhile, and almost totally unobserved by the rest of 
the field who were concentrating their attention on the 
goings-on in the Hungarian camp, posted two high sub-
max flights in the first two rounds to be followed by a 
max in the third. 

Zurad, after a drop in the second round time, posted 
a max in the third to improve his chances. His 
teammates, Hassny, Kossowski and Miestoj, were not 
enjoying themselves however, not a max to share 
between them for the whole day. 

After three rounds the leader board read: 
Benedek Hungary 540 
Kriszma Hungary 540 
Perineau France 533 
Palmer Great Britain 511 
Niemstadt Denmark 505 

Cizek Chechoslovakia 502 
Tysklind Sweden 501 
Sardicchio Italy 501 
Heidmuller Germany 500 
Baker Australia 500 

Only 40 seconds separated the first ten places, with 
many others not too far in arrears.  
ROUND 4: Weather conditions were deteriorating with 
frequent rainsqualls passing over the field. All eyes were 
still focussed on the Hungarian pair of Kriszma and 
Benedek, the only two competitors to still have a clean 
sheet of three maxes each. Under orders from the Team 
Manager, who was acting more like a commissar than a 
leader, Kriszma launched his model into the teeth of the 
Cranfield gale only to see it down 35 seconds later. 
Benedek fared a little better but still dropped seven 
seconds to ruin his perfect score. Meanwhile, many of 
the other early leaders began to drop by the wayside, 
with Palmer of England and Perineau of France recording 
73 and 21 sec. Niemstadt and Tysklind were to follow 
with 64 and 71 second flights. 

Of the other leaders after round three, Sardicchio 
and Baker maxed while Cizek dropped 32 sec, 
Zurad,(Poland) Johansson (Sweden) Kennedy (NZ) and 
Lefever (GB) all improved their chances by maxing. 

The leader board after the 4th Round was: 
Benedek Hungary 720 
Sardicchio Italy 681 
Heidemuller Germany 680 
Baker Australia 680 
Zurad Poland 656 
Kennedy New Zealand 645 
Johansson Sweden 639 
Lefever Great Britain 638 

ROUND 5: With no respite from the weather, the 
contest became a tactical exercise in trying to find some 
lull in the otherwise continuous wind and rain. In all this, 
the Hungarian Team Manager, having previously ruined 
the hopes of Kriszma, and with the inflexibility of a drill 
sergeant, proceeded to do it again by ordering Benedek 
to wind up and launch early in the Round. Benedek 
launched his model, but it was evident to all that it was 
not climbing as well as in previous rounds and it was down 
in 100 seconds. Now, anyone of the top seven flyers had 
a chance. Sardicchio, with his one-second lead over his 
next two rivals would be unassailable if he maxed. 
Getting away well it appeared that he would win the Cup 
but his model entered a downdraft some two minutes 
into the flight to be down in 136. It was now Baker’s and 
Heidmuller’s turn! 

Down the line, and somewhat down-field, was the 
1954 Wakefield Champion, working with Bond Baker, 
they were alone, Alan was the Australian Team Manager, 
and what he did counted. With Baker ready to launch, 
Alan reached over and snuffed out the DT fuse on Bond’s 
model, and said "...we'll wait awhile Mate..." Upwind he 
had observed a break in the cloud cover with sunlight 
sweeping across the Bedfordshire countryside. As the 
weather began to clear above the flight line, Alan told 
Bond to start winding. Bond Baker packed the turns into 
the rubber motor, fitting the noseblock into place as 
Alan King lit the DT fuse, set to burn for three minutes 
"... all it would take to win this show, Mate." Now Bond 
was ready, holding his prophetically-named “Woomera” at 
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a steep angle, he launched it into the building air. With 
eleven strands of Pirelli lazily turning the big single-
bladed propeller, the Woomera climbed upward and into 
the sun as it burst through the cloud cover and lit up the 
scene below, shining on the apprehensive face of the 
Hungarian Team Manager, who was probably thinking of 
the reception awaiting him in Budapest. Baker’s 
Wakefield continued to climb for one minute, 
transitioning into it’s wide left gliding turn at about 
100m, the sun now shining through it’s red tissue covered 
wing and tailplane, the buoyant air carrying it across the 
flight line and downwind to record an impressive and 
unlikely victory. 

Name Nation R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 Tot 

B. Baker AUS 162 158 180 180 180 860 

S. Zurad POL 180 116 180 180 168 824 

Johanssen SWE 133 146 180 180 180 819 

Sardicchio ITA 141 180 180 180 136 817 

Benedek HUN 180 180 180 173 100 813 

Kennedy NZL 180 180 106 180 164 809 

Fea ITA 161 180 140 132 180 793 

Lefever GBR 180 98 180 180 126 764 

Azor HUN 180 131 180 98 174 763 

Gordon IRL 159 160 172 98 168 757 

Niemstadt DEN 145 180 180 64 180 749 

Popovic YUG 131 99 180 155 180 745 

Heidmuller GER 180 159 161 180 61 741 

Widell DEN 180 120 180 133 128 741 

Kothe USA 180 76 180 166 133 735 

Paul Van Leuven’s ‘57 Nationals Winning Wakefield 

The “Santa Maria II” of Paul Van Leuven followed then 
current Australian design practice with its single-bladed 
propeller and twin fins. As with all models however, 
several design features differentiate this model from 
others. In writing about this, and later, models in the 
“Santa Maria” series, Van Leuven expressed his concern 
about airflow in and around the wing/fuselage interface 
(wing/body interference). To ameliorate this on the 
“Santa Maria II”, the wing root chord was truncated in 
the immediate vicinity of the pylon and in consequence 
the pylon itself was somewhat shorter than it would 
otherwise have been. Another interesting feature was 
the drooped T.E. on the tailplane. “Santa Maria II” was 
an 80-gram Wakefield, winner of a late ’57 event. Why 
then was the MAAA still adhering to the superseded 
rules when the new, unpopular and FAI-enforced 50-
gram rules now (late ’57) current? 
Having discovered the plan of this model in the 
Aeromodeller Annual, your Editor, age 13, set to work to 
build an example. As I recall, the end result, as far as 
the model was concerned, was pretty good, but at that 
age I couldn’t carve a propeller for nuts (unkind people 
will say I still can’t) and thus the “Santa Maria” was 
doomed to be a ground-lover, I can’t recall ever seeing it 
get above 10-15m. After a while, the model was broken 
up and the parts used in other projects. The tailplane in 
particular, slightly modified with a razor saw, gave 
sterling service as a replacement for an Aiglet tailplane 
after the original had been burnt to a crisp when 
someone (Collyer) lit it instead of the DT fuse! 
 

 

R.S.B (Bond) Baker’s 1958 Winning Wakefield 

 Regarded as the most beautiful model, both in 
appearance and construction detail at the 1958 
Wakefield contest, the Woomera of Bond Baker owes 
much of its early development to Alan King. 
 King had built a streamlined sheet balsa fuselage for 
his new model, which he flew in the 1955 contest in 
Germany. Photos of this model show a fuselage 
remarkably similar to that of Bond’s Woomera. 
Conforming to the Australian school of thought in 
Wakefield design, but diverging somewhat with a much 
lower aspect ratio wing, (the Woomera had a 43” (1.1m) 
span wing with an aspect ratio of 8.8). The tailplane area 
was generous (4.7 Dm2) given the long tailplane moment, 
resulting in a tail volume of 0.0348m3, almost exactly the 
same as that of Benedek’s model (0.341 m3). 
With the reduction in the allowable rubber mass from 
80gm to 50gm, modellers around the world were in a 
dilemma as to how to power the new models, a short, 
punchy motor as exemplified by the Lactron-powered 
Hungarian models (roughly equivalent to 16 strands of 
Pirelli) or the more sedate English approach of mainly 12 
strand motors (Palmer (GB) used 10) Bond’s approach was 
more on the English lines using eleven strands of Pirelli 
to drive the 595 x 610mm (23.5” x 24”) single bladed 
prop. That this approach was successful in the prevailing 
conditions at Cranfield says much for the stability of the 
Woomera and the efficiency of its prop. 
Stanislav Zurad’s Second-place Wakefield 

Zurad’s model, from memory I think it was named 
“Jaskolka”, was one of the more extreme models entered 
in the competition, and, but for a poor second round 
flight, would have won the contest (as many others would 
have of course) The wing aspect ratio of 9.5 was not 
much greater than that of Bond Baker’s Woomera and 
less than Benedek’s model (10.3) however, its tailplane 
was significantly smaller (3.11 Dm2) with a 
correspondingly lower tail volume of 0.026m3. Its clean 
shoulder-mounted wing was unusual in 1958 and the D-
Box L.E. construction another innovative feature. 
Georgi Benedek’s 5th. place Wakefield 

Benedek, prior to his appearance at Cranfield, was a well-
known quantity in the West. The series of aerofoils he 
had designed were enthusiastically accepted and used 
worldwide. Now here he was, in person, flying his own 
“unbeatable” design. While Benedek’s Wakefield was a 
departure from the well-established design ideas of the 
West, Benedek’s model was by no means extreme, 
dertainly nowhere near that of his compatriot Guyla 
Kriszma. The model, as a design, would fit neatly 
between that of Zurad and Baker 
Bond Baker’s “VH704” FAI Power Model 

 I drew this plan from a three-view that appeared in 
the November 1958 edition of Aeromodeller and, within 
that context, the drawing is accurate, however as the 
reference material is lacking in detail, constructional 
detail, particularly with regard to the fuselage, is very 
thin. I would welcome input from any reader who can 
improve this situation. Of note, is the very clever 
method of tail tilt by which Baker achieved both VIT and 
auto rudder functions. 
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"SANTA MARIA II"

   WINNER 1957 AUST. NATIONALS 

  Designed by: PAUL VAN LEUVEN

REDRAWN: MKG 
FEBRARY 2007
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1
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1
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B
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B−B
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A

A

C

C
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A−A

UNDERCARRIAGE LEG −7 32" x 
1
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1
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T1 − 18 OFF  124" SOFT

TRIM TAB

"SANTA MARIA II"

DESIGNED BY:     PAUL VAN LEUVEN

FLOWN BY: PAUL VAN LEUVEN

1
16" Dia. BAMBOO

1
8" x 18" MED. 

SECTION AT BASE OF PYLON

REFERENCES: 

1. "AEROMODELLER ANNUAL" 1957 pp 91 (Drawn from 

     original article  in "AUSTRALIAN MODEL NEWS")

12 Strands of 1 4" x 1 24" − 80 gm.

13.81 Sq. Dm. (214.12 Sq. in.)

4.68 Sq. Dm. (72.5 Sq. in.)

560 x 585 mm. (22" x 23")

1168 mm. (46") − 1132 mm. (44 9
16") Proj.

1133 mm. (44 5
8" )

MOTOR:

 

PROJ. WING AREA:

TAILPLANE AREA:

PROPELLER:

WINGSPAN:

OVERALL LENGTH:

 
Paul Van Leuven’s 1957 Australian Nationals Winning Wakefield 
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WAKEFIELD TROPHY  1958

AUSTRALIAN TEAM ENTRY − BOND BAKER

1st. PLACE : 162, 158, 180, 180, 180 Total: 860

REFERENCES: 

1. ORIGINAL DRAWING  IN "MODEL AIRCRAFT" MAGAZINE 
 Nov. 1959 

2. ARTICLE IN AEROMODELLER ANNUAL 1976−77  pp 89

 BY MARTYN PRESSNELL

3. "MODEL AIRPLANE NEWS"  Dec. 1958

4. MODEL AERONAUTIC YEAR BOOK  1959−61 pp 106

REDRAWN: MKG 
MAY 2006

R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R1R2R3R4R5R6R7R8R9 R9R8R7R6R5R4R3R2R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1 R1

MAKE SPINNER FROM THREE LAMINATIONS OF 
NYLON  USING A MIXTURE OF PLIOBOND, 
CELLULOSE CEMENT AND THINNERS

1
4" PLY

   PROPELLER HUB DETAILS (TWICE FULL SIZE) 

REFER TO CONSTRUCTION NOTES FOR FURTHER DETAIL

MAKE PROPELLER SHAFT AND WINDING 
HOOK FROM 16 S.W.G PIANO WIRE

BIND WITH SINGLE−STRAND 
C/L WIRE AND SOLDER

5
16" x 14" RED FIBRE HUB

3
16" HARD

TINPLATE OR BRASS SHIM BLADE 
HINGE ( SEE DETAILS BELOW)

BLADE HINGE DETAIL

5/16"

9/32"

BEND AND SOLDER TAG OVER 
HINGE TUBE PRIOR TO BLADE 
ROOT ATTACHMENT

16 S.W.G.  I.D. BRASS 
HINGE TUBE

1/2"

16 S.W.G. ID 
BRASS TUBE

16 S.W.G. PIANO WIRE PROP. 
HINGE (SEE DETAIL BELOW)

COUNTERWEIGHT

1
16" RED FIBRE BACKPLATE

THREADED 16 S.W.G. 
BRASS BUSH

1
32" PLY

MAKE PROP STOP FROM  "J" BOLT
 − FILE TO SHAPE SHOWN

CARVE PROPELLER BLADE FROM MED. HARD BLOCK 1158" x 1
9
16" x 1

9
32" − LEAVE 

ROOT END LONG UNTIL HINGE IS FITTED − TRIM TO LENGTH AS REQD. 

(FINISHED PROPELLER RADIUS − 115 8")

Construction Notes: (adapted from Bond Baker's original construction article in "Model Aircraft")

Fuselage:

Make up a mould from straight-grained, well seasoned hardwood  to the shape shown by the dotted lines on the 

plan; mark centrelines and the positions of cabane wires and rear motor hook . After carving the fuselage mould to elliptical 

section, cut grooves around the mould at the cabane positions to accept the wires. Bend the cabane wires to fit flush with the 

surface of, and to conform exactly to the shape of the mould. Rebate the mould at the rear motor peg position to accept the 

reinforcements, lightly tack glue the balsa reinforcement pieces into the mould and sand to conform to the surface of the mould. 

Thoroughly wet a 3" x  42" x 1/16" piece of straight-grained medium weight balsa in a mixture of water and ammonia and 

mould to shape, strapping the sheet balsa to the mould with gauze bandage. ( Do not use rubber strip as this will leave 

indentations in the outer surface of the fuselage shells) leave overnight to dry thoroughly. Before removing from the mould, 

place a steel straight edge along the centreline of the mould and trim the edges of the half-shell. Repeat the procedure to obtain 

two halves of the fuselage (one upper  and one lower). Remove the rear peg reinforcement pieces from the mould and 

thoroughly wax the surface of the mould, cover the inside of each half-shell (in turn) with tissue using a non-shrinking dope 

and return to the mould, lightly strapping down until dry.

Make the front bulkhead up out of 3/16" hard balsa faced on both sides with 1/32" ply, carefully cut out the centre and 

retain. Take the upper shell and carefully epoxy the front bulkhead into position. Mark and drill holes for the cabane wires to 

pass through and epoxy the cabane wires to the upper fuselage shell ( thin the epoxy slightly). Reinforce the cabane exit holes 

(on the inside of the shell) with small squares of  1/32" ply. Glue the 3/16" x 1/32" joining strips and the motor peg 

reinforcement pieces to the shell allowing half of each to protrude. Check the fit of the lower fuselage shell and remove. Coat 

the lower half of the cabane wires, front former and motor peg reinforcements with thinned epoxy, refit the lower fuselage shell 

into position and cyanoacrylate the two halves together. Strap the assembled fuselage with gauze bandage until the epoxy cures.

Carve and hollow the rear fuselage fairing from soft balsa and  fit to rear fuselage. pack and align the fuselage, ensuring 

that the centreline is both parallel and square to the working surface. Accurately measure and bend the cabane wires to obtain 

the correct incidence and bind and cement the bamboo dowels to the cabane wires. Glue the tailplane platform to the top of the 

rear fairing ensuring that it is in correct lateral alignment (parallel) with the wing platform and that the incidence is correct. Fair 

tailplane mount into rear fuselage with scrap balsa.

Sand the entire fuselage smooth and cover with silk. Give the finished fuselage two coats of sanding sealer ( talc and 

dope), and two coats of thinned paint (Original model was painted with white "Dulux")    

Propeller:

Mark out and carve propeller blade from medium hard block. Sand smooth and give the blade two 

coats of thinned epoxy resin, fine sanding after each coat. Cut out the hinge from tinplate or 0.01" brass shim, 

bend the forward tab over the hinge tube and solder. Fit the hinge assembly to the propeller blade, ensuring that 

the hinge axis is aligned correctly: wrap side tabs over propeller blade root, solder together and epoxy the hinge 

assembly to the propeller. Paint blade with three coats of enamel (Original was painted with red "Dulux" 

enamel).

Make up the nose block from ¼" ply and the retained portion of the front former; drill to accept a 

threaded 16 s.w.g. bush (ensure that this is square to the face of the noseblock). Bend the winding loop and the 

propeller shaft from 16 s.w.g. piano wire bind together with single-strand C/L wire and solder slide a small 

washer up to the junction and solder in place. Cut a piece of red fibre to size and shape shown on plan. Drill two 

places as shown to accept 16 s.w.g. bushes. Bush with brass tubing, soldering thin washers to the tubing at the 

back of the hub - file the washers flat. Leave the propeller shaft bush 3/32" long  at the forward face of the hub, 

press a small washer over this protrusion and solder. Make up a square washer to the width of the hub from brass 

shim and solder to the driving dog bush - file flat. Bell out both ends of the driving dog bush and run a slightly 

oversize drill through the bush to ensure a loose fit. Bend the hinge/counterweight wire from 16 s.w.g. piano 

wire (make sure that the hinge line correct) and rebate into the rear face of the hub. Make up spinner backplate 

from red fibre, recess the centre to accept a portion of the thrust race: sandwich and epoxy the hinge wire 

between the hub and the spinner backplate, again ensuring that the backplate is square to the shaft axis. Trim a 

light compression spring to a length sufficient to ensure disengagement of the driving dog during winding the 

motor (This allows the propeller to "freewheel" during winding). Assemble the various components, bend motor 

hook at right angle to the driving dog and install the propeller stop in such a position so as to achieve a neat 

propeller fold along the starboard side of the fuselage - check all solder joints and epoxy spinner to hub - attach 

propeller.  

"WOOMERA"
DESIGNED BY R.S.B. BAKER
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(N.B. The "MODEL AIRCRAFT" plan shows 
the fins offset to PORT − this is at variance 
with other references. As the original model 
was trimmed to fly right /left, the STBD. 
offset shown on this plan is correct for a 
right/left flight pattern). 
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Bond Baker’s 1958 Winner 
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WAKEFIELD TROPHY  1958

POLISH TEAM  − STANISLAV ZURAD

2nd. PLACE : 180, 116, 180, 180, 168 Total: 824

REFERENCES: 

1. MODEL AERONAUTIC TEAR BOOK 1959−61  (FRANK ZAIC) pp108

2. AEROMODELLER  NOVEMBER 1958 pp 586

GENERAL NOTE ON REFERENCES : References 1 and 2 are three view drawings at 1
10th. and 115th. 

scale respectively. Both references are, in all except tip dihedral, in agreement with respect to salient 
dimensions and are therefore considered to be accurate and representative of the design. ( Ref. 1 
used for tip dihedral) Other detail shown on this drawing is consistent with the sketches in the 
references but, much of the finer detail has been "interpreted"  and, while consistent with normal 
practice at the time, is more than likely incorrect. If  more information becomes available this drawing 
will be revised in accordance with that information.

REDRAWN: MKG 
OCTOBER 2006
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Stanislav Zurad’s Second Place 1958 Wakefield 
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WAKEFIELD TROPHY  1958

HUNGARIAN TEAM  − GEORGY BENEDEK

5th. PLACE : 180, 180, 180, 173, 100 Total: 813

REFERENCES: 

1. Model Aeronautic Year Book  1959−61 − Frank Zaic  

REDRAWN: MKG 
NOVEMBER 2006

0 5 10 15 20 25 cm.

W3 − 2 OFF − 15 mm. SOFT

TAILPLANE SECTION − BENEDEK B6455b

4°

0°

1° 
DO
WN

3° 
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HT

OVERALL LENGTH:

WINGSPAN:

PROPELLER:

TAILPLANE AREA:

PROJ. WING AREA:

MOTORS:

 

1250 mm.

1184 mm. (1122 mm. Proj.)

560 x  660 mm. 

4.18 Sq. Dm.

13.58 Sq. Dm. 

14 Strands of 6 x 1 mm. Pirelli − 50 gm.

31°

15

18

23

165

Leading Edge Trailing Edge

CARVE PROPELLER BLADES FROM 15 mm. MED. SHEET − SET 31° PITCH TRIANGLE AT POINT SHOWN − TRIM ROOT 
SQUARE WITH PLANE OF ROTATION  AND FACE WITH 0.5 mm. PLY. − DRILL HUBS TO ACCEPT  1.6 mm. I.D. BRASS 

BEARING TUBES − EPOXY TUBES IN PLACE

TRIM HUB AS SHOWN − 
FACE WITH 1 mm. PLY

DESIGNED BY: GEORGY BENEDEK

FLOWN BY: GEORGY BENEDEK
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TRUE SHAPE − FRONTAL VIEW

T2 − 20 OFF − 1 mm. SOFT Q. GRAIN

T1 − 2 OFF − 1 mm. SOFT Q. GRAIN

T3 − 2 OFF − 3 mm. SOFT 

WING SECTION − BENEDEK B6405b

W1 − 3 OFF − 1 mm. MED. Q. GRAIN

W2 − 34 OFF − 1 mm. MED. Q. GRAIN
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(cut individually using rib template − leave slightly deeper than 

shown and sand to match wing profile after assembly)
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Georgi Benedek’s  5th Place 1958 Wakefield 
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Wing Seat - Fibreglass Moulded to Wing Undercamber and Dihedral

Tailplane Platform 

1 3/4"

6"

Glide
Power

3.6°

81 4" x 4" Hand - Carved Fibre Prop

 Fuselage -332" Med. Moulded in Two Halves on a Tapered Mandrel 
and Joined along the Seam by Overlapping Strips of 116" x 316"Hard 

DRAWN: MKG 
DECEMBER 2010

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

"VH 704"
By Bond Baker

(Aeromodeller, January 1958)

W1 W2 W2 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W3 W4 W5 W6 W7 W8 W9 W10W2W3W3W3W3W3W3W3W3W3W3W3W4W5W6W7W8W9W10 W2

3
16" x 1" Med. Hard

3
8" x 

7
16" Med.

6 Laminations 116"  x 
7
16" Med.

1
8" Hard Gussets

1
32" Med. Sheet

1
8" x 

1
4" Hard

1
8" Hard Sheet Full Depth Spar

1
16" Ply

W1

W2

W3

W4

W5 W6

W7

W8

W9

3°

W10

1
8" Med. Hard Sheet

1
8" Hard 
Sheet

S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 S8 S9 S10 S11S2S3S4S5S6S7S8S9S10S11

1
8" Med. Sheet

1 8" M
ed. S

heet

3 Laminations 116" x 
3
16" Med. Hard

1
16" Med. Sheet

1
32" x 

1
8" Capstrips Top and Bottom

1
32" Med. Sheet - Top Only

1
32" Med. Sheet - Top Only

Oliver Tiger Mk III

Fibreglass Pan and Cowling

S2

S3

S4

S5

S6

S1

S7

S8

S9

S10

S11

All Tailplane Ribs 132" Med. Quarter Grain - 2 Off Each Except for S1 - 1 Off

 Wing Ribs W2 to W10 - 116" Med. Quarter Grain - 2 Off Each. W1 -332" Med. Hard Quarter Grain  - 2 Off

Motor -Timer Operated Cam -  1 4" Lift to 
Level Tailplane During Power Run

1.5° (Power)
0.5° (Glide)

Pylon -18" Ply Core with 
1
16" Sheet 

Laminations Either Side

Tailplane Platform Tilted to Right to Align Tailpane 
Parallel to the Inside Starboard Wing Panel 

3
16" x 

3
16" Hard

1
8" Med. Sheet

3
16" Med. Sheet

1
16" Ply

6 BA Grub Screws

8 S.W.G. Dural, Drilled and 
Tapped 6 BA then  Filed to Shape

Auto-Rudder Adjustment Details

Tailcone - Med. Block 

 
Bond Baker’s Third Place 1958 World Power Championships Model 
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VFFS Calendar for 2011 

 The outdoor State Champs events will 
be run by the Werribee Wanderers. More 
information on programs and venues will be 
available in due course. 

 There are 10 VFFS outdoor days with 
backups. No doubt some will be blown out so 
keep in touch with nominated CDs and/or the 
VFFS webpage for up-to-date information. 
 
Jan 30 Combined Vintage at DiDio’s Field 

(in conjunction with Werribee 
Wanderers). 

Feb 6  backup day 
 
Feb 20 Indoor DISC S C for HLG, and 

CLG. Also Sandfly Formula for 
Arthur Smith Trophy. 

March 6 CLG, Scale and Open Rubber. 
Eynesbury Field 

 
March 13 backup day 

March 26,27 State Champs –Traditional format - 
Details to be announced by WWs 
Springhurst 

April 10 Garnham Trophy, first half yearly 
competition:  
P30 rules [3 X 120 seconds]. 
Eynesbury Field. 
 

April 16 backup day 
 
April 17 indoor DISC Indoor reduced 

scale Wakefield. Manningham DISC. 

April 24 (Easter 22 – 25) Get-together at 
Eynesbury if the weather is good? 

May 1 Combined F1G, F1H, F1J. Eynesbury 
Field 

May 8 Mothers day – Freiflug ist 
verboten! 

May 15 Vintage rubber for Hervey Trophy. 
Eynesbury Field 

May 2  backup day 
May 29  CLG, Scale and Open Rubber. 

Eynesbury Field. 

May 30/June 5 AFFS & SCC 

June 5  backup day 
June 19 indoor DISC S C for F1L, and F1D 

June 26 State Championships  F1G - Details 
from WWs 

July 3  backup day 
July 10 State Championships F1H, F1J.

 Details from WWs 
June 17 backup day 
June 31 P-30 and Combined Percentage 

Open. - Eynesbury Field. 
Aug 7  backup day 
Aug 21 indoor DISC State Championships 

for Bostonian, and Hangar Rat. 
Sept 4  Fathers Day 
Sept 5 Indoor precision free flight for the 

Arthur Smith Indoor Free Flight 
Trophy - Sandringham. 

Sept 25 Garnham Trophy, second half yearly 
competition, P30 rules with no 
limits on weight, propeller, and 
rubber, [3 X 180 seconds]. 
Eynesbury Field 

Oct 2  backup day 
Oct 16 indoor DISC S C for Peanut 

Scale; also VFFS Champs for Indoor 
Open Scale. 

Oct 30  Vintage rubber, power and glider. 
Eynesbury Field. 

Nov 6  backup day 
Nov 27 OZ diesel and Combined Percentage 

Open. - Eynesbury Field. 
Dec 4  backup day 
Dec 5 Grand Indoor Scale Day 

Sandringham. 
Dec 18 indoor DISC F1M, Living Room 

Stick and Open % of hall record.  
   Manningham DISC 

 


