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Please Note: The Next Meeting will take place on the 
first Tuesday in July (5th) 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. 

 
July Topic: A.G.M. - Election of Office Bearers 

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

Secretary/Treasurer: 
Sean O’Connor (03) 9481 6607 

    sean-oc@netspace.net.au 

Editor: 
 Mike Glaister (03) 9733 0431 

 michael.glaister@gmail.com 

Competition Calendar.June/July 

July 3  backup day  
Eynesbury Field. 

July 10 State Champs F1H & F1J.  
Venue and Details Vin Morgan (WW) 
 938-72531 

July 17 backup day  
Eynesbury Field. 

July 31  P30 and Combined Percentage Open 
. Eynesbury Field 

C.D: Sean O'Connor 
August 7 backup day  

Eynesbury Field. 
August 21  Indoor St. Champs Bostonian, Hangar Rat 

Manningham DISC 
C.D: - T.B.A. 
 

Editorial: After last month’s trip down memory lane, this 
month we return to what passes as normality with a resumption 
of the usual claptrap. However, before that, I have the sorry 
duty of having to announce the death of yet another of our 
dwindling community, that of Colin Stones. Colin may not be well 
known to the wider present day free flight community, having 
ceased membership of the VFFS and participation in outdoor 
F/F activity some years ago, however, Col was active and well 
known within the Sandringham Indoor Flight Group, where his 
presence will be sadly missed. Gary Sunderland, who flew with 
Colin almost since boyhood, has penned a fitting tribute to yet 
another departure from our ranks; his thoughts are included in 
the body of this newsletter. 
 Jim Fullarton also dug through his extensive archives and 
found a photo of young Colin in happier days, holding a Fw 56 
“Stosser” I am indebted to both Gary and Jim for their 
contributions. 

 At the Annual general meeting of the AFFS, held at 
Nerrandra on 1st June, a number of considerations regarding 
Team selection procedure were raised for consideration by the 
FFTC. These proposals are just that, proposals and have not yet 
been formally codified by the FFTC. In an e-mail to the various 
state FFTC representatives, in our case Vin Morgan, Graham 
Maynard, FFTC Chairman, has collated these proposals, added 
his own thoughts, and passed them on for wider consideration. 
Both Graham’s e-mail and Vin’s response to it have been included 
in this issue  
 This month’s issue also contains a contest report on the 
State Championships for Peanut Scale and Open Indoor Scale, a 
summary of the World Championships held in Embalese, 
Argentina, and an account of the VFFS participation in a Charity 
Day at Manningham plus an early notification for the Grand End 
of Year Scale Day 
 The plan(s) and article for the month are of the “Eureka” 
open power model (both the Marcus and Stringwell versions – 
they don’t differ very much). It is hoped that the appearance of 
these will inspire someone (other than the Editor) to bring a 
copy of either to Springhurst this year (models that is - not 
plans!) 
(It should be noted that when a plan appears in Flypaper, there 
is often an underlying reason, Your Editor has again acquired 
that “Toad of Toad Hall” itching to build and/or possess said 
model – more Anon) 
 Also appearing with these plans, and contrary to the 
sentiment expressed above, are the plans of Jim Fullarton’s 
Ascender, dating from 1951, and Cliff Montplasir’s 1953 geared 
Wake – I have, as yet, no desire to build either of these models 
as, in the first instance, I’m pretty sure that this is the model 
that Jim is currently terrorising us with at Eynesbury (flies well 
– and fast! Would be a good sports model for those with a 
streak of Kamikaze in them) In the second instance, 
Montplasir’s model is too similar to Bilgi’s “Drifter” and I have 
quite enough on my hands with the “Drifter”. One geared model 
is good two is overkill! 
Vale Colin Stones    Gary Sunderland 

My memories of Col Stones go back to the Lloyd Street 
State School and the 1st Malvern Boy Scout Troop. Col started 
building model aeroplanes then and introduced me to the hobby. 
From the start, Col displayed the painstaking attention to detail 
and meticulous workmanship, which marked his modelling and led 
to his career as an aircraft welder of the highest repute. He led 
our small group flying at Murrumbeena, where the High School 
is now located, with Dave Birrell, later a GMH test engineer and 
secretary of the PARCS club and Ted Hall, a printer and notable 
“Old Timer” vintage flyer in recent years. 

Col joined the Windsor MAC, who flew control line models 
at Dendy Park, and teamed up with Tony Cincotta, who piloted 
Col’s models in team racing events. Colin bought one of the new 
ETA 29 engines and carefully lapped it in by turning it for hours 
in a lathe, this was one part of his apprentice training that the 
instructors did not know about! 
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Col Stones  

 
Col also flew in free flight duration events, mainly power 

models, his favourite being the APS (George Fuller) Stomper. At 
one stage he became interested in record flying and set an 
Australian model altitude record. This was in the days before 
radio control, so the free flight model was launched from 
Berwick airfield, with the Hearn brothers flying chase below in 
a light aircraft to witness the flight as FAI official observers. 
Eventually they lost sight of it, with the model still climbing. 
The model was lost, but Colin had his record.* 

Col started work as an aircraft welder with “Bib” Stillwell, 
trading as Executive Air Services, and met up with Doug Cole. 
One of their first jobs was a complete strip down and 
restoration of Bib’s Beech 17, a classic steel tube and fabric 
covered biplane dating from 1938. This superb aeroplane was 
later displayed for many years at the Drage museum in 
Wangaratta. 

His marriage to Meryl and a family slowed down Colin’s 
modelling activities for a time but he made up for this by 
establishing his own aircraft welding business at Moorabbin, 
becoming a major service provider to the industry and also to 
gliding clubs and many amateur aeroplane constructors – Many 
of the amateur-built aeroplanes flying today were welded by 
Col.** 

After his retirement, Colin took up modelling once more 
with the Sandringham Indoor Flight Group. No longer interested 
in competitive flying he obviously enjoyed the company of fellow 
modellers and the relaxed atmosphere of Indoor Flight. 

He will be sadly missed by many in the aviation industry, 
the amateur builders, glider pilots and model flyers. 

Gary Sunderland 
* 14000 ft Free Flight Gain of Height – Certainly an 
Australian Record and possibly still current 
** Including the writer’s own MOBA 2 D Sailplane, VH-
GVI 
 
World Championships – Embalese, Argentina 2nd to 9th May 

As the full results of the World Championships are 
available from the FAI website, it is not the intention to repeat 
them here, but to summarise the National team’s performance 
and perhaps highlight some of the difficulties experienced –Ed. 

Embalese is about 700km. NW of Buenos Aires, the 
nearest major city being Cordoba, some 140km. away. This 
relative remoteness from the major port of entry into 
Argentina caused some difficulty to visiting teams, requiring 
either changing planes at Buenos Aires for a domestic flight to 
Cordoba or driving a rental vehicle the whole way. 

Prior to the World Championships, the Argentinian round of 
World Cup events was staged on April 30th and May 1st, with F1B 
and C being flown on Satur day the 30th and F1A on the Sunday. 
The weather for the first two rounds of the F1B and C was 
good, however during the third round, the wind shifted and 
strengthened with models now drifting over a line of trees 
which hither to had been upwind of the launch line. In view of 
the ever strengthening wind, rather than relocating the line, 
flying was abandoned for the day. As the Sunday was no better, 
it was decided that the F1A,B and C events would be 
rescheduled to the Monday and that F1B and C were to be 

decided by a fly-off between those who had maxed the three 
rounds flown on the Saturday. As it turned out, conditions in 
the early hours on the Monday were unsuitable for the B-C fly-
offs as, by the time the fog had boiled away, the air had 
become far too buoyant and so the F1A contest was to be flown 
instead. In contrast to the F1B and C events, the F1A proceeded 
smoothly to the inevitable fly-off rounds at which point flying 
was abandoned for the day and the fly-off rounds where 
rescheduled to be held in conjunction with the other two events 
on the Tuesday! As it turned out, only the two five minute 
rounds for F1B and C were flown, the final fly-off rounds 
rescheduled yet again to the early hours of Wednesday morning. 
Eventually, after three days delay, the World Cup events were 
decided with Roland Koglot winning the F1A event with a second 
round fly-off flight of 345, almost a minute ahead of Yuri Titov 
(287) with Sergei Makarov (270) third. F1B went to Bror Eimar 
of Sweden in a second round fly-off (325) from Andrei Burdov 
of Russia (239) and Paul Rossiter, Australia, (231). F1C was won 
by Volodymir Sychov of Slovakia (324) from Roy Summersby 
Australia (136) (Roy’s motor/model being off-tune during this 
flight). 

With two Aussies placing so well in the World Cup, things 
were looking promising for the World Championships which were 
to follow immediately thereafter. 

Weather for the first day of the W/C’s was much 
improved, with sunny skies and light drift, and while conditions 
changed for the worse during the day, which necessitated two 
relocations of the flight line, 17 flyers still made it through to 
the F1A fly-offs. Unfortunately Vin Morgan was not amongst 
them, having missed by a mere second (179) on his fourth round 
flight. 

The final result was an almost predictable win to Yuri 
Titov, (420) with Ivan Bezak of Slovakia second, (305) and Per 
Findahl (278), third. Roland Koglot finishing out of the placing’s 
for the first time this year!  

Of the Australians, Vin Morgan finished in 17th place with 
Phil Mitchell 28th and Tahn Stowe 42nd 

Conditions for the F1B contest were excellent with light 
drift throughout the day, and with such good weather and the 
high standard of competition, it was no surprise that 21 flyers 
had made it through to the fly-offs, among them Paul Rossiter. 
Paul made the five-minute round but fell a little by the wayside 
with a 262 in the seven-minute round, with a final placing of 9th. 
Of the others, Terry Bond (31) had a sub-max flight in the fifth 
round and while only dropping 19 seconds, in this company that’s 
enough to ruin one’s day! Gary Pope (39) also looked set to join 
the fly-off brigade until he failed to max on his final round 
flight recording a disappointing 123 seconds 

The weather for the F1C contest the next day was the 
best so far, and both Terry Bond (24) and Roy Summersby (32) 
started well with super maxes followed by a string of three 3-
minute maxes. Unfortunately for Roy, that’s where it ended, his 
model bunting straight from launch, narrowly missing several 
other competitors. With Roy and Bill East (30) dropping out of 
contention, Terry Bond managed another max before he too 
failed to max in the sixth round. As it was, Yevgheni Verbitsky 
won the 12-man fly-off from Zou Jiongyu and Vladimir 
Aleksandrov 
 Overall, Australia placed a creditable 7th in the F1 
Challenge (cumulative total of all flights in the three categories 
excluding fly-off times) thanks to the hard work and skill of the 
team members and their helpers. 
 
Items for consideration by FFTC – Graham Maynard 

A number of items have arisen from the AFFS Annual 
General Meeting held at Narrandera on the 1st June 2011.  In 
addition there is one item from the CIAM and one item I would 
like considered. 
1 Items from the AFFS Meeting 

a. Team Trial procedures. 
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i. It was proposed by Paul Rossiter that the following be 
considered. 
“That the organisers of each FAI team trial event make 
arrangements for a jury comprising up to three (3) 
flyers with experience in FAI categories, but who are 
not competing (where practical) in the particular event 
being flown, be available to assist the CD in making any 
decisions and resolve any issues that may arise during 
the contest.” 

Instances quoted where this advice would be used when 
deciding to halt, delay, postpone or abandon an event because of 
adverse weather. 

motion carried. 
 
ii. Following proposal by Vin Morgan and discussion the 
following was agreed by the meeting. 

“ In the event of more than three (3) flyers achieving maximum 
team trial result scores, the next best score from any local or 
overseas competition will be used to determine the outcome.” 

I think there is one word missing from this resolution and 
that is the word “open” before “overseas”.  This would exclude 
scores attained in World Championships and similar restricted 
events. 

 
iii. Vin Morgan proposed a minimum benchmark score for 
prospective team members in qualifying as MAAA 
representatives in Championships. This was in recognition of 
the now significant contribution made by the MAAA to World 
Championship Team members. The meeting supported the 
following proposal: 
 

“To qualify for a team place an individual flyer must 
achieve a minimum total score of 3000 seconds across 
three (3) eligible contests.” 

 
This is a good proposal but I think may need further 

discussion. For three contests, 3000 represents 79.3% of the 
available score of 21 flights.  There was no discussion as to why 
this was a better benchmark than say 75% or 80% or 85% or 
some other figure. 

From time to time selection events are curtailed because 
of adverse weather, for example AFFS F1A and FIC this year 
and at the most recent Nationals. If the events had been part 
flown, for example five rounds, the result would probably have 
been declared so it would not have been possible to get more 
than 900 points for that event. Any flyer who had achieved 900 
points for that curtailed event would have a gained 100 percent 
of the available score but not achieved the 1000 points 
necessary to meet the 1000 point average for three contests. 

I ask that you consider that the benchmark be set at a 
level of 80%, or some other suitable figure, of available scores 
at three contests. The percentages achieved could be used to 
determine an order for team places. 

If an event is programmed only for five rounds or is 
curtailed for reasons outside FAI rules, the score obtained 
must be a percentage of a normal seven round event. 

As you may know, the VFFS hopes to conduct a selection 
trial for places in a team to contest the next F1D World 
Championships to be held in Serbia.  At the moment, details are 
sketchy for the WCs and the selection trial.  I do not think we 
should apply a benchmark standard for selection in the F1D 
team at this time. 

 
2. CIAM 

 Free Flight World Cup  
At this year’s CIAM meeting a proposal by Canada, with 

amendments, was passed by the Plenary Meeting. I do not have 
the exact wording but in essence countries outside Europe may 
apply for an additional World Cup event each year.  This now 
makes it possible to hold three World Cup events each year in 

Australia.  The amendment that was incorporated into the 
proposal was that scores from only two of those events could be 
counted towards World Cup places. The issue to be addressed is 
should Australia apply for an additional World Cup event each 
year? 

Suggestions have been received from Paul who thought 
that the Qld or Victorian State Championships could apply for 
World Cup sanction and Vin has suggested the Nationals. For 
Qld to undertake such an event it would require a change to the 
normal scheduling of State Championships and this has been 
placed on the agenda of the next club meeting. No other State 
championships or the Nationals would require any change in 
format but would have some more obligations.  

I suggest that this item be discussed by the Free Flight 
community in your area to see if any of the event organisers 
wish to conduct a State Championship or a new event as a World 
Cup event. If more than one State makes a bid we could decide 
what is the best option.  

 
3. Communication 

   
It is my belief that the communication in the Free Flight 

Community could be improved and I would like to make a couple 
of suggestions: - 

i. I believe that the President of AFFS should be on the 
distribution list of FFTC and, possibly in the future, a full 
member of FFTC if not already on the committee. 
 
ii. I think we need to co-opt suitable free flight 
members from time to time for input into some technical 
issues and at times matters related to team selection 
matters. 
 

4. Action 
Could you please consider the items discussed in this 

document and where necessary consult appropriate flyers for 
input. The contents have been tabled for discussion at the next 
BFFS meeting and I will be in a position to put the Qld views to 
the FFTC. When we arrive at an agreed position, I shall make a 
submission to the MAAA Executive. 

Graham Maynard 

 
Hi Graham, 
A couple of points for now. More later if I can consult with any 
other flyers in Vic. 
1. a. i.    Paul's proposal and the summary of it are sensible. It 
needed to be put in writing for future trials. 
1. a. ii.   As came out at the meeting this is the obvious solution 
to the >3 situation.  It does need however to be in the written 
and agreed selection system (before such a situation might 
arise). 
The words should be ".......any Australian or Open International 
competition. "local" is a somewhat variable area). 
1. a. iii.   The reasons for this are essentially as you outline, 
although it is not just the MAAA financial support but also the 
increased emphasis on selection systems and trials that is 
considered. 
 The reason for the 3000 seconds was given at the meeting 
but perhaps in the general hubbub it was not made clear. 3000 
seconds implies a score of 1000 in three events. This is quite a 
moderate score for anyone contemplating a place in a world 
championship team. In the last World Championships it would 
have put the flyer at the bottom of the flyers who completed 
the 7 rounds, in 34th place out of the 37 who flew, however 
3000 does require that the flyer is capable of completing, or at 
least nearly completing 3, seven round contests. This is what we 
want to test, it does not seem too much to ask a W/Ch aspirant 
but it does serve as an indicator that the flyer is moderately 
competent. 
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The 3000 seconds is a convenient benchmark. Obviously 1200 
would be too high and 500 would scarcely be a test. The fact 
that it is an odd percentage is only relevant if one is considering 
percentages. I do not think using percentages is necessary or 
useful. Your argument for taking percentages is to make 
curtailed or abbreviated events carry equal weight for 
qualifying but this is not necessary or desirable. Our selection 
system makes no allowance for abbreviated events so it is not 
sensible for the qualifying events. In the original discussion in 
which the present scoring system was devised, the possibility of 
5 round contests was raised and percentage systems were 
outlined, but they were discarded for the very reason we are 
seeking to have a qualifying level - that the selection and 
qualification should be based on 7 round competitions similar to 
a world championship. In any case a 5 round competition is 
hardly a bar to qualification. If one obtains a score of 900 (or 
even 800) in a 5 rounder one only needs another reasonable 
score of 1100 (or 1200) in order to maintain an average of 1000. 
 Taking a fraction or percentage of the available score has 
another major problem namely how to determine the "available" 
score. If the event is set at 5 rounds it is clear but what 
happens in the case of an event that is curtailed because of 
weather. Who is to determine the "available" score?? The jury 
will most likely be required. I think the 3000 is a simple easily 
calculated and understood qualifying level. 
 
2. Another W/Cup event for AUS. Yes we are allowed but could 
we do it?? I don't think the Victorian State Championships is up 
to World Cup levels, even if we got a few more competitors as a 
result of World Cup status. My suggestion of a Nationals was 
only for the WA Nationals next year, which is likely to be a 
good comp on a good field, not for Nationals in general. Of 
course it would be nice to have another big event......... 
 
3. I agree the AFFS pres should be on the mailing list. I also 
agree with co-opting useful contributors 
 

Vin 

Well, there you have it. If you have something to 
contribute to this discussion the appropriate channel is 
through our FFTC representative, Vin Morgan - Ed 
 
V.F.F.S FEES FOR 2010-2011 
 All members, and associates please note that annual 
membership fees become due and payable as from the 
1st of July. It would greatly assist the 
Treasurer/Secretary if could be paid at or preferably 
before the next General meeting 
 The MAAA/VMAA fees have increased slightly to 
$110 for seniors and fallen to $55 for juniors. The VFFS 
fees are split into two optional components; $20 for a 
Flypaper subscription and $20 for voting rights and 
general support for the clubs activities ($15 for 
pensioners). 
 In practice there is no change for Flypaper 
subscribers or affiliates and general supporters. 
However those joining the VMAA/MAAA through the 
VFFS can opt out of either or both of the optional 
components. 
 
GRAND END OF YEAR SCALE DAY Monday 5-12-11 

 
PROGRAMME 

 
10 - 12 Test flying and qualification flying. 
 
12 – 12:30 Static judging. 

 
12:30 – 3:30 Flight judging 
 
3:50  Awards presentation 
 

The contest will be for scale models, under 40gm., of any 
full size aircraft. The model must be built by the flyer. 

The first three places will be awarded to the models that 
have the best (lowest) aggregate of static placing and flight 
realism placing. - A qualifying flight of at least 20 sec. is 
mandatory 

Static judging will be done by the C.D, ranking the models 
from the best down. Flight judging will also be done by the C.D. 
and will be marked for the quality of the following: 
Take Off, Climb, Cruise, Landing. - Flight placing will be in the 
order of the highest to the lowest score - A R.O.G. Bonus of 10 
will be added to each flight time. Any power source except 
combustion may be used. - Documentation is recommended but 
not mandatory. 

All entrants who make a flight that qualifies, other than 
the prizewinners, will win a participation prize of $5.00 
 
Prizes will be: 
First:  $120.00 + a bottle of fine wine 
Second:  $60.00 
Third  $30.00 

State Championships for Peanut and Open Scale 
Manningham 19 –06-11 

 Following the great turnout on the previous Monday, only a 
disappointing total of four people turned up to contest the 
Peanut and Open Scale contests. Nevertheless, the event 
proved to be a lot of fun and in the end, a remarkably tight 
finish with Sean winning from Col Parker by a mere 0.3 points. 
 Sean was flying his Bleriot 7, and of the four models, 
unquestionably the best model in terms of scale detail. Col’s 
Fike E is not too far behind, as is Gary’s Bleriot 7 – my ratty ol’ 
Fike somehow achieved equal scale points to Gary’s Bleriot, my 
only explanation for this is that I must have ticked several of 
the right scale” boxes” somewhere along the way. 
 Flying started and as usual, Sean was the first to post a 
score followed by Col, and a little later, your Editor. Gary was 
having a lot of trouble with trimming until Sean suggested left 
rudder and right sidethrust – this sounds somewhat counter 
intuitive but the combination worked beautifully. Col and Sean 
put in three flights and then decided to fly other models, in 
Col’s case, his Spitfire XIX, (which, as it turns out, was the only 
Open Scale model to qualify) Sean trimmed his 1932 Gordon 
Light indoor Wake, and, with it’s enormous propeller had it doing 
2:20 with, I suspect, quite a bit more to come. 
 With me trying to eke a few more seconds out of my Fike, 
I was awestruck watching as the Gordon Light effortlessly 
cruised around the hall. The model, apart from being only about 
7 or 8 grams, is not particularly remarkable, having a flat-
bottomed aerofoil, but that propeller! 
 After following Sean’s advice Gary started to put in some 
good flight scores with his Bleriot, however the model is 
hampered by a heavy plastic propeller, which limited flight 
times severely. Equipped with a lighter four-blade prop similar 
to that of Sean’s Bleriot, Gary would be a real contender next 
year. 

Name Model Fl1 Fl2 Fl/3 Sc Tot 

Sean O’Connor Bleriot 7 68 90 66 26 92 

Colin Parker Fike E 78 85 67.7 24 91.7 

Mike Glaister Fike E 47 45 44 22 66 

Gary Sunderland Bleriot 7 39 40 39.7 22 61.7 

Peanut scores are calculated by summing the two best flights 
from a total of six, adding the ROG bonus of 20 sec. per flight 
(if applicable) - max 40 sec., dividing the total by three and 
then adding the scale points. 
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Manningham DISC Charity Day  
 On the Queen’s Birthday Monday, the management at the 
Doncaster Indoor Sports Centre (Manningham) staged a “World 
of Models” exhibition in aid of the Motor Neuron Foundation 
and the VFFS was asked to assist by putting on flying 
demonstrations from 10:00am to 4:00pm. We were happy to 
oblige and eight members turned up and flew a variety of 
models ranging from living room sticks, F1L’s and M’s, 
Ornithopters, Peanuts, Bostonians and Indoor Wakes.  
 Our efforts were well rewarded with a modest crowd 
enthralled by our antics throughout the day. What impressed 
the kids the most were the numerous close shaves and 
occasional collisions with the ceiling portal frames – they were 
all the more amazed to discover that the models did not sustain 
and damage. (This is not always the case!).  
 In this demonstration we were briefly joined by Anthony 
Mott from VARMS who flew his beautiful R/C Vickers Vimy, a 
model of about one metre span and 200gm. weight, within the 
confines of the hall. As the model swept past the basketball 
hoops with seemingly a metre or two clearance, I thought that 
he wouldn’t be able to do that at Sandringham! 
 In all, an enjoyable and satisfying day, the end result of 
which was that, in conjunction with the other organizations 
present, the management at Manningham were able to raise a 
total of around $2500 on the day. 
 In an e-mail to participating clubs, John Higgins, DISC 
Manager, penned the following words: 
 
 “We were certainly not disappointed with the event, sure 
we would have liked more people, but that is always the case. 
We will be sending $950.00 to MND and $950.00 to the Cancer 
Council, which is after taking out the expenses of around 
$650.00. That includes $250.00 for the pool and netting, 
expenses, which we will not incur, next time. 
 Approx figures:  Canteen profit $220.00, 
  Raffle  $300.00, 
  Entry $2030.00 
 A lot of family tickets sold at $15.00. I estimate between 
400 and 500 people. I did not hear one complaint from the 
public, only positive feed back. I have never known that before. 
 I have a number of ideas for next time to make it bigger 
and better - can the aero club do a demo on the oval? - Can we 
get an outdoor car club to do a demo in Heatherwood's back car 
park? 
 The club's need to promote themselves better on the day 
so they can attract new members. We can certainly do more 
promotion by starting earlier but everybody did a bit. Certainly 
happy with it for the first one and yes I would like to do it same 
day each year.” 

John 
 From the above, I can only but agree with John. 
Manningham is the closest point of contact that the VFFS has 
with the general public, and as such, we need to think of ways to 
become more visible, some signage would help and in that 
regard, Paul Butler has volunteered to get a suitable sign 
printed and mounted for display at all our indoor events. 
 Congratulations to all who attended, our flying display was 
the most popular event of the day, attracting many enquiries 
from the interested onlookers – no new members alas. Also, 
congratulations to the management at Manningham, I, and I am 
sure all other members, felt privileged to be part of the effort 

Ed. 
Models of the Month 
 
Eureka While working on my second Dixielander I 
discovered to my great surprise another OS 15 lurking in some 
disused R/C junk. In an E-mail to Col Collyer, who had earlier 
given me a few E-bay leads for OS 15’s which I had 
subsequently and successfully bid on, I asked what should I do 
with this unexpected windfall, build a third Dixie?  His advice 

was to build a “Eureka” instead. This started the convoluted 
thinking which led to the two versions of the “Eureka” 
presented this month, a necessary precursor to building one or 
the other. 
 The Marcus “Eureka” was designed at around the same time 
as the Dixielander and was a great success in the hands of many 
modellers. It did have a sometimes-fatal flaw though, if the 
motor cut when the model was in an awkward attitude, the 
model fell from the sky like a bag of hammers! This unfortunate 
characteristic was due to the equally unfortunate choice of 
aerofoil and the placement of the first upper surface spar at 
the high point of the section, flow breakaway and subsequent 
failure to reattach 
 George Stringwell overcame this in his later 1960 
modification of the design by relocating the spars and sheeting 
the leading edge back to the now more rearward first spar. This 
proved to be a complete cure to the sometimes-errant 
behaviour of its predecessor. Apart from this, and the addition 
of riblets to the tailplane to also improve the flow over that 
component, little else was changed. 
 The motor shown on the plan of the Stringwell version is an 
ED racer, an inappropriate choice given its weight and beam 
width, however an OS 15 would be just right…. 
Ascender  As mentioned in the editorial, this particular 
design of Jim Fullarton’s is becoming a fixture of our outdoor 
days at Eynesbury. It flies fast and is very stable and has some 
unknown predilection, almost gravitational attraction, to the line 
of cars, no matter how far away Jim is when he launches it! 
Joking aside, it is an attractive model in flight, with a good 
transition from power to glide. And, like a duck, not very 
attractive on the ground but also like a duck, transformed when 
in flight! 
Cliff Montplasir’s ’53 geared Wakefield This particular 
design and the ’52 “Long Job” had proved to be elusive until 
quite recently when Devon Sutcliffe found the plans of both 
models when cleaning up at his beach house (lucky fellow!) They 
came to me as a series of A4 photocopies of Cliff’s original 
drawings, and a little interpretive work was required to impart 
detail to the drawing presented herein. As it was, I have 
inserted detail of the Bilgri “Drifter” front end and the gear 
post detail at the back, both of which I am familiar with and 
which, from experience, I have found to work well and not be 
too much of a fiddle when winding the motors. 
Cliff’s version of a geared model differs from the “American” 
approach to the genre in that it had tapered wing tips and a 
tapered and anhedralled tailplane. The prop, at 22” x 22”, was 
of the same overall dimensions as Bilgri’s but the blade width 
was considerably greater (the model, at 19.67Dm2, was 3.5% 
larger in area than the allowable 19Dm2) and in the absence of a 
pylon, the fuselage was bulkier than either Bilgri’s “Drifter” or 
Foster’s “Power Weight” 
 
Current List of Nominations for Committee 
Vice President  D Cassidy 
Secretary   S O'Connor 
Treasurer   S O'Connor 
FP editor   M Glaister 
Proper Officer  P Butler 
Ordinary member  J Fullarton 
Ordinary member  R Neave 
Ordinary member  C Parker 
 
In addition, Paul Butler has been nominated for President. 
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DRAWN: MKG 
MAY 2011

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

1
8" x 1 4" Obechi

3°

1
4" Washin - Stbd. Inner Panel Only

1
8" Med. Sheet Sides

Note: Increasing Tailplane incidence Turns Model 
to the Left Under Power - Decreasing Tailplane 

Incidence Turns model to the Right

1
4" x 12" Hard 

1
8" Med. Sheet 

S1 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2S2S2S2S2 S2

1
8"x 1 4" Hard

1
8" Hard Sheet

1
8" x 18" Hard - All Spars

1
8"x 1 4" Hard Leading Edge

3
32" x 

5
8" Hard Trailing Edge

1
32" Ply

1
8"x 12" Med. Diagonal Spacers

1
8" Med. Sheet

3/16" x 3/8" Hard

1
8" x 

1
4" Hard

1
8" x 

1
8" Hard1

8" x 
1
2" Hard

W1 W2 W2 W2 W2 W2 W2 W2 W2W1 W2 W2 W2W2W2W2W2W2W2W2W2 W1W2W2W2

1
8" Hard Gussets

1
16" Ply

3
16" x 1" Med.

1
8" Ply

1
8" x 1 4" Obechi

1
8" Med. Sheet Sides

1
4" x 12" Med.

1
8" Med. Sheet

3
8' Maple Bearers 

45.0°

W1 - 1 8" Med. Quarter Grain - 3 Off

W2 -1 16"Med. Quarter Grain - 22 Off

S1 - 18" Med. Quarter Grain - 1 Off

S2 -116"Med. Quarter Grain - 10 Off

Eureka  - Original Norman Marcus Version – 1955 
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"Eureka"
(as modified by George 

Stringwell)

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

Trim Tab

Flat Bottomed Section for Cox TD 15, Glo 19 or other High-Powered Motors

Revised Section for 2.5cc Diesel Powered Models

Original Section for 2.5cc Diesel Powered Models

Original Tailplane Section (Unchanged from Original)

E.D. 2.46

1
32" Med. Quarter Grain Riblets

1
8" Hard Sheet

Opening in Top of Fuselage for 
Balance Weights

DRAWN: MKG 
MAY 2011

1
8" Hard Sheet Wing Platform

1
8" Hard

1
8" x 1 4" Obechi

3
32" Med. Sheet Sides

45.0°

W1W2W2W2W2W2W2W2W2 W1W2W2W2

1
8" x 14" Obechi

3°

1
4" Washin - Stbd. Inner Panel Only

1
8" Med. Sheet Sides

Note: Increasing Tailplane incidence Turns Model 
to the Left Under Power - Decreasing Tailplane 

Incidence Turns model to the Right

1
4" x 12" Hard 

1
8" Med. Sheet 

S1 S2 S2 S2 S2 S2S2S2S2S2 S2

1
8"x 1 4" Hard

1
8" Hard Sheet

1
8" x 18" Hard - All Spars

1
8"x 1 4" Hard Leading Edge

3
32" x 58" Hard Trailing Edge

1
32" Ply

1
16" x 14" Med. Diagonal Spacers

3
32" Med. Sheet

3
16" x 38" Hard

W1 W2 W2 W2 W2 W2 W2 W2 W2W1 W2 W2 W2

1
8" Hard Gussets

1
16" Ply

3
16" x 1" Med.

1
8" Hard

1
8" x 14" Obechi

3
32" Med. Sheet Sides

1
4" x 12" Med.

3
32" Med. Sheet

3
8" x 38" Maple Bearers 

3
8" Med. Sheet

1
8" Med. Sheet

Nose Packing  - Cut One Off Each 38" and 18" to Respective Outlines

 Eureka  - George Stringwell Version – 1960 
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1
16" x 

1
8" Hard 

1
16" x 

1
4" Hard

1
32" Med. Sheet1

16" x 
1
4" Hard

1
16" x 

3
8" Hard

1
32" x 1 4" Hard

1
32" x 

5
8" Med

. - Taper
 to 1 32" x

 3 8" at T
ip

1
8" x 14" Hard

1
16" Soft Sheet

1
32" Hard Gussets

1
16" x 

3
8" Hard - Tape

r to 1 16" x 
1
4" at Tip

1
32" x 14"  Hard - Taper to 132" x 532" at Tip

Note: Hatch on Lower 
Starboard Side

Tailplane Tip Endplate  - 116" Med. - 2 Off

1
8" Med. Sheet

1
8" x 18" Hard

1
8" x 18" Hard

1
8" x 116" Med.

1
16" Med. Sheet

1
32" x 5 8" Med.

WAKEFIELD TROPHY  1953

   U.S.A. TEAM ENTRY - CLIFF MONTPLASIR

  10th. PLACE :  203, 261, 153  Total: 617

DRAWN: MKG 
JUNE 2011

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

OVERALL LENGTH:

WINGSPAN:

PROPELLER:

TAILPLANE AREA:

PROJ. WING AREA:

MOTORS:
 

1249 mm. (49 316" )

1359 mm. (1334 mm. Proj.)

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

4.21 Sq. Dm. (65.20 Sq. in.)

15.46 Sq. Dm. (239.68 Sq. in.)

2 x 20 Strands of 316" x 130" - 33" long 

REFERENCES:

1 Original Sketches from Cliff Montplasir - Courtesy Devon Sutcliffe

A

A

Section A-A

Davis 5 Aerofoil

W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1 W1a W2 W3 W4 W5 W6 W7 W8 W9

W2

W3

W4

Thrust Bearing

"S" Hook

0.015" Brass Shim Bearings
16 S.W.G. Prop.. Shaft

Bush  Hub with 16 
S.W.G. Brass Tube Position Screw for  Prop. Fold

Lower Motor Hook - 16 S.W.G. Piano Wire

Lower Motor Former - 116" Ply W5

Section at Rear Motor Anchorage

1
16" Ply

Gear Pillar Details

16 S.W.G.  Piano Wire Drive Shafts 
- Form "S" Hooks Prior to Final 

Assembly of the  Gear Mechanism 
3
4" Dia. Gears - Brass or Steel

1
4" Dia. Alum. Gear Post -  Drill 2 

Holes at 34" Centres and Bush with 
16 S.W.G.  I.D. Brass Tube

W1W1W1W1W1W1W1W1W1W1W1aW2W3W4W5W6W7W8W9

W6

W7

W8

W9

W1, W1a

S1a S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 S8S1

S1

S1a

S2

S3

S4

S5

S6

S7

S8

7
8

514

258
27
64

1

1 15
16

15
16

15
16

15
16

1 564
11364

11132
112

3
4

434

3
16" x 316" Med.

1
8" x 18" Med.

 18" Hard Sheet

3
16" Soft Sheet

0.015" Brass 
Shim 

All Ribs 132" Med. Quarter Grain - 2 Off  Each 
Except for W1 (19 Off), and S1 (One Off)

Diagonal Braces -120" x 18" Med. - Upper Port Side Shown as 
Solid Lines , Lower Starboard Side Shown as Hidden Lines

S1aS2S3S4S5S6S7S8

1
32" x 

5
8" - Ta

per to 
1
32" x 

3
8" Med

. at Tip
1
16" x 14" - Taper to 364" x 316" Med. at Tip

1
32" Soft Sheet

1
16" x 316" Med. - Taper to 116" x 116" at Tip

Cliff Montplasir’s ’53 Wakefield 
 
 


