Newsletter of the Victorian Free Flight Society Inc. AOO07493L

http://members.optushome.com.au/vffs/

F Iypa pe r DECEMBER 2022

The Next Meeting of the Society will take place on the
FIRST Tuesday in DECEMBER (6™) at the TERMINUS
HOTEL, 492 Queen's Parade Nth Fitzroy. The meeting will
commence at 8:00pm,

December Topic: Bring something along

Contacts:
Secretary/Treasurer:
Sean O'Connor 59 Roseneath St.
Clifton Hill 3058
(03) 9481 6607
sean-oc@netspace.net.au
Editor:
Mike Glaister 0401 647 880

michael.glaister@gmail.com
glaistermichael622@gmail.com

PRESIDENT'S PRATTLE December 2022

At this month's meeting we should talk about building. We
might even discuss the Builder of the Model rule.

Back in the beginning the aim of our type of aeromodelling was
to make models that flew. Mostly we were not so interested in
non-flying scale models. Building and designing was the main
activity and consumed most of the time. In fact, the building
(and designing) was so much more important than the flying that
the competitions that were devised to see which models flew
better even allowed proxy flying. The competition was to
determine the goodness of the model; it didn't matter who flew
it. Proxy flying allowed the model to be tested even if the
designer/builder couldn't attend the competition.

The Builder-Of-the-Model rule (BOM) was, naturally,
wholly necessary: if there was no BOM and proxy flying was
allowed you could win a world championship with a chequebook
by simply buying a model, and having it flown by someone. As the
“owner” of the model you were the winner. But we always
understood this was rather quaint situation because we knew
from very early on that in duration competitions the flyer was
at least as important as the model. We also knew that the
trimmer of the model was as important as the flyer and
probably both were more important than the builder. Also
(quaintly) the builder of the model rule referred to "builder”
and not designer. A model would satisfy the BOM even if it
were constructed from a plan drawn by someone else.

The FAI/CIAM do give a nod to the proxy flyers by listing
the proxies on the World Championships results pages. It's
quite interesting. In 1954 (the year Alan King won) second,
third and forth places were all proxy flown. Proxies were often
very able flyers from the host country so being provided with a
reasonable model and being familiar with the conditions they
tended to do well. By 1979 however there were just a few
proxies, three in F1A, one in F1B and none in F1C. There is a nice
story about F1A. I'm not sure if the details are exactly correct,
but why spoil a good story. Per Grunnet was on the Denmark
team but couldn't attend the champs. Thomas Koster was on the
F1C team but was also a glider flyer of some ability so he said
“no problem, T'll fly your model”. He did, and won. The story is

that after the event Thomas rang Per and they chatted on mostly
about F1C and how Thomas missed out on the flyoff by dropping
just seven seconds in the first round. After a while Per said “oh,
and by the way who won glider”. “"You did," said Thomas. There
were no proxies in the next World Championships in 1981!

At the April 1988 CIAM Plenary meeting the FAT rescinded
the Builder of the Model rule. The proposal was: "Delete builder
of the model rule for free flight models, add that any model may
only be used by one competitor during a competition.” (The latter
part forestalls the wholesale swapping of models as was predicted
by Dave Hipperson in his vehement rejection of the proposal in
the April 1988 Aeromodeller). The reasons given for the proposal
were that “the rule was impossible to enforce. Many components
are available in manufactured form and it is hard to distinguish
between a builder and to a lesser degree, of assembly involvement.
With its removal it is possible that additional people may be
tempted to enter competitions to try the sport with assembled or
other people's models.” The reasons part also said "it is expected
that most experienced modellers will continue to build their own
models in order to incorporate their own ideas.” Later in 1988 the
FF Subcommittee decided to advise that the builder of the model
rule be retained for indoor models. The CIAM rules for F1D state:
"The competitor must be the builder of the models entered.”

The current CIAM rules say:

C.5.1.2 Builder of the model.

It is not necessary for the competitor to build his model
unless the requirement to do so is specifically stated in the rules
for a particular class. Proxy flights are not permitted in any class
or category”. Now, in 2022, 34 years after the deletion of BOM
we can look at what has happened. One of the reasons for
dropping the rule - giving more people the ability to compete at
the highest level has certainly happened. There are now quite a lot
of people flying F1A, B and C who could not build at anything like
the required standard if they could not purchase models. The
other suggestion - that the most experienced will continue to
build their own models has certainly not eventuated. What has
happened is that the manufacturers are flexible enough to build
to the designs of the experienced modellers. We see that in the
top "F" classes of F1A, B and C almost everyone flies models that
have been built in model factories. There is some variation; some
flyers buy components and assemble, some have parts made to
their specifications, some buy complete models. Buying complete
models certainly gives a head start but as we know, even carbon
models drift in trim, the trim needs to be maintained and this
requires knowledge and ability.

In the "balsa” classes where high tech facilities are not
required dropping the BOM rule has been unequivocally beneficial
in promoting flying activity (which I assume is a good thing). Some
people like building and produce more models than they can
sensibly get trimmed and use. Some people don't build but enjoy
flying and have reasonable understanding of trimming and flying
(lift picking etfc). If they can get people from the first category
to supply models can actually go flying.

Vin
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EDITORIAL:

Welcome to the last Flypaper of the year. In many ways, it
has been quite a trying year, both from an individual and
collective perspective. For a start, very few flying sessions have
transpired and those that have were concentrated on the '60's
Coupe International to the exclusion of all other categories.
This has, in some part limited the level of participation and
attendance on the few good days at Eynesbury.

In particular, P30 is a category for which all of our active
flyers have competitive models and it's a bit of a mystery why a
greater effort was not made to get out and fly the Garnham
(P30) event. Perhaps it comes down to the unremitting wet and
windy weather Melbourne has experienced in the latter half of
the year (As I write this Leigh and Vin are taking advantage of
a rare day of calm weather -Saturday the 3™ of December).

One of the topics discussed (inconclusively) at the November
meeting was the possibility of conducting a series of 2-minute
contests going forward into 2023. The "Junior" classes are a
case in point, a two-minute max is quite “safe” at Eynesbury
under most conditions, the same cannot be said for the more
exacting "Premier” classes, except in really ideal (drift and
direction) conditions.

Amongst the proposed contests was a "Coupe d'eté (a summer
'60's style Coupe contest along the lines of the increasingly
successful winter postal event). It was proposed that this would
also be a time-limited contest from 21 December to 21 March,
however the proposal was shelved (temporarily) as, while
discussing a widening of the '60 winter rules, everything
foundered over the BOM rule discussion (yes/no) and
degenerated further as "sophistry” intervened! Fortunately,
discussions with regard to rules will not be an impediment with
regard to the Garnham as those issues were resolved years ago!
(For the record, Your Editor’s position on this is that the BOM
is a relic of the past and ANY qualifying design, built and flown
by ANYBODY is eligible)

With regard to the winter Postal, now is a good time for
other intending participants (and unintending) to get cracking
on making a model. At last count, I have drawn up 30 eligible
Coupe designs with a few more to come. All of these have been
transferred to PDF Format and are available to all readers -
just let me know what you would like to build. Anyone who wants
to peruse a list of the designs available, you know whom to
contact. (If you can't get the PDF's enlarged at a plan printing
facility in your area, I can get them printed and posted to you
at cost).

A feature of last month's meeting was the “calibration of
torque meters” Vin had brought along a beautifully conceived
and very accurate torque measuring mechanism. With the aid of
this device I was able to recalibrate my (Coupe) torque meter
(the “calculated” scale was reading about two-thirds actual).
am unsure if anyone else availed himself or herself of the
opportunity.

The end-of-year lunch, so admirably catered for by the
Cassidy's in past years has been, by straw poll, shifted into
early next year. As this event is likely to take place before the
February edition, I would like to thank the “Catering Team" in
advance and wish them a very happy and peaceful Christmas!
PLAN of the MONTH:

Another '60's - eligible Coupe! This time by André Meritte. The
first of a lengthy series called "Gadjet”, first conceived in1966
and flown in 1966-67 at the XXIII MRA Coupe d'Hiver contest
in which Meritte came second. (A very good article on Meritte
and his Coupes appear in the 2009 FFQ "Coupe d'Hiver survey
(Part 1)” [probably] still available from Sergio Montes

André Meritte was active (and possibly still is) from the
mid-'60’s until the late ‘80's and into the '90’s and was part of
that expert bunch of French Coupe specialists whose designs
advanced the class and carried the Coupe d'hiver through from
its formative years to the F16 of today (The Coupe dhiver

class was first flown pre-war and throughout the conflict, but was
largely unknown outside France until the late '50's early '60's)
Commenting on the Gadget 1, it follows conventional (French)
practice of the time, and in Meritte's designs, varied little from
the original through to the Gadjet VIb of 1988.Apart from the
changing shape of the fuselage in order to comply with changing
rules, the wings and tailplane are virtually identical over that
period. Meritte went to some trouble in making the
propeller/front end, as can be seen on the plan. Pre-dating the
fully machined and sophisticated F1B/6 front ends of today, his
partly machined and adaptive design allowed for the replacement
of bent or damaged hangers and broken blades, (minor)
adjustment of pitch and fine tuning of balance and outrigger fold.

A relatively simple and easy build, (you don't have to copy the
front end), and of generous area, have a go and surprise us when
we see your name(s) listed in Hippocket Aviation in early October
next year

VFFS General Meeting - 8™ November 2022 - Terminus
Hotel

Meeting opened at 8.00pm
Present: Vin Morgan, Sean O'Connor, Mike Glaister,

David Sutherland, Tim Denyer, Don Boughton,
Darien Cassidy, Leigh Morgan, Paul Butler,

Ron Neve
Apologies: Nil
Visitors: None

Minutes of the last GM:
These have appeared in Flypaper and were accepted.

Treasurer's Report:

Cash $57.15
Bank $5300.35
Stock $83

NOTE: The remaining funds of the Werribee Wanderers
have now been transferred to the VFFS account.

Purchase of some stock items and retrieval equipment will be
considered.

Members 18 Full time
2 Non-flying
1 Part member

Sean reported an enquiry from Owen Halliday regarding
indoor flying.

Correspondence: Control Line News
Flying Fields:

Eynesbury is in good condition but was not used during the month.
Indoor flying was held at Sandringham and Montmorency.
General Business:

Darien again offered to provide catering for a Christmas function
at Sandringham in December or at his home in January. Sean will
email members to see which time suits most people. (see details

below)

Topic: Vin distributed notes outlining issues to be addressed in
deciding rules for club postal competitions. A useful discussion
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resulted with general agreement to start with P30, Open
Rubber and 60's Coupe for VFFS members initially. Re-entry
was considered necessary but should be carefully defined.
Action: Sean to send Vin his thoughts so a final document can
be prepared by the next meeting.

Vin demonstrated his torque meter calibration device and
calibrated the Editor's Coupe torque meter.

Meeting closed at 8.30pm.

(To expand on the topic above, I have included (in full) the
attachment that was distributed at the meeting and tabled for
discussion by the President.Most of the points raised were
quickly resolved, but there were some that were mildly
contentious and as there were some time constraints on the
meeting it was decided to defer the discussion on these
matters until the December meeting - ED)

Discussion Paper
VFFS Competitions, The "Postal” Format
Preamble.

For a variety of reasons we don't like to fly in poor conditions
(wind, rain, too hot, too cold) Probably we are getting a bit old
and lazy but also, although our field is satisfactory in good
conditions, it is difficult in wind. The rocks preclude motorised
(car) retrieval and they make walking difficult and hazardous.

However we like flying competitions, these are more
enjoyable when we can get together on the field but that
doesn't seem to happen very often. In the past we have tried
having competitions on consecutive Sundays, the idea being that
if one was wet/windy the next might be OK. I't helped but as
now most of us aren’t restricted to weekends we feel it would
be more useful to open up access on any day. One way of doing
this is to have our competitions like postal events. You don't
have to fly on a specific day, but you must lodge your flight
times within a specific period.

Considerations:

1. Entry - eligibility. The suggestion is to start locally
and if successful open it to any MAAA member.

2. Flying Location. The suggestion is to start with
Eynesbury only.(Note that 1 and 2 mean that the
competition(s) will be essentially a VFFS event but
with time flexibility.

3. Time Restriction. i.e. time limits of the particular
competition

4. Re-entry It is common practice to allow re-entry in
French CdH competitions. Should we consider this?

5. Eligible model classifications - F16/H/J, '60's Coupe,
P30, other 2-minute max classes and possibly O/R

6. Flying Rules - As per FAT/MAAA, but we might need
additional considerations, e.g. time of day

7. Builder of the Model?
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