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TASK
on commonsense;it is not meant to be regardedas something "legal" under which law breakers will be sued,fined
or (God forbid) summarilyexecutedfor their transgressions.Nor shouldit be viewedas a meansof restricting the right of everymember to do his personalthing.

Editorial
1;1 irst of all, my apologiesto Bill Woodward and all
other membersof SOGGI for my omissionof Bill's
I
excellentarticle on the ScaleContestheld in July. I
don't know how I managedto forget this! I really appreciate it when someonetakesthe time to preparesomething
for the newsletter. All is not lost. You can read Bill's
article in THIS issueof IASK.
Did you catch the show on Channel17 (PBS) on the
Condor on November 2nd?Anyone interested in gliding
couldn'thelp but be impressedwith the gliding capablility
of this large bird. Condors from SouthAmerica and
California were profiled.
Adults of thesebirds weigh in the 23-25pound range.
\{ingspan is approximately10 feet. Judgingby the appearanceon television,I would saythe averagechord of the
Condor'swing wasabout 16 inches,makingfor a total wing
area of about 13 squarefeet! The correspondingwing
loadingwould be about 30 ouncesper squarefoot.
Like other birds, the Condor can changethe size and
shapeof its wing at will, allowing it to handle varyingwind
conditions. WheneverI see the flying capabilityof creat u r e s s u c ha s t h i s , I a m r e m i n d e do f t h e r e l a t i v e l y
primativeflight control systemsman-madeflying machines
have. We still have a lot to learn!

SOGGI extendsheartfelt sympathyto Keith Armstrong
whosemother passedawayrecently.
Rob Campbell

I can't think of any good reasonfor NOT havingsome
form of comprehensivecode of behaviour which applies
equallyto all members,sincewithout thesevery basic
regulationschaoswould reign supreme- transmitters
would be switchedon indiscriminately- valuableairplanes
would be da-aged, sometimesbeyondrepair - damageto
private propertywould result, to saynothing of the fact
that the hobbycould comeinto direct conflict with its own
professedai-s of responsibleconduct.
My own feelingis that, wheneverwe go out to the field to
fly we shouldbe sure to practiceFrequencyControl.
However,few flyers may be there - evenif there are only
two peopleflying discretiondemandsthat there shouldbe
clear severalfrequenciesare in use,and must be strictly
observedduring the courseof a contest,sincethe C. D.
hasgoneto great lengthsto ensurethat there will be no
dangerof conflictingfrequencies.The importanceof this
wasdemonstratedon the occasionof our September
contestwhen a flier switchedon his transmitterwithout
having checkedthe frequencyboard, causingserious
just-launchedglider; then,to
damageto a contestant's
issue
he
compoundthe
apparentlyrefusedany compensation to the victim.
This brings me to the point of my comment,which is that
the decisionwasmade to insert a "liability clause"into the
current rules laying down a proper code of ethicsto be
observedunder suchcircumstances.Many of us havehad
this happento us, and the understandingis that it is a
Gentlemen'sAgreementthat the "shooterdown"is responsible for any damagecausedto the victim's planeand
equipment. The difficult part is that there really is no way
to make sure that the offender paysup.
Seeyou at the field - don't forget to checkthe board!
In the meantime,don't forget to

President'sChoice

Drift with the Lift
Fred Freeman

he SafetyCode which we apply at the field comprisesa very elementaryset of rules, largelybased
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I 9:9,rJ,.5
cale' Conteilt
fter two postponements,the scalecontestfinally got
underwayon July 4. Due to the changein date,the
number of entrieswas down. Expectationwas
initially that there would be at least six contestants,
but on
the dayof the contestonly four took part. The contestwas
run accordingto the new MAAC StandOff Scalerulesfor
Gliders and Sailplanes.Before I describethe happenings
of the day,I will attempt a brief overviewof the new rules
with the hope that I can interestmore membersto participate in next year'sscaleevent,and also give somecolour
to my later descriptionof the eventsof the day. It will
haveto be brief becausea full explanationwould probably
takethe rest of the spacein this newsletter.The new rules
divide the contestinto two parts:
1. StaticJudging,(wherepoints are awardedfor fidelity to
scale,correctnessof colour and markings,workmanship,
etc.);
2. night Judgingand Scoring,(more about this, later).
A maximumof 250 points is allocatedto the Staticscore,
and 350 points...a maximum for the Flight score. Now
more about Fligbt Judgingand Scoring. Fligbt points are
dividedinto two sections:- Points for length of time of
flight, and points for the realism of the flying. A contestantcan obtain a maximumof 250pointsfor time flown
and a maximumof L00pointsfor realisticmanoeuwesperformed by the model.
One of the problemswith judging any scalecontestis the
difficulty in making allowancesfor such things as the
amount of work a contestantput into the making of
his/her model. For instance,a personbuilding from a kit
which providesa fibre glassfuse and ready sheetedwings
will obviouslytake a lot lesstime and effort than a person
building from scratchwith just a set of plansto work
from. The rules overcomethis problem by taking the
contestantStatic points and multiplyingthe scoreby a
factor to compensatefor more or lesswork. For example,
the scoreof a model made from an ARF kit is multiplied
by a factor of 0.40whilst a model designedand built
entirely from scratchreceivesa factor of 1.00.
A further problem may haveoccurredto you while reading
this article, regarding the ability of certain types of gliders
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to fly a prescribedtime. A model of a glider from the
L930'scould not be expectedto perform aswell asa model
of a modernglassaircraft. Again, the rules addressthis
problemby providinga factor for aircraft of different eras
by which the time in secondsis multiplied in order to give
the flight time score. For an open frame glider of the pre
L940era,the factor is 1.00and to achievethe maximumof
250points the aircraft must havea total of 250 secondsfor
two official flights. At the other end of the scale,a
modernsailplaneof the post 196Lera has a factor of 0.60,
which meansthat to achievea maximum scoreof 250in
two official flights, the model must fly for a total of.4L7
seconds.Note, the time can be spreadover two flights.
The contestantis allowedtwo tries at an official flight, the
best scoringflight is deemedto be the official flight.
Further to the time score,the contestantis judged on five
manoeuvreswhich must be done during the two official
flights, plus eachtake off and landing is judged.
Well, I hope that I havegivenyou someidea of the rules...
there are a few details I have omitted, but they are not
important to the overall appreciationof the contest.
Now to what happenedon July 4. Yours truly CD'ed the
contestwith the able assistanceof your President,Fred
Freeman. Staticjudging for three of the modelswas
carriedby the CD whilst Fred did the staticjudging of my
entry. Judgingfor flight realismwas conductedin groups
of two by the contestants.Each contestantwasjudgedby
two of his peers,and in turn, he would judge the next
alongwith one other contestant.First up to fly, wasFred
Freeman. I had flown Fred'sMinimoa a few weeksbefore
the contest,and found it to be a delight to fly. I was
thereforeexpectinga good flight from Fred, and sincehe
had obtainedtop scorein the Static,his chanceof winning
the contestwas high.
Alas, it was not to be. The aircraft stalledwhile in the
early stageof launch,hitting the ground hard and badly
damagingboth wings. The problem had been that Fred
had forgottento put somedown trim in the elevator. The
moral of the story is... alwayscheckyour trims before
launching. Charlie Rader wasnext in line to fly but had
discovereda bug in his computerizedTX. Somehowhe
lost the program for his TG3... I think you shouldbuy an
"Apple",Charlie...Kurt Fritz steppedin to fill the gap
whilst Charliecontinuedto wrestlewith the problemsof
high technology. The big DG-300 was winchedfrom the
ground smoothly,and Kurt put in a great flight which gave
him 236points. At this stage,it looked as though Kurt
would be the winner: Although he had a low scorein the
Static due to the new rules regardingthe factor (Kurt's
aircraft receiveda factor of 0.65),I knew the performance
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everything before a flight, not just in a cursoryfashion,
but thoroughlytwo or three times.

of this aircraft was excellent and Kurt's flying ability very
good. Charlie'smodel was an unknownto me, but my
machine,I knew, could not match the performanceof
Kurt's DG-300. Since two attemptswere allowed at an
official flight and the best of the two flights taken as the
score,Kurt naturallydecidedto take anotherattemptto try
to better his score.
This decisionproved to be disastrous. On take off, the
DG-300'swing caughtthe ground and the aircraft rolled
over onto its back and into the ground. Damagewas not
gteat - a dentedcanopy,a crackedt"ing - but Kurt wasout
of the contest. Charlie was still trying to reprogramhis
TX, so it was left to yours truly to step up to fly. Full of
apprehensionbecauseof the two previousincidents,I
electedto hand launch the aircraft rather than ground
launch. This meant that I would lose five points from a
possibleten points for the take off manoeuwe. "Better to
lose five points than an aircraft" I reasoned.After a deep
breath,my foot went down onto the winch peddle,and off
went the aircraft. The aircraft got awaywell, but it is
veeringto the left. "Over to the right with the stick"I say
to myself."Help! Nothing is happening.You silly ass,
correct with the left stick, not the right... you're flying an
aileron machine...rudder is on the left." At last the
aircraft straightensout after somewild gyrationsand
releasedfrom the line with reasonableheight despitemy
heavyhandedness.
Settlingdown and trimming the aircraft, I managedto put
in a reasonableflight. Previousto the contest,I had
lightenedthe aircraft by dispensingwith the retractabletow
hook and servo.This seemedto improve the performance.
Before the change,it had flown like a lead sled,but now,
it was showingsome signsof being able to soar. Feeling
more confidentafter a successfulflight, I decidedto go for
a secondattempt at an official flight.
Thingswent smoothlyduring the secondattempt until the
down wind leg of the landing pattern. At that time I
decidedto couplethe rudder to aileron. I flicked over the
switchand began turning the aircraft into the crosswind
leg of the pattern usingthe right stick. The aircraft started
slewingaround the sky and almostwent into a sideslip. I
quicklywent over to the left stick which will only operate
rudder when coupledwith aileron, and managedto bring
the aircraft around to a safelanding, albeit a rough
landing. An immediate check on the set up revealedthe
aileron was indeed coupledto the rudder, but the aileron
was operatingin oppositionto the rudder. I had checked
the operation of the couplingbefore take off but had not
noticedthe directionsof the control surfaceswereopposite
to eachother. The moral here againseemsto be check
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At last, Charlie had reprogrammedhis TX. It had been
the longestpieceof sandbaggingI havewitnessedat a
competition- must get myselfa computerizedTX and try
the tactic at the next competition. Charlie had no trouble
taking the TG3 off from the deck. This aircraft not only
takes off easily but flies beautifully as well as looking very
realisticin flight. There was a minor incident in Charlie's
secondattempt at an official flight. The canopyof the
glider fell off during the launch,but the aircraft flew well
without it and Charlie landed safely. The rest of the
contestwent without further incident. Charlie put in two
more good flights and I managedtwo flights with better
time performances.When all the points had been added
up, Charliecameout the winner - seethe list below. Congratulations,Charlie.
The contestlastedlonger than I had anticipated,mainly
becausewe were working with new rules. In spite of the
two crashes,I think the contestwent well and I hope was
enjoyedby all. The new rules seemto be fair and reasonable but a few minor changescould be made to make
them easierto administer. My hope is that neK year we
have more participantsin scale. So reader, make one of
your upcomingwinter projectsa scaleship. There is
nothingmore satis$ingto the eyeand soothingto the soul
than to see a model of a real sailplaneflying majestically
on a fine summer'safternoon. That'smy opinion...I hope
you agree.
Bill Woodward

Place

L
2
3
4

Name

Charlie Rader
Bill Woodward
Kurt Fritz
Fred Freeman

Aircraft

Static Flight Total
Points Points Points

TG3
T53B
DG-300
Minimoa

183.5 338.0 52r.5
L76.5 309.0 485.5
152.0 236.0 388.0
2v.5
2y.5
0

Footnote: Fred has restoredhis Minimoa to mint condition... flies as good as ever.
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BUSINESSARISING FROM READING OF MINUTES:
FIELD:

Minutes

In responseto a query,the Presidentenlargedon the
arrangementsfor the rental of the field from Fairlawn
Sod NurseryLtd. and informed the meetingthat further
detailswould be forthcomingat a later date, when the
arrangementshad been finalized.

OctoberMeeting
Minutes of meetingheld at BeverlyTown Hall, October
T7l,1993:

CONTEST CALENDAR, 1994:

Meeting was called to order at 13:L5Hrs. with 20 members in attendance. The Presidentwelcomedall present
and offered apologieson behalf of Keith Armstrong and
Tom Fiddeswho were unable to attend,and also on
behalf of our incorporatinglawyer,Clyde Halford, who
had intendedto be presentin order to passBY-LA,W
No. 1 of our incorporation.

A preliminarycontestcalendarwas set as shownon Page
6.

MINUTES OF I,AST MEETING:
Due to the absenceof the Secretary,the Presidentasked
the meetingto allow him to review the proceedingsof
the September?66 meeting,explainingthe terms and
location of the new field for the benefit of thosewho
were not presentat that meeting,and that negotiations
were well in hand; also discussedwas the proposed
addition of a "liability'' clauseto the existingField Rules
by virtue of which anyoneguilty of shootingdown
anotherflier by switchingon a transmitterwithout first
checkingthat the frequencywas clear,would be expected
to coverthe cost of any necessaryrepairs to the victim's
airplaneand any equipmentdamagedas a result of the
incident.
On another matter, the Presidentinformed the meeting
that the draw for the ELECTRA kit and the strip spruce
sold at the last meeting realiseda combinedtotal of
$18.mwhich would be assignedto the Club Funds.
Our thanksto Rob Campbellfor purchasingthe kit and
to Charlie Raider who was responsiblefor providingthe
spruce.

Kurt Fritz introducedadvertisingmatter from a new
CanadianCompanyset up by ETIENNE DORIG under
the name ICARE SAILPLA.NES. The company,based
in Quebec,will be manufacturingScalekits and componentsat very competitiveprices. The Price List will be
copiedon request.
There being no further business,the Presidentcalledfor
a motion to declarethe meetingclosed;Proposedby
Hrs.
Kurt Fritz, Secondedby Wally Wheten - 1-3:50
SAME TIME,
NEXT MEETING . NOVEMBER 14TH,
SAME PIj.CE
After the meeting'sbusinesswas completed,Charlie
Raider presenteda program of slidestaken by himself
and Doug Wilkins during a recent trip to Harris Hill in
New York State. He entertainedthosepresentwith
viewsof the hilltop site taken around and abovethe
flying field. The air-to-groundshotswere very intriguing
and gaveus a good idea of the activitieson the site,
which was really the birthplace of soaringflight in the
U.S. in the early thirties.
Our thanksto both Charlie and Doug for their joint
effort in settingup the show.

There being no errors or omissionsa motion to passthe
minutesas read was called for; Proposedby Stewart
Watson,Secondedby Al Hilborn.

On the agendafor the next meetingis the passingof our
by-lawsby Clyde Halford, and what shouldbe an inter"SlopeSoaring
estingpresentationby Paul Schmidt on
SitesIn and Around SouthernOntario."
Fred Freeman
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Balanceof '93:
November 1.4:
Note:
The next executivemeeting will be before the
next club meetingNovember 14 at 12:00n.
DecemberL2: Annual General Meeting

1994 ContestCalendar
DAY DATE CLUB

EVENT

SUN

ruNE 12

SOGGI

SCALE:SILENT
FLIGHT FUN-FLY

SI.JN

JUNE 19

GNATS

8 MNUTE DURATION

SUN

TII-JLY 24

GNATS

2 METER

SI.JN

AUG 7

SOGGI

OPENDURATION

SUN

AUG 2I

GNATS

MAN.ON.MAN

SUN

SEPT 4

SOGGI

BIG BIRD BASH

TIME

C.D

* Entry Restrictedto SOGGI Members Only.
Rev. November2,1993
Above is a provisional scheduleand may be subjectto review pendingthe arrangementof a SUPER
CONTEST sponsoredby COGG GNATS and SOGGL
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