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FEn DIARY
February 8-9 BMFA Trimming Weekend. See FFn 1401. March 15 Holiday on Ice. F1A, F1B, F1C, F1Q.

Salisbury Plain

February 8-10
Lost Hills,
California, USA

February 12
Lost Hills,
California, USA

February 13-17
Lost Hills,
California, USA

February 15-16

February 17
(Monday)

February 22-23

February 23
Area Venues

February 23
Nova Pazova,
Serbia

March 1-2
Hranice, Czech
Rep.

March 1-2
March 8-9

7 Ashley Road, Farnborough, Hants, England GU14 7EZ

Must call Peter Tribe on Friday before
01225 862748.

Kiwi Cup of New Zealand. F1A, F1B, F1C,
F1E, F1P, F1Q. World Cup event. Contact:
Roger Morrell, tel: +1 310 483 8776, email:
r_morrell@yahoo.com

North American Cup. F1A, F1B, FiC.
World Cup event. Contact: Tony Mathews,
tel: +1 705 754 5553, email:
tmathews180@gmail.com web:
www.torontofreeflight.otg

Maxmen International. F1A, F1B, F1C,
F1E, F1P, F1Q. World Cup event. Contact:
Aimee Schroedter, tel: +1 650 387 8812,
email: aimee@oceanracer.net

BMFA Salisbury Plain. See February 8-9.

Chobham Tree Chop. Staple Hill car park
10.00

BMFA Salisbury Plain. See February 8-9.

BMFA 1st Area event. C/G (Plugge), C/P
(White/ Plugge), C/R, B/E(Plugge), Mini
Vintage. Contact: Area Comp Secs.

5th Koplas Pro cup. FIN. Contact: Bozo
Grubic, tel: +38 16 380 147 132, fax: +38
122 32 35 97, e: bozo.grubic@yahoo.com
web: www.aknovapazova.com

2 F1E World Cup events. 1st: Winter Cup
I, 2nd Winter Cup Il. Contact: Vojtech
Zima, Smetanovo nab. 1840, 753 01
Hranice, Czech Rep., tel: +420 604 589
792, email: voziteam@seznam.cz

BMFA Salisbury Plain. See February 8-9.
BMFA Salisbury Plain. See February 8-9.

Web site address:

Gjovik, Norway

March 15-16

March 16
Area Venues

March 20
Sakylan
Pyhhéjarvi,
Finland

March 22-23
March 22-23
Sakyla, Pori,
Finland

March 29-30

March 29-31
Slanic Prahova

March 31 - Apr 5
Slanic Prahova,
Romania

April 5
Nova Topola,

Bosnia and
Herzegovina

World Cup event. Contact: Tor Bortne,
Jernbanev 28, 2840 Reinsvoll, Norway, tel:
+47 920 95 329, email: tobortne@bbnett.no
web: www.frifluktvegar.no

BMFA Salisbury Plain. See February 8-9.

BMFA  2nd  Area  event F1A
(KMAA/Plugge), C/P, E30, C/R (Gamage/
Plugge), HLG-CLG(Plugge). Contact: Area
Comp Secs.

Swedish Moose Cup. F1A, F1B, F1C, F1P,
F1Q. World Cup event. Contact: Per
Findahl, Bergvagen 8, 73833 Norberg,
Sweden, tel: +46 223 22 957, email:
per.findahl@gmail.com web:
http://norbergsfk.se/swedishcup

BMFA Salisbury Plain. See February 8-9.

Bear Cup. F1A, F1B, F1C, F1Q. World
Cup event. Contact: Kim Henriksson,
Ymmerstanmaki 9B, 02750  Espoo,
Finland, tel: +358 44 7688 370, email:
kim.henriksson@vahanen.com web:
www.lennokkipojat.fi

BMFA Salisbury Plain. See February 8-9.
Memorial Otto Hints. F1D. www.frmd.ro

F1D World Championship Juniors and
Seniors. F1D. www.frmd.ro

2nd RS Open National. F1A, F1B, F1C.
Contact: Milos Budimcic, Karadjordjeva
62, 78250 Laktasi, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, tel: +387 65 737 027, email:
d7mp4vfs@teol.net web: www.aeroklub-

izet-kurtalic.ba

ffn@btinternet.com

www.freeflightnews.org.uk

Compiled and produced by lan Kaynes, Paul Masterman and Michael Warren
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GEORGES MATHERAT
By Andrew Crisp

I was saddened to hear of the passing of Georges Matherat,
whom | would class as a good occasional aquiantance, our
friendship rekindled most years in the camp sites of the Azay-
le-Brulé and Poitou competitions.

In conversation with us Brits Georges loved to try out his
English, which was of an ornate, slightly dated nature.
Although living for years in the Grenoble area, | think Georges
was originally from Burgandy and in post-competitions
“banquets”, if that’s not too grand a word, he would entertain
us with folk songs form that region, showing no little skill on
the chromatic harmonica.

Z¢e/1 o suoneuiwe| g doud

But it’s the models that I remember Georges for. He was
among the French party which turne dup at Halton in 1975 for
the first Aeromodeller “Coupe” international. With his flying
buddy, Bernard Boutillier, he showed us the way with models,
which were to us, at the time, enormous. Georges’ Les
Trumeaux was featured in the Aeromodeller and Bill Hartill’s
World Free Flight Review, and was at least F1B area. A later
version — Super Trumal — had a 60” x 5” wing. It could glide! \4

Georges always favoured simple construction for his models, e -

and, early on gadget-less trimming. This was shown in his
delightfully freakish Wakissime F1B which was featrured in
April 1982 FFn, along with an inspring aarticle (I believe
translated by Newham Beaumont) which gave the feeling of
Georges’ design philosophy.

[EUIWIOU WWQZZX009 YORGLEMUIS UBHSUUD POYIPOW

LE e Ies

Along with the Wakes there were A/2s in a similar
constructional mould, one, at least, having thst strange French
penchant for rubber band sprung wire wing joiners — flextruc, |
believe.

37

In later years Georges made great use of foam in his wings,
employed rear fins on his Wakes and Coupes, and championed
the re-birth of the single blade folding prop.-

His inventiveness and conviviality will be sorely missed. Our
sympathies go to Louise.

HLG CEMINAC, CROATIA, JANUARY 25

FIN 21 flew best 3 0of 9

1 Runi¢ Danilo (J) SRB 319 308 325 952
2 Glogoski Filip (J) CRO 269 290 299 858
3 Grubié¢ Martin SRB 298 259 287 844
4 Markalaus Damir CRO 273 286 276 835
5 Ozimec Dario CRO 251 296 282 829
6 Brankovi¢Jelena(J) SRB 26.1 279 278 818
FIN150 48 flew best 3 of 9

1 Ozimec Darko CRO 247 238 256 741
2 Loinjak Matija(MJ) CRO 240 240 254 734
3 Lugi¢ Josip (J) CRO 234 250 243 727
4 Floijan¢i¢ Matko (MJ) CRO 227 257 241 725
5 Glogoski Filip (J) CRO 240 228 256 724
6 Nisevi¢ Igor (J) CRO 240 249 232 721

BMFA 50G RUBBER NO.4 BY IVAN TAYLOR

The prop is shown full-size on the right and the plan is on the
next page.
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BMFA 50g No.4
by Ivan Taylor

All dimensions ins Scale 1:6




CORRESPONDENCE
Simpler FAI Models? The Way forward or possibly not!
By Dave Hipperson

Most interesting to read Alan Jack’s well considered
suggestions for simpler FAI models in a recent FFn. (A
compressed version of his second presentation to the recent
Free Flight Forum | believe.) Having all the more weight and
authority as Alan is quite clearly one of that small handful of
current FAI contestants who actually can and does produce
airframes for his own use well up to the standard of what is
commercial available. So no sour grapes here, although he
might have started to get fed up with doing it!

The problem with this direction of travel is that you have
already let the genie out of the bottle when you allowed, and
now seem to actively encourage, entirely ARTF purchased
airframes. That's done and can't be reversed now. Whenever
you consider a new set of rules or rule changes you must
consider why you are doing it. If it isn't to encourage more
participation then it will have to be for a bloody good reason.
So increased participation is number one. Would simpler
models do this? Would they attract the people that are currently
not doing it? | doubt it. What evidence have you got that it
would? This direction of thought might not be what you expect
from me of all people, but now I can be more impartial and
look from a slight distance with no personal angle.

Those that would protest a return to simpler systems have a
valid point, after all they have been encouraged to invest in so
much hardware much of which would be made obsolete. You
can't just do this in mid-stream - your customer base is too
volatile especially now so many buy. The downside of there no
longer being the need to invest in huge quantities of time
building is that participants lack commitment. Not the. hard
bitten lifers of course - | mean the rest of the field - the
majority. | see names appearing and disappearing just as
regularly. You throw this big a spanner in the works and you
could loose a lot of them. They enjoy the tech. They may not
be free flighters for ever or even for long but people,,
particularly in Europe, seem to enjoy buying and flying. If you
return to 1965 - although it sounds lovely - it won’t to them.
They will go off and do something that allows them the tech.
like radio electric and so forth.

Furthermore they are actually right. | like the word "pathetic”
to describe the sort of aeroplanes that may result. It's far too
negative of course but it does convey the right feeling. The
World Championship and World Cup class should be flown
for with state of the art machinery. The best that the current
technology (inside the rule framework) allows. Free Flight
duration is still quite lucky in this regard. The rules are
comparatively simple (oh - as long as you disregard FIQ of
course!). No the field rules as it were still allow ever so much
of a luck element - thank goodness. The model specs and from
whence they came is only part of this equation.

You must not de-invent the FAI model - the Formula One. |
enjoyed flying Dixielanders and Slow Open Power models but
they and their contests are already there for anyone who wants
to fly such things. They don't have to be invented again.

BMFA INDOOR

Half-term flying at Stevenage. Bob Bailey has arranged a
flying session during half term at Alleyn’s school in Stevenage
on Tuesday February 18 from 09.00 to 15.00. Fee to meet the
hire cost is £15 per person. If you would like to attend please
let me know. Tony Hebb tony_hebb@hotmail.com
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CIAM PROPOSALS

The following is an unofficial description of the proposals
relevant to free flight for the April 2014 CIAM Plenary
meeting. These are provided as advance information to be
confirmed when the agenda is published. Please wait for the
agenda before making comments to your CIAM representative.

Changes to the general volume ABR

People on flight line
From the CIAM FF Subcommittee (FFSC)

B.9.1. After the sentence “Spectators are not allowed within
25m from the starting line.”add “In addition to contest
officials, the only people allowed at the starting position are the
competitor, his helper, and the team manager or the assistant
team manager.”

Reason: Class rules state that the competitor may have one
helper. The team manager or assistant team manager needs to
be there for organisational work but this is not stated except in
the Junior definition in ABR 3.4.a. There is no limitation for
senior events. It is desirable to have a limit on the people at the
starting positions, partly for safety and also to reduce the
possibility of the timekeepers being distracted.

Rounding flight times
From FFSC

Modify B.13.6 to round times to the nearest second instead of
rounding down::”The time recorded is the mean of the times
registered by the timekeepers, rounded to the nearest whole
number of seconds to the resulting mean time (0.5 second
rounded up to the second above) unless the difference

2

Reason: To provide a score closer to the time recorded. There
is a particular problem with fight times just below a maximum,
for example, with a 180 maximum, times of 179 and 180
currently give a score 179 — missing the maximum even though
the timekeeper with 180 might have seen the model for longer
than 180. The proposed change gives the benefit to the
competitor in these unusual close situations.

Championships bids
From FFSC

B.6.1 Add the following new sentence before the last
paragraph: “All  CIAM Plenary meeting votes on
Championships bids are open to those countries which
participated in the previous Championship of that type (World
or specific Continent) and class.”

Reason: VVotes on championships have sometimes been decided
by countries with no experience or interest in a class. The 2013
vote for F1E had many more votes cast than the number of
countries flying F1E. Experience is necessary to judge the
acceptability of a championship bid.

Licence numbers on models
From Austria.

Extend B.17.6.a) as follows:”The national identification mark
(as listed in Annex B.2) followed by the FAI licence number
or National Identification Number of the competitor. The
letters and numbers ...

Reason: Some countries have very long FAI licence numbers
(Austrai has 10 digits), which are large for including on models
in 25 mm lettering. In other countries, like New Zealand, the
FAI licence number is changed every year, which would
require new numbers on each single model every year.


mailto:tony_hebb@hotmail.com

F1C Safety
From FFSC as a safety proposal. Add the text to the end of
3.3.2:

“The competitor will be disqualified from the competition if
the motor is still running when the flight is terminated by
touching the surface of the earth or encountering an obstacle.
This applies at any time during or after the permitted duration
of the motor run.”

Reason: An F1C model crashing under power is very
dangerous. Nobody crashes a model intentionally, but the
severe sanction proposed is intended to (a) encourage the
fitting and use of radio systems to stop the motor and DT the
model, and (b) to encourage greater reliability from model
design, equipment and launch techniques.

F1D Indoor rules
From Hungary

In para 3.4.2.reduce the rubber weight and increase the model
weight as follows:

Minimum weight without rubber motor ............cccceeee. 149,
Maximum weight of the lubricated rubber motor-.............. 049.

Reason: The proposal intends to significantly reduce the flight
times, because of the decreasing availability of proper flying
sites. Nowadays only two (!) large sites are available for world
(Belgrade and Slanic) and one (Belgrade) for European
championships! Both sites are facing to privatization which
might results the loosing of both because of the renting costs.
The class has to be flown in smaller sites with shorter flights
and shorter contests to survive.

The proposal keeps the surface loading in order to keep the
beauty of the FID models’ flying style. Besides the shorter
times the 0,2 g addition to the model weight eliminates the
effect of the only available heavier covering material, as the
lightest plastic film is no longer manufactured since years,
helps to make reliable variable pitch or diameter mechanisms
and apply new, but heavier materials. Existing models will stay
usable with 0,2 g spacers.

Hopefully these changes might encourage new flyers as it
would be a bit easier to build down to weight. The top flyers
might keep their chances to win but the gap could well be
closed. Test flights were flown in Cat.1l site (max. 15 m ceiling
height) up to 23 to 24 minutes flight times which means about
30 % reduction.

Rounding F1E scores
From FFSC

F1E 3.5.8 Classification. Modify item (a) to round scores to the
nearest value instead of rounding down: .... The percentage
scores should be displayed on the scoreboard rounded to the
nearest value to 2 decimal places (0.005 rounded up).....”

Reason: If the rounded-down percentages are added to find the
final classification score then an anomalous result may arise by
giving a different classification solely from the accumulation
of rounding errors. The problem does not arise if the flight
percentages and totals are calculated precisely on a computer
and converted to 2 decimal places only for display on the
scoreboard. The proposed scheme of rounding to the nearest
value would greatly reduce (but not completely eliminate) this
peculiarity.

F1Q changes

According to the letter of the rules changes should not be
submitted when a new rule has been introduced in the January
before the April Plenary meeting. In view of the complaints
about the rule changes which came into effect in January 2014,
it has been accepted that these proposals should be on the
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agenda. The full details of the proposals are given here — if you
are really interested! These will be confirmed when the agenda
is published.

Characteristics change From FFSC

3.Q.2 Replace current text from “The motor run time...” and
items (a) and (b) by:

“The motor run time will be determined by a maximum energy
amount. In addition, motor runs over 20 seconds are regarded
as overruns. The energy budget of each model is 5 joules per
gram of the total weight. For energy calculations, weight
exceeding 550 grams is to be ignored.

Models must have provision for connecting Static Energy Test
(SET) device between the battery and the models systems via
3.5 mm male and female bullet connectors. The connectors
from the battery should be male positive and female negative.
It is the responsibility of the competitor to supply any adapters
needed to connect to the SET.

Energy limitation will be by an energy limiter or by a motor
run limit related to measured power.

a)  For models with energy limiters. The allowed energy
amount starts to be calculated with the release of the start
button and finishes when the ESC has stopped supplying
energy to the motor. The energy limiter has to calculate the
energy consumed in real time. After coming to the end of the
limited energy supply, the motor(s) must stop irreversibly.

For energy limit verification a SET is to be connected to the
model to allow measurements to confirm the energy used
between the release of the start button and until the ESC has
stopped supplying energy to the motor. To synchronise the
time of release of the start button the model must include a
cable connected in parallel with the start button and terminated
with a 2-pin 2.54mm female connector. The SET must store
and display energy or store the time and power data.

b)  For models without energy limiters the motor run is
calculated as the allowed energy divided by the measured
power and rounded down to the nearest whole second below.
After the motor has reached full power, the power is measured
with a Wattmeter at a time equal to the nearest whole second
below half the planned motor run. A freshly charged battery
should be used for the power measurement. The calculated
motor run should be clearly marked on the model.

Reason: The 2013 F1Q rules were already complicated and a
greater complexity has been added by the 2013 proposals. It is
proposed to rationalise the rules and reduce them to simplified
requirements on the system for the two approaches.

Characteristics change from Finland:
New 3.Q.2:
Maximum surface area (St) .......cocovvverrvne e 34 dm?

Nickel Metal Hydrate (NiMH) and Lithium (Li) batteries can
be used.

Safety locks must be used to prevent unintentional restarting of
motor(s) after motor(s) have been stopped.

Rule B.3.1. of Section 4b does not apply to class (No builder of
the model requirement)

The motor run time will be determined by a maximum energy
amount. In addition, motor runs over 20 seconds are regarded
as overruns. The energy budget of each model is 3 joules per
gram of the total weight. For energy calculations, weight
exceeding 500 grams is to be ignored. Energy limitation will be
by an energy limiter or by a motor run limit related to
measured energy.



a) Models with energy limiters. The energy limiter
measures the energy used. Motor(s) will be stopped
when energy allotment is met.

b)  Models without energy limiters. Motor run will be
controlled by the timer.

The energy allotment measurements will be done for all
models statically with an energy meter (that is measuring
Joules). The measurement starts from the moment
corresponding to the launch of the model and ends when the
motor(s) have stopped. The measurement should be made with
fully-charged batteries (4.15 to 4.2 volts per cell for lithium
batteries, 1.2 volts per cell for NiMH). The battery temperature
must be the same (+/- 5 °C accuracy) as competition flight.

The meter will be connected to measure the energy going to the
speed controller, using 3.5mm bullet connectors; male for plus
and female for minus.

F1Q models may use radio control only for irreversible actions
to terminate the flight (dethermalisation). This may include
stopping the motor if it is still running. Any malfunction or
unintended operation of these functions is entirely at the risk of
the competitor.

The number of models eligible for entry by each competitor is
four.

Reason: The rules for class F1Q were updates starting from the
year 2012; these new rules are based on the energy allotment of
the model. The new rules have turned out to be good. There are
several energy limiters available and they have been utilized in
competitions in the years 2012 and 2013. However, there is
still one caveat in the rules: the maximum surface area of the
model has not been limited. Consequently, the model size will
keep growing until the models become overly large and fragile.

The energy allotment of the models should be reduced. The
current figure allows the models to climb too high.

Measurements of used energy can be carried out for models
without energy limiters in the same way as the energy
allotment of models equipped with a limiter is measured.

As the selling of Nickel Cadmium batteries is no longer
allowed, there is no need to name them in the rules.

Removing the maximum battery weight from the rules
outdated the need to use self-assembled batteries to meet the
maximum allowed weight.

Surface area: F1A size model have turned out to be practical
size in use. This size has survived through decades of
modelling evolution. If the surface area of F1Q models is not
limited then the model size will grow to be very large, resulting
in fragile models.

An unlimited area would also lead the fliers trying to minimize
the battery weight in order to utilise this saved weight to
increase the wing area. This would push batteries to their limits
— again.

Maximum energy: Lighter models are safer and would fit
better to smaller flying fields. Reducing the energy allotment
will reduce the climb heights to reasonable levels. This will
make the class more approachable for beginners.

To develop class it is now important to get rules clear. It will
increase interest for this fine kind and bring more participants
for competitions.

Characteristics change from lItaly:
3.Q.2 . Delete the following: “The energy limiter must
interrupt the impulse signal from the timer to the ESC and cuts
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off the motor(s) in the moment the given energy limit is
reached, without the need of interaction of other devices. The
ESC must always operate via its series connection to the
energy limiter. The timer stays independent, but the energy
limiter may inform the timer about the end of the energy

supply.”

Reason: The F1Q change proposal specifying the architecture
of the system to control the energy used, approved in the last
Plenary Meeting, is wrong on several counts:

The class rules define the general characteristics of the model
but in no case should be prescriptive of the technical solutions
adopted in compliance of the stated general rules unless for
particular reasons such as the means to verify compliance or
others such as safety, environment, not relevant in this case.

The F1Q basic rules are, at present, an energy limit
commensurate with the model weight and a maximum engine
run time. How to comply with these limits is up to the
competitor to engineer and the contest organizer to verify with
approved and effective procedures and instruments.

Pretending to dictate the engineering solution and the
architecture of the system to control the energy used and the
engine run time is arbitrary. The recently approved change
calls for the energy limiter to cut off the energy supplied
without interaction with other devices. Would a newly
developed system fully integrating the timer, the limiter and
the ESC functions (thus saving weight, cables and connections)
be considered illegal in force of the approved change? It would
entail in a limit to ingenuity and development.

The approved change is also impracticable for the purpose of
checking and verification. Would anyone be capable to
effectively ascertain on the field whether the installed limiter is
separate from the timer function?

The newly introduced change prevents competition between
different solutions already on the market since some time and
penalises a number of fliers who have invested in a solution
which would not be any more legal in January 2014.
Consideration should be given to a potential conflict of
interest.

Require instant RDT for models with high powered
motors from USA

Add new paragraph:.

“Models with motors above 300 Watts are required to have a
RDT capability that will shut down the motor within a 0.5
second and dethermalize the model within 3 seconds. The flier
or his assistant should demonstrate to the timer(s) that the
RDT’s transmitter is on before launching the model.”

Reason: Heavy F1Q models with powerful motors are
potentially lethal. And ESCs may not shut the motor instantly
if it hits an object. The Airtek instant RDT has a response time
of up to 0.3 second. The delay in dethermalizing the model is
to reduce the speed’s impact on the wings. Pre-flight checks
are useful as there have been cases were the RDT transmitter
was not turned on. Models with lower power are slower and
should be exempt.

Capping static motor runs at a minute from USA.
3.Q.2, 6" paragraph
Delete “The motor run time will be determined by a maximum

energy amount. In addition, motor runs over 20 seconds are
regarded as overruns.”

Add at the end of paragraph “Static motor runs cannot exceed
60 seconds.”



Reason: All F1Q models — with and without ELs - are tested
statically: models without-EL by the mid-run Wattage estimate
and models with ELs by SETs (Static Energy Testers), so that a
static motor run ceiling is enforceable. The rational for a one
minute static motor run ceiling is to prevent the development
of F1Q models that fly three minutes under power, emulating
indoor events. (It is only a matter of time before such models
would be developed.) Although a model with a one minute
static motor run will actually have a slightly longer motor run
in flight, it still has to glide almost two minutes for a max. (Ed:
the reasons give no insight into why the run should be
increased from 20 to 60 sec)

Abolish timing motor runs from USA
3.Q.2 6th paragraph. Delete the same part as the proposal
above, add at the end “Motor runs will not be timed.”

Delete item (a) from 3.Q.5 and item (e) from 3.Q.9

Reason: It is evident that timing F1Q motor runs is rather
inaccurate since F1Q models can climb over 100 meters, lack
bunts in the case of non-EL models, and sport quite motors.

As F1Q is defined in terms of energy, models only have to
satisfy their energy budgets. A model’s energy budget
constrains its motor run length and motor’s power. Compliance
is verified statically by SETs (Static Energy Testers) for EL
models and by the mid-run Wattage measurement for non-EL
models (which need to post their motor runs for calculating
their energy). Once a model is compliant, there is no point of
timing their motor runs.

Therefore only duration will be timed in F1Q. In the cases
were a model climbs much higher than its peers r if a
timekeeper suspects a model has exceeded its energy budget,
the model could have its energy verified statically after the
flight (as in the case of F1B motor weights).

Introduce E36

From FFSC: Introduce new class for “E36” electric models
The E36 class has proven popular and practical in the USA
where it originated and in other countries where the class has
been introduced. It will make a suitable electric model to fly
alongside the established 2-minute classes like F1G and F1H
changed to the same 5 x 2 minute format.

Class F1S - Electric Power Model Aircraft “E36”
These rules for Class Fls are to be used in conjunction with the
relevant paragraphs of Section 4b and 4c part 1.

3.S.1.Definition

A model aircraft which is powered by an electric motor and in which
lift is generated by the aerodynamic forces acting on surfaces
remaining fixed in flight. Changes of camber or incidence during flight
are not permitted on any flying surface.

3.S.2.Characteristics

Minimum total weight of model 120 g

Maximum duration of motor run 10 seconds from release of model
Maximum projected wing span  914.4mm

The number of models eligible for entry by each competitor is three.
Rule B.3.1.a. of Section 4b does not apply to class F1S.

3.S.3 Number of Flights
a) Each competitor is entitled to five official flights.

b) Each competitor is entitled to one official flight in each round of
the event. The duration of rounds must be announced in advance
and may not be less than 30 minutes or greater than 90 minutes.
The competitor launch his model during the round for the
official flight, including attempts and repeated attempts.
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3.S.4.Definition of an Official Flight

a) The duration achieved on the first attempt unless this attempt is
unsuccessful under the definition of 3.S.5. (If the attempt is
unsuccessful for reason 3.S.5.a and a second attempt is not
made then the duration of the first flight attempt is recorded as
the official flight time).

b) The duration achieved on the second attempt. If the second
attempt is also unsuccessful under the definition of 3.S.5.b., then
a zero time is recorded for the flight.

3.S.5.Definition of an Unsuccessful Attempt

An attempt is classed as unsuccessful if the model is launched and at

least one of the following events occurs. If this happens on the first

attempt, then the competitor is entitled to a second attempt.

a) if the time of the motor run from the release of the model
exceeds the time specified in 3.S.2 or 3.5.8 as appropriate for
the flight

b)  when a part of the model becomes detached during the launch or
during the flight.

9] the flight duration is less than 20 seconds,

3.S.6.Repeat of an Attempt

An attempt may be repeated when the model collides with another
model in flight or a person other than the competitor himself, while
being launched. Should the model continue its flight in a normal
manner, the competitor may demand that the flight be accepted as an
official flight, even if the demand be made at the end of the attempt.

3.S.7.Duration of Flights
The maximum duration to be taken for each official flight is to be two
minutes. In the event of model recovery problems or to suit
meteorological conditions, the Jury may permit the maximum for a
round to be changed. Such a modified maximum must be announced
before the start of the round.

3.S.8.Classification

a) The total time of the five flights is taken for the final
classification.

b) In order to decide the winner when there is a tie, additional

deciding flights shall be made immediately after the last flight of
the event has been completed. The motor run for the additional
flights will be 5 seconds. The maximum time of flight for the
first additional flight shall be two minutes and the maximum
time of flight in each subsequent additional round shall be
increased by one minute over the maximum time of flight in the
previous round.
The organiser will establish a 10 minute period during which all
fly-off competitors must launch their models. Within these 10
minutes, the competitor will have the right to a second attempt
in the case of an unsuccessful attempt for an additional flight
according to para 3.S.5.

3.5.9.Timing
a) See Section 4b, para B.13.

b) The total time of flight is taken from the launch of the model to
the end of the flight.

3.S.10. Number of Helpers
The competitor is entitled to have one helper at the starting position.

3.5.11. Launching

a) Launching is by hand, the competitor being on the ground
(jumping allowed).

b) Each competitor must launch the model himself.

[9) The model must be launched within approximately 5 metres
from the starting pole position.



COUPE DU BEAUJOLAIS, VILLEFRANCHE,
FRANCE, NOV 23-24

From Didier Chevenard

Fifteen entries were received, including two English (Peter
Tolhurst and Manion Gavin), two Danes (Peter Buchwald and
Tom Oxager) and three Italians.

The contest was for 2-minute models, the Saturday open to all
classes with a single classification, while Sunday was devoted
to the aptly named Coupe d’Hiver. The Danes and Peter
Tolhurst tell me they intend to fly E 36 (AMA rules) that |
approve.

In the days before the contest, the weather forecast is
deteriorating day by day. On the day, the snow is falling and
it's cold and windy (10 to 15 kmh). At 13.00 we decided to fly
E36, P30, and senior glider. Peter and Tom make a
demonstration in E36 (maxes) with superb climbs and Gavin
demonstrated once again that the English are not afraid of the
wind even in P30.

The next day, the snow was no longer falling but the wind has
increased to 20-25 kmh but the competition proceeds normally.
Some friends of the club come to help and one of them invites
us to warm up in his house to share the snack at the break !
The evening dinner at a restaurant in the Dombes including
Beaujolais .

Everyone was delighted with the friendliness of the meeting
and surprised to nevertheless have some very good flights. We
hope for a large participation next year.

E36 2x120 Saturday F1G 3x120 Sunday

1 PBuchwald DEN 240 1 G Manion GBR 268
1 T Oxager DEN 240 2 D Chevenard FRA 230
1 PTolhurst GBR 240 3 PTolhurst GBR 225
P30 3x120 Saturday 4 HlLavenan FRA 80
1 GManion GBR 324

2 HlLavenant FRA 190

F1J EURO CHALLENGE

F1J Euro Challenge - Simon Dixon has confirmed that for
2014 in addition to several UK events there will also be 2
events in Italy, 1 in France and new for 2014 the UK world cup
event the Equinox Cup. This will be a separate open event to
the world cup classes and will be entry on the field, starting at
9am with no rounds. Date will be Sunday 28.09.14 at the same
venue Salisbury Plain. For more details check out the website
blog http://fljeurochallenge.jimdo.com

UK COMPETITION NEWS

CROOKHAM GALA, Sunday April 20. Due to the
non-availability of Middle Wallop, and with the agreement of
the FFTC, this year’s Crookham Gala will be held on Training
Area 8, Salisbury Plain. The following classes will be flown,
with the aim of providing something for everyone.

BMFA rules: Combined Glider, Combined Rubber, Combined
Power. E36 to Crookham rules — 3 flights at 10 sec motor run,
fly-off 5 sec. Coupe d’hiver (inc vintage coupe) — a Southern
Coupe League event

The entry fee (for any number of classes flown) is £8 which
includes the MoD site charge. In coupe, a prize will also be
awarded for the top vintage model. The competition will start
at 9.30am and finish at 5.30pm with any fly-offs shortly
thereafter. The route to the contest site (dependent on wind
direction on the day) will be signposted from entrance P (papa)
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on the B390 Shrewton to Chitterne road. For those with GPS
the coordinates are 51°11°29.53”N, 1°57°32.59”W. For further
information contact Peter Hall phall789@btinternet.com or
Peter Tolhurst peter.tolhurst@ntlworld.com

BRUMFLY GALA will take place at Barkston Heath on
Sunday July 6™, starting at 9.00am. As stated in FFn last year,
the Birmingham Club has revised the Brumfly to a format
more appropriate to the free flight scene of the 21% century, by
reducing the number of classes, and - sorry, Stafford -
combining a couple. The classes will be:

Combined Glider, Combined Rubber, SLOP, F1J, F1H, Mini
Vintage, plus Gala Champion. Rules as per BMFA rulebook,
except all flights must commence upwind of a marked line
(gliders must be upwind of line at commencement of towing
but may be released anywhere on the field).

Contact Stuart Darmon tel
stuartdarmonfla@yahoo.com

01858 882057

BMFA F1E

As a consequence of the change of date of Stonehenge Cup to
May 3-4, the first BMFA F1E event has moved to the
following weekend May 11. Since this is only one week before
the second event, to make planning easier the second event has
now been fixed for Sunday May 18 instead of either Saturday
or Sunday.

INTERNATIONAL COMPETITION NEWS

COUPE DU BEAUJOLAIS The second part will be on March
8" and 9" for F1H and will be part of the F1H Euro Challenge
Registration is at 10.00 on Saturday 8™ followed by first part of
the F1H contest with 3 1 hr 15 min rounds starting at 13.00.
There will be a dinner on Saturday night (cost around 25€). On
Sunday the remaining 2 flights will be from 9.00, flyoff at
11.00 and prize giving and snack at 12.00.

Flying fields are situated in the region called la Dombes, Ain,
on the left bank of the river Sadne between Misérieux (01600)
and Ars sur Formans (01480), a few minutes drive out of
Villefranche sur Sabne toll station on the A6 motorway.
Meeting point on the cereal silo A at+45°5824.36",
+4°49'33.45".

Entry fees: €20 for 1 or 2 categories (€10 for juniors). Please
reply before end of February and confirm numbers for dinner.
Contacts: Didier Chevenard d.chevenard@free.fr tel. +33 (0)6
11 39 41 65 and Andre Bailly andre.bailly0560@orange.fr tel
+33(0)6 07 88 99 59.

SOFIA CUP in Bulgaria has been brought forward 2 weeks
and will now be held on May 2-4.

STONEHENGE CUP has had to be moved forward by one
week to May 3-4 because Salisbury Plain is not available for
the original date due to a military exercise.

3 EVENTS IN POLAND have changed dates: Two FIABCQ
events have moved forward by one week (to avoid a clash with
Eifel Pokal): Kietrz Cup will now be on August 30 and
Raciborz Cup on August 31. The Governors Cup F1E has
moved back one week to September 7 — unfortunately now not
following the Euro Champs nor at the same time as the other
two F1E events.

ALMATY CUP in Russia has changed data again,, now going
from June back to its original dates of September 15-19.


http://f1jeurochallenge.jimdo.com/
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