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The Comets’ Tale 

 
Coming 

Up! 
 

 

 

 

25-27 March 
SBRCM Float Fly, Lake 

Cachuma 
 

14 April 
Comets Meeting  

 Note Date Change 
 

16-17 April 
Comets Float Fly 

 
First Sunday of each 

Month 
Open House at Santa 

Paula Airport 
 

 

 From the President 
 
 
Hello everybody.  Last year we lost a fellow flyer and great friend to many of us, 
Bud Scolari.  The heir to his estate has donated to the club all of Bud’s flying gear 
and what few planes & helicopters he had at the time of his passing.  John Dugan, 
Mike Ambarian and myself worked with the county officials handling Bud’s es-
tate with inventorying all of Bud’s stuff back in December.  We now have it in 
our possession and at the March meeting our plans are to auction off what we can 
and give away the rest.  The proceeds from the auction will go into the club treas-
ury.  Most of the gear is old and not in the best of shape, but there are some new 
items (engines, spinners, hardware, chargers, etc.) that you may want in your 
flight box.  He had two electric planes and two helicopters.   There are a lot of 
odds and ends that will probably be given away, so please mark your calendar for 
the 17th, and plan on attending.  We will do the auction immediately following the 
meeting.  See ya on the 17th, and safe flying. 
                                            

                                                                                         George BostonGeorge BostonGeorge BostonGeorge Boston    
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ROOT’S RAMBLING!    This month I have a few pictures of some 
of the club members and what they are flying.  Picture 1 shows 
Alastair Brennan’s Air Force Thunderbirds formation.  He had a 
servo problem and couldn’t fly it this day.  I haven’t heard if he has 
flown it since.  He built it from Model Airplane News magazine 
plans.  I remember the article when it came out about a hundred 
years ago.  Actually I think the magazine article was in the 60’s.  
Originally the planes were finished like the Navy Blue Angels and 
powered by a .15 engine (in the front airplane). I believe Alastair is 
using a .25.  The outside plane’s outer ailerons are utilized and the 
full span flaps on the aft plane are used as elevators.  It should fly and it certainly is different.  It reminds me of 
all the interesting things people flew in the old days that I didn’t have time to try, but I will have to tell you 

about my flying 
saucer experience 
later.   
      
 
Pictures 2 and 3 
show Mike Thomas 
and his gas powered 
Sukhoi.  
 
  

 
 
Mike and Alastair are discussing 
Mike’s Northrop P-61 in Picture 4.  It 
is powered by .46 glow engines and it 
took some fiddling to get them to run 
properly.  Mike had an engine failure 
on takeoff but managed to get it down 
safely.  Once he got the engines run-
ning properly it flew very well (see pic-
ture 5).  
 
 

 
  
 
Dennis Fingold and 
his OS 1.6 glow en-
gine powered Ulti-
mate biplane are 
shown in picture 6 
and I have included a 
flight shot in 7. 
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A few weeks ago Berny Hammer crashed his Quaker, kept the tail 
feathers and equipment, and trash canned the rest.  TJ Moran took 
the pieces home, got a old 
empennage from Don 
Ashworth, and put it back 
together but with electric 
power as shown in picture 8.  
The color scheme may be a 
bit odd, but It flies very well 
(as a Quaker should) as 
shown in picture 9.  This re-
build project kept TJ from 

finishing a Quaker he has been building for a while.   
 
 
 
 
In picture 10 he is 
shown assembling 
this 2 times size 
Quaker at the field 
prior to covering it.   
Pictures 11, 12, and 
13 give some per-

ception of size.  
It is powered with a large gas engine and has a 14 foot wing 
span.  It currently 
weighs 38 pounds 
without covering.   
TJ is an excellent 
builder as shown by 
the beautiful wing 
construction in pic-
ture 14.  As I’m 
writing this I just 

got an 
email from 
TJ and he 
has the fu-
selage cov-
ered as shown in picture 15. 
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  Let’s talk about flying saucers 
or more accurately a particular 
one.  In the August 1952 issue of 
the Air Trails model magazine 
there was an article describing a 
small free flight flying saucer 
designed by Roy L. Clough, Jr. 
and powered by a K&B .020 In-
fant engine.  The sketch and 
plans are shown in pictures 16 
and 17.  It had a length of 20 in. 
and a width (span) of 13 in.  A 
friend of mine built one and flew 
it quite a bit.  I was just starting 
my Sophomore year in high 

school and thought it was pretty neat.   
  In the late 70’s I started working with a lady whose company  wanted to produce and sell a flying toy.  She 
had attended a toy show in Germany and seen a flying platform with multiple motors.  She was looking for 
something simple (cheap) which meant it had to be built for under $10.00.  There are lots of helicopters 
etc. available now in this price range but 
the electronics weren’t invented yet in 
1978.  I suggested an electric powered 
radio controlled flying saucer based on 
the free flight model from my youth.  In 
my experiments I found that I could 
make it out of foam and fly it with one 
channel which operated ailerons at the 
trailing edge.  With proper deferential 
movement I could achieve nose up trim 
in the turns.  This was all done mechani-
cally.   I Also found that the slot was un-
necessary and the model was actually 
more stable without it.  I experimented 
with planform shape and found that it 
worked best if the aspect ratio was kept 
less than one (length more than span).  
With a simple brushed motor driven by a 
couple of NiCad’s, a switch to turn in on, 
a small servo, receiver ,and battery pack 
the total weight was less than 5 oz. To fly 
it we just turned it on and threw it.  I 
think the model was somewhat bigger 
than the old free flight model.  They were 
never able to get the manufacturing cost below about $15.00 and the project died, but I had fun doing it and 
they bought the materials. I also found that it was a lot more fun flying  these things with two channels control-
ling elevons.  I have a couple of pictures around but can’t seem to find them at the moment.  
     Anyway, I hope some of you get interested in unusual flying shapes, and thanks Alastair for experimenting 
with weird flying things.  I’ll be back next month. 
 

    Bob Root 
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MINUTES OF THE FEBRUARY 2011 MEETING 

 
  President George Boston called the February meeting to order at 7:34pm.  21 members were present. And in 
typical fashion the group approved the Minutes and Treasurer’s report. We heard from the Treasurer that to 
date the membership is at 55 members. 
 
  The Field/Safety Officer as well as the Park Liaison Officer were unfashionably absent so there was no report 
from these two departments. 
 
  Pres. George revisited the member’s concern of which gates will be locked/unlocked when rains flood the 
Lake property. George will follow-up this month with the Lake to discuss this. 
 
Old Business: 
  As of the evening of the meeting there had been no action from the auditory committee for the Treasurer,  
although at the end of the meeting I saw them poring over the books. I expect we will hear the result at the 
next meeting 
  The Calendar of events is posted on the Comets web site. You all have this bookmarked, right?                               
                                                                    www.vccomets.com 
  Club/Hobby promotion – There was talk of getting together with the other local clubs to produce a flyer as 
well as assembling staff and a building project for the County Fair. We were going to check with Vern Morse-
man of Ventura Hobbies for info about the fair; costs, expectations, etc. As the rumor is there may be an 
“Education” booth that can be manned at no cost. 
 

New Business: 

  There was no new business and no models of the month. 
  The meeting ended at 8:19 after a few lucky folks won prizes. 

Alastair Brennan 

 
 
Here’s a Mystery Plane… 
Do you know what this is? 
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Latest News on the FAA Situation 

by Dave Mathewson, AMA President 

 

  AMA continues to work hard to preserve the future of model aviation, just as the FAA continues to work toward regu-
lating model aircraft. The pending regulations—really intended to focus more on the commercial, public-use small Un-
manned Aircraft Systems (sUAS) that want to assimilate into the National Airspace System (NAS)—will most likely 
have some impact on model aviation. In fact, while the FAA bylaws cannot tell us exactly what will be in the proposed 
rule, they have told us it will include some restrictions that modelers are not going to like. 
   
  As you know, AMA has an internal workgroup that has been developing a set of standards for aeromodeling that, once 
adopted by the FAA, will allow modelers who operate within the standards some latitude from the restrictions in the 
(default) rule. 
   
  Developing our standards has been nearly a two-year process and once completed, will be vetted through the entire 
model aviation community for comment before they are sent to the FAA for consideration. The members who make up 
our workgroup come from a diverse modeling background and bring an incredible amount of knowledge and expertise to 
the table. They have worked countless hours on our members’ behalf (www.modelaircraft.org/aboutama/
govcontact.aspx). 
Since the regulatory effort began, we have been asking our members to be aware and engaged in its progress and to be 
prepared to react when the time is right. That time is here. The proposed rule will be released as a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making (NPRM) later this year. Although the original release date was scheduled for June, it now looks like it’s 
been pushed back until late July or early August. 
 
  AMA has developed a multipart strategy to deal with this impending regulation. The first part, working with the FAA 
to develop standards to allow modelers latitude from the rule, has been the most visible—until now. The March issue of 
Model Aviation magazine, which you should have received in the last couple of weeks, outlines phase two of our plan. In 
this phase, we’re asking our members to reach out to their elected representatives and tell them about the positive aspects 
of model aviation, its value as a family recreational activity, the value as an educational tool, and the fact that model 
aviation is a perfect stepping stone for our children that can lead them to careers in aviation and aerospace.  
 
  We want to point out that unnecessary regulation of model aviation can have a serious negative economic impact on an 
entire industry that supports what we do. In short, we need to educate our federal representatives, and this needs to be 
done in advance of the release of the NPRM. 
All of this is outlined in detail in Model Aviation magazine as well as on a special section of the AMA Web site at 
www.modelaircraft.org/gov. There you will find background information on the entire process and learn more about 
AMA’s team working on your behalf. There is also an area that will provide some suggested text that you may use to 
automatically draft a letter to your representatives along with a way to identify who those representatives are. 
 
  The third phase of our plan will be an additional campaign in response to the NPRM, if necessary. Since we won’t 
know exactly what the NPRM will contain until it’s released in the Federal Register, we won’t know how to react to it 
until then. 
 
  What we all need to do today is to visit the AMA Web site and draft a letter to Congressional representatives to let 
them know about all the positive aspects of model aviation and the potential harm that overly onerous regulations may 
cause to a viable recreational and educational family activity. As Leader Members and club officers, I’m asking that all 

of you please inform your membership and modeling friends of the importance of becoming involved. Ask them to 
send a letter to their representatives. It will only take a few minutes to help preserve the future of an activity that we all 
enjoy. 
See you next time … 
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IMPORTANT SPECIAL NOTICE 

The April Comets meeting has been moved from 21 April (third Thursday) to 14 April (second Thursday.) 
Kunkle Hall (our regular meeting room) has been reserved for 14 April. 

 

 

I got a note from Ron Scott about the problems that have been encountered by some modelers using JR’s Spek-

trum systems.  JR has finally gotten around to admitting that these systems have some limitations and they've 

addressed these problems with a frequency agile modification.  Here is some information for owners of those 

systems: 

 

What is DSMX? 

DSMX builds upon the incredible DSM2 technology you have come to know and trust. After years of development and 
in the field use, DSMX is an evolution of DSM2 2.4 GHz technology, destined to deliver the most robust, reliable, and 
efficient level of RF link possible in the modeling world today. 
DSMX is for those modelers who enjoy attending mega events where large numbers of 2.4 systems are on at once. An-
other great part about all of this is the forward/backward compatibility of DSMX to DSM2 is such that no current tech-
nology becomes orphaned with the release of today's or future DSM transmitter products. 
It is a new, frequency agile evolution of Spektrum 2.4GHz technology that matches the consistently superior speed and 
data capacity of DSM2 with the most advanced frequency shifting algorithm to date.  
 

Should I purchase the DSMX add-on? 

Before investing in the DSMX transmitter add-on, there are several important facts about DSMX you need to know: 

• To realize the full benefits of DSMX technology you must have both a DSMX Transmitter and a DSMX Re-
ceiver  

• DSM2 transmitters are compatible with DSMX receivers. Likewise, should you add-on to a DSMX transmitter, 
the DSM2 receivers you have now will be compatible with it.  

• Because DSM2 and DSMX share the same wide-band DSSS foundation, all Spektrum users will enjoy superior 
range, speed and precision whether they're using DSM2 equipment, DSMX equipment or a combination of both.  

• The difference a DSMX system makes is only apparent when hundreds of 2.4GHz systems are in use at once.* 
DSM2 users who rarely, if ever, fly in big events or other exceptionally "noisy" 2.4GHz environments may find 
the DSM2 equipment they have now is all they will ever need.  
 
*A DSMX system refers to a DSMX transmitter in use with a DSMX receiver.  

 

Just How Good is DSMX? 

In multiple tests, 100 DSMX systems were operated simultaneously for extended periods of time. During these tests not 
a single case of RF link loss, latency increase or control degradation was experienced or recorded. 
 

Does DSMX have ModelMatch and ServoSync? 

Yes. DSMX will provide users with these and the many other exclusive Spektrum advantages they already enjoy with 
DSM2.  
 

Can I send in my DSM or DSM2 Receivers for the DSMX add-on? 

Horizon Hobby can not add DSMX Technology to any DSM or DSM2 Receivers. 
Transitioning to DSMX will result in loss of compatibility with DSM technology. (Spektrum AR6000, Spektrum 
BR6000) 
However, because DSM2 and DSMX share the same wide-band DSSS foundation, all Spektrum users will enjoy supe-
rior range, speed and precision whether they're using DSM2 equipment, DSMX equipment or a combination of both.* 
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*DSM2 and DSMX Remote receivers are not interchangeable. 
 

Is the DSMX add-on available for my JR 72 MHz transmitter? 

The DSMX add-on is only compatible with 2.4 GHz transmitters. 
 
 

Is the DSMX add-on available for my JR 12X MV transmitter? 

Yes, the DSMX add-on is compatible with your transmitter. 
 
Important Note: After you complete your order, you are only required to send in your 2.4Ghz module to receive the 
DSMX add-on. You do not have to include your transmitter. 

What is the process to request an add-on? 

• Click on the appropriate add-on for your transmitter.  

• Order the add-on as you would order any other product. Cost of the add-on includes shipping to the Horizon 
Hobby Service Center.  

• The shipping method you select during the checkout process applies to your return shipment and is not included 
within the price of the add-on. All return shipping will be "signature required."  

• Please use accurate shipping information, billing information and email address when placing your DSMX add-
on order.  

• Your order confirmation screen will contain additional information about sending your transmitter in to the Hori-
zon Hobby Service Center. You must print out this confirmation and include it within your shipment.  

• You will receive a pre-paid shipping label via email that you must print and use on the outside of your shipment.  

• Please back up all data and information before packaging your transmitter.  

• Please pack your transmitter appropriately to avoid shipping damages. Do not include LiPo batteries within your 
shipment.  

• Track the status of your add-on request by accessing the online Service Center at http://www.horizonhobby.com/
Service  

 

What Products are Eligible for the DSMX Add-on? 

JR 12X 
If you wish to add-on your JR 12X you will need to purchase this product: JRP12XUPG 
Note: If you purchased your JR 12X on or after November 1, 2010 you are eligible for a full add-on refund. Visit the 
product add-on page for details. 

JR 11X 
If you wish to add-on your JR 11X you will need to purchase this product: JRP11XUPG 
Note: If you purchased your JR 11X on or after November 1, 2010 you are eligible for a full add-on refund. Visit the 
product add-on page for details. 

JR X9503 
If you wish to add-on your JR X9503 you will need to purchase this product: JRPX9503UPG 
Note: If you purchased your JR X9503 on or after November 1, 2010 you are eligible for a full add-on refund. Visit the 
product add-on page for details. 
JR X9303 

If you wish to add-on your JR 9303 you will need to purchase this product: JRPX9303UPG 

Spektrum DX7 
If you wish to add-on your Spektrum DX7 you will need to purchase this product: SPMDX7UPG 
Note: The Spektrum DX7 Special Edition is not eligible for the DSMX add-on. 

Spektrum DX6i 
If you wish to add-on your Spektrum DX6i you will need to purchase this product: SPMDX6iUPG 
 

Page 8 



Where is your Center of Gravity? 

 
A modeler reported to me recently that he crashed a new airplane on its first flight. After some research he found 

that the Center of Gravity (CG) location printed in the manual was off by more than two inches and this tail-heavy con-
dition contributed to the crash. When he spoke to the distributor about the incident, the company told him the proper CG 
was in an addendum on its Web site—an addendum that, obviously, was unknown to him. He reported this to me, not 
only out of personal frustration, but also as a safety issue. The errant model could have caused a lot of damage on its 
short, first flight. 

In its remarks to the modeler, the distributor reported it was not at fault, because it had published the addendum 
and, additionally, the builder is solely responsible for what happens to his model. As you know, most manuals actually 
go to great lengths stating the manufacturer and distributor are not responsible for the airplane after it is sold. 

There are two questions here. First, should the distributor have made a greater effort to correct the misstated CG 
location? That answer is simple. Yes it should have. The correct center of gravity is a critical measurement for safe 
flight. It is boldly stated in many manuals, but in some manuals, mostly those intended for trainers and other beginner 
airplanes, the critical CG is not even mentioned. It assumed to be in the correct spot if the builder follows instructions. 

I think modelers, magazines, and reviewers should make every effort to report inadequate instruction manuals. 
The phrase “this is a builder’s kit” or “designed for the experienced modeler” is the innocuous tagline that alerts us to 
manual deficiencies in most reviews. We are far too tolerant of poor instructions. Many online sales sites allow the buyer 
to post reviews or comments. We should complain loudly about inadequate instructions or, in the case of many Chinese 
imports, the total absence of coherent instructions at all. The squeaky wheel gets the grease—demand better instructions. 
If the comments affect the sales dollars, they will listen. 

And, in like fashion, the companies that take the time to provide great manuals should be commended for their 
efforts. 

The second question: Is the modeler ultimately responsible for the CG of his airplane? The answer is, again, yes. 
Builders often replace parts from their ARFs they believe are sub-standard or too weak to hold a load. They do 

that to protect their investment, but also in the interest of safety. In light of this, and other incidents like it, we should 
also be skeptical of the CG reported in manual. Don’t blindly trust that it is correct. Do a rough calculation yourself. 

The CG is not hard to figure and there are many references out there that explain the calculation. Google: 
“calculating CG on an airplane wing” and you get pages of results. The general rule of thumb is that the Center of Grav-
ity is about 25-30% of the wing cord (wing width) at the Mean Aerodynamic Chord (MAC). The MAC is the center of a 
rectangular wing or its equivalent in a tapered or swept wing. 

 
 

 
That sounds very technical, but for a rectangular wing (constant 
cord) the CG is 25-30% back from the leading edge anywhere 
on the wing. If the wing is 10 inches wide, the CG should be 
about 2.5 inches in from the leading edge. Many model design-
ers put the main spar at this point, making it even easier to lo-
cate. 
 

 
 
On a tapered or swept wing it is a little harder to find the MAC, but not impossible. For those mathematically 

impaired, like I am, it is simplest to go to a web-based CG calculator like this one: www.scaleaero.com/
CG_Calculator.htm. 

Before you techie guys get too critical, this is an oversimplification of the CG calculation, but focus on the mes-
sage. All modelers, beginning and experienced, should know how important the calculation is, and check it, before the 
first flight. Also, the definition of the CG and its importance should be part of the instruction manual for new fliers. 

Before the first flight, mark the manufacturer’s CG location on the root of each wing. Put one finger on each side 
of the fuselage at the CG and lift the finished airplane (minus fuel) off the work bench. It should stay level or tip slowly 
nose down. If it falls quickly toward the tail, you need to do your own CG calculation. Be skeptical—get it right. There 
is an old saying “A nose heavy airplane doesn’t fly very well; a tail heavy airplane doesn’t fly very long.” 
We are ultimately responsible for the models we build, but manufactures and distributors should step up too. This is a 
safety issue. Safety should be as big a driving factor as sales. � 
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