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Elected as club officers at the January meetingw@eff Burns, XO; William Jowers, SO; Wes Wynn¢
TO, Wreno Wynne, Treasurer, Mike “Gryf” Weber, Sgtary. Mike Duffy was promoted from XO to
Co.

Winds were high, but the weather cooperated prettiotherwise for the January battle. See details
inside.

A new major project suddenly popped up: Inside,R/€able TV program (Outdoor Channel) is going
to come to our February battle and take video foegisode to be aired sometime in the future. A&n
all hands on deck, and all ships on the waterhabwe come off as favorably as possible. The tzatyr
battle falls on the 19

North Texas Battle Group
3524 County Road 1157
Greenville, TX 75401

“Big Gun Radio-Controlled
Warship Combat is one of the
most important advances in
guy thinking since the potato
gun.”

- Dave Barry



Scuttlebutt from the CO
- Mike Duffy, CO

| would bet that the reason | enjoy this hobby is
very similar why each of you enjoy it. One of
the things that do not get mentioned often is why
we enjoy the club. One reason that is very high
on my list, is | get to hang out with a group of
ambitious guys. The goals for 2005 may have
been fewer, yet no less ambitious. The recent
development of appearing on the Inside R/C
television show has given an opportunity to
accomplish a number of these goals early on. As
planned we will be able to check off as
completed the goals for a new promotional video
and a positive feature on local TV or newspaper.
Also we will have our first of two family

cookouts. During our meeting, | believe we
identified the best topics to be covered to put our
hobby and club in a very good light. It should
prove to be informative and entertaining. |
would ask of those of you who have volunteered
to speak on a topic to please send me an outline
of talking points. | have several reasons for.this
The major reason is so that your thoughts are
concise and poignant. The amount of time
available to make your points will be short, so
we want to be sure to get as much in as possible.
This will also give us as a club the chance to add
to or exclude certain points. We have a great
opportunity in this show to expose our hobby to
thousands.

Club Goals for 2005:

February, 2005 Events:

2/13 General Meeting

1:00 PM 627 Ridgemont Dr., Allen
Group Shipbuilding & Repair

2/19 Battle!
Star Brand Ranch, Kaufman
Inside R/C video shoot

10:00 AM Setup

10:34 AM Captains’ Meeting

11:00 AM Commence Firing

2:00 PM  Last patching allowed

4:00 PM Last re-arming/gas allowed

The response about my open invitation to the
July 8-10 North American Big Gun Operations
(working title) has been very positive. At this
time, WWCC plans to send 3 or 4, MBG up to 7,
CBG also 3. Others have been notified but have
not held an event yet to discuss. | am pleased
with the responses so far. Please do not discuss
this on the Big Gun list until the conclusion of

the February meeting. At this meeting we will
begin fleshing out the details of this event.
Translation, please come to the February meeting
and help us build a great first ever event liks.thi

The point man or persons have been added to edbh gbals, along with the current status. If hawue
input or wish to help accomplish a goal, pleasdanirthe person listed. If you are the point mizage

keep the CO posted prior to or at each meeting.

No battle-related injuries.
Responsible: All

Status: On Track

14 active captains with 1 or more ships, by year'snd.

Responsible: All

Hold 2 family cookout events.
Responsible: Jeff Garrison
Participate in 1 inter-club battle.
Responsible: Mike Weber
Hold 4 Non-battle related promotional events.
Responsible: All

Status: On Track
Status! skt for February battle
Status: Date set, peteisvitations sent

Status: None scheduled



Secure permission to use 3 battle sites and hold latast 1 battle at one of these sites.
Responsible: John Mainowski Status: Need update

Complete cannon benchmarks.

Responsible: Jerry Ethridge Status: Need update

Complete informational packet for prospective pondowners.

Responsible: John Mainowski Status: Need update

Conduct 13 battles in 2005.

Responsible: Jeff Burns XO Status: On Track

Hold 6 construction weekends during 2005.

Responsible: Mike Duffy CO Status: First schedwe Jeff’s house in February

Produce a second promotional video.

Responsible: Mike Weber Status: Inside R/C witlyide us a copy of what they shoot
Rule change committee to make recommendations foules cleanup.

Responsible: Jeff Burns Status: Several ruleg webmitted in January and voted on
Write equipment trailer specifications.

Responsible: Mike Weber Status: Need update

Get a positive feature on local TV or newspaper.

Responsible: Publicity Committee Status: Insidé Bdming in Feb, local paper to cover
Battle report to be published in each newsletter.

Responsible: Jeff Burns XO

Status: On Track

January Battle Report
- Jeff Burns, XO

In spite of a most unexpectedly beautiful day, the
first battle of the year got off to a slow start as
several ships experienced difficulties that
prevented or delayed launching. The HMS
Nelson was the first out and held the pond for a
good while before attempting to dock with the
heavy lifter. Unfortunately for the Nelson, she
was too far out on the platform and the lift
dumped her back into the sea unceremoniously.
Allied intelligence indicated HMS Nelson was
the primary initial target for the captains of VNS
Richelieu and VNS Dunkerque, and the
possibility of the heavy lifter being sabotaged
has not been ruled out at this time.

USS Missouri was the next to launch, and the
Axis responded swiftly with launching a
response in the form of VNS Richelieu and VNS
Dunkerque. The three danced and fired into one
another but with no serious damage. USS Dallas
attempted to launch as VNS Richelieu retired
with battle damage, but after the first test fifing
an electric firing valve stuck open and forced
Dallas’s captain to abandon his launch plans.
USS Dallas’s rival DKM Lutzow did launch,
however, and quickly joined VNS Dunkerque in
the quest to sink USS Missouri.

As the big ships retired to re-arm, SNS Espana
launched followed shortly by a freshly re-armed
DKM Lutzow and an engagement began without
serious damage on either side. Upon the
appearance of VNS Dunkerque, SNS Espana
retired to re-arm.  As the battle ground down,
there were no official sinks, but several close
calls, and the sea state was getting progressively
worse as the day went on. At nearly the end of
the battle the captain of SNS Espana noticed
VNS Richelieu low in the water and getting
swamped by waves. Seeing this as a target of
opportunity, SNS Espana’s captain orders an
intercept course for a good point-blank shot to be
placed on VNS Richelieu’s bow. Unfortunately
the helImsman misjudged the distance, and
realized too late that the Espana was UNDER the
Richelieu’s bow. Poor Espana barely registered
on Richelieu’s bridge as Richelieu plowed over
the little battleship’s hull and kept going.
Richelieu did make it back into port, but her hull
was filled with water looking something like the
Battlecruiser Lutzow after Jutland. With no

other opponents, Missouri retired as well ending
the first battle of the year.



Results of the 15-January-2005 battle:

Axis:
Ship Combat Points Cargo Points
FNS Richelieu 320
FNS Dunquerque 450
DKM Lutzow 380
Allies:
Ship Combat Points Cargo Points
Espana 185
HMS Nelson 190
USS Missouri 580
Totals:
Combat (Inflicted)  Cargo
Axis 955 0
Allies 1150 0

2005 Year-To-Date Standings:

Total Points Inflicted Total Points Achieved

- Combat - Cargo
Axis 955 0
Allies 1150

Cargo Runs Above On Below Result
32 0 0
24 4 2
23 4 1

Cargo Runs Above  On Below Result
11 1 1
14 2 8

2 33 8 1

A View From the Shore

- Wreno Wynne, Special Correspondent

It was a strange day in the Western Gulf.
Weather was predicted to be firgin and stormy
with high winds, but, surprisingly, it dawned
cool, clear, and still, ideal conditions for taking

to the seas. All of the merchant fleet had been
committed to shipyard facilities for repairs, and
their crews on leave, so no cargo was run. Much
of the Axis fleet was also in other waters, leaving
only the Richelieu, Dunkerque and Lutzow to
patrol against Allied incursion. And the
incursion came, with a task force of the Nelson,
Missouri, and Espana. The day was one spent of
ships dancing the dance, but unable to land a
fatal blow. Huge chunks of Lutzow's hull were
blown out, but her pumping crews were able to
keep her afloat until she could make it back to
port. The Richelieu and Dunkerque both
sustained enough damage that the Allies called
the day a victory, though the Missouri received
more damage than either. Strictly on damage, it
certainly appears to be a narrow Allied victory —
but statistics lie. The truth that the Alllies may
not want to publicize is that each Allied ship
found its way to the bottom this day.

The Nelson had a mishap in the shipyard,
tumbling off the launch crane, and sinking
immediately. In its first actual use, the grapnel
gun was able to rescue her. A Finnish sailor was
found survivng belowdecks, and was hauled off
for questioning in the mishap. It turns out he
was swimming nearby and was swept into the
Nelson in a freak accident. He was released.

The Missouri made it back to port, but settled to
the bottom at the dock.

In typical Franco-Spanish fashion, it was late in
the day, and the Richelieu and Espana were
bearing down on each other’s quarter, guns
bared. The Espana, however, made the mistake
of going hard to port, across the Richelieu’s path,
instead of starboard — a fatal mistake. She was
unable to clear the Richelieu’s bow, which rolled
her over to port, sinking her immediately. Such
was the force that the collision could be heard
clearly from shore. Richelieu was undamaged
by the incident.

Statistics often lie.



Safety

- William Jowers, SO

Not knowing what is really expected as a SO but
checking for safety problems, | decided to look
at the problem as a spectator. The first thing that
came to mind was mass confusion with BBs
flying all around. but the second thing was that
the safety rope was not far enough back about
10ft would be better, and more signs, glasses
picked up at the tables would be safer then
walking to rope and reaching to the ground to
pick a pair of glasses up. This means that we will
need signs before you get to tables.

The other thing brings me back to my diving
days when | had to get my tanks tested once a
year for corrosion (steel tanks every 2 years) and
you filled the tanks in a water bath in case they

Treasurer’'s Report
- Wreno Wynne, Treasurer

As of January 25, 2005:

broke or were dropped; a holder when you fill
would be nice to keep your hands from freezing.
Oh yes, thank everyone for electing me, | do not
know what a good job would be but to have
nobody get hurt so be safe, think safe and use
protection.

PS. | think that sounds like a Navy poster

(Editor's Note: | believe he meant “eye
protection”, but since this hobby is about
simulating many aspects of naval warfare, it's
probably best for everybody to observe
precautions on liberty calls as well as battles.)

Monthly Activity: Annual Summary:
Beginning Balance: $763.37 Beginning Balance: $763.37
Receipts: Receipts:
7 Membership Dues, Individual
@ 20 each $140.00 7 Membership Dues, individual,
1 Membership Dues, Family @ 20 each $140.00
@ $30 each $30.00 1 Family Membership Dues
6 Prepaid full year Battle Assessments @ $30 each $30.00
@ $50 each $300.00 Battle Assessments $300.00
0 Monthly Battle Assessments @ $5 each $0.00 Fund Raiser Sales $15.00
Fund Raiser Sales - T-shirts $15.00 Equipment Reimbursements $0.00
Equipment Reimbursements $0.00
Total Collected in Period $485.00 Total Collected in Period $485.00
Expenditures: Expenditures:

Shows $0.00
Ammunition $0.00  Ammunition $0.00
COo2 $0.00 COo2 $0.00
Newsletter $82.04  Newsletter $82.04
Other (Valve Repair) $0.00 Other $0.00
Total Expenditures $82.04 Total Expenditures $82.04
Net Change for month: $402.96 Net Change for Year to Date: $402.96
Ending Balance: $1,166.33 Ending Balance: $1,166.33



Shiphandling and Maneuvering
- John Mianowski

Myths About Differential Steering

A lot of people seem to have a misunderstanding
of exactly how ships turn. In particular, it is
believed by many that differential steering — the
application of different thrusts to opposite sides
of their ship — can seriously improve the
maneuverability of their ships. As will be

shown, this is not the case.

| believe that a major source of this
misconception comes from the fact that
differential steering is used quite effectively in
tracked vehicles — bulldozers, tanks, etc. The
reason that this works in tracked vehicles is
because the Center of Rotation (the point around
which everything else rotates) is directly
between the sources of thrust as shown in Figure
1

Figure 1.
Differential Steering In A Tracked Vehicle.

The trouble with trying to apply this idea to ships
is that, to make it work the same way, a ship’s
Center of Rotation would need to be between the
propellers. However, the point around which a
ship pivots as it turns if much forward — usually
about 1/3 of the way back from the bow, as
shown in Figure 2.:

Figure 2.
Differential Steering Applied To A Ship.

The effect of trying to apply differential steering
to a ship is going to be disappointing at best,
because the ship’s Center of Rotation is not

directly between the sources of thrust, the
propellers. Even if it were, the force would have
to overcome the resistance of the hull through
the water as you attempted to push it around.

Ships steer by directing the propwash across a
rudder. When the rudder is turned, some of the
thrusting force created by the propellers is
diverted to an angle other than dead astern. As
we all know from our Physics educations, every
action must have an equal and opposite reaction.
The action of diverting some of the propellors’
thrusting force to the side has the reaction of
applying force in the opposite direction, through
the rudder post, to the stern of the ship. This
causes the ship to rotate about its Center of
Rotation, effecting the desired turn as shown in
Figure 3.:

Figure 3.
Ship Steering Under Way.

But shipsdo spin themselves around! We've all
seen it. Well, yes you have, and yes they do —
but they don't do it while under way. This sort

of “steering” is reserved for terminal maneuvers,
pierside. The ability to do this is based on the
fact that propellers produce side force in addition
to rear force, as shown in Figure 4.:

Figure 4.
Propeller Side Force.

Reversing the port-side prop can swing the stern
over to a pier on the starboard side. The effect i
caused by the difference in pressure between the
top and bottom of the propeller, and is not
noticeable in 1:144 scale.



