CIAM Free Flight Subcommittee 2010
The 2010-11 Subcommittee has 21 members. There was a small change of composition since lats year but one of the two new members have failed to participate in discussions.

Subjects covered during the year have included:
· Restricted performance/low technology models to be flown alongside F1A F1B F1C had been the subject of a UK proposal to CIAM Plenary 2010. This had not been supported and was referred to the Subcommittee for further investigation. A major doubt at CIAM had been about giving the low technology models a performance advantage compared to the standard ABC models (i.e. longer towline, more rubber, longer motor runs respectively). During the year the FFSC generated possible specifications for models which would be flown alongside ABC under the same flight limits. While this answered the previously objection of the low technology models having more performance than regular models, when the FFSC voted it rejected the low technology idea – partly because without a performance advantage there would be little incentive to fly such models!  FFSC thus reports that no workable proposal could be found for low technology models to be flown alongside existing models.
· Model performance F1Q. During the 2010 FF Technical Meeting the conclusion had been that energy limiters could provide a solution to the performance limiting for the electric class. During the year there was only slow progress towards a suitable energy limiter and it was apparent that no proposal could be prepared for 2011. This would mean that there would be at least 2 more years flying to the existing specifications. Furthermore, a considerable number of flyers voiced concern about the complication of contests if energy limiters were to be monitored, giving some doubt about whether this solution would be accepted even when proposed. Consequently, more traditional model limitations were discussed for proposal to the 2011 Plenary meeting. The preferred approach has been to limit motor weight as a proportion of total model weight, with an upper limit to motor weight to restrict growth towards the most efficient large models. In addition a ban on modellers modifying cells from their manufactured condition has been proposed, to remove the risk in this approach which has been taken by at least one flyer.
· Radio DT. A proposal has been generated to ensure that radio is used only to terminate flights, not for stopping the motor during a regular flight.
· A revision to rules for each outdoor has been proposed which defines that all attempts and reflights must be launched during the scheduled rounds, currently accepted practice but not specified.

· A modification to the definition of free flight has been proposed to extend the ban on closed loop control systems to moving mass controls as well as the present aerodynamic controls definition.

· A proposal banning discus launch for all classes except F1N has been submitted, which followed initial discussion at the FF Technical Meeting 2010.

· The FFSC continues to support renumbering of the technical volumes of the Sproting Code according to the scheme proposed in 2009
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