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THE AVRO ARROW STORY: 
THE PERSPECTIVE OF RUSSELL !SINGER 

; Russell !singer 1s what you might call I Canada for the design and production 
! a "reformed Arrowhead" an : of what became the CF-100 Canuck 
; "Arrowhead" being the name militant : interceptor. It was a time of 
: fans of the A HO Arrow fighter Jet have : "technomania" -- an abiding faith in the 
• applied to themselves. He was one of : ability of technology to solve military 
; those many Canadians who believed ' problems. It was also a time of great 
: the delta-winged fighter plane (star of tension: in early 1950s, the Berlin 
; CBC's much-ballyhooed "docu-drama" blockade was only recently over, the 
l in January) was killed off by a foolish Soviet Union had acquired nuclear 
' t~ ral government under pressure of I weapons, there was sustained warfare 
t,. - nefanous Yanks. So when Isinger i in Korea and armed confrontation in 
was casting about for a subject for a Central Europe. Canada faced the 
master's thesis in political studies at the particular challenge of protecting itself 
University of Saskatchewan, a from the threat of Soviet aircraft 
professor challenged him to "go prove coming over the Arctic. One response, 

: it". Available nearby were the "masses the Avro Arrow, would be born, die 
of documents" at the Diefenbaker and eventually spa'wn a group of pro­
Centre at the University;_ of Arrow enthusiasts who pushed the 
Saskaetchewan. where Isinger had "legend" of an incompetent 
worked as a summer to~-gutde. After government pressured into abandoning 
spending years diggiI)g into the Arrow the Arrow by Machiavellian Americans 
affair, Russell (who spoke to the desperate to eliminate a commercial 
Roland Groome CA.HS chapter Jan. 9, and military competitor. 
concluded the Arrowheads -- and the 
senes- were \>.Tong. 

f racing the history of this 

The books inspired by the Arrow affair 
(Arrow continued on page 3) 

:ontroversial aircraft, !singer took it -----------------
,ack to the Second World \Var and the nside This Issue 
Ii fficulties the RCAF faced m ----------------
,cquiring foreign-built combat aircraft he Avro Arrow Story page j 
or its Home War Establishment units. .. .......... · ·•· .. 

... - •,·. · ·. 

"his led to Canada's wartime decision • .·· .·•' page2 
J IT4d sophisticated aircraft like the 
1o~'t..iito and Lancaster. Postwar, this 
:d to the awarding of contracts to • ··• •· •• ·, · .. · 

anadair for construction ( under • nowbirds Schedule ··· •· ·• page 7 
cence) of North Amencan F-86 Sabre 

hat If Arrow Survived page 7, 

rcraft and. significantly, to AHo News File 8 

February 1997 

The highest v.:,ndch11l in mere tb:: :: 
decade wasn't enough to deter most 
Chapter members and guests from 
attending our regular January 
meeting at the Flying Club. .-\nd no 
one went home disappointed as guest 
speaker Russell lsinger from 
Saskatoon entertained us with his 
research on the :\Ho :\rrow. His 
factual account of the political 
intrique surrounding this Canadian 
story provided an interesting 
backdrop to the CBC version a few 
days later (I really enJoyed the TV 
version, incidentally). It seems that 
no matter how much research has 
been done over the past -+0 years. our 
perceptions of the .-\rrow program 
retain a mythical quality. I wonder if 
the myth will still persist -+0 years 
from now. 

We have been invited to participate 
again this year at the Second Annual 
Regina Indoor Air Show. This \\lll 

be held at the Science Centre from 
March 15 to I 6. We will be putting a 
display together and will be looking 
for volunteers to man this. If you can 
help for a hour or two. please call 
Will Chabun at 586-7091. We can't 
do it without you! \Ve also expect to 
have a display at the Saskatchewan 
Air Show o,·er the July 5-6 weekend 
so watch for further announcements. 

~(>UH~ 
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! are a mixed bag, wi-th !singer crediting 
Ron Pages 's book on the .-\rrow's 
technical aspects as being nothing less 
than superb. Greig Stewart's and 
James Dows' books ("Shutting Down 
the National Dream" and "The 
Arrow", respectively, as "very fine" 
and Murray Peden's "Fall of an 
Arrow" as acceptable, if biased. But 
other books (like "There Never Was 
An Arrow" by E.K. Shaw and "Storm 
of Controversy" by Palm1ro 
Campagna) "are of questionable 
utility", he said. Alas. professional 
h1stonans have failed to respond to the 

i "the Arrowheads". Now, though. most 

I

•' federal government papers from this 
, era have been declassified "and the 
I history can be told". 

The A \.TO Canada organization was 
born from Victory Aircraft , which 

r---< built hundreds of Lancaster bombers 
during the Second World War. 
Postwar. Federal Reconstruction 
Minister C.D . Howe -- the so-called 
"minister of everything"-- saw 
considerable peacetime potential in 
the Canadian aviation industry (q.v . , 
Fred Shortt's December 1994 talk to , 
the Roland Groome chapter on the 
development of Canada's aircraft 
industry). In an example of what is 
now c:allcd .. pr,vatizat1on .. ', Howe 
MeicMd &o sell m. Orm to Bri&ain'a ......... ~ .}--·~ .......... 
(Anodw:r WIIUme Oowu carpontion. 
T\l'bo llnnrch. became Orenda 
Enaine Ltd.. also 1n Hawker-

• Siddeley's hands.) Avro Canada. as 
Victory Aircraft was renamed. got off • 
to what !singer called "a promising ' 
start", des1gnmg and building the C-

concentrate on the CF- 100 Canuc k 
interceptor at a cnrical time in East­
West relations. This cancellat10n of 
the Jetlmer, with its considerable 
commercial potential. was "perhaps 

' the real tragedy" in this entire matter. 
Ismger suggested. The CF-100 itself 
was a considerable success. By the 
end of its product10n run, some 692 
had been built, with 53 exported to 
Belgium. In all, this project cost 

! about $750 million and was only • 
"moderately over budget." The 
robust "Clunk" stayed in Canadian 
service as an electronic warfare 
aircraft until the early I 980s. 

Production of the doughty Cinuck 
had JUSt begun when the RC..\..F . 
looking at the future, issued a 
specification- for a replacement 
aircraft. The requirements team was 
dispatched overseas in ! 952, and 1 

found that no foreign type then in 
development would be suitable. The 
CF-! OO's successor would have to be 
developed and built in Canada .. -\.nd 
why not? The economy was healthy 
and could support expenditures on a 
new aircraft. In addition to arming 
the RCAF. this proJect would 
obviously keep down unemployment 
and promote a sense of national pnde. 
Those were heady times for the 
RCAF . In the mid-1950s. 1ts 
manpower streniith passed that of the 
&rm)' . The~ c,ustcd. as l11nger put tt. 
•a ~ that there was little Canada 
could not accomplish 1f 1t put its mind 
lo It ." 

CD. Howe announced in December 
1953 that the Department of Defence 
Production had awarded A no Canada ' 
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S l .5 and S2.0 billion . The relationship 
between Howe and A. \TO 1s worth 
exp loring. 

The development of the CF-! 05. for 
example. was not without problems. 
notably the fuselage-wing JOmt and 
series production . Despite this, the 
cabinet approved a contract for 38 
Arrows, 11 powered by the Pratt & 
\Vhitney J- 75 and 29 pre-production 
aircraft. to be powered by the as-yet ­
undeveloped Orenda Iroquois. There 
was also to be a new production 
system that would see no hand- built 
prototypes: instead the first batch of 
aircraft coming nght off the assembly 
I ine. Inherent in this. of course. was an 
assumption that production \vould go 
ahead. Given A\To's earlier problems. 
Howe admitted this complicated 
concept "gives me the shudders". 
Support for the Arrow. officially 
unveiled to Parliament in June 1955 . 
was not unanimous. The '.'Iat1onal 
. ..\eronaut1cal Establishment disputed 
some of AHo s performance 
proJecttons and army generals began 
suggesting that guided missiles soon 
would make obsolete a1rcraft like the 
.-\.rrow . .\1oreover. money put into the 
.-\.rrow program was money that would 
not go to other arms of the military. 
including the replacement for the 
RCAFs Sabre fighters. 

i 102 Jetliner. Britain's deHav11land 
Comet beat 1t into the :m by a mere 
two \Veeks: there was nothing 

, a contract for the development of the 

The Arrow's per-unit cost was now pu t 
at S2.6 mdl1on and nobody knew \\ hi.:r. 
1t \VOuld enter ser,1ce . (Si1.:nifrcanrlv 
a special project office, to ~o-ordm:ii~ 
these four complica ted sys tems . \\.JS 

not set up unttl 195 7.) Defence 
\11nister Ralph Campney was 
dispatched to the US to inquire about 
a large-scale purchase. :\io luck . The 
same year. the federal cabinet bel.!an 
reviewing the program every ~six 
months: by I 957. the L.iberal 
go\·ernment had indicated to _.\ \TO th::it 
the Arrow could be cancelled at am 
time. Moreover. the obv1ou-s 
complexity of the new aircraft meant 

I comparable m American aircraft 
~ factories. But A vro Canada. 

/ ominously, was unable to sell 1t to 
1 either Trans Canada Airlines or 
I 

i Howard Hughes' TWA. Tots project 
/ was canceled so Avro Canada could 

new aircraft. It was assumed that the 
engines would come from Bntam. 
and the missiles and fire-control 
system from the U.S. That would be 

' a total of four systems. only one of 
which wot,dd be developed in Canada. 
Bet'A-·een 500 and 600 aircraft would 
be needed, at a total cost of between 



A~·ro Arrow Mk./ 25201 unveiled (DND photo) 

I 
: (.~"ow continued from page 3) 

! the RCAF's auxiliary squadrons, seen, 
I ~erhaps a bit unfairly as "weekend 

~ yers", would not be able to operate 
·.e mammoth machine. This reduced 

the requirement to between 200-300 
aircraft, from 500-600, and boosted 
the per-unit cost. Runways at exiting 
RCAF bases would have to be 
lengthened to handle it. Another 
complication: Hughes Aircraft 
"balked" at continuing to develop the 
radar fire-control system, called Astra 
I; so the government decided to go it 
alone. The idea of developing a 
Canadian air-to-air m issile waned, 
so the government "snapped up" the 
Sparrow II, a cancelled US Navy 
program. From overseeing one 
expensive development program (the 
airframe) Canada was now overseeing 
four (airframe, electronics, weapon 
and engine). !singer says all 
documentary evidence confirms that 
the Liberal federal government was 
prepared to cancel the Arrow in 1957. 

I However. it also realized this would 
: be "polit1cal poison" before an 

ection. 

I 

1 It is important to understand that A vro 
had developed a kind of political clout 
of its own, for it, its subsidiaries and 
its contractors had 41,000 employees. 
most concentrated in the politically 
influential Toronto area. It can be 
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Avro Arrow .\fk. I 15:0J on approach 1D."-.D pho10; 

speculated that the Liberals planned 
to cancel 11 after the 1957 election. 
However. to the surprise of virtually 
everyone, John Diefenbaker's 
Progressive Conservatives won that 
election. forming a minority 
government. Diefenbaker's 
government faced three military 
problems: I. NA TO had asked 
Canada to purchase and equip its 
European squadrons with a new 
aircraft for a new role: nuclear strike 
and reconnaissance. 2 . The U.S. was 
pressuring Canada for a signature on 
a pact committing the two countries ! 

to co-operat10n in the air defence of ' 
North America -- the NORAD 
agreement -- which the RCAF 
supported. Diefenbaker dallied and 
then, without consulting anybody , 
signed it. setting off considerable 
controversy. 3. The future of the 
Arrow. 

The NORAD agreement led to a 
rough ride in the Commons. making 
the government wary of future 
controversies. Moreover, the 
Conservatives had only a minority 
government and thus recoiled from 1 

decisions that might cost them 
popularity. The national economy 
was slowing down. yet Diefenbaker 
could not bnng himself to cancel the 
...\rrow yet, said Isinger. who said the 
orime minister "always hooed the 

postponements might beget miracles" 
-- presumably. a large purchase by a 
foreign buyer. Thus. m October ! 95 7 
did "Dief' accept a recommendation 
to continue work on the proJeCt. 
specifically for 29 aircraft at a cost of 
S 172 million. Whatever the 
government intended. !singer said. 
"Avro saw ,vhat it wanted to see in this 
decision" -- apparently a green light to 
the entire proJect. Thus was the 
Arrow rolled out in a lavish ceremony. 

Ominously, it was overshadowed in 
the next day's headlines by an event of 
cosmic s1gn1ficance : the launch mto 
orbit of the planet· s first man-made 
satellite. the Soviet Union's Spumik. 
Almost overnight. fear of Soviet 
bombers was replaced by fear of 
Soviet missiles . Moreover, the 
requirement for Arrows had been 
halved again. to about 100-150 
aircraft. with the costs sp1ralrng 
higher. So far . S300 million had been 
spent on the proJect. An estimated 
58 7 1 million would be needed to 
finish it. Each Arrow. !singer claims. 
would have cost m the VJCinity of S12 
m1ll1on . By this point. the RCAF was 
getting a full 50 per cent of the 
defence budget. The army and na\·y 
realized there would not be much 
money for their o,vn proJects : new 
frigates, armored personnel earners 

rArro"· c-on1111u~d 011 pm;re 51 
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,.md unguided surface-to-surface 
• Honest John rocke ts . There was also 
intra-service rivalry ,vithin the RCAF. 

i for non-NORAD units wanted 
' surface-to-air missiles and strike 
• aircraft. Ismger referred to a "growing 
rift" between the RCAF elements 
committed to NA TO and NORAD. 

The Central Intelligence Agency 
confirmed the growing threat from 

. Soviet missiles. Duncan Sandys, 
: Britain's defence minister, issued a 
; high-profile white paper predicting 
i growing use of guided weapons. 
; Another factor would soon change. In 
: March 1958, the Progressive 
' Conservative government was 
: returned with an over.vhelming 
• maJority -- removing, for a while, its 
j fear of the electorate. In August 1958, 
i the chief of the defence staff 
: recommended cancelling the Arrow 
rid buymg U.S .-made Bomarc 

.i1issiles and American-made 
interceptors. But the cabinet still 
waffled. The Astra fire-control system 
and the Sparrow II missile were 
cancelled. A solution was cobbled ' 
together: the Falcon air-to-air missile 
and a Hughes fire-control system. 
Ontario Premier Leslie Frost entered 
the project, pleading to save the Jobs 
of Avro workers and subcontractors. 
An opposition MP replied that the 
Arrov.· had become "the costliest 
employment program in Canadian 
history" . 

To be sure , Avro had made no serious 
plans for other work and threatened 

1 the ner.·ous Tory government with 
I mass layoffs, hiring a Liberal 
! advertising firm to lobby for it. 
! Defence Minister George Pearkes 
: came up empty-handed in another 
! quest to interest the Americans m 
Y"°"•ying the :\rrow. Academic James 

.... ayrs later \\TOte that if the Soviet 
Union itself had offered to buy some 
Arrows. Canada might have been 

: tempted to sell Jt some! !singer says 
' 

there exists "no evidence that the U.S. 
tned to mtluence Canada to cancel 
the Arrow" and "1 f there \vas a man 
unlikely to be pushed around, 1t was 
John Diefenbaker" . What an issue, 
he could have made of such a threat ! 
Indeed. Isinger says there was 
considerable U.S. support for the 
pro3ect. 

The U.S. let some funding trickle 
through to Hughes Aircraft, which 
was working on the fire-control 
system. There are even indications 
the Amencans might have bought a 
small number of Arrows to equip its 
o-wn interceptor units at 
Newfoundland (leased during the 
Second World War). "I don't think 
they cared one way or another 
whether we butlt it," Isinger said. 
"There is little or no evidence that 
they killed it." Nor, he said, is there 
any evidence the U.S. government 
planned to use its legal veto over 
foreign sales of sophisticated 
technology to kibosh either exports of 
equipment to Canada for use in the 
Arrow or A vro 's desperately sought 
export sales of the Arrow. The 
Arrow's fate was now sealed. 

Pearkes later claimed that the 
decision to cancel the Arrow was the 
"hardest that I ever had to make". 
Thus there came "Black Friday" -­
Feb. 20, 1959 -- and the official 
cancellation of the proJect. A vro 
responded by laying off virtually its 
entire staff of 14,000. The story was 
not over yet. Cancellation charges 
drove the total cost of the pro3ect to 
S420 million . Significantly, though, 
letters to Diefenbaker's office ran 2-1 
in favor of the cancellation. (In the 
Diefenbaker Centre's files are also 
letters from people who offered to 
store the large white aircraft after its 
cancellat10n.) The federal Liberals, 
then m opposition, objected, but 
Isinger said "the Liberals would have 
done the same thing because of cost 
overruns and delays." Where the 
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Liberals differed. he said. was in the 
technicalities of the cancellauon. 
Howe, for example. said he. too. 
would have cancelled it. but spread 
this over six months, so as to give the 
workers a chance to adJust. 

A \TO president Crawford Gordon and ; 
many other senior executives , 
resigned, though many of the actual ! 
employees were quietly hired back for : 
a while. Canada's aviatton industry did 
as much business over the next five · 
years as it had done before the Arrow : 
cancellation. A vro Canada survived ; 
for a short while but eventually , 
Hawker-Siddeley sold AHo ' s malton 
plant to McDonnell-Douglas, where It , 

is presently producing ma3or aircraft ; 
subassemblies . Paralleling this, the : 
federal Department of Defence 
Production was able to negotiate a 
defence production-sharing agreement 
with the U.S ., in effect giving up , 
domestic design capability for steady 
assembly work. 

A controversial question: why were 
the surviving Arrows destroyed? 
I singer says documents indicate the a1r 
force did not ha\·e any use for them. • 
and womed that their presence, even i 

as "gate guardians". might mean "that ! 
the air force would be blamed for i 
embarrassing the government." The [ 
National Aeronautical Establishment, i 
an arm of the Nat:onal Research ; 
Council, declined an offer to take the : 
surviving Arrows because of their 
high operating costs. Then, Isinger 
argues. as per normal government 
practice. the stage was set for the i 
federal government's Cro\\11 Assets ' 
Disposal Corporation to strip the ! 
existing Arrows of useful equipment 1 

and sell what was left-over for scrap. : 
Thus, Isinger suggests that this one ; 
controversial element of the Arrov.· : 
drama was nothing more than a i 
bureaucratic machine that did what it ! 
was supposed to do --dispose of ! 
government assets. The Arrows were / 

/.fr,ow conr,rrued on page t,J : 



Page 6 

. (Arrott connnucdfrom po'?e 51 

; thus sawed (not torched. according to , 
• !singer, as 1s commonly believed) into 
smal I chunks. Journalist June 
Callwood's widely discussed claim 
that she heard the sound of two 
Orenda Jet engines one night soon 
after the cancellation loses much 
credibility when one realizes that she 
had never heard two of them running 
in an aircraft; she could have heard 
only one of them running in a testbed. 
And the RCAF got Bomarc missiles 
and Voodoo interceptors -- the latter 
aircraft a type that, Isinger noted, had 
been evaluated and rejected by the 
RCAF's evaluation team in 1953. 

The Die fen baker government, 
continuing to eschew tough decisions, 
waffled on acqumng nuclear 

-
.. :;.;....·-< • -- · 

• ·,-,..; , . • I • • 

~ ...... ; ·4;: .. ,,..--;.,,- .. 
•r•, · • • ' 

.frrow in flight (Crone collection) 

warheads for these weapons. leaJ1ng 
to a political cns1s that would toppk 
1t. "The .-\rrow had Its revenge." 
Isinger said. "provmg the first link m 
a cham that defeated the 
government." Escapmg all blame 
was Louts St. Laurent's and the 
Liberal Party, which undoubtedly 
would have cancelled the Arrow 
program had it been returned to 
power in 195 7. It had made, Ismger 
said, "all the wrong decisions for the 
right reasons". Diefenbaker's 
government, on the other hand, made 
the right decision in the \Hong 
manner." 

The legend of American arm-twisting 
lives on, though. because the Arrow 
drama touches all the right political 
hot buttons: many Canadians' pride in 
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their accompltshmL'nts and their near­
paranoia about LS. mtluence: the 
aircraft was particularly esthet1cally 
pleasing. too. Said Ismger: "It appeals 
to a lot of things. I think . m 
Canadians' mmds. 
believe legends. 
believe the truth." 

People want to 
Nobody wants to . 

Report by Will Chabun 
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,- ; 1 $$Z sN0Ws1Sos AIR DEM0NsTRAT10N scseouce 1 
•June 'April 

'. 25 - 25 
r 50th! 

>!eilis A.FB, >iv for the USAF 1 1 Miramichi City. :--m 

: 29 Page, A.Z 
i -
' May 
i 3 - 4 Redding, CA 
i 6 Sandspit. BC 
j 7 S mithers. BC 
; 10 - 11 Juneau. AK 
i 14 Nanaimo. BC 
; 17 - i 8 Kelowna. BC 
! 24 - 25 Winnipeg. \1B 
: 27 Hanover. ON 
i 29 Glens Falls. NY 
! 31 Borden. PE 

4 St. Georges-de-Beauce. QC 
• 7 - 8 London, ON 
14 - 15 Hamilton, ON 
18 Drummondville, QC 
21 - 22 Borden. ON 
24 Bonavista. NF 
26 Goose Bay, NF 
28 Harbour Grace. :'l'F 
29 Gander. NF 

July 
l Ottawa, ON 
3 Terrace Bay, ON 
5 - 6 Moose Jaw. SK 
26 - 27 Prince George. BC 

• 30 Hay River. NT 

August 
2 - 3 Red Deer. A.B 
5 Cranbrook, BC 
6 Kamloops. BC 

1 8 • 10 .\bbotsford. BC 
, 16 - 17 Lethbridge. AB 
1 I 9 Virden. MB 
2 I Rouyn-Noranda. PQ 

• 23 - 24 \font-Joli. QC 
27 Centralia. O:"I 
29 - Sept I Toronto. ON 

: September 
• 3 Tro1s-R1v1eres. QC 
6 - 7 Halifax. NS 

HAT IF THE ARROW HAD SURVIVE 
Speaker Russell Isinger, who 1s consulting on an A\.To Arrow multimedia proJect for Bell Canada and the ;\/ationai 
Aviation Museum. posed a playful and thoughtful picture of what might have happened 1f the federal government had 
not -- repeat not -- decided in 1959 to cancel production of the A \TO Arrow fighter Jet. 

He begins by assuming that an order for 100 of the machines was con tinned. and built at cost of S 1.2 bill ion . To pay 
for it. the 1959 federal budget announced tax increases, provoking severe cntic1sm. Mike Pearson 's Liberals focu sed 
on "this smkhole for public funds" . The slogan "Tory times are tough times" began to be heard across the land. 

By 1961, the first Arrows were entering service and all accounts indicated that pilots were very pleased with them. :--;ot 
everybody celebrated. though. To pay for the CF- I 05. the army and navy had been starved of money; their leaders 
iave frequent and hostile interviews to the media about the Arrow. Even before the Arrow's production run c:ndc:d. 
A\TO had sought work building the new CF-104 stnke fighters ordered by the RC.-\F for 1ts European Jir Jl\1s1on . 
However. this contract went to Canada1r. A \TO responded by laying off 5 .000 employees: many others dn fted J w;i y 
A\TO demanded more work. but the only additional order that amved was for four .-\rrows for the :i1r force of t:ie 
Sultanate of Oman! 

By 1964. all of the Avro work force was gone. Burned by the furor over signing of the 1958 NOR.AD agreement a!ld 
the high costs of the i\rrow program. John Diefenbaker's government had vacillated on acquiring nuclear weapons for 
the Geme-equ1pped Arrows in the RCAF. Thus the dramatic Cuban missile cnsis of October 1962 amved wtth the 
Arrows carrying only Falcon missiles . This indecisiveness. plus government cutbacks. saw his government foil. 
humiliatingly, on a non-confidence mot10n in the House of Commons. The new Liberal government acquired nuclear­
tipped Geme missiles (under American control) for the A.rrows . A'>To's layoffs precluded development of ;i 
replacement aircraft. so the Arrows had to soldier on m RC A.F service until I 981. when the first of 13 8 F-18s amved 
to replace them. After their 30 years of service. a few Arrows went into storage or to museums in the mid- 1980s -- and 
were never discussed again. 

Let us know what you think of this "what if" theory. Do you have your own theory :) Why not submit it to thl! Edi10r 
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WINDSOCK NEWS HI.E 
The CF-105 .-\vro Arrow 

According to the Canada Institute for 
Sc 1enti fie and T echrncal In formation 
(CISTI), which 1s a part of the 
National Research Council in 
Ottawa, a collection of about 200 
reports related to the AVTo Arrow has 
recently been declassified by 
National Defence and 1s now 

available to the general public for the 
first time. As well as the information 
m the reports, several books and 
articles 'wntten about the Arrow are 
m the collection m Ottawa. Over the 
next few months, the colkct1on will 
be added to CISTI's online catalogue 
for easy identification and document 
ordering. 
How these documents surv1 ved the 
purge of Arrow records after the 
program was cancelled on February 
20. 1959 is the stuff of legend. 
Apparently, when government 
representat1 ves came to CISTI's 
.-\eronautical and Mechanical 
Engineering Branch in February 
1959 to seize the document 
collections related to the Arrow. 
Marion (Molly) Leach, who was the 
librarian, refused to give them access 
to the vaults and told another library 
employee to call the RCMP. The 
representatives left and never came 
back! 
CJSTI .Vews, December J 996 

Canadian Postal '.\tu,eudl 
According to Volume XII. Nurn .. 
of Th~ C,znadia11 Aerophlld , 
(December I 996 ), the N 
Pottal Museum in Ott• 
offloiall)' changed its n1fftf{ 
C-n Postal Museum. fd ' 
thil;.Jllr this museum w1tf 
~$)••• uh1b1t1on • • 

• . Mu~um of Civil '~ ~ 

de\·e!opment uf a,r mad serv11.'C: 11 1 

Canada frnm 1918 to 1948 . lh1Q 

spe..::al e,hihit wtli be on d,., pla\ 
from June 12. 1997 until Sep1r-mbc1 
JO. 1998- .\ selection llf fir , ! dav 
covers ' • \em ,' l,,pes) anJ a,r mail 
stamps is hcing organi:cd hv the 
Canadian Aeroph!latelic 'nc1c; for 
this event Th • fi y • e sign1 ic:11, l•c ul each 
to_ Canada's air mail de-\ clopment 
w1ll _ be highlighted. Bui the most 
significant exhibit mightJU,;t be a full 
size aircraft representat1, \' uf the a,r 
mail service during th,, period ! 
Effons are underway to 1,)(:ate such 
an aircraft. One possibt. choice ,~ 
the _ de Havilland Dra~ Rapidc 
which was used throughout the late 
l 930s and early l 940s. ll\t1 aircran 
provided the first air m.ul service 
between Vancouver and S.ttle (and 
then to all pans of t~ US anJ 
eventually to Eastern C~da). It 
also. ~laycd a significant role 1n 
servicing the isolated communities 
along thc North Shore of the St. ' 
Lawrence River. One sth:h Rapidc 
StiHs c:mts near Calgary. although 
th15 panicular aircraft did not am vc 
m Canada until 1976. h "ii I be 
mtcre5imri to see \\hat air,·raft 1s 
fina11)'.,~d. 

'"",i; have 
"1th post 

"''''~· 41 
lll"d in 

mailed 
~t\ our 
thout 7 

thow 
tured 
early 
have 

, ,,pies of these early post cards : 
I lit· y would tell an interesting story 

.i11 .. ut the development of aviation. 
I It ,· ( ',madian Aerophilare!ist. XII ( 4 i 

,frricho Beach and the West Coast 
Flvine Boat Stations 

1\ new book \'vTitten by Chns Weicht 
,;utlines the chronological history of 
the :\ir S,at10n at kn.;ho Beach 
( Vancouver). This station was 
..:nnstructed by the Civil Operations 
!!ranch of the Air Board m 1920 to 
undertake fisheries and forestry 
patrols along the B.C. coast. Its role 
i.: ontinued to expand unttl Jencho 
Beach ceased flying operations in 
1945 , 
The book has approximately JOO 
r;iges and contains many fi rst-hand 
recollect1ons and original 
photographs. Pre-distribution pnce 
1s S35 .00. tax and shipping included 
( offer valid until February 15). The 
tirst l 000 copies will be signed by 
the author and will be identified by a 
unique number. The book is 
available through the author at P.O. 
Box 85. Chemamus. B.C. V0R ! KO 
(604 246-1203 ). 
Ross Herringron 

\Valdek "Spud" Potocki 
"Spud" Potocki. perhaps best kno\\11 

as one of the test pilots of the A\TO 
Arrow. died on December 23. 1996 
at Columbus, Ohio at the a~e of T': . 
Spud \i.-as born in Poland. flew with 
the R...\F and after the 1.var graduated 
from the Empire Test Pilot School. 
Dunng the early 1950s Potocki 
joined A vro Canada and on 
November 11 , 1958 took the Arro,\· 
to ;'.fach 1.98. Followim, 
cancellat10n of the program m 1959-. 
Potocki JOmed North American 
Rockv.·ell as a test pilot. 

\ 


