winners in all classes and divisions.
inners of special

“Big T kits went to wi

ed. (Com-
And, s previ
ously mentioned, Auto Hobbies aswarded
Jarts of their Toanutacbume to mattin
entries, as needed; resulting in more
than one winner instead of an also-ran.
There was no doubt that the awards
were splendid and plentiful. 1 any-
ing, to0 much so. They might have
been spread more thinly through the
216 entrics. It would scem that the Best
Bnginee ards would be given to
contending cars . . . if the engineering

Protos by 825 DO, Sandy Vol

Some e it ek Chuck Homirs iy 010 o .
s ey quich fimg WZ
0 e he ol o e o

'+ toured the course in the
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was sound, surely the car would have
o it

a5 that the basis should
aften have heen Best A ppeari

sons who took the awards, Officials said
they won; why argue?

Criticism has not been registered by
Car Craft magazine, but rather by win-
ners as well as losers, as reported to us.
Obviously, a first attempt is fraught
with: tmexpected problems and much

1y be gained from the cxpesancs,
Some constructive  thoughts
order:

Published rules and classes should
not be changed midway through the
meet. At all costs, the course must
kept in top operating arder throughout

e Meet. Hapidl

he vent, & technical commiee should
be established to judge snd rule on o
protests. Awards’ should be. based o
true qualities as stated; Engineering
for mechanical design and excellence,
Appearance for finish and detail, ete.
Of real interest to many was the
breakown of entrios. Most were local,

Massachusetts entry.
One cager entrant sent & car from
Cleveland, Ohio, but

the  suspense
proved too e arvived in town
for the meet and took over his awn car,

He felt he had learned a lot and wil
building faster cars in the future,

Jost Oreinal Car uas this Iy e cor with chasis milld
from magnesium bilet B
Ly 510 mtore bl et o

T o G, Salfonia e
wheels,




