


Vincent Burnelli’s “lifting fuselage” design made 

good sense to supporters like Hap Arnold, Billy 

Mitchell, Clyde Pangborn, and Bell X-l pilot 

Chalmers “Slick” Goodlin. This British-built version 

of Burnelli’s UB-14, the Cunliffe-Owen Clipper, was 

used by Charles de Gaulle during World War II. But 

the notion never caught on, and today the lone 

surviving Burnelli craft, a disassembled CBY-3 

Loadmaster, resides at the New England Air 

Museum in Windsor Locks, Connecticut. 



THE’ BURNELLI COMPANY, INC. 
7372 N.W. 12th Street, Miami, Florida 33126 l Tel.: (305) 592-3270 

Fax: (305) 592-3273 

December 20, 1995. 

Mr. George C. Larson 
Editor 
AIR & SPACE 
370 L'Enfant Promenade, S.W. 
WASHINGTON, DC 20024-2518 

Dear Mr. Larson, 

I wa9, of cour_se, pleased to see the Cunliffe-Owen Clyde 
Clipper appear in the 1996 Air & Space/Smithsonian calendar. 
It was also pleasing to have my views on Burnelli associated 
with such aviation greats as Billy Mitchell, Hap Arnold 
and Clyde Pangborn. However, this pleasure was nullified 
when I read the snide remark: "But the notion never caught 
on...". YOU people at the Smithsonian certainly know 
that Burnelli technology has been widely appropriated by 
the manufacturers in this country without attribution to 
Mr. Burnelli. The Russians have also used Burnelli 
technology in their advanced MIG and SUKHOI fighters and 
bombers, as well as their latest WIG ekranoplan, which 
appears in the current AIR & SPACE magazine. 

In the spirit of Christmas, I would like to draw your 
attention to the blockbuster aviation story of 1995 which, 
I hope you will agree, deserves a place in an early AIR 
& SPACE issue. 

In April, McDonnell Douglas announced their blended wing 
body (BWB) with a cover story in POPULAR SCIENCE. They 
claimed that "it would be 13% lighter and consume 31% less 
fuel than a conventionally shaped megaplane, cruising at 
the same 560 mph speed." And "that the lift-to-drag ratio 
on a conventional airplane was about 18, whereas the BWB's 
score on this important aerodynamic-efficiency yardstick 
is predicted to be at least 25 - a breakthrough in airliner 
performance." Ironically, the artist's conception of the 
McDonnell Douglas BWB is a dead ringerfor a 1951 Burnelli 
Lifting Body model (which sits on my desk), right down 
to the patented engine installation (1952). 
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In June, Aerospatiale and Airbus Industrie announced their 
megaplane designs, both of which were again clones of the 
1951 Burnelli design. Mr. Bernard Ziegler, Vice President 
of Airbus Industrie, announced that "the aerodynamic 
performance is between 10% and 20% better . . . the cost 
per kilometer of passengers carried is 15% lower. . . . the 
formula seems to be seductive." 

All -of these supernal claims are particularly interesting 
because on September 19, 1939, General Hap Arnold, Chief 
of the U.S. Army Air Corps, wrote the Secretary of War 
that "the Burnelli design has the following advantages 
over the orthodox streamlined deadweight fuselage": 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

The coefficient or drag is the lowest known for any 
useful airplane today. * I c . . 
The coefficient of lift is greater." 

The design embodies extremely good factors of safety 
-- considerably higher than the streamlined fuselage 

type. 

The design is simple of construction and, in the opinion 
of the Air Corps, lends itself to high speed production 
better than any design, and, therefore, the valuable 
time element involved in all production contracts can 
be taken advantage of to its fullest extent. 

It is apparently a cheaper airplane to build because 
of the time 'element refe-rred to in (4) above. 

General Arnold followed the above advantages with this 
statement: 

"In my opinion it is essential, in the interest of 
the national defense, that this procurement be 
authorized." 

In short, the American military-industrial complex has 
had full knowledge of Burnelli superiority since 1939. 

Because Mr. Burnelli's financial backer supported Wendell 
Wilkie in the 1940 elections, FDR had the U.S. Army Air 
Corps issue a falsified Report in 1941 (Page 5 enclosed), 
which condemned Mr. Burnelli's aircraft design and his 
company. After listing false, technical deprecations about 
the Burnelli "lifting fuselage' design, this concluding 

paragraph ensued: 

"The Committee recommends that the Air Corps inform 
both the Central Aircraft corporation and V.J. Burnelli 
Airplanes, Inc., and any other concern which may later 
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possibly become interested in the Burnelli "lifting 
fuselage', that this design is of no interest to the 
Air Corps, and that for this reason, no further 
correspondence, consultations or reviewing of data 
embodying this design will ever again be considered 
by the Air Corps or the Materiel Division.' 

The - conventional airplane manufacturers benefited from 
this falsified document, and we have all been forced to 
fly in their far less safe and much more costly airliners 
ever since. 

To the present date, the Pentagon has repeatedly refused 
to retract this fraudulent 1941 Report, which has kept 
the Burnelli Company prostrate and unable to produce its 
superior airplanes. Now, state of the art computerization 
has irrefutably proved that the Burnelli design principles 
were always correct. Many thousands of innocent wartime 
fliers and postwar civil air travellers have been condemned 
to early deaths, while hundreds of billions of taxpayer 
dollars have been wasted on technology, known to be obsolete 
in the late 1930's. The magnitude of the damages wrought 

bY this scientific fraud over the past 54 years is 
unsurpassed in the 20th century. Consequently, the Russians 
are probably more advanced in Burnelli technology today 
than the Europeans or the U.S.A. The Burnelli conspiracy 
has cost the United States at least 30 years advantage 
on aviation's technological cutting edge. 

Last May, ,the Miami Heralds published a Burnelli/CHG cover 
story in their TROPIC magazine by noted author, Rafael 
Lima. Lima called the Pentagon on the 1941 Report and 
was told that they still consider the Report valid! 
McDonnell Douglas refused to discuss the similarity of 
their BWB with the 1951 Burnelli design. Lima then spoke 
to Boeing's Jon McMasters, chief engineer for the Boeing/NASA 
Very Large Airplane (VLA) project. He stated: "The lifting 
body is the right answer to airplane design at least from 
an aerodynamicist's viewpoint." McMasters called the 
falsified 1941 technical Report "butt-stupid". 

The conventional airplane manufacturers now recognize that 
the demand for a safe and economic 800-passenger airliner 
cannot be met by the conventional configuration because 
of runway requirements, present tire technology, structural 
complexities and terminal ramp problems. It is now realized 
that the Burnelli configuration is the only practical, 
common sense approach to meaningfully advance air 

transportation safety and economy. But, despite all of 
the overwhelming evidence quoted above, the I-Defense 

Department refuses to retract the fraudulent 1941 Report. 
In 1970, a USAF colonel told me that "in the Pentagon, 
the Burnelli matter is considered an H-Bomb, and nobody 
wants to be around when it goes off". 
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"But the notion never caught on!" Indeed! The advantages 
now claimed by McDonnell Douglas, Aerospatiale and Airbus 
Industrie were available in the late 1940's, when Mr. 
Burnelli's superior designs could have been, and should 
have been, implemented. 

This important story deserves an author, such as Walter 
Boyne. If he would agree to do the story, I would be most 
cooperative and supply all the material and photos to 
document an accurate and truthful revelation. This is 
an ideal opportunity for the Smithsonian to attempt to 
redeem itself from decades of discrimination, exclusion, 
distortion and falsification of America's aeronautical 
heritage insofar as Vincent Justus Burnelli and Burnelli 
airplanes are concerned. 

I look forward to receiving your favora,ble response. " . . 

With best wishes for Christmas and a Happy New Year. 

Yours sincerely, 

CHALMERS H. GOODLIN 
Chairman & President 

cc: Mr. Walter J. Boyne 

Enclosures 

CHG/av 



, THE BURNELLI LIFTING BODY AIRCRAFT 

LIST OF ENCLOSURES 

"THE BURNELLI CONSPIRACY" - C.H. GOODLIN'S SPEECH BEFORE 
THE NIAGARA FRONTIER AVIATION HALL OF FAME - 1987 
TOGETHER WITH: 

- 1.937 BURNELLI WIND TUNNEL MODEL WITH A COPY OF A LETTER, 
PREPARED BY OFFICERS OF ENGINEERING DIVISION AT 
WASHINGTON, FOR THE SIGNATURE OF GENERAL ARNOLD TO 
SECRETARY OF WAR - 1939 

- PAGE 5 FROM THE NOTORIOUS U.S. AIR CORPS PROCEEDINGS 
OF A BOARD OF REVIEW 1941. 

COLOR ILLUSTRATION "MOST AIRCRAFT DEATHS UNNECESSARY": 
BURNELLI VS. CONVENTIONAL PLUS EXPERTS' TESTIMONIALS. 

***** 

POPULAR SCIENCE: "MEGAPANES" WITH CHG'S LETTER TO THE 
EDITOR OF MARCH 31, 1995 -- 

A PHOTOGRAPHIC COMPARISON BETWEEN THE 1951 BURNELLI MODEL 
AND THE 1995 DOUGLAS MEGAPLANE, AS SHOWN ON THE COVER OF 
APRIL 1995 ISSUE OF POPULAR SCIENCE. 

PATENT # 2,586,299 - FEBRUARY 19, 1952. 

THE ORIGIN OF B-2 ? 9 ~BURNELLI 'ALL-WING' DESIGN. 

AEROPORTS MAGAZINE (LE BOURGET): "FLYING WING: AIRBUS 
INDUSTRIE REVEALS ALL" - JUNE 1995. 

REVUE AEROSPATIALE - 
1995. 

RECENT CORRESPONDENCE 

- THE BOEING COMPANY 

"RETURN OF THE FLYING WING" - JUNE 

BETWEEN THE BURNELLI COMPANY AND: 

- DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

PHOTOGRAPH OF BURNELLI GB-888A WITH LINE DRAWINGS 

MIAMI HERALD "TROPIC" MAGAZINE: "A HIGHER CALLING" - MAY 
1995. 

VIDEO: "BURNELLI - A NAME FROM THE PAST, PLANES FOR THE 
FUTURE" 



January 3,1996 

George C. Larson 
Editor, AIR & SPACE 
370 L’Enfant Promenade, SW 
Washington, DC 20024-2518 

Dear Mr. Larson, 

Your Smithsonian calendar reminded me of the Enola Gay exhibit 
fiasco. Its director was clearly out of touch. So, it seems, was the 
writer of the caption for the Bumelli UB-14 shown in the calendar. I 
say out of touch because the Bumelli lifting-body “notion” is all over 
the aviation community, yet the caption says that “...the notion never 
caught on.” - 

1 I 

To get in touch with the aviation design community, I suggest that 
you and your people take close looks at what is going on in design 
research at Aerospatiale and Airbus Industrie. And while you all are 
at it look very carefully at what McDonnell Douglas is doing in this 
area, as well as what Boeing is doing. Boeing’s chief engineer for the 
Boeing Very Large Airplane (VIA) project has been recently quoted 
as saying, “The lifting body is the right answer to airplane design at 
least from an aerodynamicist’s viewpoint.” He further called the 
falsified 1941 technical report ordered by FDR forbidding our 
military from considering Bumelli’s designs as “butt-stupid.” 

You and your people could note the numerous military aircraft 
such as the F-14, F-15, F-i17, and YF-22 of the U.S. and the Mig 
29/31/35 from Russia. On all these aircraft it is impossible to tell 
where the wing stops and a fuselage begins. 

So why don’t you go down in aviation history as “having done the 
right thing. 9” Publish an article in the SMITHSONIAN giving 
Bumelli’s 50-year-old design ideas their deserved credit. More 
knowledgeable generations of Smithsonian editors might note this 
and give you a rightful place in US aviation history. 

Sincerely, 

James Lee 
Professor (Emeritus) 
Ohio University 
30 ‘North May Avenue 
Athens, Ohio, 45701-1819 
(614) 593-5763 



AIR&SPACE 
Smithsonian 

I 

January 16, 1996 

Mr. James Lee 
30 North May Avenue 
Athens, OH 45701-1819 

Dear Mr. Lee: _ 

Thanks for writing. I can't help but marvel at how the 
Enola Gay exhibit now has a life of its own. 

But what's more important is that you have much work to do 
preaching the Burnelli gospel. The appropriation of the 

term "lifting body" opens new vistas and expands the list of 
works and authors requiring re-education and revision. 

Your letter follows on the heels of one from the current 
owner of the Burnelli name, and I assume that the Burnelli . 

company will continue to pursue its claims against the 
aviation design community in the courts, which serve as the 
appropriate venue for argument. The television program 

"Sixty Minutes" often takes up one side or another in 
pending court cases, and television would allow the Burnelli 
story to be told to millions of Americans. 

Very truly yours, 

-.,George C. Larson 
'editor __ 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 

goI D Street, SW - 10th Floor, Washington, DC 20024-2518 202-287-3733 202-287-3163 (Fax) 



NEWSLETTER FROM ATHENS January #3 1996 
FromJimLee 30North May Avenue,Athens,Ohio, 45701-1819 

The Smithsonian Instituteb 
continuing efforts to re- 

write the history of aviation 
You’ve all read in these columns about 
their not-too-hasty retreat from the 
Eoola Gay exhibit as portraying an 
American desire to destroy the 
Japanese people and their culture. 
This cost their director in charge of 
this his job. 
You’ve also read here about their 
continuing denial that Vincent 
BurneBi ever made any significant 
contributions to the tield of aviation. 
NOW you can read below how they 
conspired to prevat Gustav 
Weisskopf - aka Gustave Whitehead - 
- from getting credit for the first 
manned flight. ;’ 

Orville Wright was so angered that the 
smitbsonian had sanctioned Langley as 
the owner of the first manued-fight 
legacy that he sent his Wright Flyer to 
England, where it tided at London’s 
South Kensington Science Museum from 
1925-1948. 

In 1914, the Wrights won a court battle 
with Glenn H. Curtiss over which should 
be recognized as “pioneer in the 
practical art of flying with heavier-than- 
air machines.” They proved that Curtiss 
had modified a “replica” of the Langley 
machine significantly so that its 
successM flight thatyearwas invalid 

Then Orville went to the Smithsonian 
to see if they would like his machine in 
their e.xhibits. His contract with them to 
arrange the return of his Wright Flyer 
from England contained this clause: 
“Neither the Smithsonian Institution nor 
its successors nor any museum or other 
agency, bureau or facilities 
admininstered by the United States of 
America, by the Smithsonian Jnstitution 
or its successors, shah publish or permit 
to be displayed a statement or label in 
connection with or in respect of any 
~aircraft model or design of earlier date 
than the Wright Aeroplane of 1903, 

claiming in effect that such aircraft was 
capable-of carrying a man under its own 
power in controlled flight.” 

In essence, the Smithsonian agreed to 

suppress any evidence that might be 
forthcoming that the Wrights had not 
been the first to fly. To this day it has 
upheld its end of the contract 

Now comes evidence from two groups 
that Whitehead flew his plane two years 
before Orville flew the Wright Flyer. 

A very faithful replica, using Sitka 
spruce, pine, glue, authentic bolts, and 
bamboo wing fmmiq but using nylon 
covering for the wings instead of si& 
has flown 20 times with distances 
ranging fi=om 25 feet to 334ket. 

A German replica built to very accurate 
detail (with Japanese silk, etc.) is atmt 

ready to make its maiden flight. It has 
already passed several tethered flight 
tests, and shortly will likely prove that it, 
too, can verity Whitehead (Wiesskopf) as 
the first designer and pilot of a plane that 
carried a person in the air unaided. 

Whitehead’s “firsts” in aviation are 
numerous including these: use of 
aluminum in engine and propeller 
fabrication, wheels for take-off and 
landing (The Wrights’ and others used 
skids), ground adjustable propeller pitch, 
individual wntrol of propellers (to aid in 
directionai wntrol), folding wings, and 
silk for wing covering. 

npka’o/Wzitehea&s Air$anr .Va 21 %s humanly passibi~‘prppa,-es ta &&qa testing at 
Manding .4ipti ABOk’E: Andmu k&h gets the ES L4 off the ground On Dcnmber 29. 
1986. Kasch made SO flights. wxching a maximum distance of 3.30 f-t. 



BURNELLI Iifting body & “blended wing” designers are all 
LOCKhEED 
MARTfN 

around us. So far none of them has bothered to pa) for 

Said io be the .- licensing fhe design patented by Vincent B&nelii over 50 
smallest. and least . 
expensive yeal% ‘a&O. The famed F117A (see below) and the Lockheed’s Martin (on the 

left), a design being considered to replace the Challenger shuttle, are examples. 

integral to the boUy~;,.$jf 
shape to reduce dra&&! 4 

When I wrote to George Larson, 
Editor or the Smithsonian’s Air 
& Spacg publication that they 
ought to do a decent historical 
piece on Burnelli, he simply 
wrote back that the Bumeiii 
Company ought to get 60 
Minutes to do a segment on the 
Bumelli. He noted that this 
program often undertook 
controversiai topics. 

I was appalled Here is the 
editor of a prestigious journal 
(in some quarters, at least) that 
has decided that it will nut 
inform its readers of the truth 
about the many contributions 

made by Vincent Burneili to 
aviation. 

I quoted for him Boeing’s chief 
engineer for the Boeing Very 
Large Airplane (VLA) project as 
having said “The lifting body is 
the right answer to airplane 
design at least from an 
aerodynamicist’s viewpoint.” 
He further called the falsified 
1941 technical report order by 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
forbidding our military from 
considering Bumelli’s designs as 
“butt-stupid.” 

Editor Larson’s suggestion. 
that 60 Minrrtes ought to do his 
job for him I think was “butt- 
stupid.” 

Senator Bob Dole had 
better call for a vote on 
Senate Bill 581 soon! if he 
doesn’t, he will lose a lot of support. 
This bill ais. the National Right-to-Work 
Act that prohibits forcing Americans to 
join a union in order to get or keep a job. 
Dole has repeatedly, over a 30 year 
period, spouted supportive rhetoric, but 
is Musing to call for a vote on the bill. 

All the other candidates except Alan 
Keyes have openly supported right-to- 
work legislation Polls show 70430% of 
Americans favor such legislation. 29 
states have such laws. Between 1960 
and 1993, Right&-work states increased 
mantichuing jobs by 78%, while forced 
u&n States had an increase of only 
11%. And states with compulsory 
unionism generally have much higher 
poverty rates. So Dole needs to put his 
vote call where his mouth has been. 

Page 6 



DR. G. VON MUSS OBE (X-8022, Zurich, 8 December 1995 
Fraumtinsterstrasse 11 

To the Director of the 
Smithsonian Instituti 
Air & Space Museum 
901 D Street, SW 
10th Floor 

USA - Washinqton DC 20024 

Dear Sir, 

A few days ago I got a copy of 
your Desk Calender 1996. 

c 

I was pleased to find a picture of the 
Cunliffe-Owen Clyde Clipper, built under 
Mr. V.J. Burnelli's licence in England. 

It so happens, that I personally met Mr. 
Burnelli in 1956 at New York. Besides I 
have been talking to two pilot-friends, 
who have flown Burnelli aircraft. I am 
therefore still very interested in the 
future of the It Lifting Body " design. 

Having read the caption to the above men- 
tioned aircraft picture, I got more than 
surprised, How can an Institution like the 
Smithsonian choose such a misleading wor- 
ding, which makes readers, who have never 
heard before about Burnelli, think, that 
his aircraft were of inferior quality. 

Has the Smithsonian ever realised, how 
superior all Eurnelli aircraft were, com- 
pared to similar craft at their time ? 

It is most noticable, that in our days the 
Burnelli designs have been revived p.e. in 
the Boeing 754 project. Furthermore the NASA- 
McDonnell Douglas (( Blended Wing 3ody / Span 
Loader Megalliner features a Burnelli fuselage. 
( See Aerospace Engineering Febr. 1991 and 
Popular Science April 1995 1. 

.on 

Even in Europe exists a project by Airbus, 
called Flying Wing 900, which shows a '* Lifting- 
Body a( fuselage.( See Akroports Magazine 
No.259, June 1995 ) 
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Independently from the USA and Western Europe, 
the Russians have made excellent use of BUT T 
nelli technology in their MIG and SUKHOI mxll- 
tary aircraft. Their latest wing-in-ground effect 
nlane designers have adopted the Burnelli con- 
?iguration; as shown in your current Air & 
Magazine. It is rumored that their TUPOLEV 
is pure Burnelli. 

Space 
404 

The SMITHSONIAN is looked upon as the mAin 
guardian and historian of the US technzcal 
achievements in Air & Space. May I ask-you 
therefore, to let me know, wether you have 
in your library copies of the,abou;9;; ;;r- 
nelli patents on aviation topics, 
1964, the year Mr. Burnelli died. They pf-ove 
that he has been a unique genius among air- 
craft designers And much ahead of his time. 
Please behold the topics of his patents. 

In the 1979 issue of your beautiful book 
I' The National Air and Space Museum I' by 
C.D.B. Bryan, the name of Burnelli is mis- 
sing om page 498 of the Index.May I have 
ari explanation, please. 

awaiting your early answer to 
both questions 1 remain yours 

sincerely 



SMITHSON IAN 
NATIONAL AIR 

INSTITUTION JtKLpII vc3 YI 1 lY,Y.. 

AND SPACE ~usfUM MRC 322 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20560 
(202)357-3133 i 

(202)786-2835 Fax 
NASMARCfi~SIVM.SI.EOU EMI 

Dr. G. von Me&s, ODE 

, *’ If==& Jmua& m6 

Fraumiinsterstrasse I I 
Cl+8022 Ziirich 
Swltterland 

E 

Dear Dr. von Meiss: 

Your letter of December 8, -7%X5, addressed to the Director of the Smithsonian institution Air 
& Space Museum, has been directed to our Team, since the photo you cited that was used in 
the 1996 Air & Suace Smithsonian magazine calendar originated from our archive. 

The caption that was used with the photo, was actually under the editorial control of the 
magazine and not the Museum staff (many people are surprised to learn that the two are 
actually not only physically separate, but administratively as well), and as a result, we had no 
input on nor opportunity to vet the final version. liowever, we must state that we did not draw 
the same conclusion from the wording of the caption that you seem to have gained. The only 
wording we can imagine you have found trouble with must be the statement that *.,.,the notion 
never caught on...” This was certainly not intended as any slight to the concept nor the 
designer, but rather a simple statement of fact that the design concept as such did not gain 
commemiaf acceptance. The efficierky of the design and later appllcatlons, as you noted, are 
certainly not put to question, nor was it intended that they should be. 

Further to your specific question regarding Bumelll patents, no, ~6 do not hold these. In the ) 

United States, such patents would be the permanent records of the U.S. Patent Office, 
although some of the older examples have probably been transferred to the custody of the 

; 

I 

National Archives. 

We want to thank you for taking the time to comment on the calendar photo caption, and want 
to assure you that NASM has a keen appreciation for the Bumelli contributions to aeronautics. 

Sincerely, 

9 
1 

ar$&ged 
ALI 

Aeferen earn Leader 

B * 



THE BURNELLI COMPANY, INC. 
7372 N.\V. 12th Street,Miami, Florida 33126 l Tel.: (305)592-3270 

Fax:(305)592-3273 

February 14, 1996. 

Mr. Dan Hagedorn 
Reference Team Leader 
ARCHIVES DIVISION 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
MRC 322 
WASHINGTON, DC 20560 

Dear Mr. Hagedorn, 
. ’ 

Dr., Geoffrey van Meiss kindly sent me a copy of your letter 
to him of January 31. How refreshing it is to see a 

Smithsonian letter which shows appreciation for the Burnelli 
contributions to aeronautics. 

With all respect, it is incorrect to say that "the design 
concept as such did not gain commercial acceptance". The 

truth is that, since 1941, the consumer has not had the 
opportunity to examine Burnelli-built air planes because 

the Burnelli Company has been unable to produce them, due 
to the criminal conspiracy by the military-industrial complex 
which has denied our company the right to compete in the 
market place. 
of Burnelli 
my covering 
20, 1995. As 

This is all contained in the enclosed package 
documentation, including a video tape, under 
letter to Mr. George Larson, dated December 
of today, I have not received a response. 

Based on the record, the editor of the Air &I Space magazine 
does not share your appreciation for the Burnelli 

contributions. Mr. Larson's latest disavowal of Burnelli 

brilliance can be seen in the attached, arrogant letter 
of January 
the 

16 from him to Prof. Jaanmdes Lee. --'The use . of 
Orwellian language, "works authors.. requiring 

re-education and revision", is further confirmation that 
Mr. Larson is a propagandist rather than the professional 

historian, required by the Smithsonian Institution whose 

mandated responsibility is to preserve America's aeronautical 

heritage. Prof. Lee's rebuttal in his current "Newsletter 

from Athens" is an appropriate response. Mr. Larson refers 

to me as "the current owner of the Burnelli name". I am 

w LIFI-ING-BODY AIRCRAFT w1 
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not the owner of the Burnelli name. The owner is the 
Burnelli Company, Inc., which today has 181 shareholders 
and dates back to the Remington-Burnelli Company in 1921. 

It is clear that Mr. Larson does not recognize that the 
terms, "Lifting Body" and "Lifting Fuselage", are synonyms. 
He is probably influenced by the NASA propaganda that one 
of NASA engineers invented the lifting body in the early 
60's through the ludicrous claim of studying air flow over 
the nose cones of missiles. When you look at the enclosed 
1937 NACA/Burnelli wind tunnel model, You will see the 
striking similarity between it and the much later NASA 
lifting body designs of the 60's. It must be remembered 
that NASA has the entire collection of Burnelli winds tunnel 
tests of the 30's and 40's from New York University and 
from NACA at Langley Field. Burnelli Lifting Bodies were 
tested there - with and without wings - in the 1930's. 

I am sorry that you do not have the Burnelli patents in 
the NASM archives. They all show how far advanced Mr. 
Burnelli was over the rest of the aircraft designers. 
There can be no doubt .that if Mr. Burnelli had been granted 
a fraction of the financial support awarded to his 
competitors, instead of having been persecuted into a 
pauper's grave, our air transportation system would be 
far superior, safer and economically more viable today. 
I am enclosing a list of Burnelli patents, should you care 
to acquire them'from the U.S. Patent Office. 

We hope you will place the enclosed package of material, 
headed by my letter to Mr. Larson, in your archives and 
make it available to any inquirer who wants to know the 
truthful story of Vincent Justus Burnelli, his airplanes 
and his company. We will be glad to supply copies of this 
package to anyone for the reproduction and mailing costs. 

We hope that this information will expand the Burnelli 
knowledge of your Team. If any further documentation is 
required, please do not hesitate to request it from me. 

With my compliments, I am sending the NASM, under separate 
cover, a limited-edition print of a painting by the 
distinguished English aviation artist, Peter Endsleigh 
Castle, which commemorates the 50th anniversary of the 
first powered flight of the Bell XS-1. 

Thank you and with best regards. 

Yours sincerely, 

Enclosures 



SMITHSONIAN INSTlTUTlON 
NATIONAL AIR AND SPACE MUSEUM 

ARCHIVES DIVISION 
MRC 322 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20560 
(202)357-3 133 
(202)786-2835 Fax 

NASMARCH@SIVM.SI.EDU E-mall 

February 23, 1996 

Mr. Chalmers H. Goodlin 
The Burnelli Company, Ine. 
7372 N.W. 12th Street 
Miami, FL 33126 

Dear Mr. Goodlin: 

Dan Hagedorn has transferred your packet of information and letter to me for reply as I am 
the acquisition archivist. Thank you for generously sending the Archives Division the 
material regarding Vincent J. Burnelli and his aircraft. We have added this material to our 
collection on Burnelli aircraft where it will be available to interested researchers and staff. 

Thank you also for donating the autographed limited-edition print by Peter Endsleigh Castle, 
which commemorates the 50th anniversary of the first powered flight of the Bell XS-1. The 
print has been transferred to the Museum’s Art Department. 

I am returning to you the video tape, “Burnelli -- A Name From the Past, Planes for the 
Future,” as our Film Archives already has a copy of this tape. 

Thank you again for your donation. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Susan Lawson-Bell, Art Department 

Patricia L. Williams 
Acquisition Archivist 



THE BURNELLI COMPANY, INC. 
7372N.W.l2thStreet,Miami,Florida 33126 l Tel.:(305)592-3270 

Fax:(305)592-3273 
‘3 , 

January 26, 1996. 

Mr. George C. Larson 
Editor 
AIR & SPACE 
370 L'Enfant Promenade, S.W. 
WASHINGTON, DC 20024-2518 

c 

Dear Mr. Larson, 

I would very much appreciate receivi:; 
a response to my letter to you 
Decembgr 20, 1995. 

Thank you and best regards. 

Yours sincerely, 

CHALMERS H. GOODLIN 
Chairman & President‘ - 

CHG/av 

LIFTING-BODY AIRCRAR. 



AIR&SPACE 
Smithsonian 

March 1, 1996 

Mr. Chalmers Goodlin 
The Burnelli Company 
7372 NW 12th Street 
Miami, FL 33126 

Dear Mr. Goodlfn: 

We had some correspondence from you some years back on the 
matter of Burnelli and your plans for the company-as well as 
your opinion of all of us. From the general thrust of your 
letter, it would appear that your claim against the various 
parties that owe you money is headed for the court system, 
and you really ought to try talking with someone from ‘60 
Minutes." 

The material you sent to us is enclosed. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 

901 D Street, SW - 10th Floor, Washington, DC 20024-2518 202-287-3733 202-287-3163 (Fax) 



THE BURNELLI COMPANY, INC. 
7372N.W.12th Street,Miami,Florida 33126 l Tel.:(305)592-3270 

Fax:(305)592-3273 

March 5, 1996. 

Mr. George C. Larson 
Editor 
AIR & SPACE 
901 D Street, S.W. - 10th Floor 
WASHINGTON, DC 20024-2518 

Dear Mr. Larson, 

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of March 1st. 
I can only conclude that you have not read my letter to 
you of December 20, 1995, as your reply bears no relevance 
whatsoever to its content. 

The subject of my letter dealt with Walter Boyne doing 
a constructive article for Air & Space magazine on the 
1995 blockbuster aviation story in which all the major 
manufacturers' projected megajets were clearly based on 
Burnelli technology and patent of the 1940's. Instead 
of grasping this opportunity in an attempt for the 
Smithsonian to redeem itself from decades of Burnelli 
discrimination, your response has been to dwell on matters 
totally unrelated to the Smithsonian's responsibility to 
preserve America's aeronautical heritage. . 

Your mention of the "60 Minutes" tells me that you have 
probably already disinformed the producer about the veracity 
of the Burnelli conspiracy. 

Will you kindly read my letter of December 20, 1995, and 
give me an appropriate response. 

Thank you and best regards. 

Yours sincerely, 

C#& 
CHALMERS 

CHG/av Chairman 
H. GOODLIN 
& President 

cc: Mr. Walter J. Boyne 

= 

LIFTING-BODY AIRCRAFT 

\ 
Qsr Q_ -- 



SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION ARCHIVES DIVISION 
NATIONAL AIR AND SPACE MUSEUM MRC 322 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20560 
(202)357-3 133 
(202)786-2835 Fax 
NASMARCHQSIVMSLEDU E.md 

March 6, 1996 

Herr Dr. G. von Meiss OBE 
Fraumiinsterstrasse 7 1 
Cl-J-8022 
ZlltiCh 

Switzerland 
. . . ..e _. . . . . 

Dear Dr. v6n M&s: * 

Thank you for your letter of February 13, 1996, and for your understanding regarding the 
caption of the Bumelli aircraft which appeared in the calendar issued to selected “Air & Space 
Smithsonian” readers. 

We are similarly at a disadvantage regarding the large C. D. 6. Bryan book entitled m 
National Air and Smce Museuk According to our best under&nding, the book was 
intended not so much as a history of aviation but, rather, a description of the main .Mus&m 
building and the technological artifacts that could be viewed and recalled by visitors. As we 
have no Bumelli aircraft on display in the main Museum building, aside from a model of one, 
neither Bum8lli nor his designs wqe included in the book. Perhaps Mr. Bryan himself could 
expand on this, should you care to write him care of the publisher, as we are loathe to further 
suggest explanations on his behalf, 

We have indeed sent a copy of your fax to Mr. George Larson, editor of the magazine, together 
with a copy of our reply, which we hope will go some distance towards satisfying your curiosity 

- .-en -the s&j&, ,.._ ,__ . ,. ._ . . . . .A . . _ .“. . . . ,... ., I C.‘ _. . .a . . . .._. w.“ry--. _ . . . . -- 

Finally, it is no surprise to us that the development of aviation technology is attentively watched 
in Europe. As th8 fom\er Soviet Union appears to be self-destructing at a phenomenal rate, we 
can only hope that the outstanding contributions of her aeronautical engineering community can 
be rescued for the benefit of all mankind. 

, Team Leader 



AIR&SPACE 
Smithsonian 

March 11, 1996 

Mr. Chalmers Goodlin 
The Burnelli Company 
7372 NW 12th Street 
Miami, FL 33126 

Dear Mr. Goodlin: 

This letter is in direct response to your letter of December 
20 and concludes the matter. 

We had some correspondence from you some years back on the 
'Patter of Burnelli.and your plans . .U_ for the company-as well: as 

your opinion of all of,us. From the general thrust of your 

letter, it would appear that your claim against the various 
parties that owe you money is headed for the court system, 
and you really ought to try talking with someone from ‘60 
Minutes." 

editor 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 

901 D Street, SW - 10th Floor, Washington, DC 20024-2518 202-287-3733 202-287-3163 (Fax) 



THE BURNELLI COMPANY, INC. 
7372 N.W. 12th Street, Miami, Florida 33126 l Tel.: (305) 592-3270 

Fax: (305) 592-3273 

March 15, 1996. 

Mr. George C. Larson 
Editor 
AIR & SPACE 
901 D Street, S.W. - 10th Floor 
WASHINGTON, DC 20024-2518 

Dear Mr. Larson, 
. 

Your letter of March 11 is not an appropriate response 
to my letter to you of December 20, 1995, and you 
are deluding yourself that it concludes the matter. 
The body of your letter is identical to the one you 
sent me on March 1. 

Your persistence in covering up the Burnelli conspiracy 
and the associated' scientific fraud violates your 
responsibilities under the Smithsonian mandate from 
Congress to preserve America's aeronautical heritage. 
Your arrogant unprofessionalism is only exceeded by 
your intellectual dishonesty. 

Yours sincerely, 

CHALMERS H. GOODLIN 

Chairman & President 

a LIITING-BODY AIRCRAIT WY 


