REPORT TO GENERAL H., H. ARNOLD

BY H, E, HARTNEY




AFFIDAVIT

’ o By

Vincent Justus Burnelli

o In the early summer of 1943, the undersigned was advised by Colonel
: Harold Hartney to attend a meeting in General H. H. Arnold's Office at the
? Pentagon for the purpose of discussing a glider aircraft contract for a design
covered by Burnelli patents for license to the General American Transport
" Company of Chicago. At this tirne, the Burnelli Company was in litigation
due to the illegal acquisition of control of this company by foreign interests
and this restricted the company from engaging in businegs  with the Government
under Section J of the Aircraft Procurement Statutes, .

At the meeting in General Arnold's office, the undersigned, on the
. advice of counsel, agreed to cooperate in every respect in the interest of
helping the war effort, and permission was given for General American Trans-
port Company to build Burnelli type gliders under license.

f ‘ After disposing of the glider license project discus sion, General Arnold
stated that he would like to have a complete report drawn on the Burnelli design
situation to clarify the historyr of Burnelli developments and relationship with
the U. S. Army Air Corps. At General Arnold's request, the undersigned agreed
to make available to Colonel Hartney the Burnelli Company's files in their entirety.
Then General Arnold called in an Assistant and issued instructions that Colonel

. Hartney should have access to the U. S. Army Air Corps/Burnelli Company files

*in the Pentagon, and also at Wright Field.

- Later in the summer, Colonel Hartney advised that he had completed his
report to General Arnold and that it had been ma rked '"Confidential' and placed
in the U. S. Army Air Corps files.

- Colonel Hartney died after World War II. Shortly after that, the under-

A 81gned received advice from Mrs., Irene Hartney that she was cleaning out some
of her late husband's personal effects, and came across the referred to Hartney
Report on the Burnelli Company's history, along with a large file on General
William Mitchell. She felt that the undersigned would be interested in having
this information and turned the report and the file over accordingly.

The undersigned states that, to the best of his knowledge, this is an
accurate description of the events surrounding the Report of Colonel Harold E
Hartney as prepared for and subwmitted to General H. H. Armnold, dated July 3,
1943,

WITNESSED THIS DATE M > 4~

INT DISTRICT OF C%UMBKA




BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH OF LT, COL, HAROLD EVANS HARTNEY,
CONSULTING AERONAUTICAL COUNSEL, DECEASED, TAKEN FROM
WHO'S WHO IN AVIATION, 1943, A PUBLICATION OF BIOGRAPHICAL
SKETCHES OF PERSONS WHO HAVE CONTRIBUTED TO THE GROWTH
OF AVIATION IN THE UNITED STATES, '

B. Pakenham, Ontario, Canada, April 19, 1888; entered U. S. 1917, naturalized
1923. P. James Harvey and Annie Evans (Cuthbert) Hartney. Educ. ’Sch.' of Practical
Science, 1906, B.A. 1911, Univ. of Toronto; Barrister Univ. of Saskatchewan, Canada,
1914; M, Irene McGeary of Toronto, Nov. 11, 1914. Pilot record: Learned to fly
Norwich, England, 1915; mil. aviator; logged hrs, 1, 100; placed fifth N. Y. to Toronto
R‘ace 1919; placed sixth Transcontinental Reliability Test 1919; placed second Pulitzer
Race 1920; entrant Pulitzer Race 1921, Aviation business record: Organizing sec. and
first gen. mgr. N.A.A,; assisted in organizing the Nat. Exchange Clubs embracing

800 local organizations in U, S.; del. to Internat. Chamber of Commerce on Comml.

~ Aero., Rome, Italy, 1929; tech. adviser for Senate Air Safety Comm. 1935-38; dir.

Aviation Sect. N. Y. Bd. of Trade, 1929; tech. Advisor for Sikorsky Aviation Corp.,
Gen. Airways System Inc., Argonauts, Inc., Generalair Beacons, Inc., Sky Advertis-

ing Corp, of America, Aviation Bus. Byr., Inc., Airport Lighting, Inc., Airport

‘Advertising, Inc., Aero Service Pick-up Corp., Aviation Development & Finance

Corporation, Air Cruisers Inc., Donaldson Holding Corp.,, Century Rotary Motor
Corp., Seabeacons, Inc., Pa.-Central Airlines, Amer. Airship Co., mem. Advisory
Comm. on Aero, N. Y. World's Fair 1939; consulting aero. asst, C, A, A, 1938-40;
consulting aero, counsel since 1940. Military record: Advanced through grades from
pvt. to Capt. R.F.C., Canada, 1915-17; Comdg. Off, 27th Aero Squadron, U.S. Army
Air Service 1917-18; Group Commdr. First Pursuit Group 1918; Maj. 1917, Lt. Col.
1919, A.E.F., Chaumont, France; chief of training, acting chief operations, Chief

of civ. affairs, Office of Chief of Air Service, U. S. Army Air Corps, 1919-21;

Lt, Col. U. S. Army Air Corps Res. Awards: Distinguished Service Cross, Silver
Star, Order of the Purple Heart, Legion of Honor, Croix de Guerre with three palms,
Italian Silver Medal for Valor, British War Medal, Aero. Club Medal o'f Honor, McKay
Silver Medal for Civ. Flying Mem. Early Birds, N, A,A., Aviators Post Arrer. Legion, "’
Inst. of the Aero. Sciences, Amer, Inst., Quiet Birdmen, First Res. Aero Squadron
Assn., Inc., Exec., Comm. Amer, Sect, Ligue Internationale des Aviateurs, Nat. Air
Pilots Assn, Club: Exchange Club of N, Y. A uthor: Ué and At 'Em (Co-author George

Sutton Jr. ), 1940; The Complex Flying Manual, 1940; Aircraft Spotters Guide, 1942;

What the Gitizen Should Know about our Air Feorces 1942,




July 3, 1943

General H, H, Arnold, Chief
U. S. Army Air Forces
Washington, D. C.

RE: Burnelli Type Lifting Fuselage All-Cargo Airplane

WHY HAS THIS PLANE NOT BEEN PRODUCED IN
QUANTITIES IN ENGLAND, CANADA OR HERE?

My dear General Arnold:

: While I have been watching this development in a precursory manner for

| many years from a personal interest only and since December lst, 1942, intensively
| on behaif of a client, 1 have this week put on a special drive to survey and obtain the
: answer to this challenging question. ’

5 .

| ' There is nothing sinister in this whole situation. There are dozens of
: ‘ mitigating, if not discouraging, facts which I shall enurnerate, but I will try in the
following sentence to give one answer which is back of it all.

ANSWER: Until the Air Transport Command got under way, despite our
own dome stic and foreign air line operations where DC-3's and Clippers were used
more or less exclusively, THERE WAS NO DEMAND FROM A RESPONSIBLE AIR
CARRIER EITHER MILITARY OR CIVIL justifying the heavy cost of a prototype
and as you well know prototypes do cost money - the DC-4 - two million, and the
Martin Mars - six million dollars. Consequently, this type of plane did not appear
in any of the military or civil carrier's specified categories, and by "'this type of
plane'" I mean oné embracing the Burnelli unique safety, cargo space and miscel-
laneous loading and other features found in such a Burnelli cargo piane, in addition
fo the accepted high performance shown in Burnelli planes already tiown and tested
officially. In another portion of this report I have listed these unique features which
through the globular operation in all countries have been found imperative (see Page
6), Verbally I shall personally give you all this report in detail, but I feel its im-
portance merits investigation and action by your regular staff. Therefore, I shall
outline it in writing to facilitate matters for you, with your permission, divide it
into three parts.

PART I: Why not buiit in England, Canada and the United States ?--
g . .
giving specifically the many reasons in each country.

PART II: The unique safety and other features peculiar to this type
of plane disclosed or divulged by the remarkable world-wide op-
erations of General George's A, T, C. as being absolutely essential
in an all-cargo plane., These began to show up from about June,
1941, when you so prudently established the Ferrying Command
under the late Major General Robert Olds, U.S.A.F.

PART III: My personal recommendations, for what they: are worth.
{You have not asked for these and I may be presumptuous in giving
them, but I sincerely believe that if acted upon they will help the

war effort immeasurably, and I fecl you will be glad to consider them. )

PART 1

 (Answer to specific questions of yours -- Why not followed through (a) in England,
(b) Canada, (c) in the United States ?)

(a) In England. Last Tuesday I had a conference with Air Chief Marshal
Sir Christopher Courtney, R.A.F., with a view to find out why the plane was not
produced in quantities in England., The answer is basically the same there as in Can-
ada and here. Had the war not come along it would have gone into production in

England, and Cunliffe Owen personally plans now on continuing, after the war if
possible, not only with proeduction of the one ReCaulle han besn flying, But on ohe of

135,000 lba, gross (see report Appendix "A"), Official British Boscombe Down report
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_similar Burnelli but with all the recommended changes is bemg made about July 10th

next at Long Island and the Air Transport Command plan on having observers there.)

- Sir Chrxstopher admits in effect that some might allege with some degree of founda-

tmn at this time that the RAF should have foreseen the importance of all~-cargo planes

_ but the Burnelli was not built to fit in with any official spec1f1ed Military require-
‘ments havmg been constructed on what is known in England as 'private venture' the

same practlce as Mosquito was built by DeHavilland.

(Attention is invited to the following comments on the UB14, which may be of value
‘to your engineers:

Appendix "B'* Norman Edgar's comments on UB14 .
Appendix "C'" Structural Review of UB14 design
L Appendix npn Report of Lieut, Col. Lewis T. Reichers

Appendix "E' Comparison by Mr. Rex M. Hoyes, dated
January 3, 1938, between the Burnelli
type and the orthodox.

Appendix "F'" Burnelli's comments on British report
of November 14, 1939).

(b) In Canada. The demand for cargo planes in Canada has always been
great. Some 17,000, 000 pounds of express were flown in one month in 1937 as com-
pared with only 2,.000; 000 on all our airlines put together. (Air express here was
throttled by the xllegal contract which until this .year existed between the wholly-owned
Railway Express Agency and 21 domestic airlines. By this contract the airlines gave
express rlghts exclus wely to that railroad owned company and were not pe rmitted to
offer express facilities except through REA and rates were fixed at not less than twice
the railroad express rates, The great demand for express service in the far northern
undeveloped rich field of Canada, where no other satisfactory media of transporta-

. tion exist, brought about a demand in the Dominion North of us for an all-cargo plane

with practical peacetime or civil characteristics. To meet this the Canadian Car

Company about 1937 contracted with the American Burnelli Company and partly en-
gineered a 34 passenger all-cargo Burnelli design in 1938. The Minister of Trans-
portation, however, Ient little encouragement because his office evaluated it as too
large. Unfortunately, the plane was never built. Not discouraged, this Canadian

Company decided to await the tests of'the British UB14 and possibly go into produc-
tion on that:. At the same time they worked with the Central Aircraft Corporation --
The American Company--and, according to Mr. Semple, Assistant to the President

_ of Canadian Car Company, unwittingly found themselves in control of the American
- Company, Central Aircraft Corporation, owner of all the basic Burnelli patents.

(Incidentally, the Canadian Company is willing to duly turn this control back to the

American Company under equitable terms at any time. The license from the American

Company is all they require or desire).

In so far as was consistent with the neutrality laws then in existence, the
Canadian Company, now greatly preoccupied in war efforts, continued their interest

in Burnelli designs by helping Burnelli nersonallv from time to time - a relationship

which still exists. Canadian Car officials still believe implicitly in this design and















































































































