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Preface 
This document, certainly too short to be called a book, is intended to capture and share information 

with other descendents of George W. Thompson.  I believe that there is a great deal of information in 

here that will be new to them.  Specifically, I document two additional patents of his that I believe are 

not generally known. 

At points throughout this work, I present my own analysis of the aerodynamic qualities of his aircraft 

designs.  Though neither a pilot nor an aeronautical engineer, I have been interested in airplanes and 

spacecraft my life entire life and my professional experience in the defense and space industry has given 

me a working knowledge of basic aeronautical concepts.  Any errors in these analyses are my own. 

This is not a biography of Thompson and does not attempt to recount other aspects of his life, 

interesting though they may be. 
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Chapter 1 - Introduction 
In 1903, the Wright brothers were the first people to take flight in a heavier-than-air craft.  However, 

they were by no means the only people attempting that historic feat.   This goal was shared by many 

people across the nation and world.  This is the story of one of those people, George W. Thompson of 

Kingston, Oklahoma.  Some of this story takes place prior to Oklahoma gaining statehood in 1907, so 

some of the documents refer to Kingston, Indian Territory. 

As an early pioneer in the field of aviation, Thompson experimented with various aircraft designs and 

over the span of eight years received three patents related to aircraft construction.  The designs shown 

in these three patents were extremely different and show the wide range of concepts that Thompson 

was exploring. 

Though there are few written records of Thompson’s endeavors, we have been able to piece together 

part of his story.  While we do not know whether he was successful in flying a full-size craft, his story 

and accomplishments make up an interesting piece of aviation history. 

The following pages discuss reports of a scale model flight test, Thompson’s three patents for flying 

machines, and the creation of The Kingston Aerial Company.  There is also a discussion of the lasting 

effects his work had on other aircraft designers.  Complete copies of all three of his patents are provided 

in the appendices.  Some images from those documents also appear in the main body of this text.  Also 

included in the appendices are copies of newspaper articles documenting some of his accomplishments. 

Chapter 2 - The Earliest Records 
The earliest written record we have about “Flying Machine” Thompson appeared in the Helen Herald on 

June 14, 1902. (Note that Helen was later renamed to Kingston.) 

Unfortunately, no copies of that article still exist, as far as I can tell.  However, excerpts from it were 

reprinted in later articles, one undated and the other in 1976.  Those two articles are in Appendix D of 

this document.  The excerpts in the two later articles are almost identical, the differences being minor 

and probably the result of editing for space.   

In summary, the 1902 article documents a test flight that Thompson conducted in front of several 

witnesses, including the newspaper editor.  Here is a re-typed version of the excerpt as it appears in the 

undated article. 

 “On Friday night, June 6, 1902, a number of Helen citizens visited the Herald office, in 

accordance with an invitation extended to them by the editor of the Herald, for the purpose of 

witnessing the most curious piece of mechanism on the face of the earth.  The name of the 

inventor is G.W. Thompson, and no man is better known in all this region, as he has been in the 

ginning business for a number of years.  He moved his gin from Kingston to Helen last summer.  

Everyone knew that Mr. Thompson was an expert machinist, and had made some ingenious 

improvements in the gin machinery, but no one dreamed that Mr. Thompson had long conceived 

the idea that he could make something that would fly.  Pressure of business had allowed him no 

time to put his idea to the test, until last winter.  He went to work with the most meager set of 

tools, in the most primitive workshop available, and now exhibits a steel eagle that gets up from 
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the ground, by its own efforts, clears its way through the air, guides its way wherever its master 

wills, aye soars.  This genius took for his model the flying bird and the steel eagle has literally 

followed the wing movement of the feathered tribe.  Without any question, Mr. Thompson, has 

discovered and applied a principle in aerial navigation which has been ignored or unthought of 

by any other aeronaut of whom we have heard or read.  We believe Mr. Thompson has it in his 

power to make a fortune for himself and a score of capitalists who are willing to invest in his 

enterprise.” 

The article was followed by an affidavit signed by citizens verifying that they had witnessed the 

exhibition of this machine.  Those signing it were: W.A. Jolly, L.L. Wells, Dr. E.T. Lewis, Dr. 

Eldridge Martin, C.H. Terry, L.E. Gregory, J.T. Ringle, E.E. Ringle, C.B. Martin, J.A. Landram.  This 

event may seem minor today, but when we remember that it was not until late 1903 that the 

Wright brothers made their first flight in Kittyhawk, it must have seemed like science-fiction to 

people in 1902.  The June 4, 1909 Kingston Messenger has an account of Mr. Thompson getting a 

government patent for his flying machine model which he had been improving for a number of 

years.  In 1911, he made a trip to Oklahoma City and bought parts to build his own full scale 

airplane.  In July 1912, another news item in the Messenger states, “John Vaughn has put in his 

bid for the first ride in Judge Thompson’s airship, “The Kingston”, which is now ready for its initial 

trip as soon as the engine arrives.”  Nothing else could be found in the Messenger about the 

plane.  Bill Akins, an early day resident, recalls seeing the machine.  Mr. Thompson kept it in a 

shed just west of where French’s store is now located. He said it had a wingspan of 14 ft. but as 

far as he knew they never made a trial flight with it. 

What can we glean from this account?  It clearly shows that Thompson was experimenting with flying 

craft well before the Wright brothers made their first flight.  Though the original article was ambiguous 

about the size of the craft, the author of the 1976 article in the Oklahoma City newspaper interviewed 

surviving eyewitnesses, who reveal that this craft was not full-size.  As the article says, it was a “model 

plane”.  Beyond that, we cannot tell anything about the design of the model, the propulsion system or 

the manner in which it was controlled.  Nor can we tell how long the test flight lasted or how high it got 

off the ground. 

Clearly it wasn’t a manned craft so how did he maintain control of it?  It is possible that he used a 

tethered control system similar to the model planes from the 1960’s and 70’s that flew in a circle as the 

owner stood in the middle and tugged the control strings.  This is, however, complete speculation on my 

part. 

For further clues as to what this model aircraft may have looked like, we need to look at the first of 

three patents that Thompson received. 
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Chapter 3 – Patent #769,721 
The first official record of Thompson’s foray into aviation is found in a United States patent he filed in 

1903 and received in 1904.  Patent number 769,721 describes an aircraft that combined three different 

modes of lift and a striking visual appearance. 

 

 

 

Design Features 
To understand this design, view the top image and try to distinguish the three major components – the 

wing (14) or “hood” at the top, the fuselage (1) or “car” immediately below and the propellers (12).  The 

fuselage contains an engine that turns a driveshaft connected to the two large wheels.  These wheels 

have gears on the outer edge which in turn drive the propeller shafts.  This means that the wheels will 
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constantly turn, even while the craft is in the air.  (Near the end of this document, we will see how this 

design feature was re-used in a very modern craft in 2013.) 

Though this craft appears strange to the modern eye, it actually has a lot in common with some very 

traditional aircraft.  When you strip away the cosmetic differences and the use of a “hood” in place of a 

wing, this can easily be described as a high-wing, twin-engine airplane with an enclosed passenger 

compartment.  It may not be as sleek as the craft shown below but the basic ideas are the same. 

 

Thrust 
The thrust for this craft comes from the two propellers at the front.  From a modern perspective, these 

propellers are unusually thick and have a very large pitch.  Combined with the cavity on the trailing edge 

of the blades, they were probably quite inefficient but would still be capable of generating thrust.  One 

unusual aspect to the propellers and shafts is the substantial angle they make with the body, such that 

they force air both backward and downward.  The intent of this downward airflow is to help provide lift, 

like a helicopter.   

Lift 
The other means of lift came from the airfoil shape of the “hood”.  Air rushing over an airfoil is an 

essential element of all aircraft design and it is interesting to see it in such an early effort.  Additional lift 

was provided by hollow chambers in the canopy of the hood.  These chambers would be filled with 

lighter-than-air gas, providing buoyancy.  In practice, the volume of those chambers would have been 

too small to provide any significant effect. 

Control 
After thrust and lift, the next element in aircraft design is control.  A rudder at the rear of provides yaw 

control.  The size of the rudder compared to the rest of the craft is appropriate and it is likely that it 

would have performed sufficiently well.   

For pitch and lift control, the pilot used a hand-crank mechanism in the cockpit to change the angle 

between the body and the hood/wing.  This mechanism would have been awkward to use but would 

likely have provided some degree of pitch control as well as affecting overall lift.  There is no apparent 

way to actively control the roll angle.  The passive fin at the top of the craft is intended to act as a keel to 

keep the craft upright.  It is unlikely that it would accomplish this goal. 
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Could It Actually Fly? 
Despite the apparent “kitchen sink” design and somewhat unfortunate resemblance to a woman’s 

corset, this aircraft actually shows many viable elements of aircraft design.  The fact that Thompson 

incorporated these features before the Wright brothers ever left the ground is a clear indicator that he 

stood at the forefront of the aviation industry.   

It is my belief that the very short overall length, short effective wingspan and pronounced height of the 

craft would make it unlikely to fly if built at full-scale.  However, a reduced size model may well have 

been able to leave the ground.  

Whether this craft, or one similar to it, flew or not is unknown.  The newspaper article mentioned 

previously states that he successfully flew some sort of machine in front of witnesses in 1902.  The 

application for this patent was made in 1903.  Given how close these two events are in time, it is likely 

that the 1902 craft is similar to the one in this patent. 
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Chapter 4 – Patent #922,972 
With his second design, Thompson introduced some radical new ideas.  It is important to note that this 

patent was focused on his “new and useful  Improvements in Flying-Machines” and not on the aircraft 

as a working whole.  He submitted the application in 1907 and received patent number 922,972 in 1909.    

This unique and novel design is strikingly different from the other airplanes in use at the time.   

Readers that grew up when aircraft were already in common use, especially jet aircraft, will look at the 

patent drawings and initially believe that the pipe on the left side of the top drawing is analogous to a 

jet exhaust.  That would lead them to believe that the front of the aircraft is on the right in that picture.  

This is not the case; the pipe is at the nose of the aircraft and serves as an air intake.  In modern terms, 

this is a single wing, pusher-prop concept where the dual propellers share a common shaft and are both 

fully enclosed within the body of the craft.   

 

Design Features 
Careful reading of the patent reveals the design concepts that Thompson believed would make his craft 

capable of flight.  The following paragraphs paraphrase and condense that writing.  Note that many of 

his concepts are at odds with modern understanding of aerodynamic flight.  It is important to remember 

that everything we know today about aerodynamics was still being uncovered by people like the Wrights 

and Thompson.  The fact that his design was not fully viable reflects the fact that he was on the leading 

edge of an unknown science. 

Thrust 
The first question for any aircraft is “What provides forward motion?”  The pipe (16) at the front of the 

aircraft is an air intake.  This air is sucked in through the pipe via the action of the propellers (6 and 6’) 

and expelled out the back through a cutaway section of the hull (11), providing thrust.  Additional air is 

supplied via supplementary pipes (20) which get their air through dampers (24) on the sides of the craft.  

This additional air comes into the propeller chamber and is accelerated rearwards by the propellers. 

Shown below are two images from a CAD model of this aircraft, created by this author.   The front angle 

shows the intake pipe and dampers and the lower rear angle provides a view of the two enclosed 

propellers.  Note that one of them has four blades and the slightly smaller one has two. 
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Lift 
The second question is “What causes it to rise into the air?”  There are three points on the craft that are 

intended to create lift.  These three points are at the front, midpoint and rear. 

First is the upwardly angled portion of the wing.  As the craft is propelled forward into the airstream, the 

air will push against this angled surface and cause the front of the aircraft to rise. 

Second are the two rectangular holes (15) near the rear of the vertical fin.  These open up into the 

propeller chamber.  As the propellers turn, they are supposed to create suction through these holes, 

resulting in lift along the midpoint of the craft. 
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Third is the flat hood or overhang (12) at the rear of the craft which is similar to the upwardly angled 

wing at the front.  Air comes in through the pipe, bounces off the overhang to provide lift and is expelled 

through the opening 11. 

Control 
The third question to address is “How do you steer it?”  There are two mechanisms that provide steering 

control.  The intake pipe is on a horizontal swivel and can be turned from side to side.  As it is turned to 

one side, it will suck in air from that direction, causing the aircraft to turn in the direction the pipe is 

pointed. 

The second steering mechanism is through use of the dampers on the side if the craft.  By opening just 

one at a time, a differential pressure is created, causing the craft to move in the direction of the open 

damper. 

There is no apparent way to control the pitch (nose-up/nose-down) or the roll of the craft. 

Could It Actually Fly? 
The aircraft drawn and described in the patent would not have been capable of sustained, controlled 

flight.  This opinion is based on my own analysis using basic aeronautical principles and was confirmed 

by a Flight Instructor and Professor of Mechanical Engineering at the United States Air Force Academy.   

There are several design flaws that prevent this craft from being airworthy.  Without going into great 

depth, here are some of the key points. 

 It would be very difficult to move enough air through the pipe to generate any significant 

amount of thrust.  Propeller-driven craft need to move a lot of air.  The narrow intake pipe plus 

the fact that the pipe also served as a conduit for the propeller shaft and brackets would 

prevent sufficient airflow.  Without enough airflow through the pipe, the craft could not develop 

enough forward speed to get off the ground. 

 The wings do not have an airfoil shape to them and it is that shape that creates lift.  Instead, 

they just are just flat planes which will catch air in the same way that your hand will rise up 

when stuck out of a car window.  This effect is not truly aerodynamic lift and causes a huge 

amount of drag. 

 The wings extend nearly the entire length of the body and are quite short.  Maximum lift is 

derived from long, skinny wings.  Short, deep wings cause a great deal of drag and little lift. 

 There is only a limited way to control the yaw of the craft and no way to control pitch and roll.  

Modern aircraft use rudders, ailerons, elevators and flaps to control airflow and therefore the 

orientation and direction of travel of the aircraft.  Without these, flight control would have been 

impossible. 

 There is no apparent place for a pilot to sit. 

It is my belief that the contents of this patent were not intended to describe a fully functional aircraft.  

Instead, the patent was intended to capture key design elements.  It describes the angled planes on the 

wing and the overhang at the rear, the steerable intake nozzle and steering via differential pressure 

through the use of dampers as the ideas being claimed.    If this interpretation is correct, this second 

patent was paving the way for a commercial venture that he started later on. 
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Concepts Before Their Time 
Despite the apparent problems with this design, there are two ideas in here that were decades ahead of 

their time.  Vectored thrust and ducted fans came into use in the 1980's, several decades after this 

patent was awarded.  Hints of these concepts are present in this design.   

 Vectored Thrust 

Modern fighter aircraft use deflection panels behind the engine exhaust to increase 

maneuverability.  The idea of using a steerable pipe for air intake is a similar idea. 

 Ducted Fans 

Some modern designs encase the propeller in a ring.  This ring serves to smooth the airflow and 

create greater thrust.  Enclosing the propellers within the body and using an intake pipe is a 

similar approach. 

Given that Thompson designed this in the early 1900's and didn't have an existing body of aeronautical 

design concepts to draw on, his design was revolutionary and showed a great deal of original thought.  

As we will see in the next chapter, elements of this design make it into his third, and presumably final, 

aircraft. 
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Chapter 5 – Patent # 1,010,986  
This third design is by far the most sophisticated and airworthy craft that Thompson created.  In it is 

found almost every aeronautical feature associated with modern aircraft.  

 

Design Features 
The first thing you notice about this craft is the biplane configuration.  Here, Thompson replaced the 

short stubby wings of his first two craft with much more effective wings.  Almost as significant is the use 

of three propellers.  The largest of these (8) is at the rear and acts as a pusher-prop.  The other two (10) 

are significantly smaller and located just off the centerline in the gap of the bottom wing.  The large box-

tail provides both lift and lateral stability.  

Several other notable features are described below in the ‘Control’ section. 

Thrust 
The bulk of the thrust is provided by the large, rear propeller (8).  Supplementary thrust can be provided 

by the auxiliary propellers (10).  The size and design of these propellers is appropriate for this craft.  

Assuming sufficient power is available from the engine, they would have no difficulty providing the 

needed thrust. 

Besides providing thrust, the two smaller propellers can also be used for steering.  A mechanism is 

provided that allows the pilot to slow or reverse the direction of either or both of these propellers in 

flight.  This is a form of the thrust reverser system found on all large jets and many twin-engine propeller 

craft. 

Lift 
The bulk of the lift comes from the upper and lower wings or planes as they are referred to in the 

patent.  The drawing shows a clear air-foil shape so the wings should have been reasonably effective. 

Additional lift is provided by the horizontal surfaces of the box-tail.   
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Control 
This is another area where this design makes gigantic strides.  There are several distinct control 

mechanisms present.  These correspond to the rudder, elevator, flaps and ailerons in use on most 

aircraft today.  

At the front of the top wing is a pie-shaped control surface that can be rotated side to side by the pilot.  

Thompson describes this as a “balancing rudder” (9).  A rudder is usually aligned vertically and affects 

the yaw of the craft.  This balancing rudder is aligned horizontally and would affect the roll.  This serves 

the same basic role as ailerons in modern craft. 

Behind the lower wing is an “elevating rudder” (15).  This is also aligned horizontally but rotates on a 

different axis than (9).  It is used to control pitch and is quite similar to the elevators found on the tail of 

modern aircraft.   This elevating rudder would also affect overall lift, similar to modern flaps. 

Yaw control would occur through two mechanisms.  The primary means Thompson intended to control 

yaw is through applying differential power to the auxiliary propellers.  The other is the “balancing 

rudder” mentioned previously.  Besides affecting roll, it would also have an effect on the aircraft yaw.  

Could It Actually Fly? 
It is my belief that this is a viable design and would have similar performance and success as other 

aircraft of the day.  It should have been able to take flight. 

This craft corrects the defects founds in the first two designs.  The propellers would provide sufficient 

thrust and the wings would provide sufficient lift.  Between the rudder, differential steering and 

adjustable flap, there would be sufficient control in all three axes to maintain attitude and directional 

control. 

As with any untested design, there would certainly be adjustments needed based on the results of the 

test flight.  Was the box-tail too large?  Was the boom it was on long enough?  Would the rudder-plane 

provide sufficient control?  Should the auxiliary props be moved further outboard to provide greater 

steering control?  These are all engineering issues that could have been addressed in time. 
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Chapter 6 - Retrospective 

Comparison of the Three Designs 
Visually, each of the three aircraft designs is strikingly different from the other.  However, careful 

examination of the texts and drawings reflects some common ideas.  It is interesting to see which aspect 

of each design was emphasized and which were de-emphasized. 

The first patent shows the abundance of design ideas that abounded as people at the turn of the 

century struggled to determine what would constitute a successful aircraft.  Showing elements of 

helicopters, fixed-wing airplanes and lighter-than-air craft, this design can be seen as his initial 

exploration into the theory of aviation.   

The second design is the most distinctive of the three.  Thompson was clearly focused on how to 

channel and direct the airflow internally via a small-diameter pipe, rather than externally.  I believe his 

goal was to strictly control the airflow and apply the resulting pressure where needed to create lift. 

Though this would not have worked in practice, it shows a hint of two technologies that would later 

come into wide use - vectored thrust and ducted fans. 

In the third patent, we see Thompson converge toward a more traditional design, if anything could be 

called “traditional” at that point in aviation history.  We can see the “ducted fan” concept exemplified 

by the box-like tail section.   

The Kingston Aerial Company 
Though online records from that timeframe are scarce, one important piece of information can be found 

in archival copies of different Oklahoma newspapers in 1912.  One such note, from the Carney 

Enterprise, dated April 12th, 1912, reads: 

The Kingston Aerial company, of Kingston, has been chartered with a capital stock of $25,000.  It 

will build and sell flying machines.  The incorporators are residents of Kingston. 

The book American Machinist Volume 36, dated Jan – Jun, 1912, lists aeronautical companies founded in 

the past year and shows that the Kingston Aerial Company of Kingston, Oklahoma was founded with 

$25,000 in capital.  The incorporators were G.W. Thompson, W.A. Williams, J.W. Little, B.B Steel and 

John S. Vaughn, all of Kingston.  A similar entry can be found in Aeronautics, Volume 10, dated January 

1912.  The website http://www.bizapedia.com/ shows that a filing for the Kingston Aerial Company was 

submitted to the Oklahoma state government on April 2, 1912. 

From the sources described throughout this article, we can conclude that by 1912, Thompson had 

assembled a full-size airframe and was in the act of procuring an engine for its first test flight.  It is likely 

that the aircraft he built was substantially similar to the design shown in the third patent. 

At the same time, a group of investors committed $25,000 (roughly $500,000 today), a rather 

substantial amount of money for a rural farming community.  It can be inferred that Thompson’s 

decade-long interest in aircraft and his reputation as a machinist and judge were sufficient to gather the 

investment needed to start this commercial venture. 

http://www.bizapedia.com/
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After these initial news items, no other news about the Kingston Aerial Company can be found.  

Whether a working aircraft was made and whether a flight test was conducted is unknown. 

Lasting Impact on the Aviation Industry 
One measure of lasting impact is to look at how subsequent inventors built on his works.  Two of 

Thompson’s works were cited in later patents. 

- 769,721: In 2013, a patent application was filed for a “Vehicle with aerial and ground mobility”.  

This is application number ‘US 20140061362 A1’.  As alluded to in Chapter 3, it appears that this 

craft uses a mechanism to drive both the wheels and propellers. 

- 922,972: In 1949, patent ‘US 2465581 A’ for “Airplane construction” references Thompson’s 

second patent.  The text of this 1949 patent claims applicability to aircraft, rocket ship and 

automobile construction.  Several later patents cite this one. 

In an interesting coincidence, at least two of Thompson’s descendents went on to work in the aviation 

industry.  James Thompson flew jet aircraft in the United States Air Force and this author worked on the 

software for NASA’s Space Shuttle.  One wonders if George Thompson would have been surprised that 

these things happened just decades after his fledgling attempts to take flight. 

In any nascent technology, it is the work of many early developers that help determine what works and 

what doesn’t.  Others build upon those results and eventually a wealth of expertise and knowledge take 

hold.  The resulting knowledge from all of these individuals helped to define aviation and changed our 

world.  What is clear is that Mr. Thompson was one these early pioneers in the aviation field. 
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Author’s Notes 
I first became aware of my great-grandfather’s interest in aviation in the 1980’s, when a family member 

gave me a copy of patent 922,972.  I looked at the pictures, skimmed the words quickly and, for thirty 

years, didn’t think much about it.  To the best of my knowledge, that was the only one of Thompson’s 

patents known to his descendents.  

In 2014, I became interested in 3D printer technology and was trying to think of something interesting 

that I could have made on a 3D printer.  Suddenly I remembered George W. Thompson’s Flying Machine 

and decided that this was the perfect project.  It would let me explore a new technology and bring an 

interesting family footnote to life. 

Off and on during 2014 I worked on creating a CAD model of the aircraft shown in this patent.  This was 

time-consuming, tedious work because I had to reverse-engineer the measurements and angles from 

the hand-drawn figures in the patent.   During these many late nights and long hours, I developed an 

affinity with Thompson.  I could imagine him sitting at his kitchen table late into the night working on his 

designs, just as I was doing over a hundred years later. 

As I was wrapping up the CAD effort and preparing to have it printed, I realized that other family 

members might be interested in seeing the model and learning some of the things I had discovered as I 

dissected the patent line by line.  That was when I started writing this account.   Wanting to be thorough 

in my documentation, I started looking online for any other information available about Thompson and 

his aircraft. 

In an unexpected turn of events, my Internet research on Thompson and patent 922,972 revealed the 

existence of his earlier work and patent 769,721. It was with great excitement that I realized that his 

aviation research was more extensive than I had imagined. 

As I gathered notes on these two patents and tried to figure out how to organize the material, I 

uncovered the existence of the Kingston Aerial Company.  From there I went on to discover patent 

1,010,986.  Suddenly, I had information in hand that I had never dreamed existed. 

At about the same time, I contacted one of Thompson’s grand-daughters, my Aunt Erny.  She made 

copies of several newspaper articles that she had in her possession and provided them to me.  These 

were previously unknown to me and provided confirmation of some of the material I had found on-line. 

When I started, I was under the impression that my great-grandfather was just another one of many 

that came in second when the Wrights made their first flight.  Instead, I learned that he was persistent 

inventor with a number of cutting-edge ideas.  He may not have found fame in the aviation field but I 

believe that he represents the finest tradition of American ingenuity and inventiveness.  His 

contributions to aviation history may be subtle but they are nonetheless very real. 

The fate of his aircraft and the Kingston Aerial Company are still a mystery to me but I hope that more 

information will be uncovered and help reveal what happened to them. 

Brad Mears / November, 2014 
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Appendix A – Patent 769,721 
The following pages are scanned images of the PDF file available for this patent via Google patents.  For a 

higher quality version, the PDF can be downloaded from Google. 
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Appendix B – Patent 922,972 
The following pages are scanned images of the PDF file available for this patent via Google patents.  For 

a higher quality version, the PDF can be downloaded from Google. 
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Appendix C – Patent 1,010,986 
The following pages are scanned images of the PDF file available for this patent via Google patents.  For 

a higher quality version, the PDF can be downloaded from Google. 
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Appendix D –Newspaper Clippings 
The following scanned images are from copies of newspaper clippings provided by Ernestine Thompson 

Willits, one of Thompson’s grand-daughters.   Some of these articles were written at or around the time 

that Thompson was actively engaged in building his aircraft.  Others were published years later. 

All but one of these shows the publication date, either printed in the heading or in a hand-written note 

at the top or bottom of the page.  The publication date of the first article (“Our Proud Heritage”) is 

unknown though it was probably printed sometime after 1967.  There is a picture on the photocopied 

page that references “Leon’s Greenhouse”.  The website for Leon’s greenhouse says they have been in 

business since 1967.  However, it isn’t clear whether the picture was printed at the same time as the 

article so that date is not conclusive. 

According to usgwarchives.net, the Helen Herald operated from 1903 to some unknown date and the 

Kingston Messenger operated from 1902 to 1923.  Since the town of Helen became Kingston, it is 

possible that the Helen Herald became the Kingston Messenger but that is far from certain. 
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