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Subject report hes been reviewed in full by Major John Servis,
and 4in part by FMr, Willta: Kennedy.

¥We al) agree that 4t ia a vory gocd report and have no eritic

In reading varicus reporta on the subjlect of fall-out, we have npticed that
it 1s custormary to make a distinction botween air tursts ind ¢
in & way that is probably guite eatisfactory to &ll who are famd
ths phenomena involved, Jt has occurred to us that to the w
distinction between an oir burst and a tower shot may be scmewhdt obscure,
Indeed there is now scre svidence that, from the poimt of view ¢f fall-owt,
there has occurred at least oue tower shot wiich behaved much ljke an alr
burst, so that the distinction, on the basis of whether cr not § tower is
present, does not geem ertirely satisfactory, From the eviderch available
it appears that a wore satisfactory eriterion is contact betweeh the fire
bsll arnd the surface, At least we know thst falleout has been fjuite intense
whon there has been extensive contact and thet fall-out has alwaye been
relatively light whren there was definitely no contact,

Since subject re;yort will undoubtedly be widely read with consjdersbls
inlerest, it is syggested that it might be useful to present ajeoxevhal more
definite statemwrt about what is zernt by an air burst, perhapy as a foot-
note on Lhis Lterm in paragraph 1.1, |
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