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taking Vita A as cur Ml #f oMttfiMB eo nag 

nets that Kite B, «alio haring abevt the eme ptiU In nearly 

the MM eiai, flew *S a sensitif low angle than rite A®

rite C, flying in a Jiatf ef sligHtly lees veloci­

ty than Kite A flew at a greater altitude with a neater 

pall#

there results mu/^oot that possibly Kite 0 is 

nsrs efficient than Kits A* <nd Kite B less efficient.

2he isUisllnu are heweeer, derived fren the 

«there table ef averages aler>sf and de net take lute aeeeunt 

the teial lead lifted, including the nigits ef the rites, 

the weights ef the fly inclines, and the resolved rer ileal 

clament ef .he pull®

In ateadineee ef flight there was little ebeerw» 

able differente between Kite A and B| but f was apparentljr 

net <z*ite as steady in *h» *1*1 «uni the seeer seals executed 

by Kite C during the ocurse ef eayerineet 3, aheuld lead urn 

to very cure ef the results before accepting Kite C as a nod* 

el fcr «erodrenc Se® 5 as we would naturally de if we judged 

by off lei MMg of lift .lone®
The ojqperâænts should widen tly be multiplied 

before recalling final conclusions.


