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This application has beep examined.

References made of record:

Overbeke 2,258,797 Oct. 1lj, 1941 2l -1h5

Guillo 1,029,010 June 11, 1912. - 2L,-153
Dahl 1,632,822 June 21, 1927 - 2L =153
Astle 2,208,786 July 23, 1940 - 2l -153
Bach 2,163,125 Mare 1, 1949 - 2l -153

Claim 1 faills to distingnish structurally
and patentably from Overbeke particularly Figures 5 and 6
thereof, therefore the claim is rejected on thls patent.

Claim 2 is rejected on Dahl in view of
Bach since to extend bridle lines to the ends of 1 of Dahl
would not require invention in view of 8 of Each.

| Claims 7 and 10 are rejected on Dahl in
view of Astle. The use on the Dahl kite of bridles accord-
ing to the teaching of Astle would not produce any new or
unexpected result so far as can be seen.

Claim_8 is rejected on Guillo in view of

~Astles The addition of other bridles to what i1s shown in
Guillo would not produce any new and inventive result after
therdisclosure of Astle .

Claim 9 is rejected on the same references
and grounds as clalm 7 from which it depends. The use of
the swivel Joint 1m so.common and well known that no invention
lies In using it wherever desired.

Claims % to 6 are allowed. -
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