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“CONFINE YOQUR LETTER TQO GNE SUBIECT ONLY”

Ilion, New York
January 17, 1974
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DATE: JANUARY 17, 1974
.. SUBJECT: RESEARCH QUALITY AUDIT
& M/700 L. H. 7mm REM. MAG. - M/700 22-250 Cal.
TEST PERIOD: JANUARY 7, 1974 thru JANUARY 17, 1974
WORK ORDER: 88800
INTRODUCTION: |
Six BDL M/700 L. H. rifles in 7mm Rem. Mag. caliber, three BDL M/700 rifles
' in 22-250 caliber and three ADL M/700 rifles in 22-250 caliber were withdrawn

from the warehouse for Research Quality Audit Testing. Tesiing was limited to
function and accuracy due to recent testing of 7mm Rem. Mag. 270 Cal., 25-06
243, and 6mm caliber M/700 rfiles for 1974.

i

TEST OBJECTIVE:

Research audit test Warehouse M/700 L. H. 7mm Rem. Mag. and 22-250 caliber
rifles.

TEST OBSLRVATIONS:

1. Three guns were lacking the packaging tag attached to the trigger
guard. Guns #1, £5, and 26,

2. The 22-250 caliber rifles have a mix of front sight heights,
3. Vertical point of imipact of the 22-239 calinar rifles was not in

design spa2cs. This p.o.i. arca of concern was varbally passed
ontoP. L. &C.
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Resszarch Quality Audit
M/700 L.H. 7mm Rem. Mag. 22-250 Cal,

TEST OBSERVATIONS: (Continued)

January 17, 1374
Page 2

4, The M/700 L. H. 7mm Rem. Mag. accuracy was found tobe in

design specifications. However, the accuracy was greatly
improved by placing a .060 spacer at the barrel to stock tip
bearing pad contact area. (2.55" Ave. group size as received,
1.38" Ave. Group size with .060 spacer.)

RECOMMENDATIONS:

1. The 22-250 vertical point of impact be reviewed for improvement.

2. The 7mm Rem. Mag. stock dimensions be checked for possible

improvements of accuracy.

AAH:bd
Measurement/Test Lab
Ilion Research Division

Attach.
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