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The results geamted durin; the first ~ (1/3 of the owrall test) of the MISnen ~ M/700 .222 C.iiber 
Followar • Sprinq Evaluation were rm.wed 'by C. Evan Ritchie (Sr. SuperNci • Tesdng, Meuuremmt and 
Meclwllcal Analysis Lab), Or. James Luca md Steff t.raon (Comulwits ·Applied Statistics Group, E. I. 
DuPont daNemours & Co., Inc.). Aa a result of the r9'riew, it wu decided to evaluate six (6) red and six (6) 
yellow mqazine ~all twelve (12) assembled with Cesiqn No. 6 No-Blz:id Followe!'L Each spring ii to 
bl tested in twO (2) of the belt perfomi.lng rtfies and two (2) of the went performinq rifles in the M/Seven. 
M/700 ADL, and M/700 BDL .222 caliber rifles, selected from the results of the fimphase of the .222 caliber 
follower • spring evaluation. · 

SCOPE OF TEST 

To eompan the two (2) best plrformjnq mpring·follower combinatio1111 in th• best and worst performing rifles; 
to determine the most compatible combination in each model, and the most eompatiblt combination overall. 

TEST RESULTS 

The yellaw sprin9 (ref. Dwg. No. 91133 • Cumat M19azin• Spring} had fewer rmlfWletiom overall than the red 
spring (Ref. Owq. No. 91133 • Cwnnt Magazine Spring - !Wvisicin 2), and fm!'"toul malfunctions in the 
Model Senn, M/700 ADL and M/700 BJ)I.. rifles tested. Th• following rmiltl were obtained: 

~ "(ellow §lildlm Malfuns!ill!! Red Smina .Pl!llfunctiom · 

M/700 BDL - 59 -· 83 

MnOOADL - 35 43 

M/Sevm 21 27 

Total 115 153 
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