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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * • * * * * * * * 
'l'ERI SEE and DARREL SEE, 
wife and husband, 

-vs-

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC., 
a Delaware corporation, 

Plaintiffs, 

Defendant.. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Held at Remington Arms 

Ilion, New York 
August 17, 1982 

DEPOSITION of JAMES SNEDERER, taken 

by the Plaintiffs. 

APPEARANCES: 

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
229 Mohawk Building 
222 s.w. Morrison Street. 
Portland, Oregon 
BY: PETER R. CHAMBERLAIN, ESQ., of Counsel 
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APPEARANCES: (Cont'd.) 

SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON, WYATT, MOORE & ROBERTS, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1200 Standard Plaza 
-~ortland, oreqon 
BY: JAMES BUEGLI, ESQ., of Counsel 

·;.·· 

ALSO P_RESENT: 

,'ROBERT SPERLING, ESQ. I Associate Counsel for 
Remington 

Lorraine Smith, 
Reporter 
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S T I P U L A T I 0 N S 

At said time and place, the following 
,; 

stipulation was entered~into by counsel prosent 

for the respective parties.· It is hereby 

stipulated and aqreed by and between the parties 

hereto, throuqh their respective counsels, that 

the deposition of James Snedeker, a material 

witness called for the examination by Plaintiffs 

may be taken before Lorraine Smith, a Notary Public, 

at this time and place on oral interrogatories, 

direct and cross, to be propou~ded to the Deponent. 

It is further s~ipulated that all irregularities 

as to notice of time and place and manner of 

takinq said deposition are hereby waived, except 

that each party reserves the·riqht to object 

at the time of trial to any question or answer 

but .t.hat. objections: as .. to:.tha; form .c)f. the 

.questions or irresponsivenesa of the answers 

are waived unless made at the time of takinq 

said deposition. 

c 
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J AME S S N E D E K E R I having been duly sworn 

by a Notary Public in the State of New York, 

testified under his oath as follows: 
-· 
), 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 
~; . 

· ~ Would you state your.full name for the record? 
.... .i: 

A James Richard Snedeker. 

~ And what is your address? 

A Pardon me? 

~ What is your address? 

A R.D. t2, Bell Hill Road, Ilion, New York, 13357. 

Are you an employee of the Reminqton Arms? 

Yes, I am. 

~ What is your present position? 

A I am a chief supervisor of Quality Control. 

~ How long have you had Chat po•ition? 

~- Since November of last year, 1981. 

Okay. Mr. Snedeker, my name is Peter Chamberlajn • 

.;;.::·: we have been introduced. I rapraaent Mr. and Mr•. see 

in a ~awsuit that is pendinq in Oreqon aqainst 
~~--
'.·. Remington Arms Company that arises out of a qunshot 

wound to Mrs. See that we alleqe occurred when this 

rifle that is to my left discharged when the safety 
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was put to the fire position. 

This is our opportunity to talk to you about 

this,~.la.)Fsuit and about Remington Arms and your job, 

and whatever you might know that may be of some·help 

to ua. 

Have you had it explained to you what a 

deposition is? 

A Yes. I think so. 

~ You understand that you are under oath. It 

is as though you were in a court of law. 

A. Yes. 

For the court reporter's benefit, it is 

important for you to answer in yeses and noes and not 

uh-huhs or huh-uhs or nods of the head. It is 

important for me and also probably for your company 

that you understand my question before you try to 

answer it. I would appreciate it if you would lis~en 

to m¥ queation. If there is a problem with my 

question, tell me what the problem is and ask me to 

clarify or to explain what I mean so that you are sure 

you understand my question, that you understand what 

I am asking you for. Okay? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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A. Okay. 

~ And your lawyers are here in·the room. If you 

need to confer with them, you are free to do so either in 

the room or outside of the.room. We are in no particular 

hurry 1 .and we can take just aa :,long as you need. So be 

sure you understand what .I am askinq you before you answer 

k I understand. 

O Okay. Could you qive me a brief historical 

sketch of your education, please? 

A Graduated from high school in 1962, attended 

Utica College of Syracuse University and graduated in 

1967 with a Bachelor of Arts Deqree in psychology. I 

went in the Air Force for four-and-a-half years. Upon 

getting out of the Air Force, I started employment at 

Remington Arms and started attending niqht school. I 

have a Bachelor of Technology Degree in mechanical 

technoloqy from the State University of New York ·c.ollege 

Qf ~Ta-ehnology. That i• a aummary ·of·my ·educational 

experUi».ce. 

G What did you do·in the Air Force? 

L I was an airborn weapon controller. I .left 

the service with the rank of captain. Most of my job 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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entailed flying combat missions in Southeast Asia. 

~ As in Viet Nam? 

A And in the environment. 

~ When you say •airborn weapon controller,• 

does that mean you were at the business end of a machine 

gun, or were you somehow involved in the weapons, 

maintenance? 

A No. My job basically entailed sitting behind 

a radar screen and pointing weapons toward their 

targets. 

~ Is it fair to say tha~ none of your experience 

in the Air Force prepared you for your present job? 

A Nothing specifically prepared me. 

~ I guess, out of the Air Force you came right 

to Remington? 

k After about a four-month period of time. 

~ That would have been 1971 or '72? 

A I believe I started at Remington in January 

Of I 7 2. • 

~ What is your aqe? 

A I am presently thirty-eight. 

When you started with Remington, what position 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C. 
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did you start in? 

~ I ran machines in Department 70. 

:.,,0. Is that. makinq. qun parts? 

Yes. 

:(). When did you qet involved in management? 

~ I couldn't 9ive you the exact date, but 

probably around '74, '75, in that time period. 

~ What year did you get your Bachelor of 

Technology Degree? 

~ 1981, June of 1981. 

Okay. Is that something you were encouraged 

to do by your employer? 

~ It is something I did on my own because I 

was interested in it. 

~ Did it give you more opportunities here at 

the company? 

·,. A. Yes, it did. 
; .. • . 

~ Okay. You started out as a machine operator. 

Can you trace for ma in brief fashion what jobs you 

held with Reminqton since-1972? 

k I started out as a machine operator. From 

( there I went to the quality control department. I 
\. ___ / 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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basically started out doing machine capability studies. 

From there, I did some component audits. After ~ left 

the .quality control department, I ~ant into the 

enqineerinq section, process enqineerinq section, and 

becam• a purchase parts enqineer. From purchase parts 

enqineer, I became the foreman of the quality control 

department. After I left the quality control department, 

I became the supervisor of testing and mechanical analysis 

in the research division, and from that job to my 

current job in November of last year. 

As chief supervisor? 

A. As chief supervisor of the quality control 

department. 

~ Does that mean you are number one in quality 

control in this company? 

A. No. I wouldn't say that. My direct supervisor 

.~.L•.--in charge of the quality control department. ·I 

wcrk~dr him. 

~~~ .. A What is his name? . -

~ Ho is in charqe of 

A. He is in charge of Process Engineering and 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 

s 1795 



9 

and Control, which includes both the process engineering 

groups and the quality control groups. 

so you would have a peer in process 
~ .--~·· _,. 

Engineering that~ is basically'.at··yourc same.1 level who 

ttould. also respond to Mr. Linde, is that right? . · 

A There are other people in process Engineering. 

Although they aren't chief supervisors, there are 

supervisors that report to Mr. Linde that are comparable 

to the type of work I am doing. 

O Is there more than one? 

c A. There are, I believe, three, four supervisors. 

What are their names? 

A. Gerald Hill, Lawrence Bosquet. 

~ Do you know how to spell that? 

A B-o-s-q-u-e-t. Philip Johnson, Jerry Burns. 

And Jerry Burns reports to me, through me to John Linde. 

Are there other chief supervisors in the 

quali~y control departmen~? 

A No. .. 

0. You are the only··one? 

A. That is correct. 

c Q. What was your position at Remington in 1976? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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~ I believe I was the foreman of the quality 

control department at that time. 

,._n 
.~:w- Who is the foreman now? 

A Bill Warren, Jr. 
·,~-~= 

.. , Are there two Bill Warrens working here? 

A. No. 

O That is William A. Warren? 

~ William A. warren, Jr. 

O As foreman of Quality Control in 1976, one 

of your products that you would oversee would be the 

Model 700? 

~ At that point in time, my job consisted of 

looking at some of the components for the Model 700. 

~ When you say "some components," does that 

reflect the fact that some components are manufactured 

outside of Remington? 

~ That is right. 

~ Were you in 1976 in charge of the quality 

control on all parts that were manufactured in plant? 

~~ I would say yes~ 

O Was there someone else in Reminqton that was 

in charge of the quality control of parts manufactured 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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outside of the plant? 

A. Yes • 

. ~ Who was that? 

A If I remember correctly, I believe it was 

Lawrence Bosquet. 

~ Why don't you just give me a brief overview 

of what Quality Control would do back in '7 6. Assume 

we are talking about the quality control of a Model 700. 

A. What I was responsible for at that time? 

Q. Right. 

A There were basically three major things that 

the department did at that time; one · was to do the 

machine capability studies. 

Q What does that mean? 

A Machine capability studies are measurements 

of parts as they come off the machine to determine 

statistical controllability of the machine. 

~ In other words, we say we wan~ ~o build 

whatever it may be, safety lever, and have it 3.015 

inehes long within a toleranee of two thousandths. You 

would then check to sea if it is falling within those 

tolerances? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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~ That is basically correct, yes. 

~ What is number two • 

. ,A. What we call finished gun audit, which:.is'."'..an 

audit procedure. We take stamps of the finished 
.•.:i.. -

components out of the warehouse and do an extensive test 

and inspection of those finished firearms to determine 

if they meet all specifications. 

~ Is that done on a random basis? 

A. Yes. 

~ Again, concentrating our attention on the 

c 700, how many would you do out of every one thousand 

quns manufactured? 

k I don't believe I can give you those figures 

exactly. Probably the closest figure I can give to you 

is a one percent sampling of everything going into the 

warehouse. It would be proportional for the amount of 

volume on the 700's at that time. I don't know what 

it would be. 

O If you had produced one thousand guns at 
.· .... 

"~:. that time, you would be looking at ten quns? 

A I would say that is probably a fair estimate. 

c Don't hold me to the figures, though. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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~ But it is a ballpark figure, anyway? 

A. Well, it is proportional to whatever t.he 

volume was at that time, _yes. 

What does that mean? If you have a hiqher 

volume,· you would look at a hiqher percentage 
~:~' .· 

A Correct. 

~ or a lower percentage? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Which? 

A. Either. If there is a hiqher volume, we would 

take a greater sampling. It is on a percentage basis. 

so if you have more 700's going into the warehouse, for 

example, we would take a larger proportion of those 

as a sample. If the volume had dropped off for some 

reason on the 700's, we would take a lower percentage. 

~ But the percentage of sampling always stays 

around one percent? 

The percent would st~y around one percent, 

but t.he total number would vary. 
~-··.· 

, .. g. Why don• t you tall me what number three is. 

A The other major function of the department 

at that time was what w& call components audit. This is 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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where we have auditors go around and sample work coming 

., off the machines or in pans. They would then put those 

parts through the gauges that are available on the job 

to determine whether they are meeting quality apeeif ica-

t.ions or not • 
. c 

This is a random sampling during production, 

then? 

A. Yes, it is. 

~ That only involves work and process. It 

doesn't involve end product, right? 

c A. What do you mean by •end product?" 

~ Completed firearms. 

L Yes. Let me qualify that a bit. There is 

sampling done of the end product, but it was not done 

' by my department at that time, per se. 

Q. Someone else in Quality Assurance was 

involved in the final product audit? 

That is right. 

. O.· Okay. Let's go back to the 'finished gun audit • 

Tell me, if you can, what that audit consisted of. 

What would they do? 

c A. It is basically a three-phase examination of 

MA_~TIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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the gun. The first phase is an overall outside look 

at the gun. First we look at the carton it is in. We 

make. sure that all of the instruction folders, that 
.. 

all of the hang tags, any accessories that are supposed 
; 

to be :with the model, are there, .that the serial 

number matches the serial number at the end of the box. 

We then make sure the gun is packed correctly, that it 

has all the styrofoam inserts it is supposed to have. 

We open after opening up the carton, take the gun 

out and start examining the qun, giving it an overall 

outside look. We look for all the code stamps, to 

make sure it has been proofed and tested, to make 

sure the assembly stamp is ther6, that all the test 

stamps are there. 

There are various safety tests done. We 

check the functions of the firearm to make sure that 

it functions as it should, that the ~olt operat~s the 

way lt .should, that the safety lever operates as it 

should, and so forth. The bore is checked for any 

obstructions. We check the heading, make sure it is 

working properly. Then we qo into what is called 

at this time, we also do an overall visual inspection to 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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make sure there is no mars or scratches on the metal 

or wood components. We give it a good visual examinat;on.I 

., . .... The second phase, we take the qun back into 

the g~llery and put it through extended function.tests 

+' .~:~ 

where.-.. ·w.e actually put rounds through the gun to make 
' ·-· ... 

sure it fires properly. .In some cases we check· the 

accuracy of the firearm to make sure it meets specifica-

tions. It is a test over and above what the qallery 

test would be. 

We bring the gun back in, completely tear 

it down in the third phase looking for worn or missing 

parts internally. 

~ After the teardown, is the gun Strike 
I 

that.! 

Assume it has passed all tests, is it 

reassembled and put back into the box? 

k If it is all right, yes, it goes back into 

the packing area. It is repackaged and put back into 

the warehouse aB a good product. If there is some 

problem found in the gun, it is kept out and shown to 

the production supervisor and any other interested 

people at that time so that corrective action can be 

taken. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 

s 1803 



( 

17 

If you find a problem, do you then look at a , 1 ...... 

guns then produced right before and right after the 

problem gun to see if yo~ can eliminate the problem? 

A It depends on what the problem is. If it is 

a minor problem, scratch, whatever, we would not. 

~ But if it is a problem where you think you 

might have gotten bad parts, you would check back to 

where you would have good parts? 

k That is right. 

~ As part of the finished qun audit, you perfor~ 

the gallery test. Do you perform that on it? 

k It is an extended gallery test. The normal 

gallery test is so many rounds. We do about four times 

that. 

~ How about the proof test? 

k We do not reproof the guns. 

~ Again, we are talking about December of 1976, 

that year, at that time. Did you, as part of your 

finished gun audit, perform ~ ~rick ~est or null test 

on the. guns at that time?· 

A. No. 

o. Do ~·ou know what the trick test is? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR.PC 
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A. Yes, I de. 

~ Is that the same as the null test? 

~A. Yes, it is. 

~·- How ~bout Model 700's, say, produced a year 

aqo,-were you performing the trick test as part of your 

finished gun audit? 

A I believe they w6re. I was not in Quality 

Control during that time period, but I believe they 

probably were. 

~ so in 1976, they were not and in 1981, they 

were? 

k To the best of my knowledge, yes. 

O Was this a policy change in Quality Assurance, 

do you know? 

A Wha~ do you mean, •a policy change?" 

~ De you know why at on~ time they were not 

performing that test as part of the finished gun audit 

and th&Y changed? 

A I believe it probably had to do with what 

happened with the Model 600 in Texas. 

~ The Coats Case? 

A. Yes. 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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MR. CHAMBERLAIN: C-o-a-t-s. 

ME. HUEGLI: Could you read the last 

. ;.2· couple of questions back, please • 

·.-:...·~~:-··.· (The following was read back by the 

........ reporter as follows:' "QUESTION: Was this a. 

policy change in Quality Assurance, do you 

know? ANSWER: What do you mean, •a policy 

change?• QUESTION: Do you know why at one 

tim~ th~y werE not performing that test a• 

part of the finished gun audit and they changed? 

ANSWER: I bEolieve it probably had to do with 

what happ~ned with the Model 600 in Texas. 

QUES7ION: The Coa't.S Case? ANSWER: Yes.") 

HR. HUEGLI: Off the record. 

(A discussion was held off th6 record.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN; 

At the present timti in Quality Control, as 

part of the finished gun audit, do you do the trick 

test on the Model 700? 

A I believe we do. 

C Do you know when the change was made between 

not p~rf crming th~ trick test to performing it as part 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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of the quality audit? 

k No, I don~t • 

.. ;,:,,_. 

But you do know it was sometime between '76 

and '81, righ't.? 

A. Yes. 
~·· . 

o. Who would know that? 

A. I an ~rying to think of a specific name. It 

would be a matter c~ checking the records, I am sure. 

~ In Quality Assurance? 

A. Probably Bill Warren would be the name to 

check. 

What are hang tags? 

& Those are tags tha~ identify the gun as to 

the model, calibEr, barrel length, other specifications. 

They are attached to a string which is generally 

attached to the trigger guard. It helps identify the 

gun.;:cin . the box. 

<<o> Is all that information on one tag? 
-~r-~ · ... .---.-~ ..... 

-~fr I believe it is. 

·.·~ ~- And that comes. with a new qun? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And you also qet an instruction foJ<ler? 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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A Tha~ is right. 

Q. Okay. Is there anything else that comes 

with ,,th.cit gun7 I mean, I know~ you have some styrofoam 
:-: . -~f.i.t:;,_""' 

and P.~t:>ba.bly some plastic in a box • 
. • "4 .· 

. ' 
When you say "that gun," do you mean the 

Model...;"100? 

Yes, righi;;. I am sorry. In December of 1976, 

I am ~alking about. 

& There may be some accessories, such as a sling 

strap with it. I don't b~lieve there is anything 

other than that. 

~ How about on the box itself, is ther£ any 

printed ir;struct.ions, cir<=ctions, warnings, an~·thing 

like that? Again, this is all as of December of 1976. 

~ No, not that I am aware of, no. 

Q. The reason I keep asking you to refer to tha~ 

particular date is that Remington has told me th~t this 

rifle, Exhibit 2, was manufactured in December of 1 76. 

'· 
Why don't you just take a look at Exhibit 2 

here. I don't want you to do a complete finished gun 

audit, but I would like you to just do the visual. Tell 

me if it pass~s, and t~ll me on the record what you 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR.PC. 
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\ "-/ 
are doing as you are doing it. 

~ It has been quite awhile since I was involved 

in finished gun audits directly. Aa I recall it, what 

we would normally do is, qenerally, open the box, make 

sure that it has been packed correctly, that everything 

that is supposed to be in there is there1 that is, the 

instruction bookle~, hang tags, whatever else is an 

accessory. If it has a sling strap~ that should be there. 

We make sure the styrof oam inserts are all in the proper 

place, that the gun is packed correctly so it is not 

damaged in shipment. If everything is correct there, 

we would take the gun out of the box and start a visual 

examination of the gun. It varies from auditor to 

auditor on how they would go about it, but they would 

start at one end of the gun and work toward the other 

end looking for visual problems. In this case, we 

would look for any dings or mars, anything on the 

outside of the gun that would be visually objectionable 
-... 

from the customer's point of view in the visual.nature. 

We also check them to make sure all the test 

stamps and code stamps are here and whether they are 

correct. I believe we record who they are on the forms. 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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C· 
~ Why don't you take a look at these stamps and 

see if they are all there. 

~ To the best of my knowledge, they are. 

~ What stamps do yoµ see? 

~·· There is the assembler's stamp. 

~ Which is designated as what? 
.. .;.r.,:;~-. 

A. A 26, in this case.·' 

C That is his code number? 

A. I believe so. 

Q. Okay. 

c All riqht. Next to it, there is a date code, 

which is the year and the month that the firearm was 

~ What is the date code on that one? 

A. XI. 

C Do you know what that means? 

A No, not right off. I would have to look 

at the coding. 

~ Okay. Go ahead. 

A Next to that, there is the tester stamp. 

~ Is that the one that is a little symbol? 

A. Inspector's stamp, excuse me, yes. 

0. And that looks like a bell? 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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k That is riqht. On the other side, we have 

the proof stamp. 

~ How is that designated? 

A It is an REP inside an oval. 

~ That means the gun has passed the proof test? 

A. Yes. 

~ What does REP stand for? 

A. I don't know. 

~ Would that be somebody's initials? 

A. I don't have the vaguest idea. It has always 

been REP for as long as I can remember. There is a 

tester stamp, the man who tested and targeted the 

firearm. 

~ How is that designated? 

A. As a symbol here. I don't know what the symbol 

is without looking at the coding chart. 

~ Could you describe it for me? 

~ No. I would have to look at the codinq. 

~ Can you point it out to me so I can remember 

it? 

A. Okay. 

Q. Sort of a little squiggle? 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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~ Yes, squiggle. And then there is a magniflux 

stamp, which is a letter inside a triangle. 

~ What is that? 

_A. A V. 

~~ . They have maqnifluxed the metal and found no 

defects, that means? 

~ Yes. 

~ What do you do next? 

~ We would check the heading by putting the 

heading plugs in here to make sure the bolt would close. 

~ That is the distance between what I am 

pointing to here and the front of the bolt when the bolt 

is closed? 

k It is the distance between a theoretical 

surface down here, down here by the neck of the chamber, 

and the bolt face. 

~ The neck of the chamber is what would keep the 

shell from falling ou~? 

Falling out the bore, yes. It gives support 

at the front and of the case. There is a dimension, 

and it is specified in S.A.A.M.I. specifications what 

that heading will be for a given caliber. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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c 
~ And then you check the bore? 

~ we check the bore to make sure there is no 

obstruction in the bore, so that when it fires, there is 

no possibility of the qun blowing up in a face. We 

check probably the maqazine to make sure it functions 

properly, check the safety, make aure it functions 

properly. 

~ How do you perform that test or check? 

A. Normally, we close the bolt, put it in the 

fire position, see if the gun fires in the fire position, 

open the bolt, put it in the safe position to check if 

the fire pin will fall. And they would also go ahead 

and do the trick test, as you have called it. 

~ In 1976, they would not have done that? 

A. Right. 

~ What is your understanding of how they would 

-.... _. perform the trick test when they ware doing it? 

.A. The way they would do it. now? 

Or in '81, yes, whenever they ware doinq it. 

.... ·A. Close the bolt, put the safety lever in the 

mid position, all right , try to pull the trigger, see 

if it falls, and then push the safety lever off to see 
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c 
if it falls. 

~ Push it to fire? 

A. To the fire position, yes. 
"•..i -

0. In your experience with a new rifle pulled out 
.·, 

of a tock for a finished gun audit, what has been the 

cause or causes of a rifle to fail the trick test? 

MR. HUEGLI: Objection. I don't think 

he has testified that there ever has been one 

that has failed. And I don't think we have 

a distinction as to what model yet. 

c MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, we are talking 

about the Model 700. That is all I am 

talking about. 

MR. HUEGLI; Okay. But I don't think he 

has said he has had one fail. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Are you aware of any new Model 700's being 

pulled out for a finished gun audit, having the trick 

test performed on them and having the rifle fail the 

trick cast? 

A I am not aware of any. 

That takes care of that. 
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Now, you told me that you thought the reason 

they began performing the trick test on new Model 700's 

was because of what happened with the Model 600 in 

Texas. 

i That is my opinion, yes. 

O. Okay. What is .your understandin9 of what 

happened with the Model 600 in Texas? 

~ My underst~nding of what happened? 

Q. Right. 

MR. HUEGLI: I would object to the 

c form of the question as being overly broad. 

In other words, in the lawsuit, in the 

settlement, or how Mr. Coats was shot, or just 

:1 ! 
everything? 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Well, did you understand the question? 

~ I am not too clear on what specifically you 

a.re asking. 

O. All right. You told me that the reason, in 

your opinion, they began doinq the trick test on the 

700's as part of the finished gun audit was because of 

c what happened to the Model 600 in Texas. My question is, 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C. 

s 1815 



29 

c 
what is your information or your understanding as to 

what happened to the Model 600 in Texas as it relates 

to the 700? 

.A . All right. 

MR. HUEGLI: Same objection. What 

happened to it? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

O Mr. Snedeker, he has to make these objections. 

That doesn't mean that you shouldn't answer the question. 

c You can answer. We will have to argue about this later, 

whether I am right or he is right. 

MR. HUEGLI: Do you understand the 

question? 

THE WITNESS: I think I do, but I guess 

I am still not totally clear. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: All right. 

BY MR. CBAMBERLAINs 

~ I am beinq somewhat vague. I will admit that, 
·,.' .. ;. 

but tha reason I am being·vague is beeause I am not sure 

what you meant by your prior answer. You told me because 

c; of what happened with the 600 in Texas they began doing 
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the triek test on new 700's. 

A. And you are askinq me why I think they 

started doing the trick test on the 700's because of 

the Coats Case? 

Yes. 

A. It is my opinion tha~ it was a reaction on the 

part of the people here in the plant because of the 

Coats Case to start looking at all our models much more 

severely than perhaps they are even required. But it 

was a reaction to that incident in Texas that we tried 

c~ 
to put more stringent tests on the firearms than we 

had previously, not just the 600's but all models. 

O Okay. A~ I understand it, they don't 

manufacture the 600's anymore, true? 

A. That is right. 

Q. Do you know when they stopped manufacturing 

it? 

A. Not specifically, no, I don't. 

'· 

0. Has it been a couple years? 

-:~ Y:es. 

Q. Are you f arniliar with the configurations of the 

trigger mechanism and the safety mechanism, the fire 
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(~ 
control, on both rifles? 

k Fundamentally aware of what the fire control 

looks like, what the components are in it. 
!!'~. 

·~ As I understand it, the 700 has undergone a 
-· 

recent ~hanqe where they removed the bolt lock? 
;-_ . .. ·:. 

~ ,· .. ;. 

A That is my ~nderstandinq, too. I am not 

aware specifically of anything that has come through 

the line yet that has changed, but only because I am 

not directly involved in that on a day-to-day basis. 

C Is it your understanding that they still 

c produce the 700 in the old manner, where the bolt does 

lock when the safety is put in the fire position? 

k I don't feel qualified to answer that. I 

have been away from production, per se, on a day-to-day 

basis for too lonq. 

~ Okay. In any event, that is the only change 

that has been made to the 700's fire control in the 

last seven or ei~ht years, isn't it? 
.,· . .-
A, Again, I don't feel qualified to answer that, 

only ~acause I haven't been in direct contact with the 

day-to-day changes going on. 

c· You are familiar with a change made on the 
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Model 600 at the time it was recalled. 

MR. HUEGLI: Are you familiar? I object 

to the form of the que3tion. He is tellinq 

you you are. Are you? 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

O. Are you? 

A Could you be a little more specific in the 

question? 

~ Sure. I have information from your employer 

that in 1979, the Model 600 correction. In 1978, 

the Model 600 was recalled at least in part because of 

the Coats case and that as part of that recall, they 

installed a different trigger mechanism. Are you 

aware of that? 

A. Yes. 

O What I am trying to do here is find out from 

you the similarities and the differences between the 

Model 600's and the Model 700'f firing control both 

before and after the Model 600 recall. 

A Yes. I understand. 

~ Can you help me with that? 

A. I am on unsure territory here. Again, I have 
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not been ir. direct contact with either of those models 

for a qood many years only because I have been in other 

positions that haven't directly related me to those 

two fire controls. 

'":~:o>- Does a name aome to inind that would beat help 

me in that area? 

A. Well, any of the people in Research, I am sure, 

would be able to tell you better relative to the design 

than I could. 

~ Somebody like Linde? 

A. John would probably be qualified to do that, 

yes. 

~ How about Mr. Stekl? 

A. I think Jim would be aware of what is going 

on there. 

~ Do you have any information either from your 

own observations or from something someone has told you 

or froa- something you have read that would indicate that 

the c'~'~dition of the Model 600 that caused it to fail 
.. :_;.,·-

the "trick test was the same as the condition of the 

Model 700? 

MR. HUEGLI: I object to the form of that 
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question. I don't think that question is 

capable of being answered. 

BY MR. 7,CHAMBERLAIN: 

O Well, did you understand it? 
t.\: 

'«A. I thought I did. Would you say that question 

again? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Read it back. 

(The last question was read back by the 

reporter as follows: •ouESTION: Do you have 

any information either from your own observation~ 

or from something someone has told you or from 

something you have read that would indicate 

that the condition of the Model 600 that 

caused it to fail the trick test was the same 

as the condition of the Model 700?") 

THE WITNESS: The designs are similar. 

They have similar components in them. But 

in my opinion, I don~t think the same condition 

existed in the two fire controls. Again, I 

am not a designer. I don't know. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

(_/ 
Q. Do you know what the condition was in the 
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Model 600 that caused it to, at least some of the guns, 

fail the trick test? 

~- I believe I do. 

O:: What is it? 
·~·· 

·1. There is a position on that fire control 
.,~. :-~- ' ~·· . 

called the null position; wherein, there is the potential 

if one places the lever in that mid position and then 

pulls the trigger and then pushes the safe to the 

forward position, the gun may fire. 

~ And what you have described for me is what 

Remington calls the trick position? 

A That is correct. 

~ Is that correct? 

A It requires two active steps; one, that you 

purposely place the control in the null position, ·this 

mid position. 

~ Purposely or accidentally? 

Riqht. 

Either, okay. If this safety were to stay in 
'. <',.· 

that position that I am holding it in, which is somewhere 

between safe and fire, can you haar that click? 

A. Yes. 
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c 
Q. If that safety had stayed in that position, 

would you tell me, holding it, that would be the null 

position? 
\ 

~ That is basically correct. 

·o And then I pulled th• triqqar, and the ·sear 

dropped or the trigger connector came forward, correct? 

A. Yes. 

D When I push this forward to fire, it will go 

off, right? 

~ It may, y6s. 

c Q. Now, if it did that, would you tell mE, holding 

i~ and this would be based upon your knowledge 

this would be a condition identical to the condition 

you have described, the 600? 

~ In my opinion, yes. 

O Are there any records kept of the various 

tests done on rif l&s when they are submitted to your 

.. :,;.:.:· whatever you call it finished qun audit? 

~ There are temporary records that are kept 
y . 

-~~::.. .. ;. ...... for a-short period of time. These are blue taqa that 

are attached to the gun at the finished qun audit 

which list any defect or discrepancies found on the firearm 
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c 
so those can be reviewed with the production people. 

There is a weekly list published of the guns that 

remain so they are reviewed with all the production 

people. 

2~ What happened to the records of that? 

A Which records? · 

~ The weekly reports. 

k They are kept on file. 

~ Permanently? 

A I don't know what the time length is, but they 

c are kept on file for several years probably. 

~ Incidentally, you said you are unaware of any 

Model 700 that went through a finished gun audit where 

the trick test was done. You are unaware of any 700 

that ever failed that test? 

A. At ths finished gun audit? 

Q. Right. 

A. I am unaware of any • 

. \ 
g. Is your position such that if one did fail 

1.:.i... ' ~'-'<.,. it, it would be brought to your attention? 

A At the current time, yes. 

c- Q. How about over the last six years? 
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A There are time spaces in there where I would 

not have been aware. I was not working in process 

engineering and control during certain periods of time. 

O. .. For a big part of that six years, right? 

For at least two years of that time period. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: . 'Why don It we mark this. 

(An owner's manual was marked Plaintiffs' 

Exhibit 10 fer identification.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

C. Are you familiar with how the serial numbers 

c are assigned to new rifles? 

k Basically, yes. 

~ Okay. Including the Model 700 as it was 

manufactured in '76? 

k I believe I do, yes. 

~ Okay. Is it just a sequenti~l nu~ber? If this 

one is qoing to be 6,200,000, the next one will be 

':;.-... -:.... 
~f~·:ij_ · ••. ' 6,200,001? 

~ That is correct. 
-.~ ··. 

~ What about the ~nes that have the designation A 

before the number, what does that indicate? 

c I don't know. 
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0 In the process of assigning serial numbers, 

let's say, you have a production run of some 700's 

-·' 
followed by some shotguns. Would they all be sequential? 

I don't believe so. Normally, the models 

5~ are independent in terms of serial numbers. 

I will show you a document tha~ was provided 

by your employer. This is part of the recall documents 

from the 600. At the top there it lists a bunch of 

numbers that are referred to as being assigned to 

600's, 660's and XBlOO's. Part of that highlighting 

is in green .. Do you see that? 

A. Yes, I do. 

~ Why don't you read that to me? 

k August 1975 to present serial numbers 

A6,200,000 to current number. 

~ And that is, they are describing serial numbers 

that relate to a Model 6007 

~ That is correct. 

G What is confusing to me is this. This one 

has a. serial number of A6;391,951. 

MR. HUEGLI: 639 did you get that? 

THE WITNESS: No. 
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MR. CHAMBERLAIN: A6,391,9Sl. 

MR. HUEGLI: Off the record. 

(A discussion was held off the record.) 

BY' MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

; -~ In answer to my question, from this list of 
:'.···. 

serial numbers that relates to the 600, this indicates 

that the 600 was using the numbers commencing at 

A6,200,000 up to some current number, which they don't 

describe. Our Model 700 here is A6 million 300 some. 

odd thousand. 

A. You are saying that this looks like a 

Model 600 serial nunber, doesn't it? 

Q. Right. 

A Well, I think they are model specific. Within 

each model, the serial numbers run consecutively. A 

model could have a serial number that is the same as 

another model, an 1100, with the same serial number, 

but it·would be a Model 1100. 

~- so the distinquishing factor in this case is 

this one says 700 on it and the other will say 600 on it? 

~ That is correct. 

( _ _, 
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Off the record. 
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(A discussion was held off the record.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

·~~· I will hand you what has been marked as 

Exhibit 10 and ask you if you oan identify that •. 

' .:-.' 
The cover looks like a photostatic copy of 

:~~~~{;: 

•;::."- the Model 700 Bolt Action Rifle Owner's Manual. 

/.; 
:.~'-'" 

.. 

~ And those arc typically included in the box 

1 

with the gun? 

k That is right. 

~ And they were in 1976? 

A. That is correct. 

Q. Turn, if you would, to the last page of that. 

Do you see in the bottom right-hand corner where it 

says, "Rev. 11/7 5?" 

k Yes, I do. 

~ Am I correct that that means the last date 

of revision of that copy of the owner's manual was in 

Noveriiber of 1 75? 

A I can't be sure • 

C Who is in charge of that thing? 

A. The people in Research. 

~ Who is in charge of Research? 
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Clark Workman. A. 

0. When you say, wResearch," is that the same as 

R & O? 

A. That is correct. ~ 

a. So they have the function of updating the 

owner's manual from time .to time? 

k That is correct. 

~ And how about the field service manuals? 

~ I believe they also do the field service 

manuals. 

MR. CHAMSERLAIN: Off the record for 

a second. 

(A discussion was held off the record.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Other than the Coats Case, are you aware 

of any other lawsuits that have been brought against 

Remington Arms involving, not the 600 which the Coats 

Case involved but involving the Remington 700? 

~ I am not aware of any specific ones, although 

I believe there are some.-

a You are not aware of them by plaintiff's name? 

A. No. I am not normally involved in that. 
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~ Have you ever testified in court? 

A No, I haven't. 

.. ~- Have you ever given your deposition before? 
'',(0 .·'. 

A No, I haven't. 

O I probably asked you that, didn't I? 

~ No, you didn't. 

~ Well, I should have. 

Now, you are aware that the Model 700 has 

been recently redesigned. We discussed that. 

A I believe it has. I am directly aware of it. 

I have seen nothing officially on it. 

~ De you have any information from any source 

as to why such a redesign was undertaken? 

A No, I don't. I am vaguely aware that they 

have made a change, but I have not involved myself in 

it At all. 

Q. When did you first learn of the trick test 

or the null test or the trick condition? 

:~(.:···~·.: . ·.·;_..' 
I don't know the specific date, but it was 

sometime after the Coats Case. 

~ After Coats? 

A. After Coats. 
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~ In Quality Control, do you do any testing of 

firearms in low temperatures? 

k. In Quality Control, no • 
• ,.,. i:>~ •••• .. - .- . 

O.. In other departmel);tS, do you? 

:A.· In Research, they do. 

~ Do you know what kind of tests they do? 

k Well, t~erE are various types of cold temperatura 

tests that are run. 

0 Have you ever heard of the trick test being 

run at cold temperatures? 

I don't specifically recall it. 

~ Have you ever had any work at Remington that 

involved working with the Model 788? 

~ Could you be a little more specific? 

~ Sure, I can try to. 

You have testified that you worked in Quality 

Control and in some other positions here at Remington. 

Have you ever, as part of your work here, been involved, 

say, ~ith quality control in!~he 788, with finished qun 

audits in the 788's? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Are trick tests done on those rifles as well? 
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k I don't r~call right now on the 788. I don't 

believe it is. 

-~ Okay. That is a gun that is still being 
•·,;I':•. 

manufactured, isn't it? 
:.,..·.·· 

-·;.A.·. That is correct. 
·~' .. :·. 

Is the fire control on the 788 the same as 

on the 700? 

~ In rny opir.ion, they are two different 

designs. 

~ Have you ever heard about any problems with 

failure of th~ trick test on the 788, eithsr new or 

used firearms? 

A. No. 

~ Does Quality Control now or have they at any 

time in the past that you are aware of had any contact 

or working relationship with the people who are 

involved in receiving and examining used weapons that 

are returned by customers with particular complaints? 

.~ .. 
A. I would have to say yes to that new. 

,~ How long has that been the case? 

k Direct connection, probably the last two to 

three months. 
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c 
G Wna~ is thac connection? 

~ The cus~omer repair 9roup which would receive 

complaints from customere and guns from customers now 

works for the quality control department. 

-~~ But that has only been the case for two or 

three months? 

~ That is righ~. 

~ Prior ~o tha~ time, was there a less formal 

working relationship between the two groups? 

k I would say yes. 

How long has "-hat less formal relal;ior;ship 

existed, to your knowledge? 

k Probably as long as th& two groups have 

existed. I really don't know. 

C So if, say, back in 1976 and '77, a gun was 

returned to Remington with the complaint of, say, 

"This gun fires when the safety is flipped to the fire 

position without touching the trigger," it is very 

possible that somebody in Customer Repair would consult 

with someone in Quality Assurance? 

k That is a possibility. 

In your experience, then, in Quality Assurance, 
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are yvu awar~ of any such con~ac~ being mad~ specifically 

ir.volving th~ Model 700 and specifically involving , 

a oompiaint of f aili~g the trick ~est or the gun fires 
'" .":".; f,P'-", 

when the safe is pushed to 'the fire position? 

I don't recall any specific instances of it. 
·.:.;' ·.'• 

-"Q.·f·· ... ,Are you familiar with the abbreviation 

F.S.R.? 

;,.. Yes. 

Q. Which stands for wha~? 

Fires when safe is released. 

In your experience a~ Remington, 
'-----

c~ whatever you want to call h, been 

For as long as I recall, which would be th~ 

past eight years. That doesn't mean it doesn't go 

back furth~r than that. That is al: I recall. 

Is that a term that would apply to all 

that ~emington manufactures, assuming it has a problem? 

It is a generic term in that sense of .the wor 

It .. w~ld be more likely on some models than on other 
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en? 

k The Model 600 and the Model 700. 

~- Any others? ,:,.,~ 

A· I don't recall having ever seen it associated 

with any other models except possibly the XP-100. 

~ And probably the Model 660? 

~ I am not fa~iliar with th~ 660, hut, yes, it 

is similar Lnough ~c th& €00 that I would £xp~ct it 

't.h£.r(;;. 

Q. Oka~'. Wher. ye~ have. those commur.icat.ions witl1 

the custo~~r rtpuir srcup, would it be and I am 

talking abc~~ th~ time period ~hen it was an . "' . in ... orrna.L 

rela't.ionshi~. Would that b~ a matter of one fellow 

walki~g to ancthsr guy's office and saying, "W~ have got 

this probl~~," or calling him up, or is there usually 

an intraof f ic~ corrEspondence? 

A. For a specific problem like that, it would 

generally be one individual walking to another individual's 

desk, that sort of arrangement. I am not aware of 

anythinq that flags out specific problems, per se, at 

that time. 

By that, ycu mea~ that you are not aware of 
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any writte~ ccrresfcC~snce thal wculd document th~ 

problem? 

k No. What I am saying is, I am not aware of 
.~~ 

anything that specifically would flag out a specific 

problem like fires when safe is released to an individual 

in another department like the quality department. 

~ Whe~ a rifl~ is manufactured, is a c~rtain 

amount of grsaee aLj cil anC graphite used for lubrication~ 

MR. HUEGLI: I object to the form of the 

qu~stic~ as being overly broad. Wh~n a 

rifl6 is pro~uc61, is a certain amou~t of 

gr£asa an~ lubrication used, does th~t mean 

th~ finisha~ ~roeuct or while it is being 

~illed, while the rifle is being milled? 

MR. CHAM3ERLAIN: Good point. 

BY MR. CHA!~I3ERL.~Ii-J: 

~ Assume a gun has just been produced, just 

come off the line 

k Finished product? 

~ Finished product, yes. Where would there be 

lubricants used, if anywhere? 

A. o~ th~ Mod~l 70C? 
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so 

Q. Yes. 

A. Normally, in the fire control area. 

0. What is used there? 

A. I don't know the ~pecif ic designation of what 

they are using right now. 

o. How about back .in '76? 

A. I can't recall. 

Q. Is it a lubricant? 

A. Yes. It would be a 9anerio lubricant of some 

kind. I don't know the specific trade name or what 

they were using at that time, but it would be a commercially 

available lubricant. 

Q. I have three different kinds of lubricants 

in mind. one is, say, a light oil. One is something 

more along the lines of grease. The third is a kind of 

thing you miqht use on a lock, qraphite dust. Could 

you characterize it in one of those three categories? 

A. Would you give me those again? 

O. Liqht oil, qreasa and qraphite. 

A Of the three, I would say the qraphite, most 

likely. 

Q. In the fire control? 
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c 
~ In the fire control. It is a dry lubricant 

of some kind. I don't know the technical name or even 
.,: 

the trade name for it. 

When you say the ~erm "fire control,~ that 

includes what, the triqqer, safety and bolt? 

A. No. It would include the triqqer housing, 

the safety lever, the triqqer, any sprinqs or screws 

that qo into that assembly, anything that qoes to what 

we normally consider the fire control housing assembly. 

It does not include the bolt. 

~ And the bolt would be treated probably with 

what, light oil to prevent rust? 

A. There is again, I don't want to say, 

because I don't know specifically what it is. It is 

treated with some kind of lubricant. There is also 

some dry type of lubricant applied to the bolt head itself --

bolt plµg, excuse me, bolt plug. 
:~, .· 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Thank you. Tha~ is all 

the questions I have. 

(Whereupon~ a short recess was taken.) 

* * * * * * 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON 

'!:.· 

··.·• 
I, JAMES SNEDEKER, being duly 

-,;_sworn, hereby state that I· have read the above 

deposition of my testimony in the above-entitled 

action taken on August 17, 1982, before LORRAINE 

SMITH, a Shorthand Reporter and Notary Publie, 

at Remington Arms, Ilion, New York, and that the 

same is true and correct. 

\ 

Sworn to before me this 

~ay of ___ (0~~~-= ..... ·--' 1982. 

IARCARET D. If All tr V c. 3 ? c. t & 
llOTARY PUEllC, STATE OF ~EW YORK 

IEGmtrnrn IN t!ERMl:•iER COU~TY 
"CDMM!SS!Ui: t:tPnES Mnr:c!! 30, 19E. 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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•·. 

; . ,·~ 

I, LORRAINE SMITH, a Shorthand Reporter 

and Notary Public in and for the State of 

New York, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the foreqoinq 

is a true and accurate transcript of my 

stenographic notes in the above-entitled 

matter. 

Dated: September 9, 1982 

.,. r I 

>-:jk}U +1v 

;;,-
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Page 6 

Reads: 

Should Read: 

Page 7 

Reads: 

Should Read: 

Page 12 

Reads: 

Should Read: 

Page 43 

Reads: 

Should Read: 

A. No. My job basically entailed sitting behind a 

radar screen and pointing weapons toward their 

targets. 

A. No. My job basically entailed sitting behind a 

radar screen and directing aircraft toward their 

targets. 

A. 1981, June of 1981. 

A. 1980, May of 1980 

A. ... We take stamps of the finished components out 

of the warehouse and do an extensive test and 

inspection of those finished firearms to determine 

if they meet all specifications. 

A .... We take samples of the finished components out 

of the warehouse and do an intensive test and 

inspection of those finished firearms to determine 

if they meet all specifications. 

A .... I am directly aware of it. 

A .... I am not directly aware of it. 
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