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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
TERI SEE and DARREL SEE, 
wife and husband, 

-vs-

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC., 
a Delaware corporation, 

Plaintiffs, 

Defendant. 

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

Ilion, New York 
Auqust 17, 1982 

DEPOSITION of GERALD HILL, taken by 

the Plaintiffs. 

APPEARANCES: 

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
229 Mohawk Building 
222 s.w. Morrison Street 
Portland, Oreqon 
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 
Portland, Oregon 
BY: JAMES HOEGLI, ESQ., of Counsel 

ALSO PRESENT: 

ROBERT SPERLING, ESQ., Associate Counsel for 
Remington 

Lorraine Smith, 
Reporter 
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At said time and place, the following 

stipulation was entered into by counsel present 

for the respective parties. It is hereby 

stipulated and aqreed by and between the parties 

hereto, through their respective counsels, that 

the deposition of Gerald Hill, 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 crossQ to be propounded to the Deponent. 

It is further stipulated that all irregularities 

as to notice of time and place and manner of 

taking said deposition are hereby waived, except 

that each party reserves the right to object 

at the time of trial to any question or answer 

but that objections as to the form of the 

questions or irreaponsiveness of the answers 

are waived unless made at the time of t~kinq 

said deposition. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C. 
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GERALD H I L L I having been duly sworn by 

a Notary Public in the State of New York, 

testified under his oath as follows: 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Mr. Hill, my name is Peter Chamberlain. I 

represent Mr. and Mrs. see in a lawsuit that is pending 

in Federal Court in Portland, Oregon. Remington Arms 

is the defendant in that lawsuit. Remington's attorneys 

are here representing them, and this is my chance to 

talk to you and find out a little bit about Remington 

Arms and about you and about your employment. 

Have they explained to you what a deposition 

is? 

~ Yes, they have. 

~ By "they," I mean these lawyers. 

A. (No response.) 

~ You know, then, that it is important that you 

understand my questions whenever you try to qive an 

answer. 

A. Yes. 

~ All right. And you know it is important that 

you answer out loud so that the court reporter can take 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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it down? 

A. Yes. 

-~ And that you refrain from nodding your bead 

and usinq uh-huhs or huh-uhs, because she has a hard 

time with those. Okay? 

A. Okay. 

~ If for any reason you want to stop and talk 

to your lawyers outside the room, you are free to do 

so or if you don't understand my question, ask me to 

rephrase it. Make sure that you totally understand it 

before you attempt an answer. Okay? 

A. Okay. 

~ Fair enough. What is your present age? 

A Forty-eight. 

~ And your full name is what? 

A. Gerald J. Hill. 

~ Is it G-e-r 

A. G-e-r-a-1-d. 

o. What 1• your present· posit.ion with Reminqt:on? 

A. Supervisor, process en~ineering current 

products. 

O. How long have you worked for Remington? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 

SEE 0008 



5 

A. Twenty-two years. 

~ What is your educational background? 

A. I have a bachelor's degree in mechanical 

engin-_.rinq • 

. (&.., When did you rece~v•: that? 

L 1960. 

~ Prom where? 

A. Michigan Technological University. 

C Do you have any post-graduate education? 

A. No. 

~ You went to work for Remington riqht out 

of college, then? 

A. Yes. 

~ What did you start out as? 

A. Process engineer. 

~ Okay. Trace for me, if you will, then, 

your various positions at Remington. What positions 

have you held? 

A. What do you mean by •trace?• 

,fj -· Give me a brief outline of what positions 
-·· '!)$. 

you have held. 

A. Okay. I worked in Process Engineering and 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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also in Production, Production Supervision, and then 

Quality Control, Product Testing, and then my present 

position now, which is in Process Enqineering. 

O Supervisor of current products? 

A. Yes. 

o How long have you held your current position? 

A. Fiv.: years. 

Q. Since: 

A. '77. 

~ Okay. How long were you in Pr6duct Testing 

before ~hat? 

A. One year. 

~ How long were you in Quality Control before 

that? 

A. I believe that was two years. 

~ How about Production Supervision, how long 

were you in that? 

A. Five yea.rs. 

~ So you were a process engineer for ten or 

twelve.years? 

A. I believe it is somewhere around eight years. 

~ Your math is better than min&. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR.PC 
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In Product Testing, what products were you 

involved in? 

A. Well, our firearms. 

~ All of them? 

A. Yes. 

~ Is that new product testing? By "new," I 

mean new as opposed to guns returned by customers, 

A. Yes. 

~ Okay. Who was your supervisor when you wer~ 

in Quality Control? 

k I was a supervisor. My immediate boss was 
__....,..,,_.••~•-=:a=i11G1=z:n:c:a;11m11::S111'81 ..................... S-. ........... lilmlli:ll:IQllfl>o ! 

1 
i'"AD ,,~ .. 

Clark Workman. 

~ And there again, in Quality Control, your 

apt to be i~ contac~ with virtually any firearm 

manufactured by Reming~on? 

A, Yes. 

~ During your time as the process engineering 

Strike that. 

Tell me in general form, what does the process 

engineer do? I don't know what that term means. 

k The process engineer would take drawings and 

come up with a manufacturing process to manufacture 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C. 

SEE 0011 



.. 
L ~ ' 

that drawing or that part on the drawings to a completed 

gun part. 

~ For instance, then, designing the tooling 

or drawing the tooling? 

A Being responsible that it will meet the 

specifications of the drawing. In other words, the 

process engineer does not do the design work. He is 

responsible to make sure it is done to the toleranc~E 

on the drawing. 

~ You don't design firearms as a process engineer? 

A. No. 

~ What department is in charge of that? 

L It would be the research and development 

group. 

~ In Production Supervision, is that just what 

it sounds like, overseeing the manufacture of rifles 

or of firearms? 

A Yes. 

~ And do you get involved with one particular 

mod•~•f rifle, or are you apt to be anywhere in the 

plant on any particular gun? 

~ It would be more involved in a specific area. 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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~ What area wer~ you involved in during the 

time you were involved in Production Supervision? 

~ It was called, I b6lieve, 'the barrel blank 

manufacturing area. It was, more or less, the manufacture 

of components. 

~ For any particular model? 

l.. No. 

Q. Okay. How does Product Testing differ from 

Quality Control? We just had somebody, whose name I 

can't recall right now, in here. 

MR. SPERLING: Snedeker. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

Q Mr. Snedeker, yes, who said that in Quality 

Control, one of the ~hings they would do is test 

random off the line and test rifles randomly 

out of the inventory. How is Product Testing different 

from that? 

k Product Testing is testing of all firearms 

manufactured in the plant. 

Is it part of the manufacturing process? 

Ti.. Right.. 
es;,,.;z::c&2!t-"Si..i-S.-.. a:t;:az: ... ~'="t~ 

Q What tests Strike that. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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You were in Product Testing in about. 1976 to 

1977, in that area? -
A Yes. 

0. Do you remember a point when you actually took 

over your duties in Product Testing? -
A. No. 

O Was it before December of '76? 

A. Yes. 

~ And you continued on with those duties through 

sometime in '77? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. It is probably just coincidence, but 

information provided to me by your employer indicates 

that the rifle that was involved in this lawsuit was 

manufa~tur~d in December of '76. You would have been 

in Product Testing at that time, right? 

A. Yes. 

~ Why don't you describe what you did, what your 

job was in Product Tegtipg. 

'A. I was the supervisor of the Product Testing 

area, where we do our testing of our manufactured product. 
• M 

~ Did you say that every rifle or every firearm 
_....:,,9 555 f t f 9'!!!¢jl¥ *'¥§ i f = I '"$ f j & 
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that is manufactured by Remington is tested by the 

Product Testing people? 

A. Yes, it is. 

~ That, of necessi$Y· would ipslude Model 700's 

mapufas$ured in December of '76? 

A. Yes. 

~ Turning your attention, then, to that particular 
lt•··~· 

model of rifle, what tests would be performed on such 

a rifle back then? 

~ There would be a proof test and a function 

and accuracy test. 
-= ca awwwe: 

' 

~ Function and accuracy? . 

A. Yes. 

Q Are those two tests called the qallery test? 

Is that th~ same thing? 

A. Yes. 

~ In December of '76, was Product Testinq 

perf orminq something called a trick test or a null test 

on Model 700's, new ones? 

A: Would you repeat that, please? 

~ Okay. Let me approach it in a different direction. 

Are you familiar with a test called the trick test? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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A. Yes. 

~ Do you know what it is? 

A. Yes. 

~ Tell me what it is so we are sure we are 

on the same wave lenqth. 

A. The trick test ~omprises the gun with the 

bolt in the closed position, moving the safety to a 

halfway position, pulling the trigger and then returning 

the trigger to the fire position. In other words, it 

is checking it at a halfway position, pulling the trigger 

to make sure that the gun is functioning properly. 

~ And then putting it to the fire position and 

seeing if the firing pin falls? 

A. Yes. 

~ If the firing pin does fall, you would say the 

gun has failed the trick test? 

A. Yes. 

~ If it does not fall, it has passed? 

A;·~ Yes. 

~ Okay. When did you fi~st learn about that 

trick test? 

~ I don't know. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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Q. Has it been more than ten years ago, would 

you guess? I don~t want to use that word "guess." I 

realize you don't remember the date or the occasion, 

but give me a general idea, your best estimate. For 

instance, you have· known·- about- i~ --foi: more than five 

years, haven't you? 

A. Yes. 

~ And you had probably known about it before 

the Coats versus Remington litigation, or not? 

A. I can't really give you a direct answer 

when I first knew about it. 

Q Okay. Did you know about it before the 

recall of the Model 600? 

A. Yes. 

~ It is my information that that recall occurre~ 

in November of 1978. You knew about it before 

November of '78, right? 

- A I can't answer that. 

~ Do you recall how you first learned about 

the trick test or the trick condition? 

A No. 

µ Correct me if I am wrong, but when someone 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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refers to a gun being in the trick condition, does 

that mean that the rifle is one that will fail the 

trick test, or does it mean that you have put the 

trigger in the null position and pulled the triqger? 

~ Would you repeat the first part of that, 

please? 

O Let me try it in a different direction. 

In some of the documents provided by your 

employer, I have read about their descriptions of, 

I think it was, the Model 600, where they said this 

rifle or th6se rifles can b~ put in the trick condition. 

Have you ever heard that term before, "trick condition?" 

~ Yes, on th£ Model 600. 

Q Okay. And what is your understanding of 

what the trick condition is? 

k This would be a gun that if you performed 

a trick test on, it would fail. 

-~ · Okay. And the gun is in the trick conditiot. 

when the handler has put the safety in the null position 

and pulled the trigger, and it has clicked but not 

fired, right? 

A Would you repeat that one again, please? 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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k I am just trying to get an understanding of 

what the people in your company mean when they use th& 

term "trick condition. 0 Would you say that any qun 

that is qoing to fail the trick test is in the trick 

condition? 

MR. HUEGLI: Are you askinq him what 

everybody else means or just his und6rstandinq? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, I am starting 

with his understanding. Obviously, he can't 

know what everyone else thinks. 

MR. HDEGL1: Well, I think you did ask 

him what everybody else in the company means 

when they s&y "trick condition." 

He is asking you what you understand 

the trick condition to be. 

Is t.hat fair? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Pretty much. 

THE WITNESS: That, to me, would be a 

gun that failed the trick test. 

BY MR~ CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ During the time that you were in Product 

Testing, was lhe trick ~~st one of the tests that was 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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performed on Model 700's along with other tests that 

you have described? 

A I don't know. 

~ Okay. At some point, did it become Remington's 

practice, to your knowledge, to perform the trick test 

as part of the product t&sting on the Model 700? 

P~ Yes. 

Q. On the Model 700? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You don't know when that 

A. No, ! don't. 

Q. began? 

A. No. 

Q. Are you aware of any Model 700 that failed 
it~ 

t.he tr~~i. aaui~ •.i the course of such product testing? 
1.....-ti·~-

A. No. 

~ Were you in a position at any time in the 

last several years to be given that information if 

one did fail? 

A You would have to repe~t that for me, too. 

~ You said that in the recent past they have 

performed the trick test on Model 700's as part of the 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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product t~sting procedure. 

A. Yes. 

~ Did your employment with Remington or your 

position with Remington, would that have made you in 

line to receive the information that a particular gun 

had failed the trick test? 

A. Yes. 

Q Is that while you were in Product Testinq or 

since then'? 

J.~ Since then. 

n As supervisor of current products? 

A. Yes. 

{). Okay. Wh~t don't you tell me a little bit 

about your present position as supervisor of Product 

Testing? What does that entail? 

A. Responsibility for a group of engineers and 

technicians, to continue manufacturing of components 

to specifications. 

~ And does the term •current products• in your 

title suggest that you are involved with. the continuing 

design process for products that are currently being 

manuf actur&~ as opposed to discontinued prooucts or new 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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products? 

A. Yes. 

a So it would be outside of your area if we 

were talking about the design of a totally new rifle, 

right:?· That wouldn't be somethinq you would be 

involved with? 

A. No. 

~ If we wer& talking about a discontinued line, 

you wouldn't be involved in that, obviously, right? 

A. No. 

~ Like th~ 600. right? 

A Well, possibly on those. I miqht just possibly 

on discontinuec ones, 

~ Okay. And do you, as part of your present 

job StrU:e that. 
.....__ 

-._..._ 
I 

Are you involved with product modifications, 

current product modifications? 

ofr t~--~ 

A. "'~ Yes. 
. . . ~:: 

Q. were you personally involved in· the redesign 

of the Model 700 that went into effect in February of 

this year? 

oB~ ... A Yes. 
_.-

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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O Would it be fair to say that you were the 

p6rson in charge of that or not? 

A. No. 

Q. Who was? 

A. I can't answer that. 

Q. Because you don't know? 

MR. HUEGLI: Is there one person that 

you could point out and say that they wers 

in charge of all the redesigning of the 

Model 7CO's safety? 

THE WITNF.8S: For redesigning, yes. 

MR. HUEGLI: Is that what you want, 

redesigning? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

Q Who is that? 

A. I really can't answer that for sure. 

~ Does more than one name come to mind? 

MR. HUEGLI: Is there somebody else that 

could tell us that? Would Mr. Linde be in 

a better position to answer that? 

THE WITNESS: I can give you a name, but 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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I am no~ sur~ he was responsible for it. He 

was th~ contact I worked with on the 

implementation of it. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

-~ What name is that? 

L John Brooks. 

g Now, I would assume that when a product is 

ultimately redesigne2 that it goes through a number 

of phases, such as the decision to makE the redesign 

and the implementation of the design? 

Q. Ycu used the word "implementation." Is that 

the phase you wer~ involved in? 

A. Yes. 

~ W•r~ ycu involved in the decision to make the 

change? 

A. No. 

~ Do you think Brooks was the person that 

ultimately made that decision or was most in charqe of 

it? 

k I can't answer that. 

~- Do you kr:.ov ar:y other narnc.s that may have been 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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f.lR. HUEGLI: Is there anybody else 

that would be in a better position to answer 

th6se questions than you? 

THE WITNESS: I believe so. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

c. i\li-: \>."ould that be:? 

A lL would have to be somebody from the 

res~arch grcup. As I mentioned, mine: was implem~~tation. 

~ Whc is in charg& of R & D? 

1 Clark Workman. 

Q 1/h¢.n you are called to implement a de_sign 

chang~ on ~ curreLt product, are you typically ~0ld 

the reason for that change or reasons? 

, 
t«-. J."'"""" • 

~ Wt.re you in th& case of the redesign of t.!it1. 

700? 

& Rephrase that, please. 

~ In the case of the redesign of the 700 that, 

I guess, was implemented in February of this year, 

were you told the reason or reasons for the redesign? 

And wL~n I say "tcl~i" I mean ei~her orally or iL writing. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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MR. HUEGLI: By secretaries or anybody, 

were you told by anybody why the 700's safety 

was redesiqned? 

THE WITNESS: Well, I would have to 

say yes. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Who told you? 

MR. HUEGLI: Go ahead. Other than 

your lawyer, nothing that we have discussed. 

THE WITNESS: No. Who told me? I really 

can't say who told me. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Was it more than one person? 

A I would think so. I would say yes. 

~ So you have general knowledge about the 

reasons, but you can't, in your mind, come up with a 

specific person that qave you the information, riqht? 

A That is correct. 

O Did you read anythinq that gave you one or 

more reasons for the redesign? 

A Yes. 

O What did you read? 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C. 
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A Correspondence from Research. 

~ Do you remember who the author of that 

correspondence was? 

A. No, I don't. 

a Was it more than one piece of correspondence? 

A. No. 

Q. One memo? 

A I would like to ask him a question. 

~ Sure. Do you want to go outside? 

A. Yes. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ I was asking you about a particular piece 

of correspondence that you received from Research and 

Development that dealt. with the redesign of the 700. 

Did you tell me who wrote that, or do you know who 

wrote it? 

A. I can't answer who wrote it. 

a Because you don't know? 

A. I don't know offhand. 

O Do you know the person's title? 

A No. 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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~ Do you have a copy of the memorandum or 

correspondence? 

A. No. 

MR. HUEGLI: Peter, let me shorten 

this up a little. There is a desiqn ehanqe 

request. It is· in the Research and Development 

files~ Mr. Hill has indicated he doesn't 

remember what it said or why it was written 

or who signed it, but it is available. We 

will get it. That should shorten these 

questions up. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ A moment ago you told me that you knew the 

reasons for the design change based on conversations 

with one or more people whose names you don't remember. 

Regardless of that, who they were or how many of them 

there were, what were the reasons they gave for the 

design change? 

A. I can't answer that. 

·~ You don't even remember if there was more 

than one reason given? 

A. No, I don't. 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C. 
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~ Once you are given the directive to make the 

change, then your job is to implement it, correct? 

A. Yes. 

~ In this case, what was the change that was 

to be made? 

A. It was removal ~f the bolt lock on the safety 

arm. 

~ On the safety arm? 

A. Yes. 

~ Okay. As I understand it, the safety arm 

on the 700 is designed such that Let me close this. 

When you flip the safety to safe, there is a 

little piece of metal in there that angles up toward 

the bolt and that when it goes to safe, that piece of 

metal comes up and engages the bolt itself? 

A On that gun, yes. 

Q. Okay. Doesn't it lock into the bolt someplace, 

that piece of metal? 

()~ A. Right here. 

0. Where your left thumb is? 

A. There is a slot in the bolt, yes. 

Q. Okay. So what was entailed in effecting that 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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desiqn chanqe? What did you have to do? 

A. The design chanqe removed, as you remembered, 

the small piece of metal that went up to lock into 

the bolt slot, into the bolt. This piece was removed 

from the safety arm. 

o. So if this is the safety handle and this is 

the piece of metal ~hat qoes up and enters the slot in 

the bolt, all you did was cut that off? 

A. Yes. It was cut off in a rounded configuration, 

like that. o~ 
Q. So, then, when the safety is put into the 

on safe position, the bolt can still be opened? 

A. Yes. 

~ Is that trigqer assembly something that is 

manufactured by Remington today? 

A. Yes. 

~ Was it five years ago? 

A. I would like to go back. What do you call 

"trigger assembly?" 

~ I am ref erring to -- , I am intending to ref er 

to the safety lever and the triqqer that is connected, 

too. 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 
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A. Yes. 

0. The item that is held in there by two pins. 

A. Okay. Okay. 

0. Do you know what I am talkinq about? 

A. Right. 

0. Is that something that is manufactured by 

Remington in-house? 

A. Yes. 

o. Was it back in 1976? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. So what did your implementation of 
-, 

this design change entail? What did you have to do? 

A. It meant coordinating the change of the 

then from that time on, all Model 700's 

And p 
will have tJO 

safety arms in the quns at a particular time. 

this shortened safety arm in it. 

~ And as a result of that change, a new Mo~el 700 

since ··Pebruary of this year can be unloaded with the 

safety in the on safe position? 

A. Right. 

O. Where, in the prior condition, you had to put 

the safety in the fire position to unload it? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C 
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Yes. 

1Y~ II 

~ Okay. Has anyone ever told you what the 

reason for that old desiqn was? 

A. Yes. 

O. Who has told you? 

A. People I work with. 

~ Okay. What have they told you was the reason 

for the old design? 

MR. HUEGLI: Old design meaning, why did 

Remington used to have a bolt lock? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Right, on the Model 700. 

TEE WITNESS; That would be an opinion 

on their part. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Okay. What is their opinion? 

A. Some hunters like it that way. 

Do you have any opinion on that as to why 

they designed it in the old fashion? 

A. No. 

~ To effect this desiqn change, it looks to me 

like all you have done, then, is had one of your 

machines s~amp out this piece of metal with a shortened 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 

SEE 0032 



f • 

29 

end. Is that basically it? 

MR. HUEGLI: I have to object ~o the 

form of the question. It assumes Remington 

makes that part. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: He testified they did. 

THE WITNE.S: When I say nmanufactured," 

we should clarify that. We manufacture 

we are responsible for that part. Soma of 

our components are made by our vendors, which 

we are responsible for. So when you say to 

me, did you manufacture this, we might not 

make every compon&nt, but we still are responsib~e 

for it. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

C W~ll, that was what I was asking, because it 

was my recollection that the trigger assembly was 

something that was done by a vendor. Do you have any 

recall on that one way or not? 

A Yes. It is. 

~ It is done by a vendor? 

k Yes. Like I say, perhaps you should clarify 

to me what you mean by "manufacture." 
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a Put together, stamp the part, screw in the 

screws. 

MR. HUEGLI: These are all different 

thinqs. 

THE WITNESS: They are all different 

things. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

Q. Tell me how a trigger mec.hanism comes into 

existence in your company, so we don't have any disputes 

about: this. 

k We use compon~nts from vendors that the 

vendors make to our specifications. We bring them in 

and subassemble perhaps machine on them and 

subassernble into a trigger assembly. 

~ Okaye Sc in the case of the Model 700's 

trigger assembly, is it put together by Remington? 

A. Yes. 

~ In some part of their own manufacture after 

using some parts they buy from vendors? 

A. Yes. 

~ Now, let me go back to the safety arm. Is 

that something that is done by vendors or by Remington? 
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~ By a vendor. 

~ Do you happen ~o know the name of the vendor? 

A. I believe it is Square Stamping. 

~ And to implement this change, then, what did 

you do. give them a new drawing and say, "Please start 

making this part in this ·new modified fashion?" 

k Yes, after they gave us an estimate. 

G Okay. Do you know whether or not this change 

had any affect upon the price? 

k No, I don't. 

Q. The cost? 

~ No, I don't. 

Q Has it now been implemented, that change? 

A. Yes. 

~ So if we went out on the line today and picked 

off a 700f it would be the new design? 

A Yes, it would. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Jim, did you say you 

will get .me that correspondence from Research? 

MR. HUEGLI: That is what I am writing 

now, Research design change on 700. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Okay. 
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BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ All right. Now, I want to switch gears on 

you and talk a little bit about. these thinqs called 

Gun Examination Reports. You are familiar with these, 

·aren't you? 

A. Yes, I am. 

O Okay. Are you on or have you in the past been 

on a committee with Remington where you review product 

complaints through the Gun Examination Report process? 

A. Yes. 

~ And what period of time did you serve on such 

a committee? 

A. The past. six years. 

Q. Are you presently on it? 

A. Yes, I am. 

Q. What is the name of the committee? What is 

the name? 

MR. HUEGLI: If you know • 

THE WITNESS; Damaged Gun Committee. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Damaged Action Committee 

A. (No response.) 
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~ r have had a coup~e different varieties. 

MR. HUEGLI: Don't worry about it. We 

have had several answers. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ How about the Return Gun Inve•tiqation 

Committee, is that not it? 

k Yes. That is it. I can't give you the exact 

committee name right at the moment. 

~ Does it have initials that you usually use 

to designate it, like D.A.C., or something like that? 

'P-# No. 

~ Well, we will call it "the committee." 

MR. HUEGLI: We would agree to that. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ At the present time, who else serves on that 

committee with you? 

~ Jim Stekl, John Brooks, Paul Nasepany. 

~ Just a second. Could you spell that one? 

~ No. I quess it is N-a-s-e-p-a-n-y. Jerry 

Burns1 Phil Johnson, Philip Johnaon. 

~ What is Mr. Nasepany's position with Remington? 

~ He works in Research. 
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Q. Does he have a title? 

A. I don't know what it is. 

0. Has the makeup of that committee changed over 

the last six years? 

A. Yes. 

0. Could you qive me some names of who you 

remember of committee members who are no longer on the 

committee? 

A. James Martir•. That is the only one I 

can give you that I recall. 

Q. How about: Bill warren? 

A. Yes. Bill Warren was a member. 

0. How does one qet on this committee? 

A. By virtue of the job title or position they 

hold in the company. 

O. So the people that are no longer in it are 

people who have moved into some 

A. different jobs. 

~ Okay. What is the func~ion of the committee? 

What is its purpose? 

A Investigate guns returned from customers 

Q. All models? 
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that may have personal injury or broken 

components. 

·'O Or product liability~type complaints? 

·A; • Yes. 
,··~ 

,0 Say someone blows a hole into their floorboard 

and into their transmission but doesn't injure anybody, 

that would be within the committee's jurisdiction? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How long has such s committee existed with 

Remington? 

A. To my knowledge, since I have been employed 

here. 

~ Which was '60? 

A. Yes. 

~ By that, do you mean it started in '60 or 

sometime before that and you don't know? 

~ I don't know about before that. 

~ So the work of the committee is solely limited 

to prod·uct complaints from -customers or qunshop owners 

as opposed to problems with newly manufactured firearms? 

A. Yes. 

~ Does the committee meet on a regular basis? 
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J... Yes. 

~ Do they keep minutes? 

A., No. 

~. How often do they meet? 

A Once a week. 

~ Typically, in a once-a-week meetinq, are there 

several complaints to review? 

A. Yes. 

~ During the time period that you have been on 

the committee, how many complaints would you say you 

review per week on a~ average? 

~ Four to five. 

~ Has tha~ number increased or decreased over 

the last five years? 

L About the same. 

~ Can you give me an estimate out of all those 

complaints, what percentage of them relates to the 

Remington Model 700? 

A No, I can't. 

Q. Okay. Is it fair to say that you have had 

some, though? 

A. Yes • 
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~ And of the ones that you have had involving 

the Model 700, some of them have related to the 

customer's complaint that the qun fired when the safety 

wa• moved from the safe to the fire position? 

A. Yes. 

~ Does the committee keep copies of all their 

paperwork that they generate or receive in their 

work? 

P,., No. 

Q Does it go to some central filing system? 

A You will have to repeat that. 

~ Does the paperwork go to some central filing 

system? 

& I would like to go back. You said "all." You 

said "all" correspondence. 

~ Okay. I have some documents that Remington 

has given me. For example, I have some Gun Examination 

Reports, some Receiving and Estimate Reports, some 

correspondence between customers and Remington and vice 

versa, some memos to Mr. Santin~ requesting work, that 

sort of thing. What I want to do is find out if I have 

everything that may have been generated or received by 
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the committe~ in t~t process of ~valuating thes~ complaint,. 
! 

A. I can't answer that. 

~ Okay. Mr. Hardy testified yesterday that, 

typically, after he prepared_ a Gun Examination Report 

that he would also fill out a half-page memo with his 

ideas or conclusions abou·t what the problem was or what 

ii; might. b~. I think w~ found one of those. 

1. 
r .. 

~ De you kco~ what document I am talking abou~? 

"A. Yes.,, 

a What is that document called? 

~ There is no specific name for it. 

~ It is just a memo? 

A. It is net even a memo. It is just a sheet 

of paper. 

0 Just a form? 

A. No form. 

Q. Okay. Do you know if those are kept? 

A. No, ~hey are not. 

~ Are they destroyed on a regular basis? 

~ Yes, they ar~. 

·~ What is your policy, Remington's policy, as 
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far as des~ructio~ of thes~ memos? 

A. The committ:ee 
~t'0... 

when we writ£ up on Gun 

Examination Reports, the information from this report, 

it is destroyed. 

~ At that time? 

P.~ Yes. 

~ Also, th~ Gun Examination Reports that I havb 

been provid~d with date back to abou~ 1979. have 

information from oth&r sources that th~r~ were ce~tainly 

complaints about the Model 700 dating here is onE 

from '78 datir.g 

Wha~ I am interes~ed 

bc,ore the report' that I have~ 

in is whether or not earlier 

reports exist somtwhtre. either if you p~rsonally keep 

them or if other committee members keep them or might 

th&y b6 in scne archives or storage arEa that Remington 

hasn'~ though~ ~o lock in. 

A. No. 

~ · Th6y don't exist, as far as you know? 

A.. Three years. 

~ Is that the retention rule? 

A Y£s, it is. 

~ Wha~ ha~pe~~ then? Do they have a shredderj 
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& Yes. ThEy are destroyed. 

~ Take me through the work of the committee, 

then, with just a hypothetical Gun Examination Report. 

We can assume that for our purposes it is a Model 700; 

that the customer's complaint is that the gun fires 

when ~he saf c~y was mov&d from the safe position to 

the fire position. What do you rec6ive in the way of 

paperwork? You gE~ ~ Gun Examination Repcrt? 

~ w~ get a Gun Examination Report filled out, 

with ~he Ex=eptio~ cf ~he comments, any correspondence 

frorr. ~h~ cus~o~~r and a gun repair ticket from Arms 

Service. This is a repor~ with basically the components 

and ~he cus~omer's name on it. 

(\ .,. On~ of ches~ jobs? 

Yes, a~e ih~ serial number of the gun. 

~ And you also get the gun? 

~ Yes, and the gun. 

Q. Typically, is there one person on the committee 

that is delegat~d responsible to. fill out the ncornments" 

section? 
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A. Myself. 

Okay. Is that "Comments" section intended to 

reflect the opinion of the 'Committee as a whole as 

opposed to your opinion? 

A. Yes. 

O Do~s it have to b& unanirnouE? 

!.. :t-;o. 

0 Rave yo~ had a situation where the majority 

of the committee is of the opinion that it is a particular 

problem and ~h~ minority disagrees? 

~ What happens in that situation, the ~ajority's 

comm~nts gu i~ her&? 

a nre th~ minority's comments recorded anywhere? 

A. ?~ o. 

~ Are you familiar with any other lawsuits 

brought against Remington Arms involving the Model 700 

by name? 

A How do you mean, by name? 

C E~ clairna~t's nams, any plaintiffs? 
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!~R. EUZGLI: Like Smith versus R~mington 

or Black versus Remington. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Or White versus Remington. 

THE WITNESS: I don't recall any of 

them. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

C Have yo~ evt~ been deposed before? 

r,, 1;c1 I have not.. 

0 Have you evar testified in court before? 

O Okay. L~t me go through some of thes€. 

I ar.: 0oir,.g to 'hc.nJ you what. has be.en marked as 

Depo Exhibi~ 1 and ask yo~ if you can identify what 

that. ::.s. 'Thal is a Gun Examination R6port, right'? 

c; L'0 yo~: }:r.cu wh~t thE-: P. at the. top center of 

the page means, thE handwritten A? 

k No, I don't. 

MR. HUEGLI: Off the record. 

(A discussion was held off the record.) 

BY MR. CHA~DERLAIN: 

G Can you tell me what P.E. & C. stands for? 
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1 Troduct ~~cin~ering and Cc~trol. 

~ Now, let's jus~ us£ Exhibit 1 as an example. 

I am sure you don't remember what you did on this 

particul~r gun examination, but just so I have an idea 

of what the process is, what would the committee do upon 

receipt of that report and supporting documentation 

and the riflr:'? 

check th£ information on th~ top on 

general con~ition, outside work and th~ a~rno that was 

involved in it. _.;__::_, ould examine it if it was returned 

to us. Do you want to specifically go over the 700 

F.S.R., firE when safE released? 
,; 

h Okay. W& would rsview the components .---
condition, as indicat~d here. We would see the complaint, 

see if it verifie~ the complaint in the customer's 

letter. We would take the gun and see if we could --
duplicate the customer's complaint. 

~ Okay. And when the complaint is that the 

rifle fires when the safety is r~leased at times, as 

this one was, what physically do you do with the gun 

either to verify er refute that complaint? 
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to se~ if it would actually do it. WE would also perform 

the trick test. 

Q. Okay. So you get a complaint, and it says 

that the gun fires when the safety is released. You 

would cock the gun and flip the safety back and forth 

and see if i~ firesr like that? 

C I~r:.C. tltEr;., 5a addition to thc-d., you would 

perform a trick test on it? 

r., Trick teEt.. ye:::. 

c\ c;.~;:,::l'. The1: you note your results or you:r. 

comments? 

And then someone prepares a letter back tc 

A. Yes. 

~ Generally, that is Mr. Stekl? 

~ Yes. In the case of these particular items, 

yes. 

~ You mean in the case of the 700's? 

I~ Y ~ s . 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C. 

J 

SEE 0048 



I ,. 
I " 

( v~~ th&t }if co~mitte assigD~ent, or something, 

that partic~lar model: 

A. Some of the guns we look at well, scratch 

that. We are talking about this specific item. On 

these items, he would generally write back to the 

customer of our findings; 

W~Et de you mean bv .. "the SE i te:·rn s?" 

h 700's F.S.R., fires when saf~ is released. 

C G J:<, .J. • Ve:. "'- y c \.' a s s i g n e d a c i f ~ 1::· rent gun to 

write th~ letter to custoners on? 

~ ~~re o~hEI committee members assigned different 

products tc ~rit~ lettezs on? 

1'.. r~c. 

( VEr~ thE F.S.R. co~plaints the only ones yov 

wrotE lettErs en? 

A. Ne. 

Q. Okay. I have been through these Gun Examinatio~ 

Reports on a number of times and read them. I have 

noticed you always note things o.n the report, such as 

if th~re ar~ mars on the stock or the scope had been 

rernovl1 or the scop~ screws wer~ missing. What is th~ 
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reason for lliaking thosG notations? 

~ Wa note anything different than what the 

gun was like when it left the factory. 

~ It doesn't necessarily mean that is 

significant as far as the cause of the complaint? 

A. No. 

Q. OJ~~:£. 1 r-.. cti ce on some of these documents, 

it loo:i:s lik~, internal documents used for charging 

for wo::k. :·i; will sa::i' to charge the repairs to 80-55. 

Do you knovi \'lha t. that i o? 

Kn. CHAMDERLAIN: Mark these. 

(Gun Examination Reports were marked 

f~~intiffs' Exhibits ll and 12 for identifica-

. l·.~ ~ .. '"\.- , __ ,,· l . ' '· :.'-
,.. \(.,. .. .....,, ,. -- ' v. ~' '.,;'-
., . '"'· - . \• '\.._. ~ -~- t 

''1 > ' 

i> I am going to hand you what has been ma.rked """) 

as Plaintiffs' Exhibit 11. Can- you identify that as 

tl.on.) 

BY MR. CHP.H~ :C RL1'. IS : 

one of your Gun Examination Reports? 

.. .a. · - Yes. 

~ And your initials appear on it, approving it : 

in March of 1 02? 
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A.. Y~s. 

~ First, up at the top, "General condition,~ 

you noted the qun was used and dirty, right? 

A. Yes. 

~~ Is that unusual? 

A Yes. 

~ It is unusual, in your experience? 

f.~ Yes. 

C You do&'t s~e very many dirty guns? 

A. No. 

~ Do you see very many used guns? 

MR. HUEG~I: Well, everything that comas 

back is used. Used and dirty, that is net 

a f ai~ question. Asking th6 question, have 

ycu ever se6n a used gun, I don't think that 

is a fair question for hirn. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, I thought it 

was an unusual answer. 

MR. HUEGLI: Well, have you ever seen a 

used gun in your life? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

BY MR. CHAi<D:.RLJ'.I~r: 
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l I~t in your experience, it is unusual to see 

a dirt.y gun? 

MR. HUEGLI: Used, not coming out of the 

factory? Are you talkinq about a dirty gun 

that has been used or.~ne cominq out of the 

factory? 

TEE WITNESS: Let me hear it again. 

(The question was read back by the 

r~porter a£ follo~s: "QUESTION; But in 

yo~r experience, it is unusual to see a 

cirtl' gun?"} 

~R. EUEGLI~ Can you answer that question 

without having it expanded upon as to whether 

er not it ~as brand new or used? Can you 

~r;.swer the quest.ion without knowing if he 

is. talkir...s; about a gun that has been out; 

hunting for ten years or one fresh off the 

line? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not talkinq about 

a new qun. 

THE WITNESS: Would you repeat it? 

nF:. CHAMB:CRLAIN: Sure. 
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BY MR. CHA''?FRL.!\.!~-J: 

O In these guns that have been sent back to 

Rem~•g*on with product complaints, in particular the 

Model~OO, do you see dirty· guns coming back? I don't 

mean· all of them, but do you see dirty guns? 

A. Yes. 

0 ls that unusu&l, in your opinion or in your 

experience'.' 

~ _ an huns up on the word "unusu~l." 

Well, let's try it again. I am going to 

hand you what has been marked as Exhibit 2. Take a 

look at that, anC. tell me if you consider that to be 

clean or dirty. 

~ Fro~ what I can see, it would be clean. 

~ Okay. Take the bolt out and take a look at 

the bolt stop. 

A It looks like it may have some material on 

it. 

G Okay. Is it in a condition that you would 

consider to be somewhat dirty? 

~ I can't really answer. 

O Is it i~ a condition that is the same as or 
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similar to lots of other 700's that you have seen, 

used 700's? 

A Well, I would like to ask him a question 

before we go any further. 

0. Okay. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

50 

MR~ HUEGLI: Could you read the question 

back for the witness? 

(The last question was read back by the 

reporter as follows: "QUESTION: Ia it in 

a condition that is the same as or similar to 

lots of other 700's that you have seen, used 

700's?") 

THE WITNESS: Most 700'& that we look 

at are clean. Most are clean. Most customers 

keep their guns in qood condition and clean. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

o. And some do not? 

A. Yea. 

O. Let's go back to Exhibit 11 for a minute. I 

forgot where we were. I think you were telling me a 

little bit about the process that you would qo throuqh 
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in a typical 700 F.S.R. complaint. I don't know if you 

finished that or not. Did you? 

A I don't know. 

O Okay. In this particular oase1 by that, I am 

referrinq to the complaint listed on Exhibit 11, your 

committee concluded that ·the malfunction was possibly 

caused by gummed up fire con.trol, right? 

A. Yes. 

~ What does that mean, "gummed up fire control?" 

A. This would be excessive debris, oil, in the 

fire control which would prohibit it from functioning 

correctly. 

O And which would cause it to fire when the 

safety was moved from the safe position to the fire 

position? 

A. I can't answer that. 

~ Was a trick test performed on this rifle? 

A. I can't answer that. 

~ In reviewinq F.s.R. complaints on Model 700's, 

is it i:he committee's practice to perform a trick test 

on all such rifles? 

A. No. 
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~ Ie it the committee's practice if they do 

perform a trick test to- always record the results of 

that test on the Gun Examination Report regardless of 

the results? 

A Could you rephrase that one, please? Could 

you read it back? 

(The last question was read back by the 

reporter as follows: •ouESTION: Is it the 

committee's practice if they do perform a 

trick test to always record the results of 

that test on the Gun Examination Report 

regardless of the results?") 

THE WITNESS: No. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

Q. It is not~ 

to make notations 

Is it the committee's practice 

Strike that. 

Is it the committee's practice to make no 

notations of trick test results if the qun is teated 

and fails the test? 

L You are qoinq to have to repeat that one, 

please. 

Q. Let's try it this way. I have gone through 
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all of these reports. On a fair number of them, there 

is a notation, "Okay on trick test," or, "Gun pasaes 

trick test," or words to that effect .. Out of these 

forty-eiqht Gun Examination Reports, there is only one 

where it says, "Gun failed trick. test." In addition, 

there are quite a number -in there where there is no 

notation whatsoever regarding whether a trick test was 

performed. A moment aqo you testified that you do not 

always make a notation if the trick test is performed. 

You don't always note the result? 

A. Yes. 

~ Okay. What I want to know is, how do you 

make that determination of whether or not you are 

going to note the result on the Gun Examination Report? 

A. I can't answer that. 

~ Does it occur at times that the gun is 

trick tested, fails the trick test and that is not 

not.•4? 

1..-- Yes • . ....... 

-~ Okay. Assume we have a Model 700 that has 

been trick teated and failed. Bow would you decide 

whether or not to note that on the Gun Examination Report? 
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A Can I use Exhibit ll as an example? 

O. Sure. 

+,", There are -- ·f there could be circumstances 

in, the .. '.'"9Un that would cauae .it t:o fail t.he trick t.aat, 

as ±ndieated in our comments on Exhibit. 11. 

O Gummed up fire control? 

A Yes. 

O. So do you assume from that answer that this 

gun did fail the trick test? 

A. I can't answer that. 

0. Is it the committee's practice to only note 

failure of trick tests where they also note that the 

trigger adjustinq screws have been tampered with? 

A Would you repeat that one, please? 

0. Is it the committee's practice to only note 

the gun's failure of the trick test if they have also 

noted that the triqqer adjustment screws have been 

broken or the trigqer adjustment screw seals have been 

broken? 

~ I would ha.._ to say no~ necessarily. 

O. '!'hat is not necessarily their practice? 

MR. HUEGLI: '!'hat is what he said. 
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BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Is that what you said? 

~A Yes, not always. There is no hard and fast 

rule. 

~ Is it a subjective thing, then? 

A. Yes. 

What it comes down to, then and I am 

not trying to put words in your mouth, but I don't 

know how to phrase this in a nonleading fashion. But 

what it comes down to, your committee would only note 

the results of the failure of a trick test if they 

also found some objective reason for that failure that 

was not Remington's fault? 

MR. HUEGLI: Don't answer that question. 

You are asking him a question. He has got 

to answer yes or no. Either way he answers 

it how many times have you beaten your 

wife? Is this the first time you beat your 

wife? It is the aame thing. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ What I am trying to get at is, what governs 

this subjective decision on the committee's part on 
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whether or not to record a trick test failure. You 

told me that with this, Exhibit 11, the reason there 

was ·~hey noted a gummed up firing control, fire control, 

and that that was an adequate explanation for the 

failure. Is that riqht? 

MR. HUEGLiz Objection. I don't ~hink 

he said that this qun did not pass the trick 

test. I think he said he didn't know. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Do you know if the gun in Exhibit 11 did or 

did not pass the trick test? 

~ I don't know. 

MR. HUEGLI: May we go off the record 

for a second? 

(A discussion was held off the record.) 

(A lunch recess was taken.) 
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A F T E R N 0 0 N S E S S l 0 N 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. Hill, you are 

still under oath. 

H I L L I havinq been previously 

duly sworn, ~estified further under his oath 

as follows: 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

o. Did you have a chance to talk to anybody 

about your deposition other than the lawyers in this 

room over the lunch hour? 

A. Yes. 

0. Who did you talk to? 

A. Jim Stekl. 

0. Did you talk about the question I posed to 

you about how it is decided whether you put a notation 

about the trick test on the Gun Examination Report? 

A. Yes • 

. ft. Based upon your conversation with him, can 

you give me any further help on what the criteria is? 

A. No, other than it is a subjective decision 
. ~··. 

of whether or not we put it on or not, which we talked 

about .. 
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~ Is it something that the committee would 

discuss before you make your notations in the "Comments" 

column? 

A. Yes. 

~ Is there any way you can tell by looking at 

a Gun Examination Report that does not contain the 

notation, number one, whether a trick test was done 

on a gun? 

A. No. 

~ And number two, if there was one done, whether 

or not it passed or failed? 

A. No. 

~ Okay. Let's see. I know it is here somewhere. 

There was another one marked. 

I will hand you what has been marked as 

Deposition Exhibit 12. Can you identify that for th~ 

record? 

~. Restate that. What do you mean, "identify?" 

i Well, for instance, is it: a Gun Examination 

Repor~? 

A. Yes, it: is. 

~ And it is dated February of 1982? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR P.C. 
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L Febru&ry and March. Se~, the comments are 

March. 

o. Okay. Is this one you approved? 

A. Yes. 

~ Involving the Model 700? 

A. Yes. 

~ What was the customer's complaint? 

A. "Complaint: Fired on two occasions when 

safety was moved to fire position. Both times, chamber 

was empty." w l 
-Al 

Q. Is that what is known as a dry fire or not? 

A. Yt:s. 

~ And th~ comments inserted by your committee 

in your handwriting say that the apparent cause of the 

malfunction was due to gummed up fire control? 

A. Yes. 

~ On this one, they did note that the gun was 

okay on trick test, right? 

A Right. 

0. Okay. When you put that, •okay on trick test, " 

does that mean the gun passed the trick test? 

]\. Yes, it does. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C. 
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~ Looking at Exhibit 12, do you know cf any 

reason why on this particular one you did make a 

notation about the trick test? 

A. No. 

G -Okay. This isn't marked as an exhibit, but 

I will probably only hav• one question for you. 

I will tell ycu, this is Gun Examination 

Report Number 408 and some of the documents attached to 

it that Remington has provided to me. I am interested 

in page 2 of that document and the part that I hav£ 

underlined in green. Can you read that language 

into the r~cord, please? 

A "Could not duplicate malfunction. Replaced 

fire control and stock." 

~ Take a minute and look at the Gun Examination 

Report. Tell me, if you can, the reason for the 

replacement of the stock in this case. 

A. I have not read this whole letter. It is 

kind of hard to read this letter here. Then there is 

a note here from Jack Chisnall that says, "Replace 

stock and triqqer assembly at no charge to customer." 

~ You don't know why that stock was replaced? 
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A. No. But we did note tha~ th~ wood was 

marred. That is all. 

·~~ Are you aware of any complaints coming into 

Remington of Model 700's where it was an F.S.R. complaint 

and the cause of that complaint was related somehow to 

the stock of the gun? 

A No, I am not. 

O ArE you aware of any complaints or any 

findings that the gun stock had absorbed the water 

and swelled up such that it caused binding on the 

trigger lever? 

A. No, I am not. 

~ Correction, on the safety lever? 

k No, I am not. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Mark this, please. 

(A Gun Examination Report was marked 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 13 for identification.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: ~v.-1! crlo .....,. 
~:~. o.' I Jland. you:Exhibit:~· 13. That is a Gun Examinat.iori 

. .. ..,., <!i· 
Report which you approved as a member of the committee, 

right? 

A. Yes. 
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Q. On this one, th£ complaint $tat~s that the 

sear safety cam sticks in the downward position because 

of an accumulation of dirt and oil. My question is, 

if an accumulation of dirt and oil is causing the sear 

safety cam to stick in the downward position, would 

that also result in the rifle failing the trick test? 

A. I don't know. 

Q. Do you know if the trick test was perf orrned 

on the gun described in Exhibit 13? 

A. No, I don't. 

Q. What. is that last. sentence in the "Comments" 

part about clean bolt and firing head? 

A. "Clean bolt and firing pin h&ad, as it has 

crud on it, also." 

Q. Crud? 

A. Yes. 

0. Okay. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Maybe we ought to 

mark this. 

(A Gun Examination Report was marked 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 14 for identification.) 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Jim, the copy I have 
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markE:d as an exhibit has some highlighting en 

page 2 and also a red 21 on the top, which is 

my number. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Jo#-< ~ 
. Q. I will hand you PlaUttiffa' Exhibit 14 and ask 

you i~ you can identify it es one of the Gun Examination 

Reports you approved. 

A. Yes. 

~ Now, take a look at page 2 of that Estimating 

and Receiving what is it called? 

A. Receiving and Estimate Report. 

~ Who prepares that report? 

L It is prepared by Arms Service. 

~ Except for the hiqhliqhting that I put on there, 

is all the information that is set forth there already 

on the repo~t when it comes to you with the rifle? 

A No. Probably the lower left-hand corner 

information the lower left quarter panel might 

not be complete. 

Q. The part that I have hiqhliqhted would already 

be written on there when you receive it? 

A. At times. 
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Q. At times? 

A. Right. 

~ Okay. Of the parts I have highlighted, the 

first line is entitled, •customer's .complaint,"right? 

·A. Correct. 

~ And that information comes from the customer's 

compla~nt? 

A. Yes. 

O And in this case, the complaint was, "Fires 

when safety is released," right? 

A. Yes. 

C Now, the next line is entitled, "Main fault?" 

A Yes. 

~ Who fills that in? 

A That would be done by Arms Service. 

Q. Is that done before or after the committee 

makes its determination? 

A. I can't answer that. Sometimes it may be 

done before, sometimes after. 

· Q. Do you know whose handwriting that is? 

A No, I don't. 

~ Is it yours? 
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A. No. 

~ Okay. And in this case, they indicated a 

bad fire control as the.main fault, right? 

A. Yes. 

~ Looking at this document and the attached 

Gun Examination Report, do you know whether or not 

in this case that was made before or after the 

committee 

A No, I don't. 

~ Do you know what the term "bad fire control" 

means? 

A No. 

~ In this case, you did replace the fire 

control on the rifle, right? 

A Would you restate that? 

~ In this case, the committe& recommended or 

concluded that the fire control should be replaced? 

A. Yes. 

~ Are old £ire controls saved? 

A. No. 

~ Never on 700's? 

MR. HUEGLI: Do you know? 
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THE WITNESS: No, J don't. I don't know. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

,~ In the last line on Exhibit 14, it says, 

"Make aure safety doesn't hit wood?" 

A. Yes. 

0. How could the safety hit the wood? 

A. It would be the safety arm. 

Q. The lever itself? 

A. The top of the lever. 

Q. Why don't you point out what you mean on 

Exhibit 2? 

A. Right here. 

Cl- That little nob? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Make sure it clears to the right or the top? 

,.# The bolt end. 

MR. HUEGLI: Off the record. 

(A discussion was held off the record.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN; 

~ Why was the committee concerned or interested 

that it be made sure that the safety did not hit the 

wood on the rifle involved in Exhibit 14? 
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A. l can't answer that. 

~ Are you aware of any instances involving the 

Model 700 where the trigger lever hit the wood and 

thereby set up the trick condition? 

A. No. 

0. Okay. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: We had better mark 

t.his. 

(A Gun Examination Report was marked 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 15 for identification.) 

BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ I will hand you Exhibit 15. 

of your committee's Gun Examination Reports? 

Yes, it is. 

That documen~ says it passed the trick te ? 

A. Yez. 

g. And the complaint was that the gun fires 

when the safe is released? 

A. Yas, it is. 

O. Did your committee reach a conclusion on what 

may hav• caused the customer's complaint or what did 

cause the custom&r's complaint in this case? 
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A I don't knov. 

~ You can't tell from the report? 

-A No, I can't. 

O. Look at page 2 of that now on the part that 

I have highlighted under, "Main fault." can you read 

that? 

~ "Fails," and then there is a word I can't 

read and then "trick test." 

~ Fails something trick test? 

A. Yes. 

~ Is that the customer's complaint, or is that 

somebody's findings within Reminqton? 

~ I don't know. 

~ How is that form usually used; that is, the 

"Main :~ult" area? Is that a recording of the complaint 

or a recording of the conclusions as to what the 

actual problem was? 

A I don't know if this form was filled out 

completely before or after our examination, so I can't 

tell you. 

~ In your experience, do most customers who 

send in quns know what the trick test is? 
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~ No, th&y don't. 

~ Have you ever heard of a test called the 

special test? By that, I mean, is this a par~icular 

test that has that designation? 

A. No. 

·~~~ ... 

MR. CHAMBE.RLAIN: Off the record. 

(A discussion was held off the record.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ What is molycoat? 

A. Molycoat is a lubricant used in the assemoly 

of firearms. 

~ Is i~ used by Remington in their new 

manufacture of fir~arms? 

A. Yes. 

~ Is it also available to customers, to users, 

in the oper. 1narket, gunshops, and that sort of thing? 

A. I don't know for sure~ 

Q. What does it consist of? I don't want the 

chemical breakdown. Is it grease and graphite, pure 

graphite or li9ht oil? 

A. It is a graphite compound. 

~ It has som~ grease in it? 
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A I don't know what the composition is. 

~ If we had some and dumped it in this room, 

would it be a dusty or greasy material? 

~ More toward dusty, I would say. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: The next one is 110, 

Jim. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ I will hand you Depo.Exhibit 6. This is a 

Gun Examination Report dated April of '78, which you 

approved, true? 

A. Yes. 

~ And it was noted under, •components condition," 

it looks to me, your handwriting that says, "Excessive, 

molycoat in action," right? 

A. Yes, it is. 

~ Was that something that was added to that 

section of the report after you received it from 

Mr. B.ardy? 

A, Yes, it was. 

·o And you added that as a result of your hands-on 

examination of the rifle? 

A. Yes. 

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C. 
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Whsn you examine those rifles, do you disassemble 

the trigger mechanism? 

A Not generally. We take the stock off. 

~ Do you remove the trigger mechanism from 

whatever it is held to with those pins? 

A Receiver. 

a The receiver, okay. Do you usually remove 

it from the receiver? 

JI-. No. 

n Okay. And you make your determination as, 

in this case, about excessive molycoat in the action 

based upon what, a view through the various parts? 

A B~ taking the stock off and working tha 

bolt stop release and the trigger, you can see the action 

of the sear safety cam. 

Q Through that little hole? 

A Right, through the top of the receiver. 

-~ I see. Okay. Should molycoat be used in 

the ac~ion of a rifle at all? 

"A I can't answer that. What do you mean, should 

it be used? 

Q, Does Remington recommend it? 
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~ I can't answer that. 

0.li . . .... ----- fl!'8(112 I' IQ--·--£ Ill. _~¢ 
nt J!.1 .... 1 . ..,!L .L .. 

·-, . I.a there molycoat put izi tme action Q'il new 
".: ~ 

r. . I , . ''Ji'. 
R•mii\cz~i Model .700 's when t:bey are :manufacturad11 . 

. . / -~n: I can't answer .that. 

, 
1 

"'" When you say you can't answer that, you mee. .. \7 ~ 
you don't know? 

~ Right offhand, I can't answer that. 

~ Because you don't know? 

A I don't know. 

Q. Okay. 

A. Okay. 

On Exhibit 6, did you feel 

J.~~~o 
~at the presence 1 Q. 

of cxc~~Jive molycoat in the action was related to the 

customer's complaint in some way? 

~ Yes. I am sure that is why it was added. 

0. Okay. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Why don't we mark this. 

(A Gun Examination Report was marked 

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 16 for identification.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 
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I will hand you Deposition Exhibit 16. Do 

you r~~ognize that as a Gun Examination Report prepared 

in 04i~~er of 1978 and 'approved by you 
·-11.i, 

'~';-__ Yea., it is • 
.·.; .. 

aaon9•t .. -t>thera1· .:.~:~nd- have you had a chance 

to look at the comments on that one? 

A. Yes. 

~ Okay. The customer's complaint was that the 

gun fired upon taking the safety off, right? 

Yes. 

~ And then in the •comments," your committee .... 
concluded, "Excessive oil in the fire control could 

cause impair&d mechanism malfunction." Ia that right? 

A. Yes. 

~ By that statement, did your committee mean 

that excessive oil in the fire control was related to 

the cua~oaar'a complaint? 

C It doesn't say what kind of oil? 

A. No. 

~ In your experience, what kind of oil have you 

seen customers usa on their firearms? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C, 
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t.. I dor"' t know. 

~ By the time the rifle gets to you and you 

·}~ exa1d.ne it, it would be difficult and impossible to 

~i.: identi.fy the kind of oil? 

~-. ., A. . Yes, it. would. 

MR. HUEGLI: By him just by looking at it 

or in any way here at the plant? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: He answered the question. 

MR. HUEGLI: Well, I object to the form 

of the question. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Okay. I think your 

objection is untimely. 

MR. HUEGLI: Well, you know, I can qo 

back on the record and ask him, Peter, if there 

is any way Remington or chemical engineers 

could test to determine where the oil in that 

is • . I think he understood your question 

to be when he looks,·is there any way be can 

tell. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: . And he said no. 

MR. HUEGLI: All right. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: That was my question. 
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MR. HOEGLI: All right. As long as it 

is understood. I am sure there are other 

chemical ways to tell. 

BY MR.··,CHAMBERLAIN i 

On oocaaion-.:-.wit:h.. ~sr,...worlt wi t:b ~· a~i ttee , 
,._ ......... - - .. _..;.. '. . ..... 

have you had a chance to ·perform low temperature teats 

with Model 700's? 

A. Yes. 

O. Okay. Here is Exhibit 3 for you to look at. 

Take a minute and review that and then I will ask you 

some questions about it. 

A. Okay. 

O. Are you ready? 

Yes. 

, 
/, 

............ ,__ 
~-~ , .. ;) 

All riqht. Exhibit 3 ia dated January 1 79. 

It is a Gun Examination Report where ~· customer 

c~lalnat -t:hat i:h• w•apoD' ·4iseharqed .. 'when the -fety 

was ,!J>lltlbed to the off safe poat~ion, riqbt? 
0 ~-

¥-· Yes. 

~'· f'" Okay. And your- committee'• conclusion was 

that the malfunction appeared to have been caused by 

excessive oil in the triqqer mechanism? 
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A. Yes. 
Q ,. (') 

lu- < :J . J I 
f ~ '-:Y\_ ~ 

& D confirmed , And the next comment says, "R 

malfltnction at low temperatur•, t:eet:, 11 right? 

Yes • 

. 0. Could you tell me, 111h&tLChe I.ow temperature 

test is or what it was? 

A. It would be putting the qun normally, 

the gun is at room temperature. It would be taking 

it down to a low temperature and testing the gun to 

see if it would duplicate the customer's complaint. 

~ And your notes were that they were able to 

duplicate the customer's complaint at zero degrees 

Fahrenheit? 

A. Yes. 

~ And below that, you note that the trigger 

had been adjusted outside Remington? 

A. Yes. 

Based upon your notes on there, did you reach 

' ~~· · a conclusion as to whether or not the outside adjustment 

caused the customer's complaint?. 

A. No, I didn't. 

~ What is the reason for performing a test at 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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such a low temperature? 

In this case, it had to do with t can't 

qo back three years and say. But I am sure it had ·to 

do-with the letter from the customer and the loc~tion, 

wher•' .. l).e was from. 

~ So he said he was huntinq in the cold, or 

something like that? 

~ Yes. He was from Colorado. 

~ And cold temperatures during hunting season 

are not that unusual, are they? 

A No. 

~ What happens then? Because of the cold 

temperature, the lubricant in the action becomes more 

viscous? Is that the right word? 

k I have to say no to your question. 

~ Okay. What is the siqnificance of the cold 

/.' ",! 

A. 2:. I't _would gum it up- more. It would be the 

opp~:i'.te of viscous. 

\\ · .. GJtay. I t:houqht I kne" what I was saying. 

What you are sayinq is, whatever lubricant 

is in there becomes thicker? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C. 
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A. Yes. 

Isn't that viscous? 

-Okay. I wa• t:hinkin9 ·ef.viscous -- it would 

~- .<>..· • 

·.:. 
1 t ..,.cj,a_d become thicker. 

\ . .j 

Okay •. In t:his ~•••, ·~· same rifle ·might not 

~ .. :"·.._. experience that result at room"'"teniperature, but it 

would experience it at zero degrees Fahrenheit? 

A. I don't know. 

~ Well, it could affect it, could it not? 

A. The temperature could affect it. 

~ It could affect whether or not the rifle 

passes or fails the trick test? 

A. That is what we wrote down, that it malfunctione 

at t:he low temperature. 

~ And you didn't write on this rifle whether or 

not it malfunctioned at room temperature? 

That is correct. 
..· .. : 

It is possible, is it not, and maybe 'nl:>t. 
-::.'·..;···· 

w-i.;t:.b. fhi·a rifle, but a rifle could malfunction at the 

low temperature but not'malfunction at room temperature? 

A. I don't know. 

MR. HUEGLI: If you know. 
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MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, if you know. 

I don't know. !') v ·~~-~, . ->i· 
~· /~,_,_,,__ ' v 

THE WITNESS: 

BY MK. ·\'CHAMBERLAIN: 

.. - you don't have"~• letter before.you • 

In hi·a letter, which I do have, he told the qun. Qw.ner 

that it is possible that the oil accumulation coupled 

with the cold temperature caused the trigger mechanism 

to hang up. Have you seen that letter before? 

~ No, I have not. Your statement is correct. 

~ But that is what ha said? 

~ Yes. 

~ Okay. Does that help you at all as to 

whether or not it is poesibl• for a gun to malfunction 

at cold temperatures but operate normally, say, at ~-; 
~J--·jt l"l)•' ·vr.C· -'"' room temperature? 

-~t is poaaible 1 but I don't have any facts 

to:..·~:.it up. 

~ Okay. I don't want to mark this necessarily 

as an exhibit, but I have a Gun Examination Report here 

dated December of '79. It is number 192 approved by 

you. In this Gun Examination Report, under, "Comments,• 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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you put, "Unable to duplicate customer's complaint out 

of stock," underlining the part •out of stock." Are 

the words, "out of stock,," in your handwritinq? 

=a. Yes. 

,.0. You don't happen to r•member that complaint, 

do you? You don't happen tb remember that complaint? 

A No. I don't remember. 

~ Do you know why you would have on that 

particular one indicated out of stock, that the qun was 

out of the stock at the time the test was done? 

A No, I don't. 

~ Does the fact that you put the words that it 

passed the trick test out of stock suggest or indicate 

that it failed the test when it was in the stock? 

A No. 

~ Okay. so you don't know why you put on 

that one that it was out of atock? 

A No, I don't. 
{ 

0. Okay. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN• Why don't we mark ~his 

one. 

(A Gun Examination Report was marked 
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Plaintiffs' Exhibit 17 for identification.) 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

itJ. I will hand you Depo.Exhibit 17. 

minute to familiarize yourself with this. 

·;~. Okay. 
·i:· 

Take ] 

~ Now, let me look at it aqain so I remember 

what I wanted to ask you. This is a Gun Examination 

Report dated in December of '79 where the customer 

complained that on three occasions, the rifle fired 

immediately upon releasing the safe. On this particular 

test Strike that. 

First of all, up in the center of the page 

is the word "Revised." 

A. Yes. 

Q. Is that your handwriting? 

A. Yes, it is. 

0. Why is the word •Revised,• written there? Do 

you know why? 

L No, I don't. 

·· ~ Down on that part.icula;r Gun Examination Report 

under the line entitled, •Test," you indicated something 

called a forty-round test? 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 
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A. Yes. 

~ Take as lonq as you need to to look at that. 

I am···:P,hrious about why on that particular 9un that type 
~· .. 

of te:•t was performed, while ,on others it is at least 

not noted. 

A. There are letters here that, you know, 

correspond back and forth. Let me see here. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Why don't we mark 

this. 

(A document was marked Plaintiffs' 

Exhibit 18 for identification.) 

A. (Continuing.) I can't say without thoroughly 

lookinq at the correspondence why we did the forty-round 

test. I would conclude it had to do with the back and 

forth between Stekl and the customer that we did the 

special forty-round test • 

.. :'f<'· BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

_.-. On the note there it'refera to jarring the gun 

as part of the forty-round test? 

A. •Test sequence: load,- safe on, jar gun, safe 

off, fire gun." 

~ Jarring is not normally part of the trick test, 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C. 
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is it? 

A. No. 

:;;;~~" Normally, the -trick test is performed without 

.ammuni,tion in the rifle? 
~·-·~ ~--

;z.~3 . t;~:: 
'···~-- . Yes, it is. 

tl I wf11 .. 1fand ·yoli what h·as been marked as 

Deposition Exhibit 18 and ask you if you can identify 

that document. 

A. Yes. 

~ What is it? 

A. Drawing transmittal. 

~ Okay. And that relates to the 1981/82 

modification of the bolt lock on the Model 700? 

A. Yes, it does. 

~ Earlier today, before lunch, in fact, I think 

it was, we discussed the fact that you received some 

:C..oi-:"spondence, you -said, from R 5 D, riqht? 
~1Y ··~: 

·It '"' A11d you couldn't: ·:-remember what it was or 
:~b) ;;~~~ 

A. This is it. 

g. That is it? 
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A. This is what I received. 

f, 
On that document, they indicate as their 

' 
reason for the ehanqe., what:? ·Wha~ is their reason? ... : .':.-.... 

A. "Reason For Chan..ga:c "'E~iminat:e having to put 
~-- ;._,. '"~ ~~~.:...... .... ~.' : 

· f\:·~: . 
aafa~·1n 'the off pos-ition to open ~bolt: (by removal of 

-...::. bolt lock arm)." 

~ And the safety in the off position is also the 

safety in the fire position, isn't it? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You testified earlier that you had some 

information about the reason for the change. I think 

you said it was based on conversations and based on that 

document? 

A. Right. 

~ I don't understand what that document says 

as the reason for the change. Do you have any information 

about why the chanqe was requested and implemented? 

A. No. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN& ~hank you. 

BY MR •. HUEGLI : 

~ Mr. Hill, would you take a look at Exhibit 

Number 2 and examine the bolt, inside the bolt, around 
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the gun and the bolt lock release. Tell me if, in 

your opinion, the gun, based upon an examination, after 

i:akin_f~'i t apart, whether the gun is clean, averaqe 
,>.·tr::>··-~·- ~:~':'-

.. , .. or di.#ty • 
•;-r'i'l'' 

This would be on the' outside of the qun? 

.. ·., On the outside ·of the gun, anything you can 

see without dropping the assembly part. And if you 

see oil and grease accumulation, don't take anything 

out. Leave it as it is. 

A I can answer it two ways. It looks average. 

My concern is that the bolt does not lock into the 

receiver at times, indicatinq the bolt stop is in the 

down position. And without taking the gun apart, I 

couldn't tell you why that was. 

~ Okay. Now, can you push the bolt stop with 

your finger there to feel whether or not it moves 

freely or whether it is sticky? 

.L I can see it stick. 

:~ Can you ••• any grease or grease accumulations 

looklnq inside the mechanism the.re? 

A There is an accumulation of grease, or 

whatever, grease. There is an accumulation on the rear 
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take down view on the stop. There appears to be something 

on the bolt atop, which I can't make out what it is 

withou~ dropping th• •tock. 
,'~i· ~.f~ 

.~~ . ....... 
"'·~- · indicates whether the gun has been taken care of or not? 

A I would say the gun has been used. From the 

outside, it looks fairly qood. 

~ Okay. Now, you stated that on some of your 

reports you did not put down either passed trick test 

or failed to pass the trick test. When you state on 

the report, "Unable to duplicate customer's complaint," 

would that qive you any indication as to whether or not 

a trick test was performed? 

A No. 

~ Okay. When a customer says he flicks the 

safety and pushes it to the fire poai~ion and ~· qun 

explodes and discharges, does that give you any indication 

as to whether or not he is ·complaining about a trick 

probf·em? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I object to the 

form of the question. I don't think there 
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have been any facts in evidence about 

exploding. 

MR. HUEGLIJ Well, discharging. 

When the customer says on his complaint that 

the gun tires when the safety is moved to the fire 

position, when you get that complaint, would you 

ordinarily run a trick test on a 700? 

A. Yes. 

~ Okay. And then if you put down on your report, 

aunable to duplicate customer's complaint," would that 

give you any indication today, three years after you 

wrote these reports, whether the gun passed the trick 

test? 

~ I am a little confused. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I think you asked him 

that same question and he already answered 

it about three questions aqo. 

MR. HOEGLI: He hasn't answered any 

.question I have asked yet on the trick test. 

BY MR. HUEGLI: 

~ If the gun fails the trick test, is that a 
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duplication of the customer's complaint that the gun 

discharges when the safety is moved to the fire position? 

L No, it isn't. 

" . .Q., Please explain the<d1fferenoe. 

::,:..A. The trick test is putt.inq the safe in the 

null or halfway position, null position, pulling tme 

trigger and then moving it to the fire position. 

~ And it goes, "bang?" 

A Bang. That is the fire when the safe is 

released. 

~ When a customer sends a rifle in to you, do 

you take into consideration the fact that the customer 

could be thinking that all he did was move the safety 

forward and the gun went off, when in tact he was 

moving it from the null position to the fire position? 

Do you take that into consideration in your analysis? 

In other words, do you always think th• customei moves 

the.9un on complete safe and_j:hen moves it to complete 
;1·. {_, ... 

~ire .~or it to malfunction? Don't you ever ~ink t;hey 

may have run through a trick tes·t sequence to create 

that complaint? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I object to the form 
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of the question. 

THE WITNESS: I think I previously said 

' ·' ~ ~ . before that the customer was asked 

was asked about whether ·the cuatomer knows.· 
,•_-;,~ 

~-\·· anything about the triS'k test. I said I 

didn't think they did. So it would be the 

customer moving it directly from safe to fire. 

BY MR. HUEGLI: 

~ So your testimony is you don't even take 

into consideration that the customer may have moved it 

from the null position unknowingly? 

A. No. 

MR. HUEGLI: Okay. That is all I have. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ I have noticed in reading these various Gun 

Examination Reports that you always, or somebody, maybe 

the c~ecker, always notes the condition of the qun, the 
... , .. 

visual'condition, mars on the stock, scope mounting 
t~: 

sere~f·m1asin9, whatever 1:t may be. '!'here is n~ relation 

to the' scope mountinq screws and· the trick test PJ'.Oblem, 

is there? 

A No. 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 

SEE 0093 



.. ' 

90 

~ Or mars on the stock? 

A. No. 

How about a recoil pad, isn't that something 

that 9pes on the very back? 
. . .;, . 

Yes, riqht here. 
: ~·" . 

Triqqer assembly screws Strike that. 

Trigger adjusting screws that have been adjusted 

might or might not be related to the gun's being in 

the trick condition? 

A. That may be. 

~ or they might not be, depending on what adjust-

ment you had? 

A. Yes. 

~ On a couple of these Gun Examination Reports 

I have seen a reference to, "Return to Chisnall for 

action." 

A Yes. 
·'.· ::· 

., 

What does that mean? ,, 

A Guns are sent tq Jack Chianall in Bridgeport 
.:.._ 

for his deposition of what £or his recommendation 

of what to do with the gun. 

~ How do you make a decision on whether or not 
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one will be sent to Chisnall for action? 

A Is this relating to 700's, F.S.R.'s again? 

.~~\ .~· Right. 

·~Y I don't know. Well, it is a committee· decision • 
.. 

.. :.~~.-~:· 
.. 

It is a committee daci.aion. And sometimes 
·.; .. ,· . 

you do it and sometimes you don't? : ' . -'~ .. 

A. Yes. 

~ Does Jack Chisnall have more expertise in 

analyzing these Model 700 F.S.R. problems than the 

committee does? 

A I don't know. 

~ You don't have that feeling one way or another 

about whether he does? 

A. Sometimes guns are aent to us by Jack Chisnall 

for examination. 

~ A second opinion? 

. A. Yes. And that is why they are sent back ~o 

him, '•·1so. 
~ ~:· 

How lonq has the fire control that was incorporalted 

in 1976 in the Model 700 been used on the Model 700? 

A I don't know. 

~ Is there a prior or an old style that existed 
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A I don't know. 

~~r: . F:Qr .. · Whifi: .:<};R-lR~ of ·tl'1ne~hiv•··,ou:~ b•e'n;,, .,.,· .. 

recei:Ving Model 700's here at Remlnqton where you have 
.. .,.. . .. ,. " . 

founcf·.JI. gummed up fire control?. You know, we have 
,,~~ · <¢1J'.L ..... .,_,_, ... r-•··· _,,, ~.-,_ ... s .. 1.a_._ a.., 

reviewed a few Gun Examination Reports where that was 

indicated. But as you mentioned earlier, those only 

go back three years because of Remington's document 

destruction program or document retention, depending on 

how you look at it. Do you have a recollectiom of similar 

prior complaints before, back before record keeping? 

~ Do I have a recollection? 

~ Yes, a recollection. I realize I can't hold 

you specifically to it, but we have read about a few 

of the complaints where the committee's conclusion was, 
I 

"Gummed up fire control caused customer's complaint," 

or words to that ef'.f.Sct • 
. ~:- ~.. .'. 

A.. I would have to say yes. There were some. 

But I'couldn't I can't·produce them, because of 

our record retention policy. 

~ Right. But that is the kind of thing you 

have been seeing as long as you have been on the 
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committee, isn't it? 

MR. HUEGLY: If it is, say so. 

·~ ,,· ... 

BY MR:;i CHAMBERLAIN: 

has, does it? Is that riqht? 

A. Caliber does not hnve any affect on it. 

Do you know when the decision was made to 

perform to start performing trick tests on 

Reminqton 700's that were returned to the factory with 

the complaint that the gun had fired when the safety 

was moved to the fire position? 

A. No. 

~ Has it been done as long as you can remember 

or as long as you have been on the committee? 

L Are you talking about the committee now or 

strictly on the committee? Would you repeat that? 
.. :. . ; : 

O.. For as long as you have been on the committee, 

have you been performing trick tests on 700's that have 

F.s.R. complaints? 

A. I don't know. 
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~ You are familiar with the Coats versus 

Remington Case, the 600 case, down in Texas? 

0. Did you begin performing trick tests on the 
·'°:.·',l 

700'a.when that claim came to yQur notice? 

A Begin performing them? 

Yes. I don't want to use a pun, but is that 

what triggered i~? 

MR. HUEGLI: If you know. Did the Coats 

Case cause you to start tricking 700's or 

testing 700's for tricks? Do you know? 

THE WITNESS: I don't know. 

MR. HUEGLI: Okay. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Do you know who decided to do that? 

k No, I don't. 

~ Are you familiar with the similarities and 

differences in desiqn between.tme Model 700 and the ... 
Model 600, with emphasis on the fire control? 

·;.'.,..,· .. - No. 

~ Were you called upon to make the design change 

when the 600 was recalled and a different triq9er was 
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issued for it? 

A. No. 

'{:JO,·. ware you. called upon to implement tha~ design 

change? 
~:~:~ 

Implementation, yea. 

Okay. As I understand it, t.hat chanqe 
'.: ~ . : 

amounted to the removal of the fire control on the 600 

and the substitution of a different fire control. Is 

that accurate? 

A. Yes. 

~ Was the fire control, the new substitute one, 

a part that Remington was already using on another 

weapon? 

A. Exactly as it was replaced? 

Q. Yes. 

A. No. 

~ Was it very similar to the fire control on 

another Remington model? 

J\. Yes. 

·O Which one was ·it simi~ar to? 

A. The 700. 

~ How was the new replacement trigger for the 600 

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C. 

SEE 0099 



I'. ... ' ... ' 

96 

different from the trigger then in use on the 700? 

A Some of the components would be different 

dimene:ions. An example would be the safety arm. , , ·. ,. 
:.;.- .. 

The safety arms ware different, a different 
f; . . ~ 

length? 

A. Yes. 

~ Different thickness in metal, perhaps? 

A. I don't know. 

~ Okay. So the safety arm was different. Was 

there anything else different that you can recall? 

A. I don't recall anything else being different. 

~ Since you began installing this trigger on 

the 600, from that time until Remington stopped 

manufacturing the 600, did you have any F.S.R. complaints 

on the 600 as redesigned? 

A. I don't know. 

.. ;,.. Okay. Are you familiar with what patents 

Remington owns for safety devices that would be 

appli~able to the Remington 700? 

-·~. 

.A No. 

~ How about for devices that might help eliminate 

the entry of dirt or debris into the rifle, are you 
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~ Is there any reason that the design change 

that was made on the Remington 700 in February of 1982 

is that the right date? Well, let's do it this way. 

Is there any reason that the change that is 

reflected on Exhibit 18 couldn't have been implemented 

five years earlier? 

A. I don't know. 

~ From a feasibility standpoint, is there any 

reason that that safety couldn't have been modified 

five years earlier? 

MR. HUEGLI: Feasibility, meaning 

mechanically? 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN i ' Yes. 

BY MR. CHAM3ERLAIN: 

~ Did Remington have the technological ability 
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to do so? 

A I don't know. 

MR. HUEGLI: If we didn't, we should be 

out of the businees. I will atipula~-: that 

Remin9ton probably could have done jJ~_t. about . .,,, 
~ 

anything they wanted to with .a rifle.·· · 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I bet you will. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: 

~ Do you have any idea what the cost of that 

change was on a per rifle basis? 

A No, I don't. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Will you stipulate that 

it is minimal? 

MR. HUEGLI: I think we probably saved 

money by making the change, but I don't know. 

I can't stipulate specifically to that. I 

can see a five-cent-change argument to 'Save 

Teri See's legs coming up. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Would I do that? 

MR. HUEGLI: Well, you wouldn't qet away 

with it. 

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN; 
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C It was noted by Mr. Stekl and Mr. Chisnall in 

a little report they prepared after taking a look at 

Exhib,J:-t., 2, the rifle in the room, that the retaining 

pins ~vhtch hold the trigger assembly in were reversed, 

put lnthe opposite end first from the way Remington 
;.;it: \. 

does it when they manufac·ture the gun. Do you know if 

that, in any way, could cause the trigger to malfunction? 

A No, I don't. 

~ You don't know, all riqht. 

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Thank you very much, 

I don't have any more questions. 

MR. HUEGLI: I don't have any questions. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

* * * * * * 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON 

I, GERALD HILL, being duly 
·.· .. 

· ·:"':•worn, hereby state that I ":have read the above 

deposition of my testimony in the above-entitled 

action taken on Auqust 17, 1982, before LORRAINE 

SMITH, a Shorthand Reporter and Notary Public, 

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

same is true and correct. 

Sworn to before me this 

: ~~Y of _ ..... CO ......... ehb'-=----' 1982. 

r MARClRET I. ltlll ~ c.( (, 3 1 iC fj & 
( IOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF NEW YOIK 
( llCIST£R£0 IN HERKIMER COUNTY 
.., COllllSSION EXPIRES MARCH SO, llii. • 
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C E R T I F I C A T E -----------
I, LORRAINE SMITH, a Shorthand Reporter 

and Notary Public in and for the State of 

New York, 00 HEREBY CERTIFY that the fore9oin9 

is a true and accurate transcript of my 

stenographic notes in the above-entitled 

matter. 

Dated: September 16, 1982 
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October 11, 1982 

DEPOSITION OF GERALD HILL - SEE VS REMINGTON 

TAKEN AUGUST 17, 1982 AT REMINGTON ARMS 

Corrections needed: 

Page 12 -

A. The trick test comprises the gun with the bolt in the closed 
position, moving the safety to a halfway position, pulling the 
trigger and then returning the trigger to the fire position. 
In other words etc. 

trigger should read safety. 

Page 15 -

A. Top of sheet - should be Q. This is a question by Mr. Chamberlair 
not Gerald Hill. 

Page 33 -

A. No. I guess it is N-a-s-e-p-a-n-y. Jerry Burns, Phil Johnson, 
Philip Johnson. 

Phil Johnson and Philip Johnson are the same person - remove 
one of these. 

Page 37 -

GJH/cac 

Bottom paragraph. 
name). 

Mr. Santina - should be Mr. Sanita (mispelled 

I 
Hill, pervisor 

Process Engineering 
Current Products 

SEE 0106 


