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SPORTSMAN 68 - 5 SHOT AUTOLOADER 

A prototype or this 1tem was shown and described by the 
Research and Development De~artment. Current desi~n effort 
is directed to the follo\·1in;; components, 

l. Gas Operating System 

The gas system has proven 1ts capability of handling all 
loads from light target to junior magnum without adjust
ment. Bolt velocities are significantly reduced from 
those of the Sportsman 58. SubJect1ve recoil tests have , 
been 1n raver of th1a new model over the Sportsman 58, 1'.:.L 
~ue to sl~htly increased ~ we1~t and the lona;er t1Jlle -
per1od a.vaila.ble !'or recoil energy absorption in the ~{;\i.·.·. '\'i~ Si'ortsman 68 system. ,,~; ~·; '\., ''.~~. 8.:J . 

. , ·~;r /·~ :~~~ '\~~\ ~~·: _,.)~~~!h l~~~~~~-~~)~r~\ 
Recent work has been directed to contro~~CO!,~peaci1· , poa~i :·:,~~~. , . .- ... 
in the gas operatinz system. An add1;~,i()na1~~JSe&l1 . ril)S '" · 
has been adC:ec:l to the l>arrel mo.ypt~0tt-~ ~~ co ·. e ~f ' f" 
lea~ deposits which could o~~e~!' bu:#d up\'Retwee~; tlie ;:. 
i.•in:.., and the magazine tu'\)~)'.~hami>).-~~- ~rrel tg.;aaaaembly. -~--"'"t 
Rese:arch and Developmen'1fr'i!ltatea "ttia·t·:~c~µrate ij)lacement l 
ot the 11 thumb n&i.~~"-barrel ~p.~.. ~ia H~~~to the barrel gas 
ports, is essez:;~:1al%1r5? r,_t¢~e~ gas q~ystem leading • . -~~ ·-~~> · ·-.·~~·- ·:~=r ··1~· :,~·<. 
The use, .p.t\1'- l'¢:>se pis:;on;c;"ilJ,a·,~.-,d bac~ ri~ in front 
or tbt!'~hettt1a ··~1Sht ;}faa-,;4'Clft·t1oned by sales from the 
stlti5.tl'.po1nt 6~ desembl¥~!by 'the shooter a!'ter takedown, and 

''.~f"t'O~ ~~·ti~p~~;!;9~' pouible loaa or these parta 1n 
,, .. ~. ·~,le~lt · · proO'~~it. The Research & Development Depart-
~kr:_;,.,_ ~~nt;:;•tatea that these small parts will be retained on 

. . .;~;;~~ib. ·:i;i-.':#;:;,, t~~ .azine tube durina disassembly by lead which builds 
·.I''-' •· .•. , •• ,.. ··'"'- '"'··:~, 1n 1·'ehoot1ng · 

;~r ,,~k ~~~': -., ,,;:;~. .,. · 
j~~?.r':~~;~"~~· ~~k f~~f '\'.:., A. For:~En:t:c::n:o:::-::e:::g:equired bl' the 
,~~- )~ ·•<;~i;,.,;t5,,r· 5-ahot magazirie cannot be aecommodated on existin.r& plant 
'~~:._- j~r equipment, and 1t is queat1onable whether existing equ1p-

~~~~~n~~F ment can be converted. While a aborter tore-end with 
separate spacers could be designed, extensive cha.n;ea 1n 
the ~as system would be required. Moreover, the Sales 
De1>artment 11 not will~ to accept a shorter rore-end 
witp apacera. The alternative will be new machine17 to 
produce the desired le%13th of fore-end. A rou.3h eatima.te 
or .machinery cost indicates $50,000. Determination ot 
cost is 1n prosreaa, 
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