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SHOTGUNS 

tpDEL 1100 AU'JDIDAP!NG SHOTGUN 

12 Gauge 

Hanufactµring Cost1 

( 

Prod12ct1on reviewed the Modal 1100 manufacturing costs to date 
against the Project and against th• improvement torecasted &t the 
May meeting. The respective compa.risozi. are shown 1n Table l aDd ' 
Figure lt attached.. ~e total factory cost in July vu S.87 bel~W \~i· 
the t1rs year Project estiI:J.ate and was $.17 lower than the June;;z1~. ·c~, 
cost. F\.U'ther comparison of the first year Project estima~e anct:: t~'·' ''.~s. B:J . 
July cost indicates th• direct expense and indirect e::qi.~Z'ls~" i te111~. :'!~-. ·,~; ,,_\ .;~(;, 
are ccnsidarabl.y less than the Project eatimate anl}.,·~r·e ~ oq~~t-·--~~~i '}~~!-""­
the total material and total labor which cont~µ·. S7 bl~er t1'4;n!:!~r . '.;l 
est1ma.ted. S1gnU1cant improvnent 1n the latt., two'~l b~~. ·. e · · 
the end ot the year when the savings trom_:i1,Q~ b~,rels ·~d a12t :,'" . 1c 
spraying facilities tor BX-1' are r~~~IHd~~I;~;\., __ ';3-, \L. ' 

-',°-~,1·-··· -~i- • , .... ~::.;_. ·. :.-o.:. :;n;r 

( Low :.F:e:~~::e::~:~r.;;;:~~c'~~ds ,'~'.;::~~us reporting 1n 

• 

both the Bridgeport·;tnd\•ltlion O:Pl!lrlii.~ions,~~pmmittee meetings indicates 

~:;;;t:r~~'.:~~e~~~'.:Rth :~r~!;ilP" base SP and the interim 

New SP T~,1e''. .·. ~~- o-~ ~~l~i.nary testing has been completed on 
th~i:~µot ;+ot',.. new SPytargat loads to be 1.ntroduc~ January, 1961+. 

-~·§:,Plma~'f.Qr ~~tqsive testing and repo-cting en their adequacy remain 
. <1.~';'"'"''\to Qi :f~!l:l;a te'A.. 

,:~i"' =~,~~~ -~!:~:_ ~A;;·~~:'.t t~; 
;~r .i,6 ·.iDd 20'';:ea.uge 

;i~t'~r:~,~~· ~~l~ '~~f n~k'tgn Status 
f'i~ ,~. 1 ~~~;~~~·.:,·i:~~~e· "'a.N1,~e,,,~ 
-~~~.. ;~~ ·-···'No s11f£1: hnt design changes have been made that may affect appear• 

·~~··· ~~~:' ance or costs. Minor changes cont1n12e to 'be made to improve the 
-~~~~~,!~~,, design. Pilot prcd12ction guns are j12st becoming avail&'ble :for 

Research testing. lnsutt1o1ent shooting has 'been done to report 
performance. 

• 

Sales stated the 16 and 20 gauge prototypes they evaluated in 
August were too heaV"/, as is the 12 gauge. They reviewed the weight 
comparison ot other shotguns, shown in Table 2, attached. 1 supporting 
their contention. :rhough they telt the weight is not a aisadvantage 
in skeet and trap guns, 1t 1s a sericus disadvantage in !ield guns 
which constitute the 111.ajority or sales • 
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