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JUN 5- 1956 

TO: ..... .. 
FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

PETERS 
~ 

P. H. BURDEl'T 

.C. S. CUMMINGS 

Bridgeport, Connecticut 
June 5, 1956 
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·. ·~ MODEL 4o.:X -· ACCURACY ·~.·-~-. ~- ~--·~··.· .. ·-.:~;:t:J .::~:.~~~~;] .. ·· .. : ';~;::f :.~;;.;.~ 
(Letter of S. M. Alvis to P. H •. ·Burdett- ·· : .::.:.:';-:~; '.;; .; ~' 
May 23, 1956) . . .~ ... _ · .: ~-- : ~· . .-:. ·."'-~:· 

- . . . ~ .·:. ·' .. :· ... :-. .• :, . • ~-: ... _-:::~ ..... -:."?:.::-~··",· • ... _·..; 

··' · ~egardless · o:r the original excellent perfor- · ... :·:~:-:~·?. 
mance of the 4o-X, the evidence strongly indicates that ou:r present -.::. ·.'='. ~~
l+O-X is not optimum for our present cartridge.-· The reasons for · · ~,~ .. >·?·~:~:. 
this aTe, I feel 1 quite clearly set forth in Joh..'1 QCCom:or's letter . . 
of Ma:rch 20, 195b. _ _ 

Another fact is that the M52 ·is going to be 
around :for a while. Our cartridge must give performance equal. to 
or better than Mark III in the M52.--COmpromising the performance 
of the present cartridge in the M5~ would be, I believe,_ quite ill ( .. · :· .. · 
advised. 

Development of a cartridge to optimi~e the 
. present l+O-X would, I fear, be much more than a $3,000 proposition. 
Also, manufacturing, warehousing and selling two different match 
rifle cartridgeswould present problems and costs that would probably 
make such a choice most unattractive. I·do not believe it is possiblet_ 
or at least economically feasible, to develop a single cartridge that . 
will give performance in both the present. 4o-x and the M52 equal to ·:· 
that of our present cartridge in the M52o · . · ··;, .- . , ... .;.;: -.:. ::. !.<.;~-~C-J:: . . . ·. -. -~·~ ..... . .• . :: . . . .· .. ·". :.• ~ . . . . :'": ·.: -~-· -~~~·~·- .. ·~·~t·:.~-~~'.:·:~. 

It seems that·one of the following decision~ ·:. · ···· 
. · .. ·· .. must be made: . .. ,. .. 

1. Chang~ -~~thing·:·~d, ·~c~~~t:·~~g.ina1 perfor~ance or··:.·· 
relatively poorer performac.ce·on the average with . 
6ur gun and· cartridge than with M5'2 and our cartridge.' 

Modify· the 40-X to give optimum perf.ol'mance· with our 
present cartridge. 

Develop· a new cartridge to give optimum perf o~mance 
in present 4o-x, restricting the present cart~1dgefor 
use in M52 • 
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Po H. Burdett -2- June 5, 1956 

SUbject: MODEL 40-X - ACCURACY 
. . • .... • .. •.• : . • .. • . . . • . . :· .: ... · :~: ·~ .... J. ... • • • ·-~-4: • •..• - .... ~ ... < :,_-.:~,._:_·:~_'_::•_ ...... :_._;~ ,_: ~·:·~-- •• :~ : •• · ~ •• :·,_:!,.:_~_\\.·_·~_ ... ·~ .. ·:.._.·: .. 

• • • . •.• . ... "":""·.,, ...... · •• · . , ... _ • . .. .. . ~ . _ •. : .. ·~-~: ! • . .• . - .. ~ ~ ~ 

_ q.. · ~ge, the pre·s~t_.~-~rt~idg~ ·t·~"·tii>~~e ·p~:rr~rm~~~'~:~~~:::._-~, 
1n the present lto-x, but almost ··certainly with the_,. ·r:.:"'/~ 
sacrif'ice or performance in the M52. . .. . :t":.:·:.:_-,.:· '.·: ;> . .::'·~- -;,·>>~~ 
.·... · ...... ·: ... -:;· ......... : .. : ~ ... : .:~· ... .;-_·: :-_ .. ·. ·. . ·.-::. ~ . . : ... :· .. : ... _·. :'.: ·· ... ·, ........ · -~t· .. ··· ... _::._.~ .. ;·~ 

· · . ·It appears to me· that the choice of alter:""..' 
- · natives must be based on two considerations: . · · .· ·:· ...... ·,2"~ 

···1. What are R.em1ngtont~--.~~j~ctives with :r~~~~:~fto. ·f~~:-.':,~'.:(·(:t; 
match rifle and ammunition field? 

2. What are we willing to pay to ac hieve these objectives? 
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