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FBI Academy

HRT Building

Quanrico, VA 22135
Atn. Ms Theresa Powell, Contract Sp
RE: RFP # 0026791 Sample Rifle Phage 1 De Hesolution
Coming to vou for arrival before t
Rifle serial number FBI-GOO3 wi

addresses the corrections or cotig
September 23 letter.

ns completed. This letter
eficiencies spelled out in your

Letter section 1;
MAGAZINE FLOOR PL
TESTS #1, 2 & 3

While the chang
the floor plate openin,

This sp
failure was exp
4 feet to 2 fe

The FBI's willingness to decrease the drop distance from
he SAFETY OFF condition in any origntation for this
this test protocel. It is an engineering fact that the

1L al5 pound weapon on the ground, much less concrete

¥ the trigger/sear engagement to hold in the SAFETY OFF
ot an issue in any origntation in the SAFETY ON condition
ilures noted.

t distance is less severe, and because all drops will be made with
SAFETY ON coendition, we have not made any alterations to the

ent. Our testing indicates that the current mechanical design of the
tand this impact abuse. Furthermore, because the weapon did not
ous 4 foot drop in the SAFETY ON condition, there is no longer a
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deficiency with respect to our weapon as all discharges occurred in the SAFETY:
condition,

There is one noteworthy point with respect to the second round
specified by the FBI that needs to be stated. The weapon in que
resubmitted to the FBI with corrections made to the defici
case was the magazine floorplate coning epen when
changes were made to any other components, parts
already have proven to have maintained a satisfact
severe abuse test. Our Firearms Product Manage:
the FBI that the resubmission would be tested to,
deficiencies only. The obvious concern was th;
etc. had been dropped a total of 18 times from #ii
evaluate the absolute worst case abuse that tlgg
service life. For clarification purposes, Mr.
to discuss this issue, Mr, Horiuchi confirmed that th
only for correctlon of the noted d%tlclenmea,tmm &
than the noted deficiencies fmm the first
round of abuqe testing would not count’ anufacturer as a deficiency in the
second round. As an example, should: ¥ 'h second round of abuse testing
as redefined by the FBI, this would
passed the more severe abuse test

0003 was
ch in this

This leads me to an assumption we ha git would like to clarify FAR
regulation 52.212-2 allows for a_failure

failure in two areas during the abuse test
XFP . We made an adjustment in ong

& other we did not as the change in test

the SAFETY OFF condition irrelevant as it
HOWEVER the test and performance

_ tallure pomt Should the problem Wlth the
e we will again be given the ONE chance to
ested agamst the same test. Please verify if this assumption

magazine floorpl
correct the probl

: Examples;
ic tollower on our pmduct

am]v and no hang ups were expenenced in our testing
cleamna and re- assembly are again identical to what the current FBI
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¢ LUncertain about the comment about the magz,azme stn]l a pam " indic
being referenced had a removable box magazine (ougs:

e Loading is again based on current load process used:
and is about as simple as it gets.

¢ Uncertain about cheek piece issue — movement to be defii

¢ Bipod too high comment is confusing as we usgd.the bipo

With all of these irregularities, our Firearms Produ
clarification from Mr. Lon Horiuchi. Mr. Horiuchi
sorts and told John to regard these comments as ig
notes might have been incorrectly assignad to o oriuchi stated that the FBI
Sniper comunents were not to be considered as . points of information.
Therefore, we have not made any modifications'based on the comnents because of the
concertt that some comments did not apply t weapon and due to timing constraints,
That being said, Remington would like to note: ward ot the contract, we are
willing to work with the FBI to address any areas {h# improved upon from the
perspective of the FBI Snipers. Remingtondu esources which can be
readily applied to quickly resolve any gemed 1o be less than optinm by
the FBI,

1 hope we have addressed the issu
me know if you need further clari
re-test of Phase 1 but are very cog
1 have also signed the Amendment #3
letter as well as faxed copies of
insure receipt.

Thank you for your conti

Sincerely,

Rena sign off for 1

Rena ~ | have f'me :
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