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SUBJECT: PROGRAM FOR DETERMINING CAUSES OF ¥M/721 20-06 POIRT OF IMPACT REJECTS

It was genorally agreed that no single cause could explain the high (about 10%)
rejects on thia particular Model and caliber. Possiblo or 1likely contributing causes
mentioned were: - ’

) (1) Barrel and Receiver misalignment.,
(2) .Brazs.ng front Sight Ramp, |
{3) Barrel Dismater at Fronmt and Rear Sight.
(4) Height of Sights.
(5) Steck bodding.
vere presented. Comparison btetwoen this differemce om M/721 vz. M/760 30-05 confirm
the better Polnt-of-lmpact performance on the ¥/760. Ths differences averaged the same

on both Models. The spread of the differences on M/721, however, was tuice as groat as
on tha ¥/760, ’

‘ Meesurements by R & D of differences between the hoight of Front and Bear Sights

he causes of iroubls, Three (3) sslected rojects and Thres (3) selocted gocd guns

:) Analysis of rejects was thought to offer the best approach to help marrow down
$
>g\re‘ turned ovar to R & D for a going-over with a"fins-tcoth ccmb".

Some relief is expected from a now machine, expecied on ti:.e_‘Plant May 15fh, which
vill make it possible to orown at the ond of Barrel preesasing, Such a ohange 1s be-
lioved to have helped on the M/760 in the past.
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W. S./Pryant,
WSB/MAB For the Commlttce.

CONFIDENTIAL-SUBJECT TO PROTECTIVE ORDER R2501903
KINZER V. REMINGTON



