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JAMES D. HUEGLI

Schwabe, Williamson, Wyatt,
Moore & Roberts

1200 Standard Plaza

Portland, Oregon 97204

Telephone: (503) 222-9981

Of Attorneys for Defendant

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON

TERI SEE and DARREL SEE,
husband and wife,

Plaintiffs, Civil No. 81-886
vs.

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,

ANSWER TO REQUEST FOR
ADMISSIONS

— N’ e et et Nt s e’ e

Defendant.
Defendant, in the above-captioned matter, in answer
to the Request for Admissions filed by plaintiff, admits and
denies as follows:
I
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS
REQUEST NO. 1l: Denied.
REQUEST NO. 2: Some rifles inspected were substantially
the same in design and manufacture and some were not.
REQUEST NO. 3: Denied.
REQUEST NO. 4: Unknown.,

REQUEST NO. 5: Defendant is unable to admit or deny
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Attorneys ot Law
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request for admission number 5 as tests were not conducted on the
date of examination to determine whether the rife met manufacturing
design and performance specifications.

REQUEST NO. 6: Denied.

REQUEST NO. 7: Denied.

REQUEST NO. 8: Denied. A rifle should discharge when
the safety is disengaged and should not discharge when the safety
is in the engéged position. This is the purpose of the safety.

REQUEST NO. 9: Denied. Please note in request for
admission 8 and 9, the guestion is phrased ih such a fashion as
to be unable to be answered in any other way. The defendant does
admit that a rifle that discharges only when the safety is moved
forward into the fire position, and when nothing else happens to
the rifle, that this condition would be unreasonably dangerous.
However, merely putting the safety to the off position and then
pulling the trigger which causes the rifle to discharge is not

unreasonably dangerous.

SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON, WYATT,
MOORE & ROBERTS

By
James D. Huegli
Of Attorneys for Defendant
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FOR ADMI SS IONS Attorneys at Lew
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CERTIFICATE — TRUE COPY

I hereby certify that the foregoing copy of . ANSWer. to. Request. for. Admissions
.................................................................................. is a complete and exact copy of the original.
Dated ... MY o, ,19.82.

Attorney(s) for

ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE

DUE SEIVICE OF FRE WIERII oot et a et eeae e e e e e eee e amaeeaeens e ene s e emeeesame e eenaaeenn is hereby accepted
Lo o JEUOO U L 19 , by receiving a true copy thereof.
ALLOINEY(S) FOT .eeeeireieeeee e
CERTIFICATES OF SERVICE
Personal
I Certify tRAF O oo ene e aae e 3 19 LI served the Within o.ooooooooooeeeei e
.................................................... reeeneenereecsenesenesensseimsnnenenssserens OFT ooremeeesete e oo eees e ee oo et oo eeeme oo ee oot eeeeee e e e e e ee e e eme e e
AEEOINIEY OF TECOIPA O ..ottt et e e e h s s e e s ee s s easee e emes e bras e s as e anse e soe easesstse st esnsessesrassrnsen st sesnisnaennten

by personally handing to said attorney a true copy thereof.

ALLOINEY(S) FOT oo e e eeeeeeer e e eneneens
At Office
T certify that O ..ot 2 19, Iserved the WItRIN .....oooooooeeeiieeeeeeeeaeen
.................................................................................................... o3 < SO U T USSR
........................................ AHOTNEY OF TECOPA FOI .ot ettt ettt taetamm e e e e ee e ee e eee oo emaeses e enaeeesenerny
by leaving a true copy thereof at said attorney's office with his/her clerk therein, or with a person apparently in
CRArGE EREreof, At ... oottt et e oot e s eae e mmen s et e aate e et e e anae s sresseeasneaenennn , Oregon.
Attorney(s) for
Mailing :
I hereby certify that I served the foregoing ...... AnswertOReunStforAdmlsSions .......................
on ... Peter Chamberlain
attorney(s) of record for ... PLAIMELEES e
0N oo MABY , 1982, by mailing to said attorney(s) a true copy thereof, certified by me
as such, contained in a sealed envelope, with postage paid, addressed to said attorney(s) at said attorney(s) last
known address, to-wit: ......229. Hohawk Bldg.,. 222 SH Morrisen.St.. Portland OR 97204

SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON, WYATT,
MOORE & ROBERTS

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1200 Standord Ploza
Portland, Oregon 97204
Telephone 222-9981

BACKING SHEET
1/1/80-8
FORM No. 100%3—sTeEvENS-NESS LAW PUB, CO.. FORTLAND, ORE.

S 0017
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E. Richard Bodyfelt

Peter R. Chamberlain

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
214 Mohawk Building

708 S.W. Third Avenue

Portland, OR 97204

Telephone: (503) 243-1022

Of Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON

TERI SEE and DARREL SEE,
wife znd husband,
Plaintiffs, Civil No. 81-886

V.

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC
a Delaware corporation,

INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT

.

S el N N N s e N N s s

Defendant.

Pleintiffs propound the following interrogatories to
defendant, pursuant to FRCP Rule 33, to be answered within 30
days of service upon defendant, separately and fully:

PREFATORY COMMENT

As used throughout these interrogatories, the term "this
rifle" refers to the Model 700 Remington rifle which was involved
in the shooting of the plaintiff, Mrs. Teri See; the term "Model
700" refers to the Remington Model 700 rifle designed and manu-
factured in the period 1976 through 1981; the term "identify"

means to state the full name, occupation and present home and

business addresses.

Page 1 _ INTERROGATORIES

RODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys at Law
229 Mohawk Building
Portlond, Oregon 97204
Telephone {503) 243-1022
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INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: State in detail how, if at all,
the trigger mechanism of this rifle differs from the trigger
mechanism of the Remington 600 rifle as it existed before being
recalled.

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: State in detail how the safety
mechanism of ﬁhis rifle differs from the safety mechanism of the
Remington 600 rifle as it existed before being recalled.

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Identify what rifle models defen-
dant has manufactured in the last eight years which could be
unloaded (including removal of a live shell from the chamber)
without disengaging the weapon's safety?

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: 1Identify what rifle models defen-
dant has manufactured in the last eight years which could not be
unloaded (including removal of a live shell from the chamber)
without disengaging the weapon's safety?

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Identify all experts you intend to
call as witnesses in the trial of this matter and state the sub-
stance of their testimony.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: If plaintiffs' request for admis-
sion No. 3 is denied, state the number of occasions on which it
has been reported to you that a Remington Model 700 rifle fired
when the safety was released.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Are the Remington Model 700 rifles
inspected by you (and mentioned in the 49 gun examination reports
produced by you) the same or similar to the gun involved in this

2 - INTERROGATORIES
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case?

INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 1If the answer to Interrogatory No.
7 is other than an unqualified "yes," state the ways in which
this rifle is different from each of those rifles.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9: State, with as much accuracy as
possible, the date (or year, if date cannot be determined) of
manufacture of each of the rifles examined in the 49 gun exam-
ination repofts phoduced by you.

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: State, with as much accuracy as
possible, the date (or year, if date cannot be determined) of
manufacture of this rifle.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11: If plaintiffs' request for
admission No. 5 is denied, state, with particularity, in what
respects you contend the rifle did not meet your manufacturing,
design and/or performance specifications on the date of your
examination.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12: If plaintiffs' request for
admission No. 6 is denied, state, with particularity, in what
respects you contend the rifle was in a different condition than
it was when it left your hands.

INTERROGATORY NO. 13: 1If plaintiffs' request for admis-
sion No. 7 is denied, state, with particularity, in what respects
you contend that it was not reasonably foreseeable.

INTERROGATORY NO. 1U4: What do you contend caused this
rifle to fire at the time of, and on the date of, Mrs. See's
injury?

3 - INTERROGATORIES

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys at Law
229 Mohawk Building
Portland, QOregon 97204
Telephone {503) 243-1022
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1 INTERROGATORY NO. 15: State whether or not it is true

2 that the side portion ¢f the trigger mechanism on this rifle (and

3 other Remington 700 rifles) is open such that dirt, debris and
4 _other foreign mzterial could enter the trigger mechanism.
S INTERROGATORY NO. 16: If the answer to Interrogatory
6 No. 15 is "yes," or is qualified in any way, explain why the
-7 trigger mechanism is designed in that manner and state whether or

8 not it could have been designed in such a manner that such con-
9 tamination could be reduced or eliminated.

10 INTERROGATORY NO. 17: On the date of manufacture of

11 this rifle, how many reports had defendant received of other
Remington 700 rifles discharging when the safety was disengaged?
13 INTERROGATCORY NO. 18: Since the date of manufacture of
14  this rifle, has the defendant changed the design of the trigger
mechanism or the safety mechanism (or both) in any way on its

16 Remington Model 700 rifle? If so, state with particularity what

changes have been made and the reason or reasons for each such

change.
19 7 i
INTERROGATORY W there any reason that this

No. 19 1isNno," £ fiat the difference in cost per rif

- INTERROGATORIES

- BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys ai Law
220 Mohawk Building
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would be to implement such an alternative design.

INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Is it true that you changed the
design of your Remington Model 788 from a safety which had to be
disengaged to unload the gun to a safety which did not have to be
disengaged Lo unload the gun?

INTERROGATORY NO. 23: If the answer to Interrogatory
No. 22 is "yes," state your reasons for making such a change.

INTEEROGATORY NO. 24: If.the answer to Interrogatory
No. 22 is "no," state whether or not you ever made such a change
on any rifle which you manufacture, identify that rifle, and

state the date such change was made.

Péter R. Chamberlain, Of
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

5 - INTERROGATORIES
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E. Richard Bodyfelt
Peter R. Chamberlain
BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP

& CHAMBERLAIN
214 Mchawk Building
708 S.W. Third Avenue
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: (503) 243-1022

Cf Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON

TERI SEE and DARREL SEE,
wife and husband,

Plaintiffs, Civil No. 81-886
V.

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC.
a Delaware corporation,

PLAINTIFFS' SECOND
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

’

N N e e Nt e et N N N

Defendants.

Pursuant to FRCP 34, plaintiffs request that defendant
produce for inspection and copying, within 30 days of the date of
service of this request, the documents set forth below., As used
in this request, the word "document" shall be given its broadest
possible meaning and shall include, but not be limited to, all
forms of documents set forth in FRCP 34(a). Production shall be
at the offices of Bodyfelt, Mount, Stroup & Chamberlain, Room
214, 708 S.W. Third Avenue, Portland, Oregon.

DOCUMENTS

Siy 14. All manufacturing, trade and governmental standards,
codes or regulations wit» which defendant complied or attempted

1 - PLAINTIFFS' SECOND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
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to comply, whether suggested, voluntary or mandatory, in and
related to the design, manufacture and sale of the Remington
Model 700 rifle during the period 1975 through 1981.

15. All test précedures and test results for all tests
performed on the Remington Model 700 rifles which were the sub-
ject of the 49 gun examination reports produced by defendant.

16. The gun examination report for defendant's examination
of this rifle; |

17. All test procedures and test results for all tests
performed on the trigger mechanism of the Remington Model 700
rifle in the design and manufacture of that weapon.

18. All test procedures and test results for all tests
performed on the safety mechanism of the Remington Model 700
rifle in the design and manufacture of that weapon.

19. All letters, memoranda, notes or other correspondence
which gave rise to the preparation of the 49 gun examination
reports previously produced by defendant.

20. All documents in your possession relating to the law-
suits previously produced by defendant.

DATED this 10th day of May, 1982.

Péter R. Chamberlain, Of
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

2 - PLAINTIFFS' SECOND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys at law
229 Mohawk Building
Portland, Oregon 97204
Telephone {503) 243-1022
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CERTIFICATE — TRUE' QOPY

is a complete andyé py o iginal.
Dated ... May..1l0 ,1982... /(/-\T

Attorney(s) for ..... Pl.a.l.ntlf fS ..........

ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE

on ... - 19 , by receiving a true copy thereof.

Attorney(s) for
CERTIFICATES OF SERVICE
Personal
I certify that on : , 19 , I served the within

L2 ¢ 2 U U U

attorney of record for
by personally handing to said attorney a true copy thereof.

Attorney(s) for

At Office
I certity that on 19 , I served the within

3

on

attorney of record for ...

by Ieavmg a true copy thereof at said attorney’s office with his/her clerk therein, or with a person apparently in
charge thereof, at ., Oregon.

Attorney(s) tor

Mailing
I hereby certify that I served the foregoing _....... Requests. for Admission

on the following attorneys on the _X0th. ... day of May , 19 82 , by mailing to each a frue
copy thereol, certified by me as such, contained in a sealed envelope, with postage paid, addressed to said attorneys
at the last known address of each shown below and deposited in the post office on said day at Portland, Oregon:

James, D. Huegli
1200 Standard Plaza
Portland, OR 97204

/s/ PETER R. CHAMBERLAL
Attorney(s) for Plaintiffs

BODYFELT, MOUNT & STROUP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
229 Mohawk Building
Portland, Oregon 97204
Telephone (503) 243-1022

S 0025
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Pater R. Champerizin

SODYEFELT, MOUNT, STROUP
& CG#JBJRLAIH

214 “chawk Builaing

708 S.W. Third Avenue
Portland, OR 97204
Telephonz: (503) 242-1022

Of Avtorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED S3TATES DIQTRT >T COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON

TERI SEE and DARREL &FF%,
wile and husband,

Plaintiffs, Civil No., 81-886
V.

REAINGTON RRMS COMPARNY, IKC.,
a Dzl=zware corperation,

REQUESTS FOR ADMIONSINN

B e g L N

Defendant.
Pursusnt to FRCP Rule 36, plaintiffs request that defen-
dant respond to the following requests for admission:
PREFATORY COMMENT
As used throughout these requests, the term "this rifle"
rafers to the Model 700 Remington rifle which was involved in the
shooting of the plaintiff, Mrs, Teri See. The term ®"¥cdel 7007
rafers to thes Remington Model 700 rifle designed and manufactured
in the period 1976 through 1981. The term "your examination"
refzrs (o thn exsmination of this rifle by J. B. CZnisnall =znd 1,
“taiel on Aves” 9, 1081 and reportsd to R. B. Sperling by J. H.
Cnizecll oy memorzndum dated April 10, 198)
. HILUESTS TOR OADMISSION
BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
229 "N?;R?\Ekaé&cll: ng

Portland, Oregon 97204
Telephone {503) 243-1022

S 0026
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REQUESTE FOR ADHMISSION

ol

FEGUEST MO, J:  Admit that the 40 cur examin=tion
reports (previously produced by defendant) are business records

nd are adeissible into evidence as such in the trizl of this

0

rase, pursuant to PR OEV. 803(6).

REQUEST NO, 2: Admit that the rifles inspectad and
reported upon in the 49 gun examination reports (previously
produced by aefendant) are substantially the same in desgign and
manufacture as this rifle.

REQUEST NC. 3: Admit that on at least U9 cezzsicons, it
nas bees reported to you that a Remington Model 700 rifle fired

when the fcafsty was released.

[k e h [N 3! £ - ¥ § ~ - [RY T o) o
pEQUTOST WD, 4: Admit thab, on the datz yvou exanined

rig

o
fo"
’-‘J
1
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o3
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c'ﬂ‘

0"4

&)
3

mechanism probably had not been dis-
assambled since date of manufacture.

REQUEST N0, 5

..

Admit that, on the date of your exam-
ination of this rifle, it met all of your manufacturing, design
2nd performance specifications. .
REQUEST NC. 6: Admit that, on the date of your exam-

ination of this rifie, the rifle was in substantizlly the same

condition as it was when it left your hands, normal wzor and tear

REQUE3T NO. 7: Admit that, on the date this rifle wss
snarutfacoorss . 1L wvag reagsonably foresceozble that an owner of one

0 riflas would alliow the weapon to be He 2or-

ot

Y]

Y]
3

4

it ion vhzu this rifle was in on the date of vour exzmination,

FOR ABMISSION

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys at Law
229 Mohawk Building
Portland, Oregon 97204
Telephone (503] 243-1022

S 0027
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REQUZST HD. 8: Admit that @ rifle whicn discharges when

c
s
D
0
W
bl
<k
{‘l
‘<!

is dissngzced i1s unreasonably denzerous.

i

REQUEST NO. 9: Adwmit that a rifle which dischizarges when

the safety is disengaged does not meet the reascnable expecta-
tions of LYhe average consumer.,
DATED this 10th day of May, 19382,
BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP
& CHAMBERLAIN

py A8/ PETER . ~iasenrty gl
Peter R. Chamberlain, Of
Pittorneys for Plaintiffs

- s e e N ~a g -
i - REZUEDTL YOR ADMISSION

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys at Law
229 Mohawk Building
Portland, Oregon 97204
Telephone (503) 243-1022

S 0028



