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- husband and wife,

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,

Plaintiffs, Civil No. B1-886
vs.

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,

ANSWER TO REQUEST FOR
ADMISSIONS

Nt et et Nt e N’ N ot st N 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. 1: Denied.
REQUEST NO. 2: Some rifles inspected were substantially
the same in design and'manufaqture and some were not.
REQUEST NO. 3: Denied.
REQUEST NO. 4: Unknown.

REQUEST NO. 5: Defendant is unable to admit or deny

Page 1 - ANSWER TO REQUEST FOR

ADMISSIONS SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON, WYATT, MOORE & ROBERTS
Attorneys at Low
1200 Stendord Plozo
Portlond, Oreqon 97204
Telephone 222-9981
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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'B and 9, the guestion is phrased in such a fashion as
to be unable to be answered in any other way. The defendant does
admit that a rifle thét 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

2 — ANSWER TO REQUEST .

SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON, WYATT, MOORE & ROBERTS
FOR ADMI SS IONS Attorneys ol Low

1200 Stondord Plota
Portland. Oreqon 97204
Telephone 222-99€)
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CERTIFICATE — TRUE COPY
I hereby certity that the foregoing copy of . ANSWEI. . t0. . Request. . for. Admissions o
.................................................................................. is a complete and exact copy of the original,
Dated ... M3Y e, ,19.82.
Attorney(s) for....... efendant e
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE
DUE SEIVICE OF THE WILRIIE co.oo..ooeeeeeeeeeeete e eeeette et vetcae st e estesree s e e emramsemssseasasresbeseas saemamsnnes is hereby accepted
P £ SO , 19 , by receiving a true copy !hereof
AOINeY(8) FOT connmnmeeeeeeeeeeeee et san e eeaeaes
CERTIFICATES OF SERVICE
Personal : .
I certify that On ..o, - s 19 , I served the WitRIDN .o.coooiiieeeeeeeeeae e eeeeeens
...... i on
attorney OF TOCOIA JOT et ot fa e e e se e e e b e et sasem st e sessmamasnn

by personally handing to said atforney a true copy thereof.

Attorney((s) FOr .o
At Office o
T certify tRat O .....coooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeceee et et e e L I19... , T served the Within ... ... iieeeeeean
.................................................................................................... OFF Lo st sr emc s m s 2t e e st ennan b e s et er e eeieseennas
________________________________________ attorney Of reCord FOT ..ot e e e et ee ee e an ey
by leaving a true copy thereof at said attorney’s office with his/her clerk therein, or with a person apparently in
charge tRhereof, at ottt , Oregon.
AUOINEY(S) O oo
Mailing . Answer to Requ o issi
I hereby certify that I served the foregoing ... ... 007 .77 quStfrAdm‘lSSlons _______________________
23— Peter Chamberlain

a{lorney(s) of record for .......... P.l,a.lntl £E8
1982..., by mailing to said attorney(’s) a true copy thereof, certified by me
as such, contfained in a sealed envelope, with postage paid, addressed to said atforney(s) at said attorney(s) last

known address, to-wit: ......229 Hohawk Bldg.,.222 SH Morrison St. Poxrtland OR 97204 .

., Oregon, on said day.
/s/ James D. Huegli

Attorney(s) for .Gefendant. ...

SCHWABE, WILLIAMSON, WYATT,

MOORE & ROBERTS
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1200 $tondord Ploza

Portland, Orepon 97204
Telephone 222-9981

BACKING SMEET
1/1/606

FORM No. 100Va—g1cvEns. nESSLAW FUS. CO.. PORTLAND, OREK.
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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 and husband,

Plaintiffs, Civil No. 81-886
V.

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC.
a Delaware corporation,

INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT

St Nt e il N sl o o i o o

Defendant.

Plaintiffs propound thé following interrogatories to
defendant, pursuant to FRCP Rule 33, to be answered Qithin 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 waé involved
in the shooting of the plaintiff, Mrs. Teri See; the term "Modei
700" refers to the Remington Model 700 rifle designed and manu-
faciured in the period 19%6 through 1981; the t;rm "identifyﬁ

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

business addresses.

Page 1 - INTERROGATORIES

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Atiomeys ot Llaw
229 Mohawk Building
Ponfand, 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 phis.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: Tdentify what rifle models defen-
dant has manufaétured in the last eight years which could not be
unloaded (including rémoval 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 foﬁ 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

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMEERLAIN
Homeys ot Low .
229 Mchowk Building
Portlond, Oregon 97204
. Telephone [503) 243-1022
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1 case?

2 INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 1If the answer to Interrogatory No.

3 7 is other than an unqualified "yes," state the ways in which
4 this rifle is different from each of those rifles.

5 | INTERROGATORY NO. 9: State, with as much accuracy as
6 possible, the date (or year, if date cannot be determined) of
7 manufacture of each of the rifles examined in the 49 gun exanm-
8 ination repofts produced by you.

9 INTERROGATORY NO. 10: State, with as much accuréoy as
10 possible, the date (or year, if date cannot be determinéd) of

11  manufacture of this rifle.

'12 INTERROGATORY NO. 11: If plaintiffs' request for

13  admission No. 5 is denied, state, with particularity, in what

14 respects you contend the rifle did not meet your manufacturing,
15 design and/or performance specifications on the date of your

16  examination.

17 INTERROGATORY NO. 12: 1If plaintiffs' request for

18  admission No. 6 is denied, state, with particularity, in what

19 respects you contend the rifle was in a different condition than
20 it was when it left your hands.

21 INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Ir plaintiffs' request for admis-
22 sion No. 7 i1s denied, state, with particularity, in what reséects
23 you contend that it was not reasonably foreseeable, ,

24 . INTERROGATORY NO. 14: What do you contend caused this
25 rifle to fire at the time of, and on the date of, Mrs. See's

26 injury?

Page 3 - INTERROGATORIES

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys ot Low
229 Mohowk Building
Portlond, Oregon 97204
. Telephone {503) 243-1022
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INTERROGATORY NO. 15: State whether or not it is true
that the side portion c¢f the trigger mechanism on this rifle (and
other Remington 700 rifles) is open such that dirt, debris and
other foreign muterial could enter the trigger mechanisn.

INTERROGATORY NO. 16: 1If the answer to Interrogatory
No. 15 is "yes," or is qualified in any way, explain why the
trigger mechapism_is designed in that manner and state whether or

not it could have been designed in such a manner that such con-

O 0 NN Y AW N

tamination could be reduced or eliminated.

—
(=]

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: On the date of manufacture of

11 this rifle, how many reports had defendant received of other

12 Remington 700 rifles discharging when the safety was disengaged?
.13 INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Since the date of ménufacture of
14 this rifle, has the defendant changed the design of the trigger

15 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

IN If the answer to Interrogatory

No. 19jis "yes," particularity, what the reasons are.

INTERROG

TORY NO I1f the answer to Interrogatory

No. 19 isNpo," £stimate What the difference in cost pér rif

Page -~ INTERROGATORIES

BODYFELY, MOUNT, STRCUP & CHAMBERLAIN
: Atiorncys ot low
229 Mohowk Building
Poriland, Oregon 97204
_ Telephone [503) 243-1022
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1 would be to implement such an alternative design.

2 INTERROGATORY NO. 22: 1Is it true that you changed the

3 design of your Remington Model 788 from a safety which had to be
4 disengaged to unload the gun to a safety which did not have to be
5 disengaged to unload the gun?

6 INTERROGATORY NO. 23: If the answer to Interrogatory

-~

No. 22 is "yes," state your reasons for making such a change.
8 INTEFROGATORY NO. 24: If-the answer to Interrogatory
9 No. 22 is "no," state whether or not you ever made such a change
10 on any rifle which you manufacture, identify that rifle, and
11 state the date such change'was made.

12 DATED this 10th day of May,

13 : BODYFYJ
14

W
15 By

Pdter R. Chamberlain, Of

16 Attorneys for Plaintiffs

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26

Page 5 - INTERROGATORIES

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Aftorneys ot law
229 Mohowk Building
Portland, Oregon 97204
. Telephone (503} 243-1022
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E. Richard Bedyfelt
Peter R. Chamberlain
BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP

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

0f 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.
PLAINTIFFS' SECOND
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,

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 thé offices of Bodyfelt, Mount, Stroup & Chamberlain, Room
214, 708 S.W. Third Avenue, Portland, Oregon.

' DOCUMENTS
557'14. A1l manufacturing, trade and governmental standards,

codes or regulations with which defendant complied or attempted

Page 1 - PLAINTIFFS' SECOND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys at Low
229 Mohowk Building
Ponlond, Oregon 97204
Telephone {503) 243-1022
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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 procedures and test results for all tests
performed on the Remington Model 700 rifles which were the sub-
Jject of thelu9 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 Mcdel 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 proddced by -defendant.

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

DATED this 10th day of May, 1982.

BODYFELT, MOYN TROUP
& BE

By ,
P&ter R. Chamberlain, Of
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

2 - PLAINTIFFS' SECOND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Atiorneys ot Llow
229 Mohowk Building
Portlond, Cregon 97204
. Telephone {503) 243-1022
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CERTIFICATE — TRUE GQOPY

Due service of the within

Personal
I certify that on ...

Attorney(’s) for

CERTIFICATES OF SERVICE
, 19 .. , I served the within ...

attorney of record for

by personally handing to said attorney a true copy thereof.

ALtorney(s) fOr et

At Office
I certify thaton ... , 19 .. , I served the within
o7 ¢ J O : S,

..... attorney of record for eveeente e nen e nannren
by leaving a tfrue copy thereof at said atforney's office with his/her clerk therein, or with a person apparently in
Charge Rereof, Bt et e e eeeame e nean e et en e semesammem e e et e e s em e e e ane e et s ne e , Oregon.

PR el o131 (o] SN U

Mailing

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

on the following attorneys on the ..10th

day of .........May , 19,,8.2.., by mailing to each a true

copy thereof, certified by me as such, contained in a sealed envelope, with postage paid, addressed fo said attorneys
at the last known address of each shown below and deposited in the post office on said day at Portland, Oregon:

BODYFELT, MOUNT & STROUP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
229 Mohowk Building
Portiand, Oregon 97204
Telephone {503} 243-1022

James, D. Huegli
1200 sStandard Plaza

Portland, OR 97204
_______ /s/ PLTER R. CHENBERLA
Attorney(s) for .Plaintiffs -~

S 0515



1 L. Rignied Bodyfelt

Pater R. Chamcoorlsin
9  LODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP

¥ CHAMBZRLAIN

214 “ohawk Builaing
708 S.W. Third Avenue
Portlznd, OR 97204
Telephon2: (503) 243-1022

Of Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

W 0 N O ¢t S W

FOR THE DISTRICT OF OREGON

12

10 TERI S®EE and DARREL SER, )
wife and husband, )
11 ' E )
Plaintiffs, ) Civil No. 81-886
) .
v. )
13 ) .
, PEYINGTON AR¥3S COMPARY, INC., } REQJQUESTS FOR ADMISSINH
14 z Del=zware corpcration, )
)
15 Defendant. )
16 Pursusnt to FRCP Rule 36, plaintiffs request that defen-
17 dant respond to the following requests for admission:
18 . PREFATORY COMMENT
19 Az used throughout these requests, the term "this rifle®
20 refers to the Hodel 700 Remington rifle which was involved

21  snooting of the plaintiff, Mrs. Teri See. The term "“odel 700"

22  pafers

23 in the

9, 1981, and reported to R. B.
oy memorszndum dated April 10, 1981,

ADMISSION

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys ot Low
229 Mohowk Building
Portloand, Oregon 97204
Telephone (503} 243-1022

to the examination of this rifle by J. h.

to the Remington Model 700 rifle designed and manufactured

paeriod 1976 through 1931, The term "your examination®

Chisnall =znd I,

kY

Sperling by J. H.

in the

S 0516
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REQUESTS FOR ADMISZION

PEGUEST NO. J: Adpit that the 49 cun examin=tion
rcports (previously produced by defendant) are business records
and are admissible into evidence as such in the trial of this
case, pursuant to FR FEv, 80§(6).

REQUEST NO. 2: Admit that the rifles inspected and
reported uron in the U9 gun examination reports (previousiy
proauced by éefendent) are substantially the ssme in deslign and
manufacture as this rifle.

REQUEST NC. 3: Admit thzt on at least 49 ocrezsions, it
n3s been reported to you that a Rémington.Model 700 rifle fired
when thes rFafetly was relecased.

#EQUTST HO. d: Admit that, on the daté vou cxznined
tihie rifle, the trigger méchanism probably had not been dis-
asscmbled since date of menufacture.

REQUEST NO. 5: Admit that, on the date of your exam-
ination of this rifle, it wmet all of your manufaetﬁring, desigq
znd performance specifications. _ .
REQUEST NO. 6: Admit that, on the date of your exam-

lnation of this rifle, the rifle was in'substantially the same

condition as it was when 1t left your hands, normal wear and tear

axcepted.

REQUEST NO. 7: Admit that, on the date this rifle wuss

sarufacvored; it was reasonably foresesezble thzt an ownzr of one

of wvour Y¥odzl 700 rifiles would alliow the wszpon Lo be In the con-

Zition thzt this rifle was in on the date of vour exzainziion.

14

DR ADMISSION

BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMBERLAIN
Attorneys at Low
229 Mohowk Building
Portlond, Oregon 97204
_Telephone {503} 243-1022

-~ AZQUEZTS

S 0517



1 RPQUEST HC. 8: Admit that » rifle whicn discharzess when
2 the seafery 1s disengeced is unreasonably daneerous,

REQUEST NO. 9: Admit that a rifle which discrarges when
the safety is disengaged does not meet the reascnable expecta-
ticns of ‘he averagc consumer.

DATED this 10th day of May, 19382,

BODYFELT, MOUWT, STROUP
& CHAMBERLAIN

00 N &6 AW

. By__ /8/ PETER R riiayrers) AN

Peter R. Chamberlain, Of
10 Pttorneys for Plaintiffs

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
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BODYFELT, MOUNT, STROUP & CHAMEERLAIN
Attorneys ot Low
229 Mohowk Building
Portlond, Oregon 97204
Telephone (503} 243-1022
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