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ETIZULATLIONS
At said time and place, the following
stipulation was entered imtoc by counsel present
for the respective parties. Xt {s hereby
stipulated and agraed by and betwesn the parties
hereto, through their respective counselsz, that
the deposition of Gerald Rill, a material
witness called for the examination by Plaintiffs
may be taken before Lorraine Smith, a Notary Public,
at this time and place on oral interrogatories,
direct and cross, to be propounded to the Deponent.
It 18 further stipulatsd that all irregularities
as to notice of time and place and manner of
taking said deposition are hsreby waived, except
that each party reservss the right to object
at the time of triml to any question or ansver

but that objections as to the form of the

questions or irxesp i ] of the [

ara waived unlass made at tha time of taking

“

sald deposition.
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GERALD HILEL ’ having been duly sworn by
a Notary Public in the State of New York,
testified under his ocath as follows:

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

Q Mr. Hill, my name is Peter Chamberlain, I

sent Mr. and Mrs. See in a lawsuit that is pending

rap:
in Federal Court in Portland, Orsgon., Remington Arms

is the defendant irn that lawsuit. Remington's agtorneys
are here representing them, and this iz my chance to
talk to you and find out a little bit about Remington
Arms and about you and about your employmernt.

Have they explained to you what a depcsition

A Yes, they have.

[ By "they,” I mean thase lawyers.

A (No reaponse.)}

@ ¥ou know, then, that it is inportant that you
underatand my questions whenever you try to give an
answer .

.S Yes.

[ All right. 2nd you know it is important that

you answer out loud 8o that the court reporter can take

it dewn?

A Yesn.

[} And that you refrain from nodding your head
and using uh-huhs or huh-uhs, bscause she has & hard
time with those. Okay?

A Okay.

Q 1f for any reason you want to stop and talk
to your lawyers outside the room, you are free to do
80 or if you don't understand my question, ask me to
rephrass it. Make sure that you totally understand it

before you attempt an answer. Okay?

A Okay.
-3 Fair enough. What is your present age?
A Forty-eight.

Q And your full name is what?

A Gernld J, Eill,

o Is it G-e-xr --

A Gre-r-a-1l-d.

[ ¥hat is your present position with Remington?

A supsrvisor, process engineering current
products.

o How long have you workad for Remington?
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A Twenty-tvo years.

1Y What is your educational background?

A I have a bachelor's degree in mechanical
enginasring.

Q.. When 4id you receive that?
[ Y 1960,
Q From where?

A Michigan Technological University.

Q Do you have any post-graduata sducation?
A No.
8 You went to work for Remington right out

of college, then?

A Yes .

Q What did you start out as?

A Procese engineex.

Q Okay. Tracs for me, if you will, then,
your varicus positions at Remington., What positions
have you held?

1Y What do you mean by "trace?"

4y Give me a brief outline of what positions
you have held,

A Okay. Y worked in Process Enginesring and

also in Production, Production Supervision, and then
Quality Control, Product Testing, and then my present

position now, which ie in Process Enginsering.

Ly Supervisor of current products?

LN Yes.

[ How long have you held your current position?
A Pive years.

¢ Since ~--

L AN

[ Okay. Mow long were you in Product Testing

before that?

& One yesar.

) How long were you in Quality Control before
that?

IS 1 believe that was two years.

[ How about Production Supervision, how long

wers you in that?

15 Pive years.

[} So you were a procecss enginesr for ten or
tvelve vears?

LS I believe it is somevhere around eight years.

[ Your math is better than mine,
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In Product Testing, vhat products were you

involved in? —

e —————
A Well, our firearms.

[ All of them?

iy Yes.
———— ¢
2 Is that new product testing? By “"new," I

mean nev AS Opposed to guns returned by customers.

A Yas.
L s ——
['Y Okay. Who was your supervisor when you wers

in Quality Control?

A 1 was a eupervisor, My immediate boss was

Clark Workman.
.

[y And there again, in Quality Control, your

apt tc be irn contact with virtually any firearm

manufactured by Remingron?
b Yes.
Q—Ting;our time as the process engineering
Strike that.
Tell me in general form, what does the process
enginear do? I don't know wha:t Fhut term means.
A The process snginaer would take drawings and

come up with a manufacturing process to manufacture

that drawing or that part on the drawings to a completed
gun part,

Q For instance, then, designing the tooling
or drawing the tooling?

A Being responsible ;hnt it will meet the
specifications of the drawing. In other words, the
process engineer dees not do the design work., He is
responsible to make sure it is done to the tolerancee
on the drawing,

3 You don't design flrearme as a process engineer?

LN No.

0 vwhat department is in charge of that¢?

A It would be the research.and development
group.
2 In Producvion Supervision, is that just what

it sounds like, oversseing the manufacture ©f rifles
or of firearms?

A Yes.

o And do you get ianvolved with one particular
model ©f rifle, or ars you apt to be anywhere in the
plant on any particular gun?

B It would be more involved in a specific area.

NMARTIN WURPAY. CBR, FL

MARTIN MURPHY. GSR, P.C

S 1937



Q What area were you involved in during the
time you were involved in Production Supervision?

A It was called, I believe, ‘the barrel blank
manufacturing area, It was, more or less, ths manufacture

of components,

[ For any particular model?
IS Ho.
Q@ Okay. How does Product Testing differ from

Quality Controi? Wwe just had somebody, whose name I
can't recall right now, in here.
MR. SPERLING: Snedeker.
BY MK. CHAMBERLAIN:
[ Mr. Snedeker, yes, who said that in Quality
Control, one of the things they would do is test
randor off the line and test rifles randomly -

ocut of the inventory. How is Product Testing different

from that?
A Product Testing is testing of all firearms
—
manufactured in the plant.
cmtmain—
o Is it part of the manufacturing process?
A Right.
3 what tests -—- Strike that.

You were in Preduct Testing in about 1976 to

1977, in that area?

A Yes.
e a—————
Q. Do you remember a point when you sctually took

gour duties in Product ting?

L No.

|

Q@ Was it before Decembex of *76?

|

18 Yes.

Q And you continued on with those duties through

sometime in '77?

A Yes.

Q Okay. Tt is probably just coincidence, but
information provided to me by your employer indicates
that the rifle that was involved in this lawsuit was
nanufactured in Decembar of ‘76. You would have beer

in Product Testing at that time, right?

A Yes,

Q Why don't you describe what you 4id, what your
job was in Product Tgogiing..

R I was the supervisor of the Product Testing

area, where we do our testing of our manufactured product.

Q Did you say that every rifle or every firearm

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C

that 1s manufactured by Remington is tested by the

Product Testing people?

A Yes, it is.

A ——
o That, of necessity, would include Model 700°s
mopRdackuzed in December of 176?2

A Yes .

0 Turning your attention, then, to that particular

model of rifle, what teats would be performed on such

2 rifle back then?
——————
R There would be a proof test and a function

and accuracy test.
t————————————c—

Q Function &nd accuracy?
B Yes.
0 Are those two tests called the gallery test?

Is that the same thing?

R Yes.

Q In December of '76, was Product Testing
performing something called a trick test or a null test
on Model 700'g, new ones?

A Would yocu repeat that, please?

Q Okay. Let me approach it in a different directi

Are you familiar with a test called the trick test?

MARTIN MURPHY CSA. P.C.
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A Yes.

Q Do you know what it is?

A Yes.

[} Tell me what it is so we are sure we are

on the same wave length.

A The trick test comprises the gun with the
bolt in the closed position, moving the safety to a
halfway position, pulling the trigger and then returaing
the trigger to the fire position. In other words, it
is checking it at 2 halfway pesition., pulling the trigger
to nake sure that the gun is functioning properly.

Q And then putting it to the fire position ani
seeing if the firing pin falls?

A Yes.

« If the firing pin does fal]l, you would say the
gun has falled the trick test?

L Yes.

13 If it does not fall, it has passed?

As Yes.

Q Okay. When did you first learn about that
trick test?

a 1 don't know.

MARTIN MURPMY. CSR. P.C.
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Q@ Hag it been more than ten years ago, would
you guess? I dor’'t wantvto use that word "quess.® I
realize you don't remember the date or the occaaion,
but give me a general i{dea, your best estimate, For
instance, you have known adbout if{ .for more than five
years, haven't ycu?

A Yes.

[ Ané you had probably known about it before
the Coats versus Remington litigation, or not?

L I can't raally give you & direct answer
whern I first knew about it.

[} Oksy. Did you know about it bafore the
recall of the Model €007

L Yes .

o It is my information that that recall occurred
in November of 1978, You knew about it before
November of '78, right?

A I can't answer that.

[ Do you recall how you first learned about

the trick test or the trick condieion?

refers to a qun being in the trick conditilon, dces
that mean that the rifle 13 one that will fail the
trick test, or does it mean that you have put the
trigger in the null poeition and pulled the trigger?

A Would you repeat the first part of that,
Please?

Q2 Let me try it in a different direction.

In some of the documents provided by your

employer, I have read about their descriptiona of,
T think it was, the Mode! 600, whare they said this
rifle or these rifles can be put in the trick condition.
Have you ever heerd that term before, "trick condition?”

A Yes, on the Model 600.

Q Okay. And what is your understanding of
what the trick condition is?

A This would be a gun that if you pexformed
a trick test on, it would fail,

R Okay. And the gun is in the trick conditior
when the handler has put the safety in the null position

and pulled the trigger, and it has clicked but not

1S No. fired, right?
A Correct we if I am wrong, but when someone A Would you repeat that onz again, please?
MARTIN MURPHY, 258 P.C, MARTIN MURPHY, CSR_P.C.
15 16
" T am just trying to get an understanding of performed cn Model 700's along with othar tests that

what the people in your company mean when they use the
term "trick condition.® Would you say that any gun
that is going to fall the trick test is in the trick
condition?

MR. HUEGLI: Are you asking him what
everybody else means or just his understanding?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, I am séa!ting
with his understanding. Obviously, he can'‘t
know what everyone else thinks.

MR, KUEGLY: Well, I think you did ask
him whet everybody else in the company means
when trey say "trick condition.”

He is asking you what you understand
the trick condition to be.

Is that fair?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Pretty much.

TEE WITNESS: That, to me, would be a
gun thet falleé the trick test.

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
A During the time that you were in Product

Testing, was the trick test one of the tests that was

you have described?

a. I don't know.

[ Okay. At some point, 4id it hecome Remington's
practlce, to your knowledge, to parform tha trick test

as part of the product testing on the Model 700?

A Yes.

a On the Model 700?

A Yes,

0 You don't know when that --

A No, I don't.

Qo -~ began?

L No.

3 Are you aware of any Modal 700 that failed
the se of auch product testing?

L No.

[ Were you in a position at any time in the

last several years to be given that information if
one 4id fail?
A You would have to repeat that for me, too.
[ You said that in the recent past they have

performed the trick test on Model 700's as part of the

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C
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product testing procedure.

A Yes. v

Q pid your employment with Remington or your
position with Remington, would that have made you in
1ine to receive the information that a particular gun
had falled the trick test?

a Yec.

[+ It that while you were in Product Testing or

sinee then?

r Since then.
a rs supervisor of current products?
A Yes .

a Oksy. Why don't you tell me a little bit
about your present poseition as supervisor of Product
rTestirg? What does that entail?

a Responsibility for a group of engineers and
technicians, to continue manufacturing of components
to specifications.

Q And doas the term "current products”™ in your
title suggest that you are involved with the centinuing
design process for products that ara currantly being

wmanufactured as opposed to discontinyed products or new

produces?
2 Yes.
Q So it would be outside of your area {f we

were talking about the design of & totally new rifls,
right? That wouldn't be something you would be
involved with?

A No.

[ If we were talking about s discontinued 1inec,
you wouldn't be involved in that, obviously, right?

A No.

[ Like the 600, right?

A wWell, possibly on those. I might j;st possibly
on discontinuec ones.

@ Okay. And do you, as part of your present

job ~~ Strire that.

hre you invelved with product modifications,

current product medifications?

L Yes.
Q Were you personally involved in-the redesign

of the Modal 700 that went into effert in February of

this year?
. OBS
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4 Would it be fair to say that you were the

person in charge of that or mot?

A Nc.

0 Who was?

A I can't ansver that.

[ Because you don't kanow?

MR. HUEGLI: 1Is there one person that
you could point out and say that they were
in charge of all the redesigning of the
Model 700°'s safety?

THE WITNEGS: For redesigning, ves,

MK. HUEGLI: TIs that what you want,
redesigning?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes.

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

[ Who is that?
A I really can't answer that for sure.
Q Does more than one name come to mind?

MR. EUEGLI: Is there sonebody else that
could tell us that? Would Mr. Linde be in
a better position to answer that?

THE WITNESS: I cex ¢ive you a narme, but

I am not sure he was responsible for it. He
was the contact I worked with on the
implementation of it.

BY MR, CHAMEERLAIN:

3 What name is that?
A John Brooks.
Q Now, I would assume that when a product is

ultimately redesigned that it goes through & number
of pheses, such as the decision to make the redesign
and the implementation of the design?

r Yes

g vou used the word "implementatrion.” Is that

the phase you were involved in?

A Yes.

& Were you involved in the decision to make the
change?

A No.

1 Do you think Brooks was the person that

ultimately made that decision or was most in charge cf
ie?
A I can't ansver that.

2 Du you knov ary other names that may have Leen
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involved i: thet decisior?
MR. HUEGLI: Is there anybody else
that would be in a better position to answer
these guestione than you?
THE WITNESS: I believe so.
BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN:
s Whe would that be?
a It would have to be somebody from the

resecarch greup. As I mentioned, mine was implemerntation.

[3 whe is in charge ©f R & D?
13 Clark Workman.
¢ ¥hen you are called to implement a design

chang: on & current product, are you typically tcld
the reason for that change or reasons?

Iy Were you in the case of the redesign of tue
7007

A Rephrase that, plezse.

¢ In the case of the redesign of the 700 that,

1 guess, was implemented in February of this year,

MR. HUEGLY: By secretaries or anybody,
were you told by anybody why the 700's safety
was redesigned?

. THE WITNESS: Well, I would have to
) say yes.
BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN:
'} who told you?

MR. HUEGLI: Go ahead. Other than
your lawyer, nothing that we have discussed.

THE WITNESS: No. Who told me? I really
can't say who told me.

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

¢ Was it more than one person?
s I would think so. I would say yas.
[} So you have general knowledge about the

reasons, but you can't, in your mind, come up with a
specific person that gave you the information, right?
19 That is correct.
[ Did you read anything that gave you one or

more reasons for ths redesign?

were you told the rsason or reasons for the redesign? L Yes.
And wien T =&y “tcld,” I mean e¢ither orally or in writing. L What did you read?
MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C. MARTIN MURPHT, CSFR, P.C.
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A Correspondence from Research. 2 Do you have a copy of the memorandum or
1 Do you renember who the author of that correspondence?
corraspondence wvas? s No.

A ' No, I don't.

é Was i¢c more than one plece of correspondence?
A No.

¢ One memo?

A I would like to ask him a question.

[} Sure. Do you want tc go outside?

a Yes.

{R short zec;us wes taken.)
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
[} I was asking you about a particular piece
of correspondence that you received from Research and
Development that dealt with the redesign of the 700.

Pid you tell me who wrote that, or do you know who

wrote it?
A I can't answer who wrote it.
o Because you don'€ know?
A I d¢don't know offhand.
Q Do you know the person’s title?
A No.

MR, HUEGLI: Peter, let ms shorten
this up a little. There is a design change
request. It is in the Research and Developnment
files. Mr. Hill has indicatad he doesn't
remember what it seid or why it was written
or who signed it, but it ia available. We
will get it. That should shorten these
questions up.

BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN:

[3 A moment ago you told me that you knew the
reasons for the design change based on conversations
with one or more people whose names you don't remember.
Regardlese of that, who they were or how many of them
there were, what were the reasons they gave for the
design change?

Lv- I can't answer that.

[ You don't even remember if there was more
than one reason given?

L No, 1 don't.
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Q@ Once you are given the directive to make the
change, then your job ll'to implement it, correct?

18 Yes.

[} In this case, what was the change that was
to be made?

A It was removal of the bolt lock on the safety
arm.

') On the safety arm?

S Yes,

1 Okay. As I understand it, the safety arnm
on the 700 is designed such that -~ Let me close this.

When you flip the safety to safe, thers is a

little piece of metal in there that angles up towarad
the bolt and that when it goas to safe, that piace of
meral comes up and engages the bolt itself?

R On that gun, yes.

[} Okay. Doesn't it lock into the bolt someplace,
that piece of metal?

A Right here. 0(&

)} Where vour left thumk is?7

A There is a slot in the bolt, yes.

aQ Okay. So what was entailed in effecting that

desigrn change? What did you have to do?

nbe

A The design changs removed, as you r
the srall piece of metal that went up to lock into
the beolt elot, into the bolt. This piece vas removed
fron the safety arm.

[} S0 if this is the safety handle and this is
the pieca of metal that goes up and enters the slot in
the bolt, all you did was cut that off?

A Yas., It was cut off in a rounded configuration,
like that. o'op

¢ So, ther, when the safety ie put into the
on safe position, the bolt can still be opsned?

A Yes.

[ Ie that trigger assembly something that {a
manufactured by Remington today?

A Yes .

¢ Was it five years age?

A I would like to go back. What do you call
*trigger assembly?”

¢ I am referring €o =~ .Y am intending to refer
to the safety lever and the trigger that is connscted,

too.

27
A Yes.
2 The item that is held in there by two pins.
A Okay. Okxay.
[ Do you know what I sm talking about?
L Right. )
[ Is that something that is manufactured by

Remington in-house?
A Yes.

13 Was it back in 19762

A Yes,
¢ Okay. So what did your mel-mtntationh

this design change entail? What d4id you have to do?

A It meart coordinating the changé of the

gafety arms in the guns at a particular time. And p
then from that time on, all Model 700°'s will have ejC
this shortenad safeaty arm in it.

3 And as a result of that change, a nev Model 700
since February of this year can be unloaded with the
safety in the on safe position?

A Right.

[y Where, in the prior condition, you had to put

the safety in the fire position to unload {t?

/7 26

0"

+3 Okay. Has anyone ever told you whai the

& Yesg.

reason for that cld design wasm?

A Yes.

o Who has told you?

A People T work with.

Qe Okay. What have they told you was the reason

for the old design?
MR. HUEGLI: 014 design meaning, why d4ia
Remington wsed to have a beolx leck?
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Right, on the Model 700.
TEE WITNESS: That would be an opinion
on their part.
BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN:
[1] Ckay. What is their opinion?
A Some hunters like it that way.
Q Do you have any opinion on that ae to why
:th‘d!ligned it iz the cld fashion?
1S No.
Q 70 effect this design change, it looks to me
like all you have done, then, is hed one of your

machines scamp cur this piece of metal with a shortened
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end. Is that basically it?

MR. HBUEGLI: I have to object to the
form of the question. It assumas Remington
makes that part.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: He testified they &id.

THE WXTNESS: When I say ‘*manufactured,”
we should clarify that. We manufacturs --
we are responsible for that part. Somé of
our components are made by our vendors, which
we are respoasible for. So when you say to
me, did yeou manufacture this, we might not
make every component, but we still are responsible
for it.

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

[+ Well, that was what I was asking, because it
was my recollection that the trigger assembly was
something that was doune by & vendor. Do you have any

racall on that one way or not?

R Yes. It is.
¢ It i5 done by a vendor?
A tes., Like I say, perhaps you should clazify

to me what you mean by "manufacture.”

'Y Put together, stamp the part, screw in the
ECIEWS . .
MR, HUEGLI: These are all different
things.
THE WITNESS: They ars all diffarant
things.
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
[y Tell me how a trigger mechanism comes into
axistence in your company, s£o wa don't have any disputes

about this.

A We use components from vendors that the
vendors make tc cur specifications. We bring them in
and subassemble -- perhaps machine on them and
cubassenmble into a trigger assembly.

Q Okay, Sc in the case of the Model 700's
trigger assembly, is 1t put togsther by Remington?

A Yes.

Q In some part of their own manufacturs after
using some parts they buy from vendors?

A Yes.

Q Row, let me go back to the szafety arm., 1s

that something that is done by vendors or by Remington?

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C.
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A By a vendor.

Q Do you happen to know the name of the vendor?

A I believe it is Square Stamping.

[} And to inplement this change, then, what &id
you do, gilve them a naw Arawing and say. "Please start
making this part in this new modified fashion?"

n Yes, after they gave us an estimate.

Q Okay. Do you know whether or not this change
had any affect upon the price?

A No, I don't.

Q The cost¢?

A No, I don't.

Q Has it now been implemented, that change?

A Yes.

o So if we went out on the line todsy and picked

off & 700, it would he the new design?
A Yes, it would.
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Jim, did you say you

will get me that corr d from ch?

MR. HUEGLI: That is what I am writing
now, Reseazch design change on 700.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Okay.

BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN:

[ All right. Now, I want to switch gears on
you and talk a litetle bit about these things called
Gun Exanipation Reports. You are familiar with these,
sren't you?

A Yes, I am.

Q Okay. Are you on or have you in the past been
on a committee with Remington where you review product
conplaints through the Gurn Examination Report process?

L% Yes.

[} And what period of time did you serve on such

& committee?

A The past six years.
[} Are you preseatly on 1t?
A Yea, I am.

Q What is the name of the committee? What is

MR, HUEGLI: If you know.
THE WITNESS: Damaged Gun Committse.
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
3 Demaged Action Committee

A (No response.)
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o I have had a couple different varietles.
MR. HUEGL.I: Don't worry about it. We
have had several answers.
B8Y MR, CHAHBEELAIN_!
'Y How about the Return Gun Investigation
Committee, is that not it?
k Yes. That is it. I can't give you the exact
committea nanme right at the moment.
'3 Does it have inltials that you usually use
to designate it, like D.A.C., or something like that?
18 No.
[y Well, we will call it “"the connmittee.”
MR, HUEGLI: We would agree to thek.
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
[+ At the present time, who else serves on that
conmittee with you?
1Y Jim Stekl, John Brooks, Paul Nasepany.
'S Just a sscond. Could you spell that one?
A No. I guess it im N-a~s~e-p-a-n-y., JeIry
Burns, Phil Johnason, Philip Johnson.

Q Wwhat is Mr. Nasepany's position with Remington?

['Y Does he have & title?
A 1 don't know what it is.
o Has the makeup of that coamittee changed over

the last six years?

A Yes.

[y Could you give me some nanes of who you
remember of committee membexs who are no longer on the
committee?

L James Martin. That is the only one .I

can give you that I recall.

[3 How about Bill warren?

LS Yes, Bill Warren was a member.

'y Hov does one get on this committee?

A By virtue of the job titls or positien they

hold in the company.

@ S0 the people that are no longer in it are
paople who have moved into some ==

A -~ Jdiffsrent jobs.

d Okay. What is the function of the committee?
What is its purposa?

1y Investigate guns raturned from customers --

'S All nodels?

MARTIN MURPMY. CSR, 2.
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A -~ that may have personal injury or broken
components.

0 or product liability~-type complaints?

]i; Yes .

.0 Say someone blows a hole into their floorboard

and into their transmisaion but doesn't injure anybody,

that would be within the committee's juricdiction?

A Yes.

Qo How long has auch a committee exismted with
Remington?

A To my knowledge, since I have haen employed
here.

[ Which was ‘607

A Yes.

[+ By that, do you mean it started in '60 or
sometime before that and you dom't know?

A 1 don't know about before that.

L So the work of the committee 1is solely limited
to product complaints from customers or gunshop owners
as opposed to problems with newly manufactured firearms?

A Yes.

Q Does the committee meet on B regular basis?

L Yes,

[+ Do they keep ﬁinutas?

A Ne.

Qo How often do thay meet?

A Once a wesk.

Q Typically, in a once-a-week measting, are there

several complaints to raview?

& Yes.

Q puring the time period that you have been on
the commitiea, how many complaints would you say you
review per week on ar average?

A Four to five.

[ Has thay number increased or decreased over
the last five years?

I About the same.

[ Can you give me an estimate out of all those
complaints, what percentage of ther relates to the
Reningteon Model 7007

A No, I can't.

R Okay. 1Is it fair to say that you have had
sone, though?

LY Yes.
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3 And of the ones that you have had involving
the Model 700, scme of them have related to the
cuutnﬁ.x'- complaint that the gun fired whan the safaty
was moved from the safe to the fire position?

L Yes.

[ Doas the committee keep copies of all their
papervork that they generate or receive in thelir
work?

B Ko,

13 Does it go to some central filing esystem?

A You will have to repsat that.
[ Dogs the papervork go to some central filing
systen?

A I would like to go back. ¥You said "all."” You
6aid "all” correspondence.

Q Okay. I have some documents thst Remington
has given me. For example, I have some Gun Examination
Reports, some Receiving and Estimate Reports, some
correspondence between customers and Remington and vice
varga, some memos to Mr. Santina requesting work, that
sort of thing. What I want to do is find out if T have

everything that may have been generated or recsived by

the commitres in sruocess of evaluating these complaing

A I can't answer that.

1 Okay. Mr. Hardy testified yesterday that,
typically, after he prepared a Gurn Examination Report
that he would also £ill out a half-page memoc with his
ideas or conclusions about what the problem was or what
it mizht be. I think we found ore of those.

13 Yes,

Pe you krnow what doecument T am talking aboue?

0

A Yes.

4 What is that document called?

A There is nc specific name for it.

[ Tt iz just a meme?

A It is not even a memo. It is just a sheet

2 Just 2 form?

1S No form.

Q Okay. Do you know if those are kept?

A No, they are not.

¢ Are they destroyed on a regular basis?

A Yes, they are.

3 What is your policy, Remington's policy, as

B

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C
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far as destruction of chese memgs?
. P
A The commitcee -- when we write up on Gun
Examination Reports, the information from this rsport,
it ia Qestroyed.
Q At that time?
A Yes.

[ 4lso, the Gun Bxamination Reporis that I have

been provided with date back %o aboui 19795. rI have

information from other sources ghat there were cectainly

complaints about the Model 700 dating -- here is one

from '78 -~ dating before the reports that I !Lavc7d‘)!/
gl

¥hav I am interested in is whecher or not earlier

reports exisi somewhere, either if you personally keep
them or if dgther committee members keep them or might
they be in scme archives or storage ares that Remingten

hasn‘v thoughe vo lock in.

A No.

[} They don't exist, as far as you koow?

A Three years.

o Is that the retention rule?

A Yes, it is.

@ What happens then? Dc they have a shredder,

MARIIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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or senewhing:
A Yes. They are destroyed.
Qo Take me through the work of the committee,

then, with just a hypothetical Gun Examination Report.
We can assume that for our purposes it is a Model 700;
that the custorer's complaint is that the gun fires
when the safety vas moved from the safe position to
the fire position. What do you receive in the way of
papersork? VYou getr a Gun Examination Repcri?

S W get a Gun FExamination Report filled out,

with che exception of the comments, any correspondence

from che custonsr ané 2 gun repair ticket from Arms
Service. Thic is a2 report with basically the components

and cthe cuscomer's name on it.

o One of these joba?

. Tec, and the serial number of the gun.

[+3 And you elso get the gun?

L8 Yes, and the gun.

Q Typically, is there one person on the committee

that ie delegated responsible to. £i11 out the "Comments”

section?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C
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[ whe is thae? EUZGLY: Like Smith versus Remington

A Myself. or Black versus Remington.

¢ Okay. 1Is that "Comments" section intended to MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Or White versus Remington|
reflccg the opinion of the comnittee as a whole as THE WITNESS: I don't recall any of
oppos#d to your copindion? them.

A Yes. BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

[ Does it have to be unanimoue? I Heve you ever been deposed before?

L ro. S Ne, I have not.

) Have you had o situstlcn where the majeriey 4 Bave ycu ever testifled in court beforce?

of the committee is of the opinion that it is a particular

problem anc the minority disagrees? | ¢ Oksy. Let me go through some of these.
b Yes. i am coing to hard you what has been marked as

2 vhat heppens in that situatior, the rajoricy's Depo Cxhibiv 1 ard ask you if you can iderntify whai

comments go in here? that is. 7Thai if & Gun Examination Report, right?

b TeE. I8 Right.
2 Arz the minority's comments recocrded arywhere? . Lo you krow what the A at the top center of
B Ho. the page means, the handwritten A?
Q Are you famillar with any other lawsuits A No, I don't.

brought against Remington Arms involving the Model 700 ’ MR. HUEGLI: OFff the record.

by name? (# discusaion waa held off the record.)
A How do you mean, by name? BY MR. CHANDCRLAIN:
e By cleimsri's nams, any plaineiffs? - Can you tell me what P.T. & €. atends for?

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C MARTIN MURPHY, CS2, P.C.
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Soete Q:i“;S\s i
rreduct rroineering an” Contro i sicelly perform the test on It

o Now, let's just use Exhibit 1 as an example, to sec 1f it would ackually do it. We would zlso perform
I am sure you don't remember what you 4i4 on this the trick test.
particular gu; examination, but just 50 I have an idea | Q Okay. So you get a complaint, and it says
of what the process is, what would the committee do upon that the gun fires when the safety is raleased. You |
receipt of that report and supporting documentation would cock the gun and flip the safety back and forth
and the rifle? darmee ) and sce if iz fires, like that?

13 é lwuuld check the information on the tap on IS Yer .,

— -
gener:) con?ition, ocutside werk ané the armo that was ¢ rrd then, {a addltlon to that, vou would
involved in i¢. @ould examine it if {t was returned perform 2 trick test on it?
to us. Do you went to specifically go over the 700 T Trick fgst, ves.
[} Chey. Then you note your results or your
e\q/ comments?
I3 Okay. W& would review the componeats i Yes .
—

condition, e indicates here. We would see the complairt, B and then someone prepares a letter back to
sec if f{& verifiaec the complaint in the cuctomer's the ciner?
letter. Eg_gould take the gun and see if we could A Yes.
duplicate the customer's complaint. o Generally, that is Mr. Stekl?

3 Oksy. Z#nd vhen the complaint is that the A Yas. In the case of these particular items
rifle fires when the safety 1& released at times, as yes.
this one was, what phyveically do you do with the gun - o You mean in the case of the 700's?
either to verdify or refute that complaint? i Yes.
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thel Yis conmitte ascigunent, or something,
that particular model?

I Some of the guns we look at =-- well, scratch
that. We are talking about this specific item. On
thass items, he would generally write back to the

customer of our findinge.

{ Wit de you mean by "these iteme?”

i 702's F.E.

, fires when safe is released.
{ Ghay. Were yev assigned & ¢ifferent gun to
write the letter to customers on?

S

4 tivre other committee members assigned different
products tc¢ write letters on?

IS Ho.

¢ ¥ere the F.o.%. complaints the only ones you
wrote letters cn?

L No.

& Okay. I have been through these Gun Examination

i

Reports on a number of times and read them. I have
nctlc;d you always note things on the repext, such as
if there are¢ mars on the stock or the scope had been

removed or the 5cope screves were missing, What 1s the

reason for meking thosc notations?

A We note anything different than what the
gun was like when it left the factory.

) [} It doesn't nacessarily mean that ic
significant as far as the cause of the complaint?

A N;.

[} Cley. 1 notice on some of these documents,
it loo:s like, {nternal documents used for charging
for wozk. Ii wlll s&y to charge the repairs to 80~I5.
Do you know whai that is?

A We, I dontt.

bR. CHAMBERLAIN: Mark these.
{Gun Examination Reporis were marked
Piaintiffs' Dxhibits 11 and )2 for identifica~

taon.}

%ay MR, CHAMILRLAL
) [ I an going to hand you what has been marked
as Plaintiffe' Exhibit 11. Can you identify that as
one of your Gun Examination Reports?

A~ Yes.

Q And your initials appear on it, approving it}

in Mazch of '827

MARTIN MURPRY, CSR. P C
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L Yes.
[} First, up &t the top, "General condition,”

you noted the gun was used and dirty, right?

19 Yes.

i) Is that unusual?

A Yee.

'y Ii is unusual, in yocur experience?
N Yes.

¢ You dor't ste very many dirty guns?
A Ko,

'3 Dc you see very many used guns?

MR. HUEGLI: Well, everything that comes
back it used. Used and dirty, that is nct
a fair question. Asking the question, have
you €ver secn & used gun, I don't think that
is a fair question for him.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Well, I thoucht it
was an unu‘sual ANSWEL »

MR. HUEGLI: Well, have you ever seén &
used gun in your 1life?

THE WITNESS: Yes,

BY MR. CEBAMQCRLEIIN:

[ Lut in your experience, it is unusual to see
a airty gun?

MR. HUEGLI: Used, not coming out of the
factory? Are you talking about a dirty gun
that has been used or_ ons coming out of the
factory?

TEE WITHESS: Let me hear it again.

{The question was read back by the
reperver as folliows: "QUESTION: But in
your experience, it ls unusual to see e
eirtey qur?")

KE. RUCGLI: Can you answer that queetion
withcut having it expanded upon as to whether
or not it was brand new or used? Can you
enswer the gquestion without knowing if he
Zs tallisg about a gun that has been out
hunting for ten years or one fresh off the
line?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not talking about
a new gun.

THE WITNESS: Would you repeat it?

¥R. CHAMBLRLAIN: Sure.
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MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, ©.C.

S 1947



50

BY MR. CHMA'TER

3 In these guns that have been sent back to
Renipggon with product complaints, in particular the
Model 740, do you see dirty guns coming back? I domn't

mean all of them, but do you see dirty quns?

A Yes.

e is that unususl, I{n your opinion or in vour
experience

A I am hunc up on the word “unusual."

2 vell, let's try it again. I am going to

hand you what has beer marked as Exhibit 2. Take a
lock at that, anc tell me 1f you consider that to be
clear. or dirty.

A From what I can see, it would be clean.

[ Oxay. 7Take the bolt out and take a look at
the balt stop.

A It looks like it may have some material on
ic.

Q Okay. 1Is it in a condition &hat you would
consider to be somewhat dlrty?

R I can't really answer.

2 Is it ir a condition that is the same as or

similar to lots of other 700's that you have seen,
used 700°'s?
A Well, I would like to ask him a question
before we go any further.
[1] Okay.
(A short recess was taksen.}
MR, HUEGLI: Could you rsad tha guestion
back for the witness?
(The laat question was read back by the
reporter as follows: "QUESTION: 1Is it in
a condition that is the same as or similar to
lots of othexr 700's that you have geen, used
700'a?")
THE WITNESS: Jost 700's that we look
at are clean. Most are clean. Moat custoners
kesep their guns in good condition and clean.
BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN)
° And sone do not?
K Yao.
Q Let's go back to Exhibit 11 for a minute. I
forgot where we were. I think you were telling me a

little bit about the procese that you would go through

MARTIN MURPHY, CSS, P.C.
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in a typical 700 F.S.R. complaint. I &on't know Lf you
finished that or not. Did you?

A I don't know.

[} Okay. In this particular case; by that, I am
referring to the complalant listed on Exhibit 11, your
committee concluded that the malfunction was possibly
caused by gummed up fire control, right?

1Y Yes,

('3 What does that mean, "gummed up fire control?®

A This would be excessive debris, oil, in the
fire control which would prohibit it from functioning
correctly.

[} And which would cause it tc fire when the

safety was moved from the safe position to the fire

poaition?
A I can't answer that.
'3 Was n trick test performed on this rifle?
L I can’t answer that.

Qo In reviewing P.S.R. complaints on Model 700°'s,

is it the committe

s practice to perform a trick test
on all such rifles?

L No.

Q 1e it the committee's practice if they do
perforn a trick test to always record the results of
that test on the Gun Examination Report regardless of
the results?

A Could you rephrase that ons, please? Could
you read {¢t back?

(The last queation vas read back by the
reporter as follows: "QUESTION: 1Ig it the
committee's practice Lif they Ao perform a
trick test to always record the results of
that test on the Gun Examination Report
regardless of the result:?")

THE WITNESS: No.

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

-3 Tt 1e not. Is Lt tha committee's practice
to make notations -- Strike that.

Is it the committee's practice to make no
notations of trick test results if the gun is tested
and fails the test?

A You are going to have to repeat that cne,
pPlenss.

3 Let's try it this way. I have gone througk
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all of these reports. On a fair number of them, there
is a notation, "Okay on trick test,” or, "Gua passes
trick test," or words to that effect. Out of thass
forty-eight Gun Examination Reports, there is only one
wherae it says, "Gun failed trick test.” In addition,
there are quite a numbar in there where thare is no
notation whatsoever regarding vhether a trick test was
performed. A moment ago you testified that you do not
always maka a notatian {f the trick test is perfarmed.
You don't always note the result?

A Yos.

Q Okay. What I want to know ig, how do you
make that determination ¢f whether or not you are
going to note the result on the Gun Examination Report?

ES I can't answer that.

¢ Does it occur at times that the gun is
trick tested, fails the trick test aand that is not
notce?

f o Yos.

[} Okay. Asgume we have a Model 700 that has

been trick tested and failed. How would you decide

whether or not to note that on the Gun Examination Report?

A Can I uam Exhibit 11 asg an example?

[} Sure.

A, There are --- there could be circumstances
in the gun that would cause it to fail the trick test,
as kﬁé&;nt-d in our comments oxn Exhibit 11.

[} Gummad up fire control?

1 Yes.

[ 8o do you assume fron theat answer that this
gun 4id fail the trick test?

A I can't ansver that.

[} Ie it the committee's practice to only note
failure of trick tests where they also note that the
trigger adjusting screws have been tampered with?

L Would you repeat that one, please?

[+ Is it the comnmittes’s practice to oanly note
the gun's failure of the trick test if they have also
noted that the trigger adjustment screws have been

broken or the trigger adjustment screv seals have been

broken?
3 I would haw to say not necessarily.
[ That 18 not necessarily their practice?

MR. HUEGLI: That is vhat he said,

MARTIN ¥URPHY. CSR, P.C.
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BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN: whether or mot tc record a trick test failure. You

o Is that what you said? t0ld me that with this, Exhibit 11, the reason - there

A Yes, not always. There is no hard and fast was they noted m gummed up firing control, fire control,
rule. and that that was an adequate explamation for the

'S I8 it a subjective thing, then? failure. Is that righe?

A Yes. MR. HUEGL1: Objection. I don't think

[+3 What it comes down €0, then -- and I am he said that this gun ¢id not pass the trick

not trying €o put words in your mouth, but I don't
know how to phrase this in a nonleading faghion, But
vhat it comes down to, your committee would only note
the repults of the fallure of a trick test if they
also found some objective reason for that failure that
wag not Remington's fault?
MR. HUEGLI: Don't answer that question.
You are asking him a question, He has got
to ansvwer yes or no. Either way he answers
it -- how many times have you beaten your
wife? Ie this the firat time yon beat your
wife? It is the same thing.
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
'3 What I am trying to get at is, what governs

this subjective decision on the committes's part on

tast. I think he said he didn't know.
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
[ Do you know if the gun in Exhibit 11 did or
did not pnss the trick test?
A I don't know.
ME. HUEGLI: May we go off the record
for a sacond?
(A discussion was held off the record.)

{A lunch recess wae taken.)
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AFTERNOON SES5SsION
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Mr. Hill, you are

still -under oath.

G é ¢.§ LD HILL ' having been previously
duly sworn, ctestified further under his cath
as follows:

BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN:

Q bid you have 2 chance to talk to anybody
about ycur deposition other than the lavyers in this
room over the lunch hour?

A Yes,

[ who 444 you tealk to?

A Jin Stekl.

Q Did you talk sbout the question I posed to
you about how it 1s decided whether you put & notation
sbout the trick test on the Gun Examination Report?

A Yer .

) Based upon your conversation with him, can
you give me any further help on what the criteria is7

‘A No, other than it ie a‘lnbjoctiv. decision

of vhether or not we put it on or not, vhich we talked

@ Is it something that the committee would

discuss before you make your notations in the "Comments”

column?
A Yas.
] Is there any way you can tell by looking at

a Gun Examination Report that does not contain the
notation, number one, whether & trick test was done
on a gun?

A No.,

1) And number two, if there was one done, whether
or not it pessed or failed?

R No.

[ Ckay. Let's tee. I kpow it is here somewhsre.
There was another one marked.

I will hand you what has been marked as
Deposition Exhibit 12, Can you identify that for the
record?

IS Restate that. What do you mean, "identify?”

6. Well, for imstance, is it a Gun Examination
Report?

L8 Yes, it 1is.

[ And it is dated Pebruary of 138272

about.
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1 February and Harch, See¢, the comments are ¢ Looking at Exhibit 12, do you know of any
March. reasen why on this particular one you did make a

2 Okay. Is this one you approved?
L Yes .

Q Involving the Modal 700?

A Yes,
Q What was the customer's complaint?
A "Complaint: Fired on two occasions vhen

safety vas moved to fire position. Both times, chamber

was enpty.” v

o
3 Is that what is known ag a 4ry fire or not?
& Yes.
2 And the comments inserted by your committee

in your handwriting say that the appareat ceuse of the
malfunction was due to gummed up fire control?

A Yes.

¢ Oon this one, they di4 note that the gun was
okay on trick test, right?

IS Right.

[y Okay. When you put that, ®0Okey on trick test,”
does that mean the gun passed the trick teat?

A Yes, it does.

notation about the trick test?

A No.

[y Okay. This isn't marked as an exhibit, but
I will probably only have one guestion for you.

I will tell ycu, this 1s Gun Examlnation
Report Number 408 and some of the documents attached to
it that Remington has provided to me. I am interested
in page 2 of that document and the part that I have
underlined in green, Can you read that language
into the record, please?

A *“Could not duplicate malfunction. Replaced
fire control and stock.’

[ Take & minute and look at the Gun Examination
Report. Tell me, if you can, the reason for the
replacenent of the stock in this case.

A I have not read this whole letter. It is
Xind of hard to read this letter here. Then thers is
a note here from Jack Chisnall that says, “Replace
stock and trigger assembly at no charge to customer,”

[y You don't knovw why that stock was replaced?
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A ¥e. But we did note that the wood was
marred. That is all.

K Are you aware of any complaints coming into
Remington of Model 700's where it was an F.S.R. complaint
and the cause of that compleint was related somehow to
the stock of the gun?

E3 No, I aw noti.

Q Are you aware of any complaints or any
£indings that the gum stock had abserbed the water
and swelled up such that it caused bindirng on the

trigger lever?

A No, I am not.
Q¢ Correction, on the safety lever?
A No, I am not.

MR. CHRMBERLAIN: Mark this, please.
{A Gun Examination Report was marked

Plaintiffs' Exhibit 13 for identification.)

BY MR. CEAMBERLAIN:
14 pr“ﬁolﬁy
[ I hand.you: Exhibi¢’13. That is a Gun Bxaminatio:

e
Report which you approved as a member of the commi ttee,

o
~

Q Or this one, the complaint states that the
sear cafety cam sticks in the downward position becauss
of an accumulation of dirt and oil. My question is,
if an accumulation of dirt and oil is causing the sear
safety cam to etick in the downward position, would
that 2150 result Ln the rifle failing the trick test?

A Y don't know.

Q Do you know if the trick test vas performed
on the gun described in Exnibit 137

L No, 1 don't.

& What is that last sentence in the "Comments”
part about clean bolt and firing head?

L "tlean bolt and firing pin head, as it has

crud on it, aleo."

[} Crud?
L Yes.
[ Okay .

MA. CHAMBERLAIN: Maybe we ought to

mark this.

{A Gun Examination Report was marked

right? Plaintiffs' Exhibit 14 for identification.)
* Yes: ME. CHAMBERLAIN: Jim, the copy T have
MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C. MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. B.C
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marked as an exhibit has some highlighting on 0 At times?
page 2 and also a red 21 on the top, which is B Right.
my number. [ Okay. Of the parts I have highlighted, the
BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN: i first line is entitled, "Customer's .complaint,”right?
‘R T will hand you Plafntiffs’ Exhibit 14 and ask .Y correct.
you 1f you can fdentify f¢ as ona of the Gun Examination [ And that information comes from the customer's

Reports you approved. ]

L Yes,

[ Now, take a look at page 2 of that Estimating

and Receiving -- what is it called?
A Receiving and Estimate Report.
& Whe prepares that report?
13 It is prepared by Arms Service.
Q Except for the highlighting that I put on there,

45 all the informatlon that Ls set forth there alresdy
on the report when {t comes to you with the rifle?
A No. Probably the lover left-hand corner
information -~ the lower left quarter panel might
not be complete.
¢ The part that I have highlighted would al:ou&y
be written on there when you receive it?

x At times.

complaint?
A Yes.
3 And in this case, the complaint was, "Fires
when safety ie relcased,” rvight?
r Yes.
Q ¥ow, the mext line 1s entitled, "Main fauls?”
A Yes.
[+ Who fille that in?
A That would be done by Arms Service.

Is that done before or after the committee

1)

nakes its determination?
A 1 can't answer that. Sconctimes it may be

done bafore, sometimes after.

@ Do you know whose handwriting that is?
A No, I don't.
[} Is it yours?

VARTIN MURPHY, CSR. A.C.
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h Ho.

[ Okay. And in this case, they indicated a
bad fire control as the main fault, right?

a Yes.

'3 Looking st thie document snd the attached
Gun Examination Report, do you know whether or not

in this case that was made before or after the

connictee -—-

A Wo, I don't.

[} De you know what the term "bad fire control”
means?

A Ro.

[3 In this case, you did replace the fire

control on the rifle, right?
A Would you restate that?
'S In this casa, thé committes recommended or

concludad that the fire control should be replacad?

A Yos.
Qe Are old fire controls saved?
A No.

¢ Never on 700°'s?

MR. HUEGLI: Do you kaow?

THE WITNLSS: No, 7 don't. I don't know,
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
-0 In the last line on Exhibit 14, it says,
"Make sure safety doesn't hit wood?"
19 Yes.
2 How could the safety hit the wood?
k It would be the safety arm.
Q The lever itgelf?
L The top of the lever.
[ Why don't you point out what you mean on
Exhibit 27

A Right here.

Q That{ little nob?

L Yes.

@ Make sure it clears to the right or the top?
L The bolt end.

MR, HUEGLI: Off the record.
(A discussion was held off the record.)
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
0 ¥hy was the committee concerned or interested
that it be made sure that the safety did not hit the

wood on the rifle involved in Exhibit 14?2

MARTIN MUGDHY, CSR, P.C.
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thereby set up the trick condition?

~ No.
Q Okay .
MR, CHAMBERLAIN: We had better mark
this.

{h Gun Examination Repoxt was marked
Plaintiffs' Exhibit 15 for identification.)
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: A /l(“'"'(
[ I will hand you Exhibit 15, I;ltha; one
of your committea's Gun Examination Reporte?

A Yes, it is.

Q That document says it passed the trick te¥t?

19 Yes.,
[+3 And the complaint was that the gun fires

when the safe is released?

S Yes, 1t i8.

'S Did your committee reach a coanclusion on what
may have caused the customer's complaint or what did

caus€ the customer's ccmplaint in this case?

67 [3:]
A 1 can't answer that. A T don't know.
Q Are you aware of any instances involving the ] You can't tell from the report?
Model 700 where the triggexr lever hit the wood and LS No, I can't.

=n Look at page 2 of that now on the part that
v! hlyo highlighted under, "Main fault." Can you read
that?

18 "rails," and then there is a word I can't

read and then "trick test.”

3 Paile something trick test?
A Yes.,
'3 Is that the customer's ccocmplalint, or is that

somebody's findings within Remington?

A I don't know.

[+ How i{s that form usually used; that ia, the
*Main »ault " area? Is that a recording of the complaint
or a recording of the conclusions as to what the
actual problem was?

A I don't know Lf this form was filled out
completely before or after our examination, so I can't
tell you.

' In your expearience, do most customere who

gend in guns know what the trick test is?

MARTIN MURPHY. CSA. P.C.
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re No, they don't.

[ Have you ever heard of a test called the
special test? By that, I mean, is this a partiocular
test that has that designation?

A No.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Off the raecord.
(A discussion was held off the record.)
BY MR. CHAMBEERLAIN:

@ . What is molycoat?

ES Molycoat is a lubricant used in the aserembly
of firearms.

[ 1s it used by Remington im their new
manufacture of firearms?

A Yes.

[ Is it also avallable €0 customers, to users,
in the opec market, gunshops, and that sort of thing?

A I don't know for sure.

[} wWhat does it consist of? I don't waot the
eh.m}enl breakdown. Ia it grease and graphite, pure

graphite or light oil?

A 1 don't kaow what the composition is.
'} If we had some and dumped it in this room,
would it be a dusty or greasy material?
A More toward dugty, I woulld cay.

. MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Tha next one is 110,

Jim,

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN: H“"‘¢Q3
2 I will hand you Depo.Exhibit 6. This is a
Gun Examination Keport dated April af ‘78, which you
approved, true?
.S Yes.
o And it was noted under, "Components conditicn,”
it looks to me, your handwriting that says, "Excessive
molycoat in action,” right?
A Yes, 1€ 43.
8 Was that something that was added to thet
section of the report after you received it from
Mr, E_l‘l.'dy?
| Yes, it was.

[} And you added that as a result of your hands-on

A It is a graphite compound. examination of the rifle?
Q It has some grease in it? A Yes.
MARTIN MURPHY. €SR. P.C | MARTIN MURBHY, £§18, B.C
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] Wher you examine those rifles, 4o ycu disassemblp n I can't answer that.

the trigger mechanism?

A Not generally. We take tha stock off.

Q Do you remove the trigger mechanism from
wvhatever it is held to with those pinm?

A Receiver.

[ The receiver, okay. Do you usually remove
it from the recefver?

A We.

[} Okay. And you make your determination as,
in this ease, about excessive molycoat in the action
based upon what, a view through the various parts?

A By taking the stock off and working tha
bolt stop release and the trigger, you can see the action
of the sear safaty cam.

Q Through that little hole?

LS Right, through the top of the receiver.

K3 I see. Okay. Should molycoat be used in
the action of a rifle at all?

s I can't answer that. What do you mean, should
it ba used?

[} Does Remington recommend it?

S ., 1Is there molycoat. put in the action %a_new
i;ni;qgsé rodel 700°s whon. they o:.’-inu!acturcd}
: I can't answer that. L
Khen you say ycu can't answer that, you meag
)you don't know?

A Right offhand, I can't answer that,

Q Because you don't kneow?
A 1 don't know.
Qe Okay.

B ckay. [
Jagy

[ on Exhibit 6, did you feel that the presence
of cxae-rive molycoat in the action was related to the
customer's complaint in some way?

A Yes. I am sure that is why it was added.

MARTIN MURCHY. CER. P.C.

e okay.
MR. CEAMBERLAIN: Why Qon't we mark this.
(A Gun Examination. Report was marked
Flaineiffs' Exhibit 16.29: ideatification.)

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

MARTIN MURPHY, CSA, P.C
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T4

'3 I will hand you Deposition Exhibit lé. Do
you recognize that as a Gun Examination Report praparad
in Dépember of 1378 and wpproved by you --

Yar, it is.

"% -~ amongst .bthers? 5 And have you had a chance
to look at the comments on that onae?

A Yes.

Q Okay. The customer's complaint was that the
gun fired upon taking the safety off, righe?

A Yes,

Q And then in the “"Comnments,” your comni ttee
concluded, "Bxcessive oil in the fire contrel could
causa impaired mechaniam malfunction.” Is that right?

s Yeas,

¢ By that statement, did your committee maan
that exceassive oil in the fire control was related o
the custamer's complaint?

i Yes,

[ It doesn't say wvhat kind of oil?

S No.

[ In your exparience, what kind of oll -have you

seen customers use on thelr firearms?

MARTIN MURPHY. E8R. P.C.
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ageeosd

B I don't know.

Q By the time the rifle gats to you and you
examine it, {t would he difficult aand impossible to
identify the kind of oll? . '

4’ Yas, it would.

MR. HUEGLY: By him just by looking at it

or in any way here at the plant?

MR, CHAMEERLAIN: He anawerad the question.

MR. HOEGLI: Well, I object to the form
of the question.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Okay. I think your
objection 1z untimely.

MR. RUEGLY: Well, you know, I can go
back on the record and ask him, Peter, if there
igs any way Remington or chemical eagineers
could test to determina where the oil in that
{s. I think he undarugood your quuntioq
to be when he 1ooks!-ls there any way“h‘ can
tell.

MR, CHAMBERLAIN: . And he said no.

MR, HUEGLI: All right.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: That was my gquestion,

NARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P C.

MR, HUEGLI: All right. As long as it
ie understood. I am sure there are other

chemical ways to tell,

BY MR. 'CHAMBERLAIN:

"0, On cocasion.with your.work with the committee,
have you had a chanbte to perfora low ;.nparatu!l tests
with Model 700's?

A Yes.

[y Okay. Here is Exhibit 3 for you to look at.
Take a minute and review that and then I will ask you

soma guestions ahout it.

18 Okay.

[y Are you ready?

IS Yes, B a ,L»:/)
'S All right. BExhibit 3 is dated January '79.

It is a Gun Bxamination Report whers the custonmer

complained ‘that the vaspon ‘discharged. when the safety

. ”
was pusted to the off safe posttion, right?
+

S

Yes,

L Okay. And your Committes's conclusion was

that the malfunction appeared to have been causzed by

excessive oil in the trigger mechanism?

76
g §¢?
(v
A Yes. f 1 o, “
[ And the next comment saye, "R & D confirmed

nalfusction at lov teaperature test,” right? som e

A Yas. w .

['Y Could you tell ne what, the Low temperature
test is or what it was?

L It would be putting the gun -- normally,
the gun ia at room temperature. It would be taking
Lt down to a lov temperature and testing the gun to
ses if i¢ would Auplicato the customer's complaint.

[3 And your notes wers that they vere able to
duplicate the customer ‘s complaint at zerc dsgrees
Fahrenheic?

a Yes .

2 And below that, you note that the trigger
had been adjusted cutside Remington?

A Yes.

vbt Based upon your not..lon there, did you reach
a conclusion as to whether or mot the outside adjustment
caused the customer's complaine?

A No, I d&idm't.

Q What 1s the reason for performing a test at

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C
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such a lovw temperature? ’ A Yes.

A In this case, it had to do with -- Y can't ; Y Tan't that viscous?

90 bl?k three years and say. But I an sure it had to Okay. I was thinking of viscous -~ it would

do ii}h_tho letter from the customer and the location, it would become thicker.

.

"h‘:‘fﬁ’ was from. }g“ Okay, -In this casas, the sane rifle =ight not

e €o he said he vas hunting ia the cold, or experisnce that result at room €smperature, but it

something like that? would experience it at zero degrees Fahrenheit?
A Yes. He was from Colorado. A I don't know.
3 And cold temparatures during hunting season Y Well, it could offect it, could it noe?
are not that unueual, are they? A The temperature could affect it.
A Ne. [} It could affect vhether or not the rifle
[} What happens then? Because of the cold ' passes or fails tha trick test?
temperature, the lubricant in the action becomes more A That is what we wrote down, that it malfunctionefl
viscous? Is that the right word? at the lov temperature. 4
a I have to say Bo t0 your question. [3 And you didn't write on this rifle whether ox
[y Okay. What {s the significance of the cold not it malfunctioned at room temperature?
tl.pigftur.? A That is correct.

N

A . It.would gum it up more. It would be the It i3 possible, is 1t"not. and maybe wmdt.
¥

oppcllfn ©of viscous. with this rifle, but a rifle could malfuaction at the

3 --Okay. 1 thought I knew what I was saying.

low temperature but not ‘malfunctior at room temperature?

What you are sayiny is, wvhatever lubricant ! ‘ A T don't know.
is in there becomss thicker? MR. HUEGLI: If you know.
MARTIN MURFHY. GSR. P.C. MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
79 §0
MR, CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, if you know. you put, "Unable to duplicate customer's complaint out

THE WITNESS: I don't know. o s of etock,' underlining the part "out of stock.” Are

'HAMBERLAIN ¢ . “‘l‘},4¢?§v(h the words, "out of stook,” in your handwriting?

) ) In Nr.-BtaXlix lettac-to the gun owaer u’j ?-:" ‘- Yoo, .

e l!h.ﬁﬁii’;! -~ you don't hava ‘the lettar before “you. .-a° ¥You don't happsn to remenber that col‘n.plnlut,
In Bis letter, which I do have, he told the gun ownar = do you? You don't happen to remember that complaint?
that it is possible that the oil accunulation coupled L] No. I don't remenber.
with the eold :ansuwr- caused the trigger mechanism e Do you know why you would have on that
to hang up. Have you seen that letter before? particular one indicated out of stock, that the gun vae

A No. ! have not. Your statemant is correct. out of the stock at the time the test was done?
0 But that is what he sald? L No, I don't,
A Yan. ‘ Q Does the fact that you put the words that it

') Okay. Doas that help you at all as to passed the trick test out of stock suggest or indicate

that it failed the test when it was in the stock?

whethar or not it is possible for a gun to malfunction

at cold temparatures but operate normally, say, at 1‘, A No.
room temperature? l“}.:,a."'b [ Okay. So you don't know why you put on
1N ‘Tt is possible, but I don't have any facie . that one that it was out of stock?

No, I don't.

tm.’@:.te up.

- . P
'Y Okay. I don't vant to mark this ne sarily . f Okay.
as an exhibit, but I have a Gun Examination Report here ’ . - MR. CHANBERLAINs Why don’t ve m,tk this
3
dated Dacember of '79. It is number 192 approved by one.
you. In this Gun Examination Report, under, *Commants,* (A Gun Examination Report was marked
MARTIN MURPHY. CSR. P.C VARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C

S 1955



81

Plalntiffs' 2Zxhibit 17 for identification.)
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
Y 1 will hand you Depo.Exhibit 17. Take a
minute to familiarize you;loll with this,
L © okay. )
[} Now, let me look at it again sa I remember
what I wanted to ask you. This is a Gun Examination

Report dated in December of '79 whare the customer

. complained that on three occanlons, the rifle fired

immediately upon releasing the safe. On this particular
test =-- Strike that,
First of all, up in the center of the page

is the word "Revised.”

» Yes,
2 Is that your handwriting?
A Yes, it is.

[ Why is the word "Revised," written there? Do

you gnow why?

Lx. No, I don't.

fd. Down on that particular Gun Examination Report
under the line antitled, "Test,” you ilndicated something

called a forty-round test?

82
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A Yes.

Qo Take as long as you need to to look at that.
I -nwﬁﬁklous about why on that particular qun that type
of to;ﬁ.vul performed, vhil‘ on others it is at least
not ;ot.ﬂ.

A There are letters here that, you know,
correspond back and forth. Let me see here.

MR, CHAMBERLAIN: W¥hy don't we mark
this.

(A document was marked Plaintiffs'
Exhibit 18 for identification.)

A {Continuing.) I can't say without thoxoughly
looking at the correspondence why we did the forty-round
tast. I would conclude it had to do with the back and
forth between Stekl and the customer that we did the
epscial forty-round test.

BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

'g 0n the note there it refers to jarring the gun
as part of the forty-round test?

A "Test sequerce: load, safe on, jar gua, safe
off, fire gun.®

Q Jarring is not normally part of the trick test,

is {¢?

A No,

Normally, the trick test ia performed without

} Yes, it s, i W
Q I wvill ¥and foi“ﬁhut has been marked nu-i-..~w

Deposition Bxhibit 18 and ask you if you can i{dentify

ammunition in. the rifle?

that document. «
A Yes. ////f
'y What is it? (9

S Drawing transmittal.

[ Okay. And that relates to the 1381/82
modification of the bolt lock on the Model 7007

A Yes, it dows,

[ Earlier today. before lunch, {n fact, I think
it was, we discussed the fact that you received some
qprn‘tpnndlncl, you-gsald, from R & D, right?

Right. '

b “  And you couldn't-remexber what it was or

who, sént Lt to you?

A This is it.

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C,
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[} That {g {¢?

A

A This 18 what I received.
['Y On that document, they indicate as their
r.lqu_lor the change, vhat? What is their reason?

A "Reason For Chang Eliainate baving to put

safety:in the off position to open bolt (by removel of
bolt lock arm).” o P

[} Apnd the safety in the off position is alsoc the
safety in tha fire position, isn't f¢7?

a Yes.

[ You testified earlisr that you had mome
information about the reason for the change. I think
you said it was based on conversations and based on that
document?

A Right.

Q tf don't understand what that documant says

as the reason for the change, Do you have any information

about why ths change was requested and implemented?
A No.

MR. CEAMBERLAIN: . Thank yvou.

| BY MR. HUEGLI:

[} Mr. Aill, would you take a look at Exhibit

Number 2 and examine the bolt, inside the bolt, around

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR, P.C.
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the gun and the bolt lock release. Tell me if, in
your opinion. the gun, based upon an examination, after

‘4t apart, whether the gun ie clean, averags

or d{gty. e
. %ﬁ . This would be on the outside of the gun?

[ On the outside of the gun, anything you can
see without dropping the assenmbly part. And if you
sse 0il and grease accumulation, don't take anything
ocut. Leave it ma it is.

18 1 can answer it two ways., It looks average.
My cancern is that the bolt does not lock into the
receiver at tinaes, indicating the bolt stop iz in the
down position. And without taking the gun apart, I
couldn't tell you why that was.

[ Okay. Now, can you push the bolt stop with
your finger there to fmel whether or not it moves
fresly or whether it is sticky?

"f” I can see it stick.

? . Can you see any grease ox grease accumulatione
leoklné inside the mechanisn thare?

A There is an accumulation of grease, or

whatever, grsase, There is an accunulation on the rear

take down view on the stop. There appears to be something
on the bolt stop., which I can't nmake out what it is
u:hg?t“ dropping the stock.

B  }!; 1o thers anythimg:glsa that you motice about

the gun.aside from the bolt.stop nok:working that

indicates whathar the gun has heen taken care of or not?

A I would say the gun has been used. Prom the
cutside, it looks fairly good.

Q Okay. Now, you stated that on some of your
reports you 4id not put down either passed trick test
or failed to pass the trick test. When you state on
the report, “Unable to duplicate customer's complaintg,”
would that glve you any indication as to whether or not
a trick test was performed?

A No.

[ Okay. W$When a customer says he flicks the
safety and pushes it to the fire position and eh‘ gun
‘xpl;ﬂon and discharges, does that give you any indicatiosn
as GQ-vh.ther or not he lu'céﬁylllning about A trick
prob¥em?

MR, CHAMBERLAIN: I object to the

form of the question. I don't think there

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. P.C.
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have been any facts in evidence about duplication of the customer's conplaint that the gun
sxploding. diacharges when the safety is moved to the fire position?
B MR, HUEGLI: Well, discharging. L No, it isn't,
BY ME HUEGLI: 4. Please explain tha.differencs.
ﬂﬁ, When the customer says on his complaint that A The triek test is putting the safe in the

the gun fires when the safety is moved to the fire
position, when you get that complaint, would you
ordinarily run a trick test on a 700?

A Yas.

[ Okay. Ana then 1f you put dovwn on your report,
"Unable to duplicate customer's complaint,” would that
give you ary indication today, three years after ycu
wrote these reports, whether the gun passed the trick
toat?

A 1 am a little confused.

MR, CHAMBERLAIN: I think you asked him
that same gusstion and ha already answered
it about three questions ago.
MR. HUEGLI: He hasen't answered any
.question I have asked yet on the trick test.
BY MR. HUEGLI:

Q 1f the gun fails the trick test, is that a

null or halfway position, null position, pulling the
trigger and then moving it to the fire position.

3 And it goss, "bang?"

Y Bang. That is the fire wvhen the safe is
released.
Q When a customer sends a rifle &n to you, do

you teake into consideration the fact that tha customer
could be thinking that all he did was move the safety
forward and the gun went off, vhen in fact he was
moving it from the null posietion to the fire peosition?
Do you take that into conasideration in your analysis?
In other words, do you always think the customer moves
thc'gbq on complete safe lnd}fﬁ.n movas it to complete
fire for {t to malfunotion? Don't you sver think thay
may have run through a trick test segquence to create
that complaint?

MR, CHAMBERLAIN: I object to the form
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of the question.
TEE WITNESS: I think I previously said
before that the customer was asked -- ‘it

was acked about vh.ghar'th. customer knows

anything about the trick test. I sald 1

didn't think they d4d. So it would be the
customer moving it directly from safe to fire.
BY MR. HUEGLI:
Q So your testimony is you don't even take

into conaideration that the customer may have moved it

from the null position unknowingly?

90

A No.
MR, HUEGLI: Okay. That is all I have.
BY MR. CRAMBERLAIN:
Q I have noticed in reading thess various Gun

Examination Reports that you always, ox somebody, maybe

the kex, always aotes the condition of the gun, the

visudil condition, mars on the stock, scope mounting

screws nissing, vhatever it may be, There is no relation

to the scope mounting screws and the trick test probdblem,

is there?

A No.

Q Or mars en the stock?
LS No.
How about a recoil pad, isn't that something

on the very back?

Yes, right here.
[} Trigger assembly screws =-- Strike that.
Trigger adjusting screws that have been adjuested
might or might not be relatad to the gun's being in
the trick condition?
& That may be.

S Or they might not be, depending on what adjustc~

nent you had?

A

3

Yes.

On a couple of these Gun Examination Reports

; of what to do with the gun.

I have sesn a refersnce to, "Retura to Chisnall for
action.”

1 Yes.

%{' What doas that mean?’

,L'. Guns ars sent to Jack Chisnall in Bridgeport
for his deposition of what -- for his roccmm-néatxon

[ How do you make a decision on whether or not

MARTIN MURPHY, CSR. F.C.
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one will be sent to Chisnall for action?

1S Is this relating to 700°'s, F.5.R.‘'s again?

3%  Right.

I don't know, Well, it is a committes decision.

It is & committee dcﬁgglon. And sometines

you 40 1t and sometimes you don't? e
A Yes.
Q Does Jack Chisnall have more expertise in

analyzing these Model 700 F.S.R. problems than the
committee does?

A I don't know.

o You don't have that feeling one way or another
about whether he doas?

IS Sometimes gune are sent to us by Jack Chisnall
for examination.

I3 A second opinion?

¥Yes. And that is vhy they are sent back to

Bov long has the fire control that was incorporaked

in 1976 in the Model 700 been used on the Model 7007
A I don't know.

Y Is there a prior or an old style that existed

bafore '767

A I don't know,

Por .what ‘periBhi of ttmalhive yo

rec £§§ng Maodel 700's here at Remington where you have
toungjg gunmed up fire oontroli_ You know, we have

reviewed & few Gun Examination Reports whare that was

;;;1cated. But 28 you mentioned esrlier, those only
go back three years because of Remington's document
destruction program or document retention, depending on
how you look at it. Do you have a recollectiom of similar
prior complaints before, back before record keeping?

A Do I have & recollection?

Q Yes, a recollection. I realize I can't hold

you spacifically to it, but we have read about a few
of the complaints where the committee's conclusion wsa,
*Gummed up fire control cadaed customer‘'s complaint,®
or words to that effect.

ﬂﬁi I would have to say yes. There were some,
But X ;nuldn't -= I can't'producs them, becauss of
our récord retention policy.

o Right. But that is the kind of thing you

have been seeing as long as you have been on the
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committes, isn't it?
MR, RUBCLY: . Tf it is, smay =mo.

H TRE WITNESS: VYes, yes.

BY MR; THAMBERLAIN:

_Dkay. ., The caliber of a rifle has no g!lpct
on-the-kind of safety -and-trigger mechanfem that it
has, does 1it? 1Is that right?

18 Caliber does not have any affect on it.

Q Do you know when the decislon was made to
perform -- to start performing trick tests on
Remington 700°'s that were returned to the factory with
the complaint that the gun had fired vwhen the sufety
wag movec to the fire position?

18 No.

3 Has it been done as long &5 you can remember
or as long as you have teen on the committee?

L Are you talking about the comnittes now or --
strietly on the committee? Would you repeat that?

'év For as long ase yau'ﬁave bsen on the committee,
hlv--&au gaon parforming trick tects on 700's that have
P.8.R. complaints?

A I don't know.

'3 You are familiar with the Coats versus

Remington Case, the 600 case, down in Texas?
A Yes.

3 pid you begin performing trick tests on the
700'p,vh.n that claim came to your notice?

L Begin performing them? .

Y Yes. I don’'t vwant to use a pun, but is that
what triggered ii?

MR. HUEGLI: 1If you know. Did tae Coats
Case cause you to start tricking 700°'s or
testing 700's for tricks? Do you know?
THE WITNESS: I don't know.
MR. HUEGLI: Okay,
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

Q Do you know who declided to do that?

S No, I don't.

[} Are you familiar with the similarities and
differances in design betveen . the Hodel 700 and the
Model 600, with emphasis on éhe £ire control?

‘K Ne.
[ Were you called upon to make the design change

when the 600 was recallsd and a different trigger was

MARTIN MURPNY. CSR, P.C.
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issuec for it?
A No.

Were you called upon to implenent that‘dqnign

Implamentation, yes.

. 1Y Okay. As I understand it, that chnan
amounted to the removal of the fire comirol on the 600
and the substitution of a different £fire control. 1Is
that accuratae?

s Xes,
[ IWIS the fire control, the new substitute one,

a part that Remington was already using on anmother

weapon?
a Exactly as it was replaced?
¢ Yes.
A No.

[ Was it very similar to the fire control on
anotﬁez Renington model? ’
& Yes. '
'-c Which one wns-i; similar to?
A The 700,

[ How was the new replacement trigger for the 600

different from the trigger then in use on the 7007
A Some of the components would be di{fferant

dimensions. An example would be the safety atm;,.

'y The safety arms w different, a different
length? X
) L Yes.

) Different thickness in metal, perhaps?

L I don't know.

¢ Okay. 5o the safety arm was differsnt. Was
there anything alse di{fferent that you can recall?

A I don't recall anything elss belng different.

[ Since you began installing this trigger on
the 600, from that time until Remington stopped
manufacturing the 600, did you have any P.5.R. complaints
on the 600 as redesigned?

A T don't knowv.

[ Okay. Are you familiar with vhat patents
Romllgﬁon owns for safety devicee that vould be
uppll:;hle tolthe Remington 7007

.;-- No. B
° How about for devices that might help eliminate

the entry of dirt or debris into the rifle, are yau
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familiar with any patents that Remington owns -—-
No.
== in that regarda?
No. X
Have you ever heard of the Military A;n.
Mud and Dust Test?
A No.,
3 Is there any reascn that the design change

that was pade on the Remington 700 in February of 1982 =—=
is that the right date? Well, let's do it this way.

Is there any reascn that the cyange that 1is
reflected on Exhibit 18 couldn't have baen implamanted
five years earlier?

A I don't know.

Q From a feasibility standpoint, is there any
reason that that safety couldn't have basen modifiad
fiveiyeart earlier? .

MR, HUZCLI: Peasibility, meaning

mechanically?
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: . Yes.
BY KR, CHAM3ERLAIN:

[ Pid Remington have the technological ability

8

to do s0?
S I don't know.
MR, HUBGLI: If we didn't, we nh?yxd be
out of the business, I v;ll ltlpﬂllté_thlt

Remiagton probably could have done ju & abaut

anything they wanted to with a rifle, '~
MR, CHAMBLRLAIN: I bet you will.
BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:
[+3 Do you have any idea what the cost of that
change vae on a per rifle basis?
A No, I don't.
MR, CHAMBERLAIN: Will you stipulate that
it is minimal?
MR, HUEGLI: I think we probably saved
roney by making the change, but I don't know.
I can't stipulate specifically to that. I
can see a five-cent-change argument tnp;-vo
i' Teri See's legs coming up. :
MR, CHAMBBRLA;N: Would I do that?
MR. HUEGLI: Well, you wouldn't get awvay
with it. o

BY MR, CHAMBERLAIN:

HARTIN MLIRPHY. CSR. P €

¢ It was noted by Mr. Stekl and Mr. Chismall in
a little report they prepared after taking a look at

Exhibit -2, the rifle in the room, that the retaininsg

pina yﬁieh hold the trigger assembly in were raversed,
put 1ﬂuthe opposite end firat trpm the vay R.minqtén
do-u>1t when they manufacture the gun. Do you know if
that, in any way, coculd cause the trigger to malfunction?
A No, I don't.
0 You don‘'t know, all right.
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: fThank you very much.
I don't have zny more questions.
MR. HUEGLI: I don't have any questions.

(A short recess was taken.)
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UNITED BTATES DISTRICT COURT

POR TEE DISTRICT OF OREGON

I, GERALD HILL, beiang duly
"ﬂ‘iorn, hereby stats that ;lﬁnv. rend the above
deposition of my t-liindny in the above-entitled
action taken on August 17, 1982, before LORRAINE
SMITHE, a Shorthand Reporter and Notary Publie,
at Remington Arms, Ilion, New York, and that the

sape is true and correct.

Bocors flece

~
Sworn to before me this Iﬁr

.gay ot __ (DGl . 1982,

€ﬁ7ﬂgﬁaui)>i4;ﬂ
7

FOTARY PEBLIC, STATE OF NI YORX
SECISTERED IN HERNINER SOVNTY

e wasn ey #6276 f 6
{
1,lmmsslmmrms winen 30, WEL .
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I, LORRAINE SMITH, a Shorthand Raporter
and Notary Public in and for tha Btate of
New York, DG HERERY CERTIPY that the foregeing
is a true and accurate transcript of my
stenographic notes in the above-entitled
natter.

Dated: September 16, 1382
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October 11, 1982

DEPOSITION OF GERALD HILL - SEE VS RENINGTON

TAKEN AUGUST 17, 1982 AT REMINGTON ARMS

Corrections needed:

Page 12 -

A. The trick test comprises the gun with the bolt in the closed
position, moving the safety to a halfway position, pulling the
trigger and then returning the trigger to the fire position.
In other words etc.

trigger should read safety.

Page 15 -

A. Top of sheet - should be Q. This is a question by Mr, Chamberlair
ot Gerald H{11.

Page 33 -

A. No. I guess it is N-a-s-e-p-a-n-y. Jerry Burna, Phil Johnson,
Philip Johnson.

Phil Johoson and Phillp Iohnson are the same perssn - remove
cne of these.

Page 37 -
Bottom paragraph. Mr. Santina - should be Mr. Sauita (mispelled
name) .
Cerald J. Hill, Bypervisor
Process Engineering
Current Products
GJH/cac
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