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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

SOUTHERN DIVISIOHN

EVELYN LEWY and JACR LEWY, }
o }
Plaintiffs }
} .
Y. } Civil Action
} No. 83-3172~CV=3«2
REMINGYON ARMS COMPANY, INC., 3 :
and K MART CORPORATION, : }
}
Defendants }

Videotape deposition of JOHN P. LINDE taken
pursuant to agreement on behalf of Plaintiffs at the
offices vf E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Company,
Brandywine Building, {(Conference Room B-11376},

''Wilmington, Delaware, beginning at %:20 a.m., on
i Wednesday, November 6, 1585, before Kurt A. Fetzer,
i Registered Professional Reporter and Notary Public.

APPEARANCES:

Richard €. Miller, Esqg.

Woolsey Fisher Whiteaker McDonald & Ansley
300 S, Jefferson ~ Suite 600
Springfield, Missouri 65806
for Plaintiffs

Jack W. R. Headley, Esqg.
John W. Shaw, Esqg. . .
Lathrop Koontz Righter Clagett & Norguist
2600 Mutual Benefit Life Building
2345 Grand Avenue
" Ransas City, Missouri 64108
for Defendants ?

Also present: Robert B. Sperling
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HR. MILLER: Would you go ahead
and sweaf the witness, please?
JOEN P, LINDE,
the deponent herein, having first been
duly sworn on oath, was examined and

testified as follows:

EXAMINATION
BY MR. MILLER:
Q. Mr. Linde ==
i AL :» Before we start, I'd like one thing. When

ishould never just start without some kind of

introduction. So I would like 'you to come over her

%and git down and you tell the videotape what we're
' doing here today and who's here. Okay?
Q. That's fine. But I've been instructed by

- the judge not to appear on camera.

A, . I'm not going to go on the viaeotape inless

gyou’re on there so the videotape is tied to you

. because otherwise there can be my picture with no

responsibility,
C O I'@ be glad to do it from this position, bu
I've been instructed by the judge not to appear on

 film,
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John P. Linde

2. But I won't be on there with you.

MR. HEADLEY: Rich, it’s all right with

us if you want to go over there and sit.

A, That's what I've been taught to do so I want |

to follow through.

BMR. MILLER: I have no¢ problems as long

as you don't have any problems with this.

MR. HEADLEY: No. We have no

:pxohlems. And as photogenic as vou are, ¥Mr. Miller,

you can give your introduction from that chair and

look into the camera and smile if you want to.

‘MR. MILLER: This is the deposition

taking place in the Lewy versus Remington Arms

" case. I'm deposing Mr. Linde. I have an agreement |

with defendant's attorneys that they will not object |

to me appeadaring on camera at Mr. Linde's request.
Anything else you want me to say?

THE WITHNRSS: Yes. I would like you

'

- tell whe is here.

MR. MILLER: We have John Shaw, Jack

?Headley, Mr. Sperling, your counsel, the court

i reporter, yourself and me.

24

THE WITNBESS: What's the date today?

MR, MILLER: Let me check here. ‘It's

Lo
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Jth P. Linde

the 6th of November.
‘Anything eise you woﬁld like?
THE WITNESS: What year?
MR. MILLER: You kind of enjoy this
role, don't you?
THE WITHESS: WNo. I want to get it
;ight»
MR. MILLER: What year?
THE WITNESS: Yesg.
MR. MILLER: 1985.
Is there anything else that vou would
like on the record? |
THE WITNESS: Neo.
KR. MILLER: And I did have your
agreegment?

MR. HBEADLEY: Yes, That's correct.

It's perfectly agreeable. Although I was looking at

the screen and I didn't think you looked

¥

particularly photogenic.

MR. MILLER: That could be. That could

be.
BY MR. MILLER:
Q. ‘Now, Mr. Linde, I'1] give you my usual

introduction because 1it's been a while since we
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John P, Linde 5

talked to you last. Apparently it was back on
March'Z?th, 1384, approximate a yvear and a half
ago.

As you know, my name is Richard

Miller. - We met before. I represent Mr. and Mrs.

Lewy, Jack and Evelyn Lewy, in a lawsuit against

Remington Arms Company in which they allege that a

" Model 700 bolt~action rifle fired on release of the

" safety and injured Hrs. Lewy.

Now, you've been through the deposition

with us before, probably some other depositions, but

. just for purgoses of the record I'm going to go

'through my explanation.

MK. HEADLEY: I think too here for the

record it should show that Mr. Linde previously gave

ﬁhis deposition in this case on March 27, 28th and I

~believe into the 29th of 1984 and we do expect

C M. Miller, as he has been told'pzeviously,'to aveld

as much as passiblé"zepetition and not attempt to
cover things that were previcusly covered in the
earlier depositién. However, it‘'s understood that
there may be some questions that he will want to ask
that may touch on that.

We'll try to watch for it, but it
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John P, Linde ; &

doesn't mean that it's impermissible for him to ask
that, ¥Mr. Linde. I'm really making this statement

attemnpting to try to hold Mr. Miller down and cover

; what he thinks necessary but hopefully to be as

brief as possible,

¥ow, that's all. I just want to make

. that statement for the record. Excuse me,

 Mr. Miller. Go ahead.

MR. MILLER: That's no problew. I*1l1

do my Dest not to be repetitious. But you're right,

it did'cover three days. I glanced through it a

;week or so ago and some last night and I'1ll try to

avoid areas that are repetitious, but I can’t
promise you that we won't hit on one that we didn't
cover at some point.

MR. HEADLEY: A1l right. |
BY MR. MIL&;LER:
Qe g Oone thing we need Lo cover hete;is at prior
depositions your aEtorney did not allowﬁyeu to go
into discussion about the Model 680 boiﬁwaction
cifle. When I refer to that, I mean the 600, the
660, the Mohawk 600 and the XP-100 pistol.
A, I*d have to ~- just a minute. ’i cannot

cover those., I cannct include the XP-100 in with
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John P. Linde 7

Erifle. » . g

i 0. Well, for pugrposss of my definition of the

the 600.
. Why not?
A.- When you say the Model €00, it's not an XP-

1060. 1If you want to cover the 600 and the XP-100,
; then you're going te have to tell wme that.

. Otherwise, I'm just going to assume that it's the

?Mgdel 600 series, I'm golng to include the pistol as

well. When I use that term it's to include all
four. If your answer wants to exclude the XP~100
pistol, let me know in your answver.

A. I'm letting you know right now because what

~you're doing is you're changing the terminology

. that's been understood up to this point and what it

does is it just leads to confusion in the future.

Why should we lead it inte confusion?

C 0. ~ We'll get to that.

A. We're both here trying to make order oub of
chaos. Right?

Q. I am.

A Gkay. So if that's the cases, then let's
start right here. |

Q. '~ Okay. We'll get to that peint in a moment
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John P. Linde - 8

1 and we'll discuss the differences in a moment.
,r-#"
C; ; 2 A. No. Just a minute. Can we have it

3 1 understood when you talk about the XP-100 pistol

4; you'll call it a.X?eIOG pistell and when vou talk

5i about a Mo&el 600 rifle, you'll call it'a Medel-soo
'5 rifle? I just would like to know which way it's

7: going to be ﬁaw 50 I don't have to be left Qith some
8 :kind of guestion in my mind;

9E Q. I'11 tell you in a littie while whiéh wéy'

19 _it‘s:going to be.  Right now I'm not in the mood to

11 ;do so.
12 MR. HEADLEY: Well, I think all
(:f , 13; Mr. Linde is saying is that when he answers a

14 iquestion if it refers to the 600, he’'s gcing to

1%  assume that it's the 600 only, unless the guestion

16 includes other models.
17 THE WITNESS: That's right.
i8 : MR. HEADLEY: I think that's fair andg

19 ; that's the way we;Qe been proceeding.

20 MR, SHAW: For the record also,

21 | Mr. Miller, I thiné as you will recall and well know
22 i in any of the conferences that we've had with the

23 | Court, the judge has been very clear that the

24 | XP~100, being a pistol, does not fall within the
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ambit of the discovery on this case. So I don't

understand your persistence in wanting to roll that
in there anyway or indicate that you're permitted to

i ask gquestions about it, especially since the witness

has indicated it's only going to confuse things.

MR. MILLER: We'll get to that point,
all of that point in just a moment. I would like to

. go through my introduction first and then we will

establish the ground rules.
THE WITHNESS: 8o we can forget

everything we have just discussed?

MR, MILLER: As far as I'm concerned.

We'll establish the ground rules and the Model 600

and the XP~100 shortly.

BY MR. MILLER:

Q. As I said, a deposition is a conversation.

I'm going to be asking you guestions. You'lll be

rgiving me answers subject to your attorney's

v

instructions.

Do we understand that all right?

AL Yes.

R The c<court reporter here is of courssz

transcribing what you say, what I say, what your

i attorneys might say. We also pursuant to court

VARALLO & WILCOX
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order have this deposition on videctape or will be

videotaping it.

You understand the camera is here, of

eourse?

A, : Yes, I do. I do not

. understand it's here.

§ Q. Now,

~other get our guestions and answers out.

cyou will agree to do 8o,

please state --

one thing the court reporter

enderstand why but I i

hefore we get to that,

mentioned a moment ago

and I will :try to slow down my language for him, 1€

We also have to let sach

In other

words, you let me finish my gquestion in its entirety

. Now,

and I'11 let vou finish your answer.

Sometimes I'1ll break my rule because

I*ll anticipate gsomething.

your half of the bargain because you will

something. But we'll try to

gach other finish Cuy comments.

A, Yes.

one other

thing,

Sometimes you'll break

anticipate
the best we can to let

Is that right?

one other ground rule,

if yvou don't understand one of my questions, one of

my termsg,
you. I'11 repeat

question.

the question.

I can have the court

let me know and I'll try to explain it to

I*1ll rephrase the

reporter read the
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John P. Linde , 11

question back, whatever. But T want yvou to

understand the gqguestion.

A

Q.

AL

Q.

Q.

" Will you do that before you make an

P answer?
Yes; I will.
Now, please state your full name for the
record.
C B, It's John Paul Linde.
| Q. Is that L-i-n-d-e?
Yes, it is.
What is your current address?
A, It's 4808 Pennington == that's P-e-n-n-i-
n-g~t-0o=~n =~ Court, Wilmington, Delaware.
:Q, Wwhat is your current telephone number?
A My telephone number doesn‘t apply.
Please just give me your telephone nunber.

MR. HEADLEY: It's all right so far as

. we'lre concerned.

A,

could I
like to
Q.
B

Well, yeah: But why? It's 239-0765. Kow
@ave vour telephone number in case I would
call you? Geez.

It's area oodg ==

I would like everybody in the world who

reads these t0 know my telephone number s¢ they can

VARALLO & WILCOX
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John P. Linde 12

call mé up? You know? Piease‘ Let’s try Lo be a
little more mature on this. Can we please? Don't
ask me qtestiens that don’t.pertain to this.

Q. Mr. Linde, let's get something established
aﬁ the dutset.

A. Ckay.

0. This is my deposition. I'm doing it

i pursuant to court rules. I'm entitled to get your

telephone number and yourxr address. If we're going

to put a proviso on gertalw things like this, welre

| going to have to take it back to the judge and let

him make a decision as to what information I'm

;antitled to get.

AL Okay.

Q. Now, this is my opportuniifiy to get anszwers
to questions.
A, I understand.
Q. Okay. That was one of my questions. I
waon't even bother wiihbyour spcial security number,
which I have asked evervbody else, beéause it's not
that important té me .

How long have you lived at that

address?

a. I've lived there since September 11 or 12th,

VARALLO & WILLOX
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13

1384,

Q. Do ybu have any plans to move in the near‘
future?
- A No, I do not..
; Q. Now, we went thﬁough your educational

" that again,

There has been a change in your

~employment, however, sSince the last Lime we talked
"with you on farch 27th through 29th, 1984. Could
vou please explain to me that change in the

iemplayment?

%A, The position that I have right now?
§Q° Yes.

;A. The position I have tight now, I'm the
:manager ~- pardon me. Correction. I'm the

'manufacturing and technical manager for engineered

Eparts.

}Q, ' Engineered parts of Remington?

?A. Enqineg;éd parts for the P&FP division.
EQ. What 1is the Fs¥Fp division?

EA. It's the finishes and fabricated products

 department.

- background last time so0 I won't do that again, your

! professional background as well, so I won't touch on

VARALLD & WILCOX
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14

Q. O0f Remington or DuPont?

A, Cf DuPont.

Q. Hnw‘leng have you held that position?
A, I;ve held this position since June 1 of
1985,

. What position did wvou hold prior to June 1
of 188572 Was it the same position that you held

when we deposed you before?

AL Ne, it was not.
; Q. ‘What position was thatg?
i B, I was the technical superintendent o0f the

Kalrez plant.

o

Q; What and where's the Ralrez plant?

A, Kalrez is the trade name for a high-
performance ruﬁbe: that we manufacture. The plant
is the Tralee Park pléht at MNewark, Dszlaware.

G. How long did you hold that position?

A, " I held that position from July 1, 13584 to

June 1, 1985.

Q. Prior to holding that position were you in

the same position you were when we deposed vou
before on Mareh 27 through 29th, 13847
A&, Yes.

Q. What was the name of that position for my

VARALLO & WILCOX
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John P. Linde 15

memory, please?
A, I was superintendent of process engineering

and control.

1 0. Was Ehat yoﬁz last position at Remington?
%A; Yes. |

é 0. As a direc£ employee ¢of Remington?

AL C ves.

| . Was that the last time you have been

- concerned with the manufacture of firearms?
A, Yes.

Q. I cannot remember if we asked you this

before. Are you a hunter or a benchrest target

shooter yourself?

A. Yes.

;Q, : Wwhich one or both?
%A» " I'm a hunter and I have shot benchrest,
0. I think we went through some guns you ocwned

' and used last time. I remember, yeah.

Now, when you left Remington you were

in charge ¢f the process engincering and control

- group or division. I8 that right?

MR. HEADLEY: Objection, repetitious.

0. The position you mentioned before, was that ;

in charge of it or was there someone over you in

VARALLO & WILCOX
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John P, Linde 16

1} that position?
. 21 A, I was in charge of it.
ilg. Bad ydu ever been in the research division
i _

4 | at Remington?

Si A, . Yes.
6 . Q. Had you ever been in the production division
7 of Remington?

B8 A. Yes.

g - ¢. Had vou ever been in the marketing division

10  of Remington?

11 a. No.

12 EQ. Had you ever been a member of the produ¢t
(:Zf;/ i3 Esafety subcommittee? ;

14 iA. No.

15 :Q, Had you ever been a member of the operations

16  committee?
17 A, No.
18 | Q. Had you ever attended any of the meetings of

19  either of those two committees?

20 1A. Yes,

21 EQ. Which oné or both?

22 A. Both. ?

23 EQ. Do you remember what was discussed at the ;
C:f g 24 gmeetiﬂgs you attended at the pfoduct safety %

VARALLC & WILCOX
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John P. Linde 17

subcommittes?

A, Yes.
Q. What was discussed?

A, The Model 600 rifle. o
Q. During that mesting what was said about the

st
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~¢an go through it.

 Model 600 or what was decided?
ﬁ A, I can't remember, but there are minutes of

" those meetings. If vou c¢ould show me the minutes, I

MR. HEADLEY: Mr. Miller has a copy of

them. And I would suggest, Mr. Miller, to save time

that if you want to discuss those meetings, why, it

gveryvone egige if you

"minutes that we have

" so that we can speed

the witness what you

i mestings.

 would be helpful to the witness and I'm sure to

would just bring forth the
produced and provided for use
this along. Then you may ask

want to ask about those

MR, MILLER: We'll do that in due

time. I'm not going
- at the minutes.

' BY MR. MILLER:

L operations committee

to do it now but we will leok

%Q. Do you remember what was discussed at the

in general that you attended?

VARALLC & WHCOX
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A Yes,
0. What was that?
A, I've attended the operations committee

§ meetings for a number of years and we discussed

everything that was needed to be discussed about

implementing guns from the research to production,

¢ If there was a design change made on a

particular bolt-action rifle, would it sometimes be
revieved by the operations committee or approved by

that committae?

: A, Yes and no.

Q. In what instances would ves be true and in

“what instances would no be true?

TA, It would depend on the magnitude of the

change. If the change involved & new product, ves,
it would be discussed in the operaﬁicns committes,
If the change involved some kind of design change
that didn*t affect the yproduct going tc,the
customer, no, it would n&t.

0. How about if the change inveolved a safety-

related point in the rifle, a safety-related design

change?
A, It would depend upon the change.
Q. For instance, the removal of the bolt lock

VARALLO & WHCOX
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John P. Linde 13

on the HModel 700, would that be of significant
magnitude to be discussed by the operations

committee?

C A, I really don't knew, but minutes would say
. if it was or not.

Q. You wouldn't be able without looking at it

t¢ render an opinion as to whether that is of that

'ﬁignificant magnitude that that committee would want
to review it?

:A. I just don't know becausge it's not

. necesgarily a questicon of magnitude. It was also a
iquestion of how many things you had to cover at a

~given meeting. S§o mome things of a lower magnitude

might be covered if the agenda was such that it

woulé allow it.

- Q. Have you ever seen any of the minutes of the

product safety subcommittee ¢r the operations
committee?

A. Yes; I have.

¢. For what reasons? Just a general review or

- were you reviewing them for a particular reason?

AL For the operations committee we put the

gminutes together.,

Q. Whe is "we"?

VARALLO & WILCOX
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A, The PE&C group at Ilion.

Q. Why did the PE&C group put the operations

committee minutes together?

| &, Because we were the ones doing the majority
é of the reporting so &e would assemble the minutes
_and publish thenm.

Q. Who maintained those minutes at Remington

once they had been published?

i 2. The secretary to the superintendent of PES&C.
Q. Which was you at one time?
A NG . I was the superintendent but I was not

the secretary.
P Q. Wwell, I meant you were the superintendent?
I didn't mean you were the secretary. I understand

that., I see how you could confuse my question.

But vour secretary at least kept the

"minutes of the meeting?

AL Yes.

Q. " Who actually prepared those minutes? Was it

. you or was it someone who vou designated in PERC to

do?

L A It would depend upon where the information

came from, but the guy who compiled the information

was I think the title is staff enginser of PE&C.

 h e oot s s b A n
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. Would he attend the meeting and then prepare

the minutes as a result of the meeting?

2. . Yes.

L Q. You might c¢all on a staff engineer in a

. ¢hanges or semething, to advise the committee on
- what was going on in that area and that same person

“would prepare the minutes? Is that the way it

worked?
A, Not necessarily.
ZQ‘ It didnwmrk that way sometimes?
AL Tt would depend upon the engineer.
1Q° - Now, bezidé5 preparing the operation

committee minutes, 4did you ever review those

Cretrospectively?

- particular area, say bolt action process, to record

MR. HEADLEY: He didn*t say he prepared

“them. You said besides preparing it and that
-~ assumes he prepared it.

EQ. Besides your group preparing it, the PE&C

'minutes of that committee retrospectively for a

' particular reason, to do a particular study or

anything?

AL I don’t understand your question. I would

fgroup or division, did you yourself sver review the

VARALLO & WILCOX
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review the minutes every month to make sure they
went out on time, o make sure they were readable,

presentable and spelling was correct and what have

L YOu.

Q. Did you ever have occasion to review eithe

. the operations committee minutes or the preoduct
E safety subcommittee of the operations committee

- minutes for how they examined or treated the fire

control system in bolt-action rifles?
HR. HBEADLEY: Read that guestion back

{The :eportez read back the last

Cguestion.)

MR. HEADLEY: I'm not sure we'lwve

 established that the operations subcommittee,
' whatevey that said, was part of the operations

L committee.

Did you understand the guestion,

{ Mr. Linde?

THE WifNESS; e, I did not.

MR. HEADLEY: A1l right. 1I'11 just
withdraw it. I ﬁust really didn't understand the
question and I don't know that all those things in
the question have been established vyet.

MR, MILLER: Well, it may not have be

14

*

en
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John P. Linde 23

established in this one. If you want to go to that

trouble, we'll do it,.

THE WITNESS: Just clarify your

. question and I'll try to answer 1it.

é BY MR, MI#LER:

i . Is the product safety subconmnmittee a
é subcomnittee of the operations committee?

A, I don't know. It's a subcommittee of

something. Isn't 1t?

Q- Apparently so.
A. I never thought of it. I really don't know.
Q. Let me show you something that causes me to

:beliava it ie.

A Okay.

;Qn I*m going to show you what's been marked as
%Exhibit 000, just page 1. The heading reads
operations committee and product safety subcommittee

- right underneath it.

éAa Ch, okay.
Q. Okay?
:Ao‘ Yeah.

i Q. Now, did you ever have occasion to review

the minutes of either of those committees, the

L operations committee or the product safety
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subcommittee?
MR. HEADLEY: Objection, repetitious.

The wiktness said he had.

B, Yes, I have.

i g. I'm sorry. I'm straightening out the

camera. Apparently I knocked it. Let me finish the

; part ¢f the guestion that I hadn't gotten to yet.

{continuing} for how the committee
treated bolt~action rifles, what they did with

rezpect to those typeg of firearma?

C AL No, I cannot say that I went in and checked

" what the committee said on how they treat

bglt~action rifles, reviewed that.

EQ. Okay.

E A, I can say Eheugh that I reviewed the
' minutes,

" Q. On a monthly basis for the operations
icammit;ee, correct?

LA, oh, I had to do that. Yes.

Q3. How about the product safety subcommittee,
did you review those regularly?

A. No. I never even seen the majority of them.

P Q. Were you ever & member of what has been

' referred to as a gun examination group 9r a gun

e At e g
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examinaticon committee?

A.

Q.

A,

Q.

No, I haven't been.

Have you ever attended any of their meeting

- at which they reviewed a particular firearm?

Yes, I have.

In what instances have you attended those

meetings?

AE

The majority of the time they would call mne

in, particularly 4f they had a Model 3200. They

~would say, "We have a 3280, Can you just take a fa

minutes and come in and take a look at thiszs,” at

which I would do.

- Q.

Have you ever been called in -~
MR. HEADLEY: HNow, that's & shotgun?

THE WITNESSE: Yes, the Model 32008 over

. and-under shotgun.

 BY MR.

.Q‘

MILLER:

Have you ever been called in during one of

3

S

W

ana

their examinations when they were looking at a Model

700 bolt-action rifle?

"B

0.

AL

Yes, 1 have.
How about a Model 600 bolt~action rifle?
I'ﬁ sure I have.

Now, I d¢ need to establish these terms and
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7690 series, I mean those three rifles. Now, if
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let's see what kind of agreement we can come on.
I'm going to use the term 700 serles to include the

Model 700 and its predecessors, the 721 and 722,

Can we agree to that?

f A No, we cannot. %

Q. ¥Why not? §
LA, Because there‘é a difference in them. é
E'Q, I realize there's a difference but for ?

there is a difference that would change your answver
to the gquestion, please tell me about it.

ME. HBEADLEY: Well, I think probably
the best way te handle -=- and I1'11 object to that,
telling the witness to handle it thaﬁ way. I think
the burden should be on Mr. Miller, the attorney for

the plaintiff, to pose his questions properly rather

| than to tell the witness that the burden is on him

that if there would be any difference in an answer

fwhere you mention only the Model 700 rifle, that

there be any difference if you had included the 721
and the 722 in that, that 1t's up to him to
straighten it ocut.

I think probably you want to ask your
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guestions in the proper narrow fashien so that the
record will be precisé and clear.

Q. Do you understand what I mean, not whether

L you agree with me, but understand what I mean when I
isay 708 series?

A, ' Mo, I do not. To me the 700 series is all
the 700 rifles, the Varmint, the left-hand, the
:rightwhand, the ADL medel, tﬁe BDI model:, the

" Varmint model, the Custom model. That to me is the

in

700 series.

iQ. Well, let's take a minute and talk about
'changes or differences betveen the 721 and 722 and
~the 700. If there ére those Sifferences, why don't

Eyou tell me what they are?

éA, Syre,
iQ. Go right ahead.
A, The 721, to start with or to end up with,

. has a different stock. The stock form is altogether
%differeﬂt. It*s kind of a smooth-flowing stock with

ia low area where you put your cheek.

The stock did neot have the same kind of
attachments, it had a different kind of bdutt

plate, It did not have a grip cap. The stock had a

" lacqguer finish with a stain as oppose to a good
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urethane type finish that the Model 700 had. The
stock did not have checkering as the Model 700
does. The 700 stock also has the fore end tip.

The barrel profile was different on the

i?OO than the 721. The sight system was different.

The receiver was different. The trigger assembly

f was different.

Q. ¥ow let me stop vou there. Let me stop you
there. |

AL | Just a minute. Do you want me to finish?
a. Well, I do want you to finish. I will let

you finish. But you've gotten to a point which is
of an interest to me.

MR. HEADLEY: Well, it may be that it
would he better for the witness' train of thought
and memory if he could go through it. Then vou
could ask about specifics. Otherwise, when you
start again you're going to have to go back and go

through the whole beginning again.

Q. Would you forget things if we imterrupted.
you? |

A. Only that it chops it up.

g, Go ahead.

A. | It chops it up.
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11 0. Go ahead. You were on fire control
- . .
~{, ' 2 | systems,
K} MR. HEADLEY: We were on, as I remember

4 | by ﬁy noteg, different barrel prefile, sight,

5 3receivér. |

6 éA, Trigger assembly. The magazine box is

7 | attached differently. The floor plate, trigéér

8 ?guard assembly are different. Let's see. The bolt
9 iassembly is different. The beolt release system is
L0 :diffe;ente And the others are minor. And the

11  finishes on the metal is completely different.

12 Q. - Now, ©f all those things that you've talked
nﬁf'! 13 ‘about, ﬁhe two that I'm interested in are the fire
14 icontrol system, which I think you used those terms,
15 ;and the trigger assembly.
16 'A I called it the trigger assembly.
17 jQ, Right. You mentioned the fire centrol
18 %system before I interrupted you, I think.
1% | A I think I ;aid trigger assembly.
20 Q. Trigger assembly 1s part of the fire control
21 ;system, isn't ité
22 | A, - No.
23 | Q. No. What's the difference between the
‘j{ ; 24 triggér assembly and the fire control system?
’:\,4‘ .
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. general. When we talk about fire control systems,
do yvou understand that term?
A, You tell me how you understand it.

Q. The fire control system t6 me includes the

 control housing between the side plates. 1I'11l run

‘through the parts. We have the trigger, the trigger

connector, the gear, the safety asg it acts on the
sear, and then the miscellaneous screws, springs,
pins, et cetera that hold that system together or

make it function.

John P. Linde 30
A, The trigger assembly would include the fire i
control system. | _i
Q. What is included in the tiigger assembly l
i that is not included in the fire‘ccntzol system? %
2 A. Well, the trigger assembly is your complete %
. assembly, the bolt release on one side and the é
safety system on the other side,.and it's that é
; complete assembly. | 3
% Q. And all the fire control parts are the sear‘ ;
éand tﬂe cam? ;
é A. Yes, are inside.
;Q. We'll refer to it as the trigger assembly in

trigger. It also includes all the parts in the fire

Now, the safety system; I alsc include
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in there as part of the system, particularly since
the safety acts on the cam, and I would include in

the safety system, the safety switeh or lever itself

- and the detent spring, the detent ball and all the

;little parts that establish the detent safety.

Do we follow each other?’

EA‘ No. Just wordsmithing, but my fire control
~system is evérything withoutlthe safety systen.
:Then the trigger assembly is Qhexe you put the
;safet;’system on and you put the bolt release on and
é you have the whole assembly ready in a box.

EQ. Using your terms, what Ikm interested in is
~the fire control syétem and the safety system but
fnot the bolt release system, those portions of the
;trigger assenbly.

AL Okay.

jQ. I. will try to use both fire control systenm

éand safety system but sometimes I'l} forget to use

%the term safety system, but I'1ll try to remember.

Now, of all those changes between the

. Model 721 -- I don't know if you were referring to

722 or not -~ and the 700, the ones I'm interested
in are the ones in the fire control system and the

safety systen.
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1 How, excluding those changes, do any of

2 | the other changes that yvou went through, for

3 ! instance, the butt and the stock, have anything to

4  do with the fire control system on a bolt-action

5 rifle or the safety system on a bolt-action rifle?
& A. Mot that I can think of.
7 fQ& So in narrowing it down to the fire control
8 system and the safety system, what changes were made
9 in those two systems in moving from the 721, 722
ig »sezieé to the 7080 seriesg?
11 MR. HEADLEY: HNow, for purpose of
12 %information foz'mg, vyou've referred to the fire
13 control system and the safety system. And I
14 iunderstecd, and I may be incorrect, that the way to
15 :refar to both Qf those as a group is to call it the
1é Ztrigger assembly.
17 EQ. The trigger assembly also includes the bolt
18 « stop and that sub-assembly, doesn’t it, the bolt
13 ;stop release? )
26 A, That's what I was talking about. ¥What digd I
21 :call itz |
22 Q. Well, what you said was -~ énd I hope I'm

23 saying it right.

24 A, Okay.
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¢. The trigger assembly included three things,

the fire control system, the safety system and the

bolt stop release and whatever is with it.

5 A, Yeah. I call it the holt stop release,
frighta
i 0. I want to exclude the bolt stop release.

I'm not interested in that.

; AL Oh, yeah. I agree with that.

% 0. What I'm talking about is the fire control
Zsysteé and the gafety systenm.

EA, | Ckay.

iQ. Now, my question is: What changes ococurred
- in those systems in moving frow the 721, 722 rifles
ito the Model 700 bolt-action rifle?

C A, I don't know all the changes but I know a
%ceuple that I can tell you.

EQQ G0 ahead and tell me those coupleﬂ‘

{An _ The couple that I would know is that the

gsafety lever would have changed going to the 700

because they changed the way it f£fit in the stock and

' its relationship with the receiver,

Q. po yvou know if that safety lever or lever

was functional or just cosmetic?

AL I believe it would just be cosmetic. Then
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the bolt release on the other side would change
because, as I recall, the 721 I don't believe had a
bolt release.

Q. I'm excluding the bolt release. I'm not

i concerned with that.

EA, ‘But they're attached to the trigger assembly
; and consequently when you put the bolt release in

é vou have to change saﬁe pins. 8o I don't want you

% to come back and say, "Well, we have some pins
Echang;d too. "

; Q. | Do you know if that change in bolt release
icaused a functional c¢hange in the fire control
isystem or the safety system?

" A. I wouldn't think so.

Q0. What other changes?
c A That's the only twe that I can think of.
" Q. Do you know of any functional changes in

moving from the Model 721, 722 to the Model 700 in

- either the fire control system or the safety system?

A. No, I do not,
Q. Now let's talk about the differences between
the Model 600 -- and I won't use the term “series®

right now. We'll just talk about the Model &00

itgelf ~- and the Model 700 holt-action rifles.

VARALLO & WILCOX

SEE 1028



A
\

L

£

16

17

18

19

Joehn P. Linde ' 35

¥hat I'm interested in are functicnal changes or
functional differénces, I should say., between those

two rifles in either the fire control system or the ?

' safety system.

Could you list those changes for me,

iplease?

AL .Help me to unéérstand your éuestién, The
:Mcdel 600 changed, as you know, on the trigger

- assembly. Now, which trigger assenmbly are you
_talki&g about?

0.  We're talking about the pre-197% trigger

assembly, prior to the changes instituted during

~that periocd. Does that help you?

A, okay .

gQa Tf T said *65, I meant '75, I can't
éremember what year I used. Pre~1975.

TA. Okay, You want the differences between the

‘ Model 700 trigger assembly and the 600 trigger

lassembly as introduced?
iQ. Yes., Prioer to 1975,
A Okay. The Model 600 trigger assembly was a

éfcléed, it was a folded assembly.

Q. That was the side plates or the housing?

A. The housing that it wént into. it was a
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formed steel and then it was folded up. Then there
were tangs folded in for bthe adjusting screws on two

of them I believe and then the other one was a

j &apped, interrupted tapped thread.

Consequently, the adjusting screws and

the springs and the setup in the trigger assembly

% are different than the Model 700 which had two side
i plates attached together with spacer blocks.

: 0. Was one system preferable‘tc the other

i betwesn the 700 systewm and the 6007

i A, I believe the basic difference between the
tWo is that they were developed by two different
gindividuals4

EQ. Who developed the Mcdel 600, if you
;remember?

%A. The Model 60D cémelcut of the design aresa
“that Wayne Leek was responsible for.

P 0. Was thers a preference so far as yvou were

concerned for one system over the other? Digd ybu

“think one was better than the other?

A. Well, it's hard to answer the question
because they both had their place. When you say

"hetter, ™ better for whai?

C Q. What were their places?
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A. We;l, the 600 was really -~ it was a trigger

assembly that was developed for a rifle that was a

carbine that was going to he used for that kind of

% hunting. The 700 trigger assemnbly was more of &

: uﬁiversal trigger assembly that could be adaptable
for the whele 700 line.

iQ. . Was one systenm mgré fﬁnctionally consistent
:in terms of more consistent in_terms of the widths

iaf the side plates to the housing?

| A, I really can't remenmnber if it would be or
not.
Q. Go ahead. What other differences were there

. between the 600 and 700 pricr to 13757

MR. HEADLEY: With respect to -~

MR. MILLER: Yeah, the fire control

{system and the safety systewm.

TQ- Yeah.

B Okay. ‘The safety lever on the 608 angd 700

i are completely different. One of them was developed

itc work with the rifle stock on the 780, The 600

'was developed to work on the carbine stock on the

Model 600. And the basic difference there wag that
the trigger was also different. I'm getting kind of

tangled up here.
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The trigger

600 and 700. The trigger on the 600 was actually
positioned like an inch ahead, thé trigger ~- let me

try to be clear.

The trigger

.~ what the terminology is.
 where you would grip the
: contact the trigger with

- surface is about an inch

rifle on the SGO than on

. equates to weight and to

was also different on the

-- I'm trying to think of
Well, anyway, the trigger,
trigger, where you would

vour finger, that curved

ahead with respect t¢ the

the 700¢. This was done 50

- and that gave an additional inch of shortness which

handling.

Now, when you move the trigger ahead on

gchanged.
Also the bolt handle, a dogleg was put
{on the 600 to move ﬁhe bolt handle an inch ahead
%also,
éQ, In thaselthree changes, were any of those
functional changes or were they more just to shorten
the rifle? Did they c¢hange the function of these

. two systems we're talking about, the fire control

;the 6§00, you also have to change the relationship of

. the safety lever, so that the safety lever was also
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system or the safety systenm?

A, Yes, they do.
Q. In what way did they change the function?
" A, Well, you're using different parts and the

relationship of those parts is different in the two

. systems.

G. What parts in particular were different?

A. You changed the safety lever and you changed
the trigger and you also changed the connector.

Q. How did vou:change thé connector?

A, The 60¢ had & shorter connector. The

pverall bolt length on the 600 was shorter than on

the 704.
Q. So the size was different?
A, Yes.
Q. On the connector, right?
iA. Yes.
:Q. And the safety lever was a little hit

different in aonfigﬁration on the handle?

A. No. The safety lever on the 500 was
different in the handle and in the cam and in the
relationship. So the way that the lever sat with
respect to the cam was different and the cam itself

was different.
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Q. Now, functionally though in how the internal

' are the trigger, the trigger connector, the sear and

parts operated -~ and the parts I'm talking about

the safety cam, the portion of the safety that cams
up the sear, lifts up the sear =- did they operate

the same way in a firing situation?

A, Yeah, What you might want to say is the

strategy, the overall concept on how the assenmbly

" works is the same. How that strategy is implemented

is different.

t (. Differences of sizes between parts?

A, Yeah. There’s differences of rotations and
érelationshipsf

jQ. Now, would those same statements be true of

the Model 660 in comparisen to the 700 of course?

- Yes.,
Q. How about the Mohawk 60072

A, Well, until the change was made in the

trigger assembly.

0. Until 1975 in all these models?

AL Yes. |

éQ. How about the XP-100 pistol?

iA- No.

‘Q. , What differences were there in that ?istol
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that we haven't talked about in fglationship to the
To0°?
a. Just a minute,

THE WITNESS: Would you like me to go
into the Model XP~180 pilstol?

MR. HEADLEY: Yes. Mr. Shaw was
correct., The judge has ruléd that the XP~1090

pistol, he said that's out of the case so0 far as

i he's concerned. But for clarification and tuo
. buttress that, you might point out to Mr. Miller

Ewhat the difference is and why the XP-100 is not

'related.

THE WITNESS: Why should we do that?
MR. MILLER: Because I might drop it
entirely if you explain it to me.

ME., HEADLEY: Well, regardless of what

' Mr. Miller said -- don't be guided by that.

THE WITNESS: That's for sure.
MR. HEADLEY: ({continuing) you might
just briefly go by that, but I don't want to spend

all dayv on that.

1

THE WITNESS: When the world runs out

{3

of magnetic tape he'll drop it, right?

MR. HEADLEY: Well, he might. But he
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hasn't yet run out of tape.
THE WITNESS: You want me to answer the
Xp~1007?

MR. HEADLEY: Yes. Just briefly show

. why 1it's naet in the same family.

A. If you take the logic train that we fellowed
going from the Model 700 to the 600, you can fcllow

that same logic train and go from the 600 to an

iXP«lﬁQ. The %P-108, if you take a lJlook at that,

; vou'll see that the bolt and the port sit to the

Eback,
Q. The bolt and the what?
A The ejection port. f{continuing} sit to the

: back of the pistol. The trigger ig quite a ways

ferward of that. So the relationship, the
relationship of the bolt and where the firing
mechanism has to he and the trigger, that distance
has been stretched.

G. S¢ vou moveé the bolt portion to the other

side ¢of the trigger in the XP-10¢07?

A, That's right. 8¢ the trigger assembly sear
st111 has to hold the firing pin head ~~ correcht?
Q. That's right.

A, So th#t part of the assembly has to be to
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Q. Does the XP-100 pistol have the same

the rear and the trigger part of the assembly has to

be forward and then you have to have a connecting

link hetween the two,

_ components, the trigger, trigger connector, sear and
“safety cam, at least at some point in the pistol?
A, If you're saying identical, I think the one

Cidentical part would be the cam. I think the sear

-~ pardon me. It's the sear safety cam, I think is

;tha correct nomencliature. That part I think is
common. But I think -- the housing of course is

different and the connection and it deoes not have a

cennector at all. So the rest of the assembly is
conmpletely different.

Q. It doesn't have a connector at all?

%A° No.
Q. Iz there a reason for that that vou know o0f?
§A~ Sure.
gQa What's the.géason?
%A. , The reason is the design that we just went

fthraugh, where you got the assembly to the back and
éyou got the trigger to the front,

;Q. So it wouldn't be possible to have a i
13

i connector is what vou're telling me?
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A. Well, you knaw,'maybé yoﬁ could design it

in. I don't think it would be practical, I think

‘ wounld be a bhetter answer,

: Q. Well, this is my last questicn on this. I'm

really curiocus about this.
Why isn't it possible, why wouldn't it

be desirable to have a trigger connector on the

XP-100 if you could design it in?

A Why?
Z Q. | Why wouldn't it be desirable to have one?
? A. Because the trigger connector works with the

trigger. You have the trigger to the front now and
those functions that that connector d4id are needed

to the rear.

Q. The function being what function is needed

to the rear?

A, The function that the connector does in a

normal rifle.

Q. What function is that?

A, ,Wéll’ the connector is what supports the
load down on the'sear and it's the surface that you
actually sear‘off of .

Q. That function 1s needed in the rear of the

Xp~-1007
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A. Yes, it is. And the trigger is needed
forward.
0. Well, what supports the sear in the XpP-100

if it's not the trigger connector?

S AL There's an intermediate piece and I don't
know what it's called.

0. 50 there's gsomething that relates the sear

safety cam and the sear to the trigger that's an

intermediate piece?

;A, Yes. Actually there's two intermediate
ipieces, |

Q. Is that to traverse the distance?

2. Yes. One traverses the distance and the

other one pivots and acts as an intermediate.

;Qu One last guestion. Why was the XP-100
recalled with the 600 series rifles?

AL {pause) I really don't -~ I can't remenmber.
;Q~ Would the XP-100 fire on release of the
ésafety or F8R for Reﬁington? Was that the reason?
EAa I can't remenber.

Q. Now, thel788 as I understand it has =

' significantly different fire control system and

safety system than the Model 700. Is that right?

ﬁA, Yes, it does,

45
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4%

A,

Q.

It ntilizes a trigger~trigger connector

situatiaon? .

A.

talking

0.

there a

.

Q.
i there a
: A -

Zd@sign.
:Q°

AL

Let's help me to understand which 788 you're

about.
Well, T don't know how to separate them.

distinction that's important to you?

Iz

No. ‘There's not one that's important to me.

Can vou answer my guestion?

Well, there are two basic designs.

Then let's talk about each one separately.
Okay.

Are they separated in terms of time? Was
change at a“point in time?

Well, they're essentially a difference in

One was & blocked trigger safety and one

. was a hlocked sear.

Wwas one used through & certain pericd and

the other one used --

Yes.

When was bthe bleock -- what was the first

Blocked trigger.

When was the blocked trigger used?

That would be from introduction till ébout
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would say it would be right around 1975.

-= and don't hoeld me to the dates;~ Okay? !

Q. I won't.

A. Because it starts to get kind of fuzzy. I

% Q. Is that the same time that the bolt lock was
removed on the 7887

3A.. Ne. The bolt lock wasn't removed. What

; happened was thaﬁ we took and changeé triggér

. assemblies. We took eséentially a target trigger

;'assembly from the 540X and we put it én the 788 and

2700 series and that trigger assembly did not have a

ibolt lock.

Q. That changed in the 1975 period?
A, Yes,
:Q. Did the prior Model 788 have a bolt lock?
AL Yes, it did.
0. Then after the blocked trigger in 1975 you

went to a blocked sear design?

QA” Yes, we did.

Q. Now, what was the reason for the change

between the blocked trigger and blocked sear designs
in the Model 7887

A. Okay. We made two trigger assemblies

' preceding that time. We made the blocked sear
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trigger assembly for the 540XR and we made the
blocked trigger for the 580 and 788. 1In computing

the blocked trigger safety in cur design, we had to

always be very careful that when that block went in

i there that you maintained engégement between the

. trigger and the sear. That meant holding the parts

- operation just right to the end where you drilled

% and reamed a hole and you would pﬁt your block in.

In that operation it was very critical

- -~ and we would run into scrap every s¢ often when
%you would be doing it. All of & sudden your

é tolerances would start to burry and we would say,

' "We got to throw these out, these housings." And we
“would say, "We're faced with this" and we considered
. it to be very important. And we had a 540XR trigger

?assembly which gave us very good performance.

When we did an analysis’on it, there
were essentially n;.differences in cost and we said,
"Well, let's go to the 540X on trigger assembly on
these®™ and we merd and executed it.

Q. The 540X trigger assembly that you made the

change to, did that operate a trigger connector in

the system?
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" ¢connector in the system?

A Mo, it did not,

Q. The previous 788 system that used the

blocked trigger, did that incorporate a trigger

A, No, it did not.
0. So did the trigger in both those instances

Cact directly on the sear?

A Yes, they did,
Q. Would it have been possible to introduce a

system in the 788 at the time of this change that

" blocked both the trigger and the sear when the

safety was placed in the on position?

A, Wwell, when you talk about firearms design

you can. say, you know, anything 1s possible given

enough money and time, So I can't say that it would

‘be impossible.

0. Who was the person who made or the people

éwhc made the decision to go from the blocked trigger
ito the blocked sea; design on the Model 7887

SA” I can't say who made the final decision.

- The program was initiated in the manufacturing area
Eby the process engineers. It was a suggestion on
jtheir part.

'a. When you didn't get this hole drilled
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correctly on the earlier Model 788 systems, that
affected the engagement is what you told me, I

think.

; A. Yes.
0. Wwhy didn't you use the Model 700 fire

- control system trigger assembly in the Model 788

% when you made the chénge? Why did you use the 40X
E or whatever it was?

3A° Well, the désign cof the 788, the receiver
Edesigﬁ, it's a rear lockup. ‘That is, it's locking
f lugs that éupport the cartridge to the rear. The
2700 is a front lockup system and its locking
Zprojectidns are to the frent. When you go to the
?788vyou have to make é larger receiver toc support
Ethose firing loads back to your locking lugs. By

' making this a larger receiver, the relationship to

where the trigger assembly and to where the firing
pin head are are different.

S¢ with the two rifles it would be

almost impossible to try to change fire controls and

| put a 700 in a 788.

Q. The 40X was more compatible then?
A. No. It was the 540.
Q. 5407
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A. Yes, ‘ o
Q. I'm sorry. It was more conmpatible then? :

, : ;
A. Yes. It was essentially the target, the

“rimfire target rifle baéed on the 580 series.

QQ. The 540 and the new Model 788, why don't
ithej contain a trigger connectér?

EA. Well, the 540 and the 580 and the 788s were
idesigned by a team under Wayne Leek that consisted
‘of Charlie Morris and -- well, anvyway he was like
ithe ké? designer. -And that trigger assembly is his

. design.

Q. He also is the key designer in the Model

600, I believe you said?
%A. Wayne Leek was the one who was responsible
ifcr the 600. He was not the key designer. The key

?design&r worked for him.

%Q. Who was the key designer, if you know?
LA, . I really don't know on that..
: Q. What I'm trying tq get at is in the 580, the

' 780 series, the 540 I think you said you have this

i system that Wayne Leek was the key designer on or in

charge of that didn't use a trigger connector?

3. That's right.

L 0. Some of those are target rifles, as I
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- 1 | understand it? . ' E

¢ 2 | A. Yes, they are.
3 Q. Then you g0 t0 the Modal 800 series which is %
4! a carbine, would yéu call it? | ?
5; R. Yes. ' ’ %
& ;Q» Not really used for target shooting? é
7 A, That's right. ’
8 ZQ. When a txigger connector is used? %
9% A, Yes, it is.
16 %Q, j And Mr. Leek was in charge of that design?
11 %A. ~Yes, he was.
12 2Q, Why when he was in charge of two separate

el i

13 | rifles didn't he use the same trigger connector or

P

14 . not use that mechanism on the two different series?
15 . A. Because -~ maybe I wasn't ¢lear. But the

16 . 700 system was really under the design of Mike

17 "Walker, so Walker was really responsible fgf the 7?0
18 | series. Leek was responsible for the 600 and the

19 | 788. “

20 | Q. But he did use a trigger connector in the

21 1600 series?

22 | A, Yes, he did.

23 0. Why did he not use that in his other riflesg?
~ 24 1, I don't know. " |
o » i

4
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G. - Is one of the functions of the triggear

connector to give a crisper c¢leaner break with the

sear than if the sear vas operating directly against

Cthe trigger?

A, I couldn't answer that in that way. I can

. 83y that the trigger connector is made to be very
;hard and the top is finished td give it a crisp
break.
0. When the sear drops against the trigger
canneétor, does it -kick that trigger connector out
~little bit since the trigger connector is not
attached to the trigger with a screv ot énything?.
~Can it kick it out é little bit s8¢ the break is a

little quicker?

o

C AL - Ko,
EQ. It doesn't?
;A. NoO. If you're talking about like taking the

érifle off safety or cocking the gun, the trigger
;connector stays right where it's at. s that how

i you meant vour guestion?

C 0. I'm talkinq about fifing the rifle.

EAQ You're talking about firing the rifle?

Q. Right.

;AB Okay. Now restate your guestion then‘firing
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the rifle.
Q. When you firé the rifle with a triggex

connector and the sear drops, comes off the point

- with the trigger connector, does the trigger

: kick out a little bit?

A, The trigger connector moves forward.
a. Some at least?
DA 8lightly, yes.,
i Q. J Does that give part of the cleansr crisper

" feel to the firing svstem?
A, Yeg, it does.

0. Mow, if that is the case, is that cleaner

Cerisper feel important in benchrest or target

. shooting?

AL Yes, it would be.

Q. Then is it more important in that type of

sheooting than it would be in a nunting situation?

[

A, Well, let me gualify my answer.
Q. Sare.
A. o1t you -~ from a strictly theoretical

standpoint you could say yes. From the standpoint
of what does a customer think, I can't say because

the customer, of course, he’s looking for the

54

~connector stay flush against the trigger or does it i
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crigspest trigger that he can get}‘

g. I know both types of shooters want to be .

accurate. PBut when you're talking about a gport

‘! that the end result is the amount of accuracy that
i you have in your firearm and in your personal skill,
Ethaﬁ’s the benchrest or target area. Is that right?

AL Yes.

Q. So the problem I'm having is vou've got

~these 388s, 780s, 540s that are used, some of then
~used in that area, benchrest or target shooting,

. that have no trigger connector, where that is the

type of mechanism that would give you the crisper’

cleaner trigger action.

AL Help me to understand your question. I
“don't know of any target 788 or 580 that we
;manufactuze*

Q. 5407

» . We make a 540.
;Q. Let's take the 540s that are target rifles,

Eat least some of them,
:A. Yaog,

Q. That system does not have a trigger

connector. Is that right?

iA. No, it does not,
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B,

Q.

cn the 540 geries?

S A,

what you call the 40XR., The 40XR was our high-
performance, bolt~action, .22 target rifle and that

did have the trigger connector.

John P. Linde 56

The trigger connector introduces a crisper
trigger pull you said earlier partially

of that kicking motion?

Yes. |

How come a trigger connector is not. present :

Okay. The 540 series is positioned under '

The 540XR was sold pretty much to

junior shooters, the people who were getting started

in the shooting game. S0 we would send them to like

P == we sgld them Lo Boy Scout groups; caﬁps and to

junior,

Q.

a lot of junior tafget shooting clubs.

So the guality wasn't guite as good as in

the Model 40 is what you're saying?

A.ﬂ

rimfire

guality
talking

Q.

You don'*t understand what I mean by

That's right. The 40XR was the premium .22
target rifie.

MR. HBEADLEY: Yes. When you say
wasn't aé good, what kind of guality are vou

about, Mr. Hiller?

"gquality® I understand? ' ;
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A, ' I*11 define what my terminclogy is. To me
*guality”™ is a conformance to whatever kind of

reguirements you're applying to the application.

For example, an analogy in this case would be a
é Chevrolet or a Chevette has a certain guality to the

;type that vyou're buying. A Cadillac has a different

kind of guality, but they're both guality

~automobiles., A Cadillac has no more guality than a

Chevette.

Do yvou understand it that way?

Q. Yeah. On the basis of that definition then

my guestion is not the one that I wanted to ask.

MR, HEADLEY: You want to strike all

:that?

DAL What I'm saying 18 a 540XR 1ls¢ as egual

§quality to a 40XR.

S . The market was different?

A, . That's right.

Q. , The price ;as different?

B, That's right.

Cu - Was it félt that beginning benchrest or

target shooters would not really notice the

difference that a trigger connector miqht introduce

if it had been present from a 540 zystem?
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&, I can*t say that.
Q. Now, you saild that the bolt lock was removed
pon the 788. You didn't use the term "remove.® You

said the new design 434 noet have a bolt lock.

DAL That's right.

Q. Was there any discussion about including a
bolt lock on the new design?

B, I don't know. I wouldn't have been involved

in that.
0. . po you know why the basis for the new

design, the 540, did not have a bolt lock?

A Yes.

Q. Why is that?
A. It was designed for & .22 rimfire rifle

single shot.

G Why does that not need a bolt lock?
A, Because you're only firing the one shot.
Q. . When you did use the design in the Model

788, that wasn't a one-shoét rifle?

AL Nog, it was not.
0. Bo why was there nc belt lock added?
A That's what I'm saying. I don't know what

the discussions were arocund that.

Q. Do you know anything concerning the removal

B cmrmni o 1
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of the bolt lock on the Model 700 bolt-action rifle

which occurred around 19827

A, Yes., i
P Q. Wha£ do yvou know about that instance? ’ ?
1 A, I kﬁow it was removed and I know how it:was
ermQVed. ‘
é Q. How was it removed? ?
- MR. EEADLEY: This is on what model é
" now? ‘
MR. MILLER: 760,
A, The drawings were changed to reflect a

:different safety lever.

;Qv Does thét mean that what happened in the
zdrawings was the part that was the tang that
éactually did the locking was cut off or eliminategd?
%A. Not necessarily, no. As I recall, when I

“was in the manufacturing area at that time it was

éactually a new safety lever and the shape ~- it just
Ewasn't cut off -- the Shape was changed.
Q. As far as functional changes, was the only

. functional change on that safety lever the

' elimination of the tang on the locking system,

therefore?

AL I can't remember. I would have to look at a
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A. In that time frame. I don't know if that's

- say?

John P. Linde &0

drawing.
{Discussion off the record.)

BY MR. MILLER:

through 19%961. Is that your understanding?

the exact date.

»

MR. HEADLEY: What time frame did you

MR. MILLER: 1838 through 1961.
BY MR, MILLER:

Q. In the sequende of events it was the 721,

722 up through 1838 or up to 13587

EA, No.

Q. Go ahead and correct me then.
A. I believe -~ because that was before my tinme

! -~ I believe the 721, 722 was produced at the same

Lime that we were producing the 725.

Q. Why was thefe a 725 created?

A, I don't know. This 1Is conjecture on my ‘

part. %
éQ, Hearsay, conjecture, I’1l listen to any of ?
%it. é
%A. | But the main competitor at that time was the §
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Winchester Model 70 and the Remihgton rifles were

what you might say at a level where they were not

competing in their finishes, particularly in the

stock area, with the Winchester Model 70. 806 the

i Winchester Model 70 was positioned down hexe. The
T?Zl; 722 was kind of positioned down here..

i Q. When you hold your hand up, de you mean in
iterms of price, quality?

A, - I'm saying the features and not necessarily
;qualiﬁy because they were different markets. But
%the ﬁ@del 70 was one market; the 721, 722 wvas
;anather market. So they brought the Model 725 in to
;match Winchester kiﬁé of head to head, if vou will,
Zand they tried to match features with the Winchester
zwith the improved finishes, the stock, checkering
Eand the works.

Q. Do you know what cost, relative cost was

' between the 725 and the Model 70 Winchester?

%A. No, I have ho idea.

iQ. ' Do you know why the Model 72% was

discontinued after three or so years?

LA, Well, you can look at the charts. They just

did not sell. The chart kind of, as I recall, as I

'recall, just went down like that. And like the last
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FQ.

Q-

want

A,

to.

Cyou can tell me conjecture, hearsay, whatever you

Well, here again, I think what they tried to

John P. Linde 62
year it was sold it was almost ihsiqnificant. %
Q. Now, the Model 70C was introduced shortly §

: |
5 after the 725 was canceled. Ig that correct?
% A. I believe it would be like '62 time frame, ?
in there, ?
What was the purpose ¢f the Model 700%? Here

~do is take what they had learned on the 721, 722 and |

725 and come up with a rifle, an offering, if you

will, that would be Remington's premium bolt-action

rifle and go after that market that Winchester was

zQ‘
A,
0.
Q.

a.

- pretty much controlling.

Do yvou know what the 700 originally sold fer

. in comparison to the Model 70 Winchester?

No, I do not.

Do you know right now which ig the more

- less expensive rifle?

NG,

Do vou know anything about fire control

ésystem on the Model 70 Winchester?

Yes, I've seen ik,

Have vou studied it in depth or did you

DX

just
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i Kind‘of reviewed something that kind of talked about
{f‘\._.{r . 1
< 20 ie?
31 A. Well, I've had them apart and I've looked at
4 | them. |
5; 0. Does the Model 78 Winchester include a
) étrigger connector?
7 EA. , No, it does noﬁm é
8 éQ. What tvpe of safety, how would vou describe %
g Ethe safety on the Model 70 Winchester? i
16 ;A¢ The saféty I would describe as a safety that
11 ?blocks the firing pin;y it rides in the bolt
12 iassembly, really on the bolt plug. Itz a wing
(:K _ 13 safety that £1ips out to the right. It's a
14 éthreeﬁpasitioned_safety. That's how I would
1s %describe it.
16 %Q, Which one do you feel is a better safety
17 fsystem at the present time, the Model 700 or the
18 ZModel 70 Winchester?
18 A well, I prefér the Remington.
20 i-’Q., For what reasons? %
21 C AL I prefer the Remington for a number of ?
22 Ereaéons. Do you want me to go through thenm?
22 1 0. Yes, go azhead and éive me the reasons. i
| , : :
ﬁ’ 24 ?A, I prefer the Remington first of &ll because
A | !
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of its positien. The position of having it on the

bolt plug is such that with a scope, particularly

! you have a scope which is a fairly strong scope ==

" by ®strong," high-powered scope -- the scope can

interfere with the safety operation. So it's just
not as easy to access when yvou want Lo access it.
It's also to me the way it kind of

sticks out there it's & littile more prone to he

" moved by some ohstruction. It could be jarred one

~way or the other.

Okay. From a design standpoint I'm &

little uncomfortable with it because it picks up t

, firing pin after the firing pin is stopped by the
- sear and it tends to be more sensitive because the
- tolerance system goes from the receiver up through

- the bolt inte the safety system itself.

NOW, lét me clarify that. When vou

. close the bolt and the firing pin comes back, all

éwill grab the firing pin at that time and pull it
Eback. and 1if it tries to pull it back ioo hard,

gthen it makes the safety very difficult to actuate
glf it doesn't come back far enough, then the safet

i cannot actually be on safe and it would be in its

4

if

he

%that system has to come together so that that safety

@

Yy
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intermediate position. So from a tolerance buildup

standpoint it's more difficult.

0. Any other ==
MR. HEADLEY: Let him finish.
A, The 700 is one unit. What this allows you

to do is control everything much closer because
~everything essentially works in one hox, 1f you

will. 8o the tolerance 5uildup and yeour

relationships are much better than in the Model 78,

~The 700 also is in a more convenient position when

you need yeour safety to actuate it

. The tolerance buildup can exist in both

~systems is what you'te saying but in the Model 70

jyou think that’s a greater problem than in the Model

74072

A, Yeah. It would be like a train, if you

will, whers one of them might have 20 cars and

canother one you might have B cars. That's an order

- of magnitude type of relationship.

Q. With respect to the use of a two-positioned
versus a thzeewpésitioned safety, whatever 1its
alignment or configuration, whether it's on the side
or & wing in the back, which do you prefer?

A, I like the twe position,
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Q. What is your reason for that?

AL I¥11 liken it to something that’s clear and

egasy to understand. For example, 111 liken it to

" the two positions of a light switch. When you go

S over and you punch that, the light is either on or

it's off. If you had a light switch with three
positions, to me it's not in the natural order of
things.

Q. A three~positioned safety if I'm right has a

i fire position just like the two position has; it has

& fully on safe position just like the two position

does -~ is that right? I'11 c¢call it full safe.
EAQ Help me to understand what your guestion is.
RN Well, the difference is the third or

éintermediate position which allows you to unload the

. rifle while the rifle is still on safe?

A, Okay.. That would be a two-position safety

cwith a bolt lock.

%Q. Right. Yeah. That's a good way of

4clarifying it.

The two-position safety with & bolt
lock i3 either on safe and vou can®t unload the
rifle at that point or off safe but yvou can unload

the rifle?

[ P
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67

A. Yes.
Q. A three-positioned safety which has a bolt

lock has three positiens, the same two that we

. talked about in the two-positioned, plus an

; intermediate position that allows yaﬁ to keep the

“bolt lock on but also unload the rifle. Is that

cright?

AL No.
" Q. Tell me the difference then. Tell me why

I'm wrong.

;AL Well, you've stated it allows you to keep

the bolt lock on.
Q. The intermediate position of a
three-positioned safety such as the Mcdel 70, what

does that do?

AL The intermediate position breaks the

functions and it leaves the safety function on the

on safe position, but it releases the bolt lock
pesition or bolt lock function.
Q. I got it entirely backwards. - You're right

My question is bad.

You described your preference as being

one ©0f being able to understand the system better.

Now, you're using that in terms of the general
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community understanding of the two types of systens
rather than yourself, right?

A, Yes.

Q. So it's your feeling that someone, the

é normal everyday ordinary hunter or benchrest shcéter
; or user ©f a rifle might have difficulty |

: understanding a three«positiéned versus a

: two~posgsitioned safety?

A, If he was the hunter that picked up his

rifle once a year, yes, I think it could lead to

confusion.

0. pid you think it wéuld be possible in vour
instruction or ownér’s manual to explain the
?function of a three~positioned safety so that one of
;these hunters who picked up the rifle once a year
; would be able to understand the system?

AL If he read it, ves.
EQ. | It's a question of whether he read it first

| and whether he remembered it second. 1Is that right?

AO Yesﬂ

Q. Would it have been possible at any time to

. remove the bolt lock on the Model 700 rifle by just

clipping off the bolt blocking tang?

[ A, Yes. You could take the bolt lock feature
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without mavihg the safetvy teo the fire position. Is

?Q. Would it have been possible at any time in

off.
Q. And then that would have made that rifle =--

you would have been able tuv unload that rifle

. that right?

A. Yes. You would -- really what vou would

- have done is just take the bolt lock off of it. It

would not have a bolt lock.

'the manufacture of the Model 700 to change the

design to utilize a three-positioned safety similar

~to the Model 70 or similar to the Model Springfield

037

P N That there would be quite difficult to do.
Q.l Why would it be difficuit to do?

A, Well, what vou would do is vou would have to

fchange the whole design of your system. You know,

Eycur bolt would have to change, your receiver would

- have to change, your belt plug would have to change.

Q. Ccould it be done, though?

AL Yes. It's a question of what's practical

' but, sure, given encugh money and enough time you

could make a 700 with -- well, you can copy the

Springfield, c¢hange your whole back end.
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Q. Wwould it also have been possible in the
Model 700 at any time to change the design -- as you

just said, it might cost some money, take some time

i -~ but change the design to incorperate in it a

trigger block rather than a sear bhlock?

A, Yes. You could even take it a step

farther. You could just buy a rifle from Ruger and
sell it under your own name.
Q. Ruger I assume has a trigger block is what

you're saying?

A Yes.
C Q. Is Hemington unigue in that they have the

two-positioned safety, bolt lock bleocking the sear?
A. 1 don*t bhelieve so.

Q. 8¢, in other words, their Model 700 in those

. three aspects is at least like one other rifle?

A, You know, another rifle does not immediately

jump ont but there are some other blocked sear type
mechanisms,

Q. Let me add cone more factor, the trigger
connector situation, the presence of a trigger

connector. Does that make Remington unigue among

ithe other manufacturers, when I add that in?

§A, Well, the question is, when you say "other
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manufacturers,” I've been misled & couple of times

in depositions when I considered other manufacturers
like maybe just Winchester, Ruger, the leaders, and

then somebedy will pull out something that was made

in Yugoslavia and say, "Well, look at this.®™ and

I have a hard time answering vour guestion, if vou

will.
Q. | I understand. I*m not going to pull

“anything out because I don'it have a Yugoslavian gu

and I don't even know what one would be.

What I'm saying is in your experience

~on this here -~ do you know of any other rifles by
cany other manufacturers which have a two-positione
~safety, a bolt lock, blocks the sear and also

~incoerporates a trigger connector into the system?

I'*m just asking for your knowledge at the present

C time.

%A. I can't think of any.
;Q, Would it have been possible for Remington

fany time during the manufacture of the 700
%holtwactian rifle to incorporate a block on the
| firing pin rather than the sear?

:A. ~ You could change the design, yes.

50

o

d
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Q. would it have been possible for Remington at
any time during the manufacture of the Model 700

bolt-action rifle to block the sear and in addition

- the trigger rather than just the sear by a change in

- design?

AL That would be a little more difficult but --
| Q. Possible?

i A. I would tﬁink SO. I den't know.

i . Would it have been possible for Remington at

i any time during the manufacture o¢f the Model 700

| bolt-action rifle, possible again, to block the sear
:and the firing pin rather than just the sear?

éA, Well, I think vou can even take it a step
%fu:thera It would even he poésible that you could
Eweld ali the parts together so they wouldn't move at
. all. Yeah. |

" Q. Part of my guestion --

MR, HEADLEY: Walt a minute. Let
Mr. Linde finish.

A, You can make designs. Whether they're

practical or not, you could make a design.

Q. I understand what you're saying. I still
want to have a functioning rifle, one that you could

sell to the public that would shoot, of course.
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L difficult,

Would it be possible to block the sear
and the firing pin and still have a functioning

rifle, given a design change?

i A. You want to block the mear and the firing
pin?
:Q. . Right.
1A, With the same mechanism?
0. Well, with a safety mechanism that's

operated by one switch or one lever.

A. Well, the closest thing that will do that

right now is the 700. I can't think of anything

else where vou would bleck the two.
Qs Because the sear acts against --

ME. HEADLEY: Walt a minute.

A, Yeah. Because the sear acts against the
Efiring pin you're essentially blocking the firing
pin. But to make a mechanism that jumps from your

i receiver to your bolt with one lever would be very

%Qe So yvou're blecking up the system, the system

'now as it is, but not the system down Lo the

;trigger?
A. That’'s right.
;Q. You said it's possible in each of these
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instances but you said practical is another matter.
Which ones would be practical?
A, Well, to start with, you could say the 700

is practical because it's being done. Now what?

f Q. Let me go through the examples again. Tell

me whether they're practical or impractical for

either financial reasons, design reasons, time
reasons, desirability reasons, whatever.
The three-positioned safety, would that

be a practical modification of the 7007

A. You could do that.
0. You consider that practical?
A. It could be done.

MR. HEADLEY: You mean excluding his
own preferences ¢f why he prefers the two~positioned
pover the three-positioned for the reasons he
stated?

MR. MILLER: That's correct.

HR. H%ADLEY: Thus asking him to carve
out his reasons from this definiticn of practical?

MR.AMILLER: That's correct.

MR. HEADLEY: Well, as long as we

underscstand it because the witness has said what he

prefers because that’s part of practicality,'
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BY MR, MILLER:
Q. We're talking from a general design
standpoint, not personal preference.

Would it be practical?

i A, Possible.
Q. We already talked about possible. We'tre
- talking about practical now. You've used that

~term.

Would it be practical to incorporate a

" three-positioned safety on a Model 700 rifle?

ME. HEADLEY: You mean asking him how

fothers would feel about it, out in the public and

_things like that?

MR. MILLER: Yes.

. BY MR. MILLER:
EQ, Would it be practical from a design
- standpoint to utilize a three-positiocned safety in

:Modelﬁ700 balt-action rifle?

MR. HEADLEY: Well, now you got "from

. Gesign stapdpoint” and you're putting a further --

C Q. Do you understand my guestion?

MR. HEADLEY: Wait a wminute. Let me

i finish.

¥MR. MILLER: Okay.
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MR. HEADLEY: You're putting another
feature in it. It sounded like you're saying

probable or possible because before vou just said

- would it be practical. Now you've added would it

; practical from a design standpoint. That seems to

_ be more limiting.

BY MR. MILLER:

Q. Do you understand my gquestion, first?

A I1*1]1 answer the guestion this way. 1'11

f answer the guestion that from a design standpoint

i vou could design the 700 with a three-peositioned

safety.

P Q. It would be practical to do so?

3 A, By "practical,” now, 1f you look at the

spirit of influence, practical from a design
standpoint, ycu.could put that into practice.
Practical from a marketing standpoint, a customer
standpoint or all the othei points, I can't say.
Q. We'lre just“talking about practical from a
design standpoint. Okay?

A, Okay. |

0. Would it be practical from a design

standpoint to remove the bolt lock on the Model 70

bolt-action rifle?

be

0
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A From a design standpoint‘you ceuld do it
yes.
Q. It was done as a matter of fackt?
; A Yes. Right.
Q. Would it be practical fron abdesign

' standpoint to block the trigger rather than the sear

on the Model 700 bolt-action rifle?

MX. HEADLEY: Well, I don't see any

“differences in these guestions and the ones that you
~asked about would it be possible because we're

(talking about the same ‘thing.

MR. MILLER: The reason I'm asking

these questions is the witness distinguished betwesn

"poussible™ and "practical.®™ 8o I'm going back

~through the same questions 1 asked about possible

" due to the fact that he distinguished between thoge

two terms.

MR. HEADLEY: I think vou're the one

-

- who asked the question.

BY MR, MILLER:

Q. Go ahead. Would it be practical?

A, You would have to change a number o¢of parts
on the 700 trigger assembly to get it to be a

blocked trigger. It would not be a simple thing
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"mind.

like you were talking about on the bolt lock.
As far as could you do it from a design

standpoint, yves, you can do it, but it would reguire

f a fairly substantial change.

Q. Now, would you feel comfortable in testing

from a sales or marketing standpeint --

% A, No, I wouldn't.

; Q. You've already told me what you feel from a
% consumer standpoint.

i A. ~ That's right.

; G. How ébéut the consumers in guestion and not
you individually?

; A, No. That'’s just an opinion and I'd rather

not get into that.

I*11 tell you what I would like to do.

I would like to take a little break, if you don't

Q. . Of course.

MR. HEADLEY: Gf course, H¥r. Linde.

You have been going for sometime now and let's take

Pa break.

{A brief recess was taken.)

KR, MILLER: Back on the record.
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BY MR. MILLER:

Q. Now, you have not examined the Lewy rifle in

‘ this case at all. VYou testified to that earlier, I i

. helieve.

A, Yes.
- Q. But of course you've had no opportunity to

-do it since that prior deposition?

’A. No, I hHave not.

Q. Have you read the reports that resulted from

the ezamination of the Lewy rifle either the first

. time or the second time?

A. ¥o, I haven't.

Q. Have you seen the photographs taken of the
ALewy rifle eilther the first time or the second time?
A, No.

%Q, Have you discussed the Lewy rifle with

anyone ogﬂér than perhaps your attorneys in

;prepazaticn for these depositions?

™

AL No. They came down early and told me about
éthe case.

%Q. Now, havé you heen involved in any other
EMO&EI 700 litigation in which it was alleged the
%bcltnaction rifle Model 700 fired on release of the

‘safety?
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A, I've been involved in other 700 litigation.
I don't know if that was the exact complaint in the

other cases, s0 I really can't say.

f 0. Just to make sure we understand our terms,
" FSR means fire on release of safety. Is that

S eorreck?

vao Fire safe releasge. Yes, that will be fine.
é 0. Do yvou know the PSR test, do you know what
ithat is?

; A. | Why don't you tell me how you interpret it

:sa that we get a common understanding?
0. I'm going to do that with three different
. tests, the FS8R test, the trick test and the

- S¢crewdriver tesh.

Let me go through the FSR tesgt first:

" or closed position?

%A. . The rifle’'s cocked?

c 0. Yes, “

LA, Okavy.

iQ. The safeiy is placed on or is on. You pull

. the trigger while the safety's on. You release the

trigger. Then you push the safety to the off

position, full off poesition or fire pesitiQnQ‘ If

The bolt is placed in a down position, a locked down

e ¢ i
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the rifle fires, then it's failed the FSR test. If
it doesn’t fire, then it passed the FSR test,
That's my understanding of the test.

Iz that your understanding?

S Not totally.
Q. Tell me what I've left ocut.
A. ' WEil, vyou gould have the rifle on safe, for

'example, and if you never pulled the trigger and you
"kicked the safety off and the firing pin dropped:
_that would also be-a fire on safe release.

0. All right. We'll include that in the

definition.

A, Sure.

same Qay: The rifle bolt or the rifle’'s cocked; the
?safety ig begun in the gafe position; vou move it to
an internmsdiate pmsitién, halfway between safe and
;fire., In that position you pull the trigger; you
2release the triggeg. Then you move the safety to
Ethe off position. If the rifle fireg, it’s failed
‘the trick test. .If the rifle doesn't fire, it's

§9assed the trick test.

Are we understanding one another there?

A, Yes, This would be -~ it wouldn't
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necessarily have to be halfway in between wherever
the intermediate ~-~ the intermediate pdsition would
bhe Qhere the detent ball would be on the apex wﬁere
the rifle is neither on safe or on fire.

Q. But that doesn’t mean that the safety lever

is necessarily exactly halfway hetween the safety

fire -~
AL That's what I'm trying to say, yes.
Q. well, if I substituted the word

"intermediate position®™ rather than half position.

A, I have no problem with either one as long as
vyou understand that.

?Q. Ckay. Then the scre%driver test, the way

- I'm going to describe it is the same as the FSR test
;with an additional function. That being as you pull

. the trigger, you push on the bottom portion of the

trigger connector which appears next to the bolt

%stap release on the underside of the rifle, push

[

Eagainst that with some pressure upward on the
%trigger connector and then when vou release the
Etrigger, you of éourse reiease the pressure. Then
gyou take the rifle off safe from a full safe to a
ffire position. If the rifle fires, it's failed the

iscrewdriver test., If it doesn't fire, it's passed

i
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~can.

that test.

Do we understand each other on that?

T If that's what your definition is, that's

;fine.
0. Is that your understanding of what the

- serewdriver test is?

A No, it's not.

Q. What is your understanding of the
sczéwdriver test?

A. | By understanding of the screwdriver test is
on the Model §00 when we had a gauge in the final

assembly operation we would take a screwdriver and

~kick the connecteor into gauge, like what you were

 talking abeut. Now, you can take a rifle and you

can do what you said, s¢ I don't quegtion that., If

'fymu want to call that your screwdriver test, you

But the screwdriver test, saying that's

éa cémmon terminolcéy used in Remington, it's really
' not.

?Q. You had é gauge that yvou measured the amount
- of play between the trigger and trigger connecter is
%what you're saying?

QA. No.
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" out on the 6060 recall. And what it did is it was a
? gauge thatvwe get the assembly up on to make Sure §

~ that all the functions were there.

| trigger and trigger connector relationship?
A, Well, it checked, as I recall -- well, let

%me think.

John P. Linde . 84

Q. No. What d4id this gauge'measuxe and do?
A. This was a gauge that we used on the Hodel

600 when we were making trigger assemblies to ship

- +

0. What did this gauge do with respect to the 1

I'm trying to separate it. When we

assembled the whole rifle, we would set the rifle up

éon a comparator and we made the adjustments, tﬁe
;tzigget assembly adjustments.' When we were making
;trigger aséemblies to ship out by themselwves we had
Za gauge -- it wouldn't necessarily be a gauge but a
3fixture that we put the trigger assemblies in to
;adjust them because they weren't on the rifle. This

i was different than our normal manufacture.

Now, we used a screwdriver in that

Egauge and at that time that was known as a
‘screwdriver test. Now, I can't remember the details
con that but I remember that people were talking

. about that at that time.
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LA, I think we did, but I'm not sure. I°'d

Q. Bid you use this screwdriver to exert force

against the trigger connector? |

- really rather not conmment and say, "Well, thiz is

what we did® because I really can't remember,.

0. In this process where yvou were shipping out
the trigger assembly separately, did you ever use a
shim or other device to measure the actual amount of

play ovr difference in the links or the trigger and

trigger connector?

&, We have.

g, What is the current amount of tolerance, the

“maximum tolerance between the trigger and the
trigger connector?

iA, I don't know.

F 0. What was it when you left Remington?
A, I don't know.
0. Do you know what that amount of tolerance or

tplay is historicall?, how it’s changed?

;Ay No. I would have to go back and go through
;the drawings. |

Q. We did that once. We don't need to do it

;again. 1 just wanted to see if you remembered.
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something like that?

G. I remember it.

é A. You do?

% . Yes.

AL Yeah. But you're going through it all the
time,

MR. HEADLEY: He probably read it last

- night at your priorx deposition when it was gone

into,

MR. MILLER: Yep.

CBY MR. MILLER:

Qe The reason I azk is it?'s going to become
Zimportant in some guestions down the line whicﬁ I
%haven't asked before and I'1ll be glad -- I th;nk I
:can pick the pages out in the deposition, which

- might be the easiest way te go about it, or you can

just look at the drawings ¢r whatever you want to.

A Why don't you Jjust tell me what it isg?
0. ¥'11 be glad to do it and let vou check
%whatever you want to to confirm it, but you might

| not want to believe me. I'11 do that right now.

Koew it's sizmthousandths of an inch

maximum of play between the trigger and the trigger

~connector, That is vertical. In your deposition
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cyou said the play c¢ould have been up Lo twelve-

. thousandths of an inch and the trigger itself and

. the trigger connector could s5till be within

tegtimony I believe that prior to the 1975 change

- Remington's specifications.

Now, I think that's what your

- depogition today said, I'11 let you read it and

look at the drawings when the time comes.

MR. HEADLEY: My recollection is we

~didn't talk in terms of the term "play.™ This is

Mr. Miller's term of “play” with reference to his
.006 of an inch measurement between the top of the
trigger and the bottom of the connector.

I¢£'s my recellection also that

iMr. Linde stated that that was the toleraﬁce, .306.
?Ncw, I don't recall him saying that that‘é.the
tolerance that existed before 1975 only. I believe
Ehia tegstimony was not that the ﬁolerance existed but
éthat the .006 tolerénce wag not something that was
éput into effeect in 1975. I believe his testimony
'was that that caﬁ& later, like maybe 1379, and up
éuntil that time there had been a diffarent

‘tolerance,

Now, that®s my recollection of the
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prior testimony.

Q. Let me ask you a guestion. Do you

g understand my term ®"play®™ to mean what you nean Dy

*rtolerance™?

A, I guess I would look at it if you take the

-two parts, they each have dimensions. You put them

‘ together, you got some relationship, the

relationship of the trigger with the connector.

e What is the word that vou use to describe

:that relationship? Is it a tolerance?

A, No. I wouldn't use "tolerance.”

*Tolerance® normally applies to one part or ancther

Epa:t.

0. Tolerance is a central figure with a certain

T amount of leeway on either side, like five inches

- plus or minus a half inch or something like that?

EA, Something like that, yes.
;Qw But what I'm getting at is what term you

, would use, I'm usiﬁg the term "play." Would you
%want to use something else?

EA, No. “Pléj“ really isn't the correct term.
%I would just say what is the clearance, what can the
iclearance ke max and min.

PO Maximum and minimum clearance?
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A . Yeah.

g. Well, given those terms, it was my
understanding of your prior testimony that prior to

1975 and even sometime past

that point --

but August

iOf 1975 1is the date I'm worried aboutbt -- during that

month and prior te that month the maximum possible

. clearance when you put those two pieces together and

" still have those pieces, the trigger and trigger

connector, meet Remington's specifications was

‘twelve~thousandths of an inch.

Sometime after that

time that was changed ~- it may have been changed

mere than once -- and at the present time it is now

six~thousandths of an inch,

half as much.

Bow, thaet's my understanding of your

- deposition.

free to, In fact, I can look at the prior

 prior testimony and when I ask you a question on
“that, if you want to confirm that, if you want to

look at drawings, your prior deposition, please feel

New, we were talking about some prior

you worked on were F8R <cases.

ithrcugh a list of cases quickly with you.

" cases and you said you weren't sure whether the ones

I'm going to go

Just tell

‘me if you know if you worked on the case or if you
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gQ

B

Q.

know anything about the case, too. Those are two

gquestions, have you worked on it, if you know

AL
o
AL

Q.

s'Q0

P AL

«
o
i

+ anything about 1it.

Okay.

The Aschlager case?

The arter case?

The Covalt case?
No.

The Hansen case?
No.

The Bines cage?

No.

The Lange case?

Yes.

Now, what did you do or what do you know

' about that case?

I testified ;n that case.

That was filed in Illinois, right?
Yes. |

Was that a Model 7007

I believe s, yes.

Was the allegation firing on release of
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safety or scmeﬁhing else? This is plaintiff’s

allegation.

A.

Q.

Cwould

i A *

0.

A

Q.

A

Q.

Q.

AQ

I can't remember what the plaintifft's

Do you

Na,

~allegation was.

I can't

remember if that rifle in tha

fire on release of the safety?

t‘

The Lopez case?

I've heard

the name put I wasn't involved.

The Morris case?

Ko,
The
No.
The
No.
The

Mo .

Muzyvka case?

Nigro case?

Parker case?

The Schierkolk casea?

I*ve heard the name but I wasn't invelved.

The See cas

807

Yes, I was involved.

Now,

I testified in that case and had my

what

deposition taken.

did you do in that case?
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Q. Was that a Model 700 FSR allegation by
plaintiff?

A. I don't know what the allegation was.

. Q. Were you able to make that rifle fire on

- release of safety?

. AL 1 can't remember.
; 0. The Sevfurth case?
| A. No.
Q. The Shutts or Shuttz case?
;A. Yes.
Q. What was your involvement in that case?
A. They tock my deposition and I testified in

the trial.

SO Do you know whether Remington was able to

make that rifle fire on the release of the safety?

A. As I recall on that, there wasn't anything

“wrong with the rifle.

éQ, Was that a Model 700 FSE allegat;on by
i:plaintiiff?

A, I don't recall.

Q. The Slatiter or Slatter case?

A, No.

g, The Stark case?

A, ' Stark?

82
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!
- |
Stark. _ |
Yes. i
What do you know about that case? E

I think that was a 788 case.

Do vou know what plaintiff's allegation was

that cage?

No, I don't know what their allegation was.

Thg Sussex caée?

No.

The Thomsen -case?

Yes.

What was your invélvement in that case?

They took my deposition.

Did you check that rifle cut, did Remington
eck it out?

Yes.

Were you involved in that?

Yes, I was.

Was Remingtmh able to make that rifle fire

releasé of the safety?

I can't femembex NoOwW.

The Toltzman case?

No. ;

And the Vanallen case?
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- do these things. I'm going to give you some names

P with you because I f£ind this is the guickest way to

a. No. i

Q. Now I'm going to go through another list

- of some documents. I'm going to ask if you have g

ever seen the documents and, if se, in what

capacity, how often and things like that. |

Gunsmith call reports?

A, Yes. :
Z Q. ‘Do you know what those are? ‘
ZA. Yesg.
Q. Bave you ever seen any of those in which the

;complaint says that a customer claims a Model 700

S Q. Anothey case you mean?

PAL, No. No. The gunsmith c¢all report came in

and there was something there on questioning the 700

ibolt~action rifle fired on release of safetvy?
T A Either that or something eguivalent to that.
Q. How about with the 800 where they claimed it

" fired on the release of the safety, the customer?

A, I can’'t remember on the 600.
@Q. For what reason did you see these reports?
CA. I think on one on the 700 somebody showed it

to me when I was involved in the 700,
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and they brought it back to we and I said -- well,

the guy said, "This is significant™ and I said, "Ycu

bet it is.” And we called the gunsmith right up and

it was a gquy in Texas. I can't remember his name

S NRwW.

And I said, "What's the story on it”

cand I went through it on what he did and what he had

 found to determine what the problem was. And I

regquested that we get the rifle back, that we could

Clooek at it. And he had already shipped it back teo

the customer.

. Was this Mr. Cross?
A, No.
Q. It wasn't Mr. Cross?
AL No.
?Q. Ewell or Malcolm Cross?
A. I don't believe so.
;Q‘ What time periocd would this have been in as

gbest you <¢an tell?
S AL Well, it would have been when I was working
.in research on boltwaction_rifles.

C Q. I think in your prior deposition it was 1875

through 19787

C A Yes.
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SEE 1089



A

A

10

11

12

13

14

15

le

17

18

is

20

23

22

23

24

John P. Linde 86

Q. Do you remember where the gunsmith’s shop

was? Was it Fort Worth or Houston?

LA, No. I really den't. I remenmber it was
%Texas,
f 9 The name Malcolm or Ewell Cross doesn’t ring

a bell to you?

AL No, it doesn't,

Q. How about Carter’s Country, does that mean

~anything to you?

j A. Wwell, I know where Carter's Country is at.

If it would have been them, I would have remembered.

0 When you talked with the gunsmith about this

rifle that the customer complained it fired on

{release of safety, what did the gunsmith tell you?
zFirSt, was he able to duplicate that condition
;him&elf?

&, I can't remember the details. The only
éthing I can remember is it wasn't what the call
grepart said it was.b It was either like a fire safe
%release or fire off safe or fire on gsafe or
isumething 1ik§ tﬁis that»re&lly grabs you. When we

| called the gunsmith up and went through it piece by

piece it really wasn't a fire safe release. It was

' something else. There was some other problem.
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And I can't remewber really what the
detail was. But I remember I was relieved when I~
got done talking with him because it really wasn't a

problen.

C . You don't remember what the problem was

though?

2. Bo, I don't,

Qe If you had been shown a gunsmith call report
in which a gansmith, a Remington-recommended
gunsmith, had c¢laimed that he had seen érounﬁ a half
dozen Model 700 bolt-action rifles which would fire
on release of the safetyvin which he stated the
problem wasg insufficient sear 1ift in those rifles,
net adjustments of the tri§ger mechanism by anyone
or someone else or something ®lse, but he said the
problem was ingufficient sear 1ift, would that be
the type of gunsmith call report that would have
cauvght vou attention?

A . Yeg, it wauld have,

Q. Did you make any modificationg --

A, Tt would have caught my attention if
somebody made me aware of ibt, sure.
Q. I assume since you already mentioned the one

gunsmith call report nobody brought to your
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attention a gunsmith call report of the type I just

described?

AL I don't femember,

Q. Were you on a regular distribution list for

gunsmith call reports or was that one that you just

- mentioned one that was shown to you by happenstance?

A. I believe in my second job -~ I say "second

: job,” where I was superintendent of PE&C -~ 1

" believe I was on the distribution for gunsmith call

reports. When I was in research I don't believe

" that I was.

0. What period of time would that second job

have covered?

A, That would be like '78 till I left up there,

' whiech would be, what, '84.

Q. I'm going to hand you a part of Plaintiff‘s
Exhibit NN-~10 which is a group of gungsmith gall
reports. This is NN No. 10, page 10, NH.

)

Is this the type of gunsmith call

. feport that would have caught your attention?

i
|
|
|

|

| A Yes, that sure would have caught my

iattention.

N TN Is that the type of gunsﬁith call repert

that would have caused you to want to make erther

S
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. upper left-hand corner. You were with the company

‘call reports?

investigation into the claims made in the report? i
a. Yes. o

0. Now, this is dated March 5, 1975 in the t

~then but not on the regular distribution of gunsmith

;A. I don't believe I received them at that
time. ;
Q. Po you ever remember seeing this one before? |
A | No, I don't. I cbuld have but I don't

" remenmber seeing it.

Q. This isn't the one that caused you to make a

~call to Texas, is it?

;A. No. No, it's not.

Q. Do you remember what time periced it was when

you made that call to Texas?

A, No, I don't.

" Q. . Now I'm going to hand you what has been

'

émarked as Plaintiff's Exhibits =~

a. Excuse me. Could I look at the last one?

Q. Sure.

AL (Pause) .

Q. {continuing) Plaintiff's Exhibits 222, AAAA,

BBBB, CCCC, pppD and ask you if those are also the
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kind of gungsmith call reports thét would have caught
your attention and caused you to want to do further

investigation. Take your time and read them over,

A, {Pause) .

MR. HEADLEY: Before you answer the

~guestion, I would like to look at the exhibits.

{Digscugsion off the record.}

MR. MILLER: Rack on the record here

- and a&lso on the video record.

BY MR. MILLER:

0. These exhibits, Plaintiff's Exhibit 222 and
AAAA through DDDD, are they also the type of
gunzmith call reports that would cause you notice
and perhaps make investigation into the cause of

those allegations?

DA Yes.

Q. Had you seen these before? You might want

D A No, I do not.

te see their dates. Thev®re March 25, 83, all fron
"83 when I think ygu said»you were on the
distributién list.

AL Yas.

Q. Do you ramember seeing these particular

reports before?
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P AL Yaz, I would have.

Q. How about gun examination reports which are

Q. But you would have at lgast been on the

distribution list at that timé?

reports done by the gun examination committee?

:A, Yes.

0. Have you seen any of those which have
>a11eged that the rifle fired, Mcdél 700 rifle fired
on the release of the safety?

;A. ” Yes.

Q. Do vou know if Remington has ever heen able

to duplicate a customer®s complaint as received by

" the gun examination committes in one of their

meetings?

:A. Yes.

Q. Iin one of those instances have they been

able to find the cause of the fire on safe relesase

ﬁaundition?

ZA, Yes.

;Q. Just one guestion generally, in the FSR
fcanditiou when it does appear, is it one that
?happens a hundred percent of the time in the rifle
ithat it appéars in or is it one that's intermittent

;that may happen one time or may not happen another
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11 time when you attenmpt the PSR teét? E

M
A

i
N

A. It could be inﬁermittent.

30 Q. Have you gver observed or hea;d 0f a Model
4 . 700 bolt-actiocon rifle which‘is still in factory

5& condition, no screws have been adjusted on it, no

€ changes have been made, any other changes by the

7 ' user or consumer, which has been returned to

8é Remington/with the complaint of an FSR and Remington
9% has been able to duplicate that condition, in octher
1¢ jw@rds; make the rifle fire ¢n release of the

11  safety?

12 | MR. HEADLEY: Read that question back,
- ;

(22  13 gplease.
14 é {The reporter rsad back the last
15 iquestiun.)
16 2 MR. BHEADLEY: I‘li object to the
17 ?question‘because it says a rifle still in factory
isg ;condition but it has been returned from the user,
1%  and any time a rifié has been used it's not in the
20 | same coaditicn‘as when it left the factory.
21 | Therefore, it woﬁld be inconsistent terms, depending ‘
22 upon the definition of "factory condition.” :
23 BY MR. MILLER:

Y 24 Q. | Are yvou able te answer my guestion?

\,,»-4{\*" ;
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MR. HEADLEY: Every time you fire a

rifle, if a rifle haz been fired once -~

A, He makes a good point. 1€ it went out of

the factory, it's not in factory condition.

. Q. Let me change the guestion around. Have you

Cever seen, observed or heard of a Model 700

bolt-action rifle that Remington has been able to

substantiate fires upon release of the safety in

~which Remington did not blame the cause of that
~firing on user modification or a8 change that's

" occurred in the rifle since it left the factory?

A NG, I can't think of a specific instance;
ne .
S, In those instances where Remington has

~examined a rifle in the process of this gun
examination committee and they cannot find any user-

‘made change, in other words, alteration or any other

[

ichange since it was manufactured that might support
%or give a reason why that rifle was alleged to have
FFSR'd and Remingﬁon has not been able to Jduplicate
;the FSR condition itself in its gun examination

%committee or otherwise, does Remington always take

- the position that 1t was user error; he must have
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brushed or pulled the trigger when he was taking the
safety off?

a. I don't know.

P Q. Gun repair invoilces, do you know what those

. are or have you seen them?

A, I know that they exist, but it never canme

L across my desk.
C Q. Have you ever seen any of those in which the

%gunsmith has indicated that the rifle he repaired

cwould fire on release of safety?

A No.

Q. Gallery test data?
B Yes,
Q. What was your involvement with the gallery

test data in your different capacities at Remington?

b When I was in resgsearch I used to look at the

" report, When I was in manufacturing I used to lock

Lat the report every day.

¢. When were you in manufacturing?

DAL Well, I was in PE&C. That’®s considered

manunfacturing.

Q. : That was after research?
& That was after research.
Q. What were you in just prior to research? I
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did you look at those as well?

can't remember.

A, I was not in anything.

Q. Did you come with Remington in '737 !
A, I came with Reﬁington in '65. ?
G. What were yvou in just prior to 1987572

A. I was in the research lab. I was working in

. a different area, shotguns. , ~%
EQ, Now, during the 1%73 to 1978 periéﬁ, did you
~have occasion to look at this gallery test data?

jA‘ | Yes.

- 0. And the summaries done on a yearly basis,

!

;A, o, I didn’t. I dién't even knuw they
:existed until somebody told me a while back. 1In
ifact, I think it was at your deposition.

%Q. Piéd you ever have occasion to analyze any
?gallery test data summarized by year for any years

- prior te '75: ‘74, '73, '72, *'71, 707

[

EAQ I don't know.
i Q. Now I can't find what I need right now so

. let me ask another question.

pid arms services produce any data or

reports on guns they examined for the PSR complaint

vor other similar complaints? “"Armed services™ I
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~to do an investigation or study or examine those

LA, No.

guess is the correct term.
A. I don't know.

g. Have you seen any evalunation or study of FSR

complaints conmpiled by vear by armed services?

Q. If the gallery test data showed in 187% that
there were nine instances in which a Model 700 off

the Factory line in factory condition would fire on

release of safety, would that give you cause to want

f nine rifles in your capacity in charge of

" holt-action rifles?

; A, Those nine rifles would have been

investigated.
Q. Would you have done that?

A. They are not in factory condition because

' the gallery is fust one step in the factory and

i manufacturing process.

0. They have at least not had a chance to be

altered oy changed by user 9y Consumer, right?

A. Yes. |

g. Would you have done that investigation of
those nine rifles if they existed or would it have

been sSomedone else?
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. AL It would have been in the PE&C group. It

. have been? Do you know? !

A, I think that person would have been Church

A. It would have been somecné‘else.

Q. Who would it have been, what department or

division?

i would have been done by a final assembly engineer.

Q. During. 1975 who would some of those people

Prosser.

MR. HEADLEY: Who?
THE WITNESS: Church, just like a

Church, Prosser. That's P-r-o~S-s~e~"I. ;

~BY MR. MILLER:

- Q. Now, did you ever have any occasion to

request that tests be done by the testing lab at

Remington on the fire control systems of the Model

700 bolt-action rifle? This is the lab that

' ¥r. Hennings 1is now associated with.

A, Yes.,

Q. Do you ;emember any of those particular
testsg? |

A. I had a multitude of tests run,

Q. Have you ever examined any rifle examination

reports? By that, I mean written reports done as a
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result of examining a rifle invelving one of those

cases that I mentioned earlier?

AL Help me to understand what yvou're saving.

; Q. Well, in this case there were two

examinations of the Lewy rifle and each one produced

a report.

A, Okay.

; g. I don't know if a report is produced in each

case. But if it was in one of the other litigations

invelving the Model 700, did you ever have occasion

" to examine one of the reports produced in those

~cases?
EA. I would have, vyes.
Q. Do you remember any of those reports in

particular?

A. No.

0. Do you know what armed services usage
reports are?

A, Yes,

Q. Have you ever had any occasion to examine

any of those?

iA. I've looked at them.

Q. What was the reason yvou looked at it?
A, I can't remember.
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Q. Have you ever examined armed services usage

reports to determine the usage of trigger assemblies

in the Model 700; in other words, how many were

t being replaced?

% A. I can't remember doing that.
- Q. How about Model 6007
éA. I can't remember., That really wouldn't

apply to my area that much.

Q. 'I'11 move on then. Design change request
;forms and blueprints of course you know a lot

%about. Am I right?

A, Some, yes.
Q. We'll talk about those in depth in a

. moment.

How about process records as part of

. process engineering and control?

iA. Yes.

%Q; Would you be familiar with those?

?A. Yes. o

er Do you know what ghaﬁges were made in the

to do with the fire control system?

AL It would be in the records.

'process and manufacturing of the Model 700 that had

0. Would you be able to find that out from the
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records?

A, Yes.

Q. Now, awner's manuals and field_service
manuals, did you ever have responsibility for

writing, editing or revising or reviewing thoze?

A, I contributed some to owner's manuals. I've

" eonkributed to f£ield service manuals.

s With respect to fire control systems in

bolt-acticn rifles, have you contributed to that?

AL On the field service manual I have,.

G. What digd ybu contribute to the field service
manual that you remember?

A Ch, I can rewmember contributinq‘a couple of
pages on performance checks on the bolt-action fire
control trigger assemblies,

Q. Do those performance checks include ﬁhe
trick test, desciibing the trick test?

A, I Son’t believe so.

Q. pid those pe%fazmance checks incliude
describing the FSR test in the manual?

A, What do éou mean an FSR test?

Q. Fire on release of safety test, as we went
throcugh before.

aA. Stating what it is exactly? I don't pelieve

i
i
f

!
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S0, no.
Q. How about the screwdriver test, did they

ever mention that?

B I wouldn't think it weuld.

% 2. In your review in this chgckkpzocedure -
Z what 4id you call the procedure?

- I can't remember, I remenmber putting in

isome information together and supplying it te Franky

" Hart. That's in our field service manual. It's got

‘my initials on it so it's easy to find.

Q. T don't think I have those with me. We

" might want to bring those back this afternocon.

Would it have been up to vou at the

~time you made this revision to include the FPBR, the

"trick test or the screwdriver test, if vou felt it

was important?

A, I don't know.

Q. How aboutr sales catalogs and price lists,

 have you ever had any responsibility in that area?

AL Only to supply information.

%Q» All right. In front of you, you have the

somewhat worn copy of the drawings we went through
last time, Exhibit F numbered sequentially, as you

remember, F~1 in the bottom right-hand corner.
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They're gtill I think in the same order that they
were in before.

Do you remenber going through these

i drawings last time?

A, Partially, ves.

Q. We went through every one last time.

" Whether it was worthwhile or not, I don't know.

We're not going to do that again. You have those

o next to you S0 you have access to them.

I can't tell you where everything you

émight want to know in those depositions are but if

you want to look at your depositions, please feel

: free to do s0. “

MR. HEADLEY: Well, right, except let's
all keep in mind that that was two-and-a-half days
of-his depcsition and to sit here and look through
t¢o~andwa:half days of deposition testimony would
mean that we wouldn’t bhe able to start again until

late sometime tomorrovw, if he was asked to read all

that.
Q. I'm not asking you to read it now. Itig
just if you want to look at it -~ ¥ realize there's

problems of finding stuff in there -~ if yvou want to

; look at it, please feel free to. Dkay?
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What I'm going to béispecifically

talking about are the design change request forms.

Now, we went through some of these before. Since

- that time some additional ones have been produced.

ig:iping about that, but you didn't give me answers

on the Model 600 before, which the Court has now

- Also, yOu‘wculdn't angwer any questions, and I'm not

instructed that we're now entitled to inquire into.

And you also hadn't concliuded your second

. answered on that basis.

~examination before so some of the questicns weren't

So I'm going tu try to avoild repetition

_again but given all those changes, I can't say that

I'm going to be successful inm doing it every time.

. Also for that reason these aren't contained in the

- same exhibit. There are some different exhibits

and some that we've used in your deposition.

What I want to do is ask you several

¢

" that we've numbered since then in other depusitions

guestions on thesse. I want to know what changs was

made, what rifle it was made to, what's the

importance of that change as far as you're concerned

and why was it made.

Do yor follow the type of questibns I'm

VARALLO & WILCOX
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|
(ng‘ 1| going to be asking?
A 2| A, Yes.

3; Q. Let's just begin in the order ©f the
4  exhibits as I got it in my folder and I think we've

5  talked about them before.

5 . I'm going to hand vou Plaintiff’s
72 Exhibit N which is the first page of that Exhibit i
B iDCR 1156%. ©Now, what was the reason for that? |
9‘ A, Excuse me. Could I have just a minute?

10 ;Q. Sure. The first gqguestion will'be; What was

11 | the reason for that change?

1z : MR, HEADLEY: Now, that particular 3
il ? o L o
\qi.' 13 ;exhlbxt was explained in detail by Mr. Linde in his

14 ?earlier deposition on pages 182 and 183.

15 | Now, I'd ask Mr. Miller, since he has

16 | those depositions in front of him, he brought them

17 1along, to read those pages.

18 . MR. MILLER: 182 and 183 of which day?

19 l MR, HEA‘DLEY: Of volume 2. |

20 MR. MILLER: If I'm looking at it, I

21 @dan‘t see an expianation of the change. What page

22 .is that onv?

23 MR. HEADLEY: I'm just referring you to
{%:  24 | the pages where you went into it the last time. And |

- {
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I'm trying to avoid repetition ofAthe gquestions that

vou asked at that time,

MR. MILLER: I don't see where the

- guestion was asked what was the reason for the

changes on that one. Now, maybe I'm missing it

~here. But if that's the case, I do want to go into

- that area. I don't think Ifve done it before.

MR. HEADLEY: All right. Proceed. in

. the meantime, you might show Mr., Linde those two

pages, too. It will help hinm.

MR. MILLER: Sure.

 BY MR. MILLER:

Q. Here are the two pages he's referring to

from the second day of volume 2.

:A. " {Pause).

MR. SHAW: I also see that it was

vdiscusse& in volume 3, pages 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86,

87, perhaps 88 and 89.

MR. HEADLEY: Yes, I see that now Ltoo.
Volume 3 starting on page 80.

MR. MILLER: It looks like there was a

iquestion asked here about the reason. Let me review
. this quickly while he's looking at the DCR and 1'1l

;see if I need to go into this.

!

VARALLO & 'WILCOX

SEE 1

109



14

11

iz
13
14
15
16
17
18
18
20

21

23

24

Q. This is the one you were loocking at here?
A, Yes.
; O, 1’11 hand you this one, 1f you want to look

‘at it. They say it starts at page 81. Apparently

~they do or not.

j what your copy shows here.

John P. Linde 116

BY MR. MILLER:

whoever copied this for me goes from 81 to 92. They

may have the full text over there. I don't know if ?
MR. HEADLEY: Well, let me look and see

MR. MILLER: My copy shows it starts
cut on 81, but then I'm missing 10 pages.

MR. HEADLEY: Well, your copy shows
page 81 and then the next page on your copy is page
42. It looks like these pages have been taken out
cf your copy.

MR. MILLER: Or not copled in the first
place. Do you have a full copy handy?

MR. EﬁAﬁLEY: No, I don't have a full
CODRY . I have a digest which says what was gone into
on those pages fér gquicker and more ready
reference, Our digest shows that yvou went into it
in detail of what that DCR 11569 is, what the

changes were and what the reasons were for it.
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BY MR. MILLER:
g, I think your testimony, if I remember it
from that time, was -- and I'm sure they®ll object

if I mischaracterize it -~ was that this was not, as

- the DCR says, dimensions do not change unfinished’

part.
PR, That's right.
S Q. It was a different process. Yoo cut out the.

"grinding process. Is that right?
B That's right.
Q. So what vou did was you predicted what

_amount of powder metal you would have to use to make

the part come out in the right size rather than make

‘it come cut larger and having to grind it back?

B, Yes.

MR. READLEY: Let the record show that

it's repetitious of what was gone over with

Mr. Linde during the two-and-a-half days that he
testified for the pléint‘ff, the plaintiff taking
his deposition in 1984, |

{9 Now , I'vé still got some questions that I
don't believe are repetitious. It says -- well, if
that's the case, that wouldn't have had.any effect,

this change, on the 1ift of the sear, the clearance

VARALLG & WICOX
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1 | between the sear and the trigger:cennectcr when the

i , :
<%~», 2 safety ig placed on. Is that correct? . i

3 MR. SHAW: That was covered on page 78,

Lo s e AL R 53 Ehn e

4§ which you're missing in your copieg, in volume 3 of‘
5; the deposition, so that is repetitious.

g8 Q. Is that correct?

T A, Whatever T said lasgt time. You know, I was
8 : closer to it the last time you toock my deposition

9 éthan I an nov.
160 EQ, Well, my gqguestion to you is this, which I

11 ?don't think was asked last time. I may be wrong,

12 MR. HEADLEY: fThat's what you said the
( : * .
(;} _ 13 | last guestion.
14 MR. MILLER: I don't have it in front
15  0of me so I'm going ©n memory.
!
16 . MR. HEADLEY: Well, I object to you
17 ;coming in here and starting with this witness -- you
18 | spent two-and-a-half days with him last year and you
| oo '
18  haven't got any idea by virtue of the questions
|
\
20  vou've asked already of whether yvou've asked it
|
21 | before of him or not and your deposition copies that
22-éyau had and have with you aren't complete. And
i _
23 | apparently you don't have any index, at least I
C}’ ‘ 24 | haven't seen any, to give you some guidance of what ;
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SEE 1112



John P, Linde 118

e

0

%you asked earlier. I think you éame in here today g
%just ready to go at it all again. E
| And I'm just simply asking that you %
should refrain from it. We want to have a lot of
latitude and not appear that we're obstructing, but
there is a certaln reasonableness about all this,
which I'm sure if we were 1in thé courtroom you can't
:go thyough a subject and then zometime Yater try teo
~go through the same thing all over again.
It constitutes not only a guestion heré
of harassment and delay in extending a depesition

~but also a qguestion of asking a witness the same

13

14

i6

guestion over a year later, thinking you might get a

cdifferent angver sz you c¢an use that against hiwm

Now, those are the problems that are
finvolved in what we're seeing here today with.
EMIO Linde.

ZQ. Neverthelesé; r. Linde, why was the term
E“enhanced“-used in revision 2 and 3 of the
:explanatien, "This change will enhance clearance
%between the sear safety cam and the trigger
zconnectar and assembly”?

;a, I don*t know. John Brooks is the one who

VARALLD & WILCOX
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L Q. Would you interpret "enhance™ in your review

of this DCR to mean increasge?

John P. Linde 12¢

signed it. I would suggest that’you vralk to him

about it. You know, it would just be conjecture on

; my part as to why he used a word.

AL No, I wouldn't,

: Q’ ~ Now, you are familiar with DCRs, aren‘'t you? |

| A, Yes. %

: Q. Design change regquest forms? E

| A. Yas. ;
a. You have reguested them, prepared them

- yourself, reviewed them, you know what they do,

 right?

ME, HEADLEY: Well, that's ebhigctive,

It's fépetitious not only in this deposition but it
' was repetiticus of what was asked the witnegs in his
éyriar deposition.

EQ» Now, did tﬁié design change, any 0f the

. revisiens of 1 through 4, do anything to decrease

the width of the sear safety cam at the point where

. that sear safety cam interacts with the trigger

connector?

ME. HEADLEY: Obijection, repetitious
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14 from the last deposition.
ad " 5
% 2 A, I don't know. I would have to go through |

3 | the dréwingq
é MR. MILLER: What pages 1s it on in the
5 :last depesiiian?
6E | MR. HEADLEY: All ihese'pages that we
7 éreferred to you earlier that you didn't have.
8 A. You have this, you have the drawing number,
 you have the revision number and you have what it
10 - was a%d what it is . now. You know how to do that on
11 jthe drawings. You essentially have the information
12  that you're asking me .
(Tf“p 13 Q. But I'm not an engineer and I'm not an
14  enployee of Remington 0r was not.
15 The other guestion I have is: Did any
16 ' ¢of those revisions increase the width of the sear
17 safety cam at the point where it interacts with the
18 | safety?

19 1A, I don't know.

| . |
20 %Qo We®ll go on and may come back to this. ?
2% % MR..HEADLEYz Let the record show that ‘
22 %Mr, John Brbﬁks testified in this case with
23 iﬂr, HMiller taking his depcsition last week in Ilion,
(Tfi 24 gNew Yérk.
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MR. MILLER: Yes, Leﬁ the record show
also that Mr. Brooks said he didntt know anything
about this one. He only knows that he mlight have
requested informétimn. Be doesn't appear under the

reguesting paragraph. It's process enginesring and

~control and Mr. B, Anderson. Therefore, if you want

S me to take Mr. Anderson's deposition, if that's the

| person I should talk to, fine. Otherwise, I've got

" the wrong one,

I'm serry. it's Mr. Joy requested it.

MR. HEADLEY: What exhibit is that?

MR. MILLEER: This is Exhibit ¥,

MR, HEADLEY: Which DCR Exhibit N is
it?

ME. MILLER: 1156%. That’s ths one
we've been talking about.

THE WITNESS: I'11 clarify this.

MR. HEEADLEY: Before vou do, I will
just say I refer ygﬁ to the pages from the prior
depositicon for your explanation of this DCR that you

have there, Mr. Miller.

| BY MR. MILLEFR:

g. What do you want to clarify?

A. My clarification is the point that you

VARALLD & WILCOX
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brought up with me, is what is the meaning «f the
word "enhance.®™ My reply te you is I'11 be dang if
I'm going to tell you what their meaning of the word

«

"enhance® is.

Q. I understand that. The story I get =~-

A S¢ that's net saying that we're not

answering the guestions.

g. The story I get from some people is to

_understand the meaning of the DCR I have Lo go to

the person who requested it. Then the story I get

" from other people is I have to go to the person whe

approved it. And I'm sure at least one person has

- told me I have to go to someone else in the form,

- and maybe the persen who signed it down here.

So svery time I ask someone thev szay,

‘"It's net me. It's someone else np in ancother space

on the form.®™ I'm not getting an answer to the

‘meaning of the DCRs.

ME. HEADLEY: Just a second.

MR. MILLER: Let me finish the

cgquestion.

MR. HEADLEY: Wait a minute.

¥R, MILLEBR: I haven'*t finished the

‘guestion. Then you can enter an objection,

VARALLO & WHUOX
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MR. HEADLEY: I thought you were making
a speech.
MR. MILLER: I'm deing that, too.

BY MR. MILLER:

- Q. My question is: Whe would you suggest on

the DCR I go to? Is there a particular blank I

" should look at, the requested by, the approved by,
the additional signatures, this sgignatures down
~here, the changed by or bther people? Who shoéld I

: qo'toito get the answers to the guestion as to what

is the reason behind the DCR?
MR. HEADLEY: Now before you answer.

MR. SEAW: I gobisct. I was there for

con this legitimately, although this is Mr. Headley's

i witness at this point.

Your constant reference to people

;check;ng with someone else, you're just muddying the
érecord. I don't tﬁﬁnk vou should be able to wést&
iou: time on these speeches. My notes reflzct from

. the Brooks depasitian'that you asked him
ispecifically about DCR 1156%, although you belabored
Ethat with Mr. Linde prior to Mr. Brooks' deposition

éfor innumerahle pages that we can't esven caleculate:

USROS VRN PP
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| |
o 1 | that Mr. Brooks explained what he knew about that. %
Cxiﬂ 2 I don't see anything. I think the é
i
3 | record will reflect that he did not tell you you had %
4 ' to check with someone else. He explained what thé
5 fva:iaus revisions were on that DBCR and you discussed
6 fa number bf other DCRs with him. HNow you're coming
7 iin here several days later after having talked with
§ Mr. Brooks and you want to take Mr. Linde's time on -
g :a second occasion to discuss these same DURs.
10 BY MR. MILLER:
11 ;Q. Mr. Linde, who would I g¢ to with respect to
12 a BCR to get an answer to say why certain language
(:Z 13 . is used in the DCR? |
14 AL You can't go to any one speciflc person.
15 " The thing on the DCR iz they originate from
16 ?different places and they go to different places for
17 :ﬁhe work to be done and comg Dback through research.
18 %So the person who might have the knowledge on a
19 ;given DCR could be“aﬁy one of the people that vou
20 %just peinted to. 8o on any given DCR it sauldvbe a
21 ?different person;
22 iQ, Soe I can't go to any particular point on a
23 iDER, i1ike the approved signature blank at the bottom
{jﬁ ' V24 gor thé requeéheﬁ by or changed by at the top or the
<. ,
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signature blank here or these blanks here for

initials, 1 can't go to any of those people by the

g positibn theyire located on the DCR and get my

. answers is what vou're saying?

S A, ot all the answers you want, no. You can
get pieces of what each individual contributed or

what his part was in that DCR.

MR. MILLER: It's 12:15. Would yvou

like to hreak for lunehn?

MR. HEADLEY: Would vou, Mr. Linde?
THE WITNESS:. Yesg.,
{pDiscussion off the record.}

{rRecessed for lunch at 12:12 poma)

.  es e e o
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1 AFTERNCON SESSION
— .
= 2 1:17 p.m.
3 ! | MR. MILLER: We're back on the record
4? after a lunch break.
5 BY MR. MILLER:
§ éQ, A Mr. Linde, I'mn going to hand -you some more
7 zdesign change request forms for a while. You have
8 Zseen these before but I don't believe we talked
9 %about any of the others in as much depth as you E
: ;
10 étalked qbout Exhiﬁit I think it was N we referred to E
11 ?beforee I'm going to hand you DCR 10173, which is ?
12 izExhibit 0 page 2. You'll note in the upper %
(;Zﬁ 13 gright«hand corner we've numbered these in a |
. 14 éparticular exhibit with the exhibit letter and then
15 %a number. So I'll refer to them both by design
16 inumber’and by Q-2,bthé numbers, &0 ycur attorneys
17 gcan get a-copy out if they want to take a look at
18 | it.
19 Now, 5n that form what changes have
20 | been made in the design parts and what parts have
21 | been changed?
22 "MR. HEADLEY: What's that exhibit
2} | again? Exhibit Q°?
oy ~ 24 N MR. MILLER: -2, BCR 10173.
:%»~ -

VARALLO & WILCOX

SEE 1121



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18 | BY MR. MILLER:

19
20
21
22
23

24

John P, Linde

MR. HEADLEY: Ckay.

A. (Pause} VYes.

Q. - My first guestion is: What part is being
. changed?

A. The fronmt and rear spacers.
é Q. | Is that both the blankvand the finished
;piece? |
iA, The blank in this case is the finished
fpieée.
iQ. " Now --

MR. HEADLEY: I might ask you,

" Mr. Miller, have you asked gquestions on this DCR

"before of Mr. Linde?

MR. MILLER: Not in detail. This DCR

. has been referred to in general but not gone over

. specifically as to each particular change.

MR. HEADLEY: A1l right.

;Qg Now, with respect to this DCR --

THE WITRESS3: Just a minute, I think

| remember something on this. I think he did go

.thtough it because there's not that much.

MR. HEADLEY: We're looking through our

P

summary.
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MR. MILLER: If you come across it, you
let me knov. In the meantime I'm going on with the
depogition.

MR. HEADLRY: Wait just a minute. We

' might be able to help you.

MR. MILLER: All right.

MR, HEADLEY: Well, rather than delay

. it, while we're looking, gyo ahead. If we f£find a
- reference, why, then, we can refer vou to it and

~ that might help you more,

MR, MILLER: I think that would save

some time.

BY MR. MILLER:

iQa What does the spacer de in the control, fire
:control housing?

;A, The spacer is the intermediate piece betwesn

| the two side plates.

Qo e one of its functiong toe maintain the

distance between the side plates at a certain

Cminimum?
PR No. It's the spacer, the piece, the

. intermediate piece when you put the two side plates

together.

Q. ) Is one of the functions of that intermediate
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12

19
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23
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24

piece to assure that the side plates not get any
closer together than a certain minimum distance?

A, Ne. The spacer will determine what the

i ninimum distance is.

Q. So that's one of its functions, dsn't it?
A Mo. Well, vou're wordsmithing., The gpécer
? is a piece which goes in between the two side

plates. Whatever the thickness of the spacer will

determnine the thickness -~ will contribute to

whatever the thickness that you end up with.

. Q.  You just don't like my term "function®?

A. Yeah. What is functioning?

Qe A functicn is one of the things that

" something does. Now, you said this spacer does

determine the thickness or the width between thse

side plates?

Y That's what I said, as a result of.

Q. We won't vse "function.®™ We'll use

'"result.”

&, T don't care, but it's very basic. You put

a spacer in. You put the two side plates on and you

rivet the assembly together.

Q. Mow, in this spacer that the design is bein

‘changéd on what change is being made?

g
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. A Well, now, just a minute., I was wrong.
~ dimension was increased and the finished dimension

f 0. The tolerance had previcusly been for the

tthat what it was before the change?

A, The c¢hange, the spacer blanks are being
increased from .17%/.175 to .180/.176.

Q. | Now, that gives the tolerance of the width
of the spacer blank, those dimensions you gave. Is

that right?

% There is & blank and a finish on this. The blank 3

is also increased, ,175/.173 to ..176/174.

blank dimension on both 177 plus or minus .002. Is

that richt? ’ , | %

: A Yesg. Therels no difference between 177

plus or minus twe or .17%/.175%: it's the same

dimension.

Q. But the centrael figure is 177, .177: and the
variances ig .002 either way. correct?

- A. Mo. What you're really talking about here

¢

. is you're just talking about what the part dimension
is. The part dimension is .17%. If you want to

~call it a mean of .177: you can do that.

Q. Let's do that. A mean of .177 and 2

cvariance either way of .0802 o©f an inch, correct? Is

VARALD & wiCDx
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A, Yes. That's what the dimension is, ves.
Q. Now, after the change the mean became what

on the blank dimension?

A. The mean between the two would be 17H.
0 An increase of .0801, correct?
A Yes.

Q. The variances then would be between ,176 and

f,178, still a .002 wvariance either gide?

A, Y¥es.

¢ - Is that the same thing that happened, an

increase in the mean figure, the central figure, for

the finished part?

A. Yes.

. 0. And 1t went from a4 mean of .174 plus ar

"minus .001 to a mean of .175 plus or minus .001°?

LA, Yes.

Q. Cn koth the front and reay spacer?
A, . Yes.
Q. Now, does that mean that Remington was

- trying to increasze the mean width of the side plates

“in their Model 700 fire control svstam?

A. NO.
ng What were they trying to 4o by this DCR
then?
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+ John Alberine and the situation was that this is a
; powdered metal part. And, as I recall, the powdered

i metal that we were receiving was coming from a

Zstop making the powder that we were using because of
;contamination to the rivers, which is part of the !

iclean water acts and what have yvou. And this though

A. Now, I'1l tell you. I might -- I canft |
remember everything.
O Tell me what vou remember.

A, But, as I recall, this was a reguest made by

supplier. Phe supplier in this time frame had to

'happaned in Svweden. They were legislated ' f

- essentially out of business.

50 we had to start getting our powvwder

from a different supplier. When we did, when we
_ converted, we found some of our powder metal parts
- did not perform the same when they went through the

. operations as before. One of the things I remember

%is on this aperatioﬁy this is put together, it's

. pressed and it's riveted and when they changed the
ipowder, that the impression on this was a little
~different than it was before. This change was made
éto compensate for the powder so that when we got all

. done with our final assembly =-- I think if you check
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the assembly drawing you will find there was no
change in the spacer, in the space before or after
this DCR ~- that we céuld essentially come up to
where we wexe.before.

0. Jusﬁ looking at the DCR though, deésn‘t it
call for spacers both blank and finished with a
dimension incCrease?

A, Yes.

Q. Now, what waé the reason -- well, you
explained the reason to me.

You never mentioned anything down here

“about the reason they put in the paper "allow more

clearance for trigger." Was that part of the
reason?

a. I don't know. I don't know why they would

L put that down there. But 1f you never increased it,

" then you would have less clearance obviously because

it would go down beimQ the assembly drawing number.

Q. ’ NG, It $l§§ says under reasons for change

*51light bow of plate when rivet swaged can cause

trigger to bind when spacer to ,173 dimension.®
Now, what does that mean to you?

A. Well, this is dust what it means Lo me

because I don't know why the person would put that
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down there. What it means to me'yas if you would
have left the dimension at ,173 with the old spéﬁe
after>the change in powder was’made, that when vou
put the thing together and if everything was to th
min that you would be under the .173 diménsien whe
you ended up with the operation.

Q. id Remington ever have a problem with a
bind in the side plate hauéing of the fire control

syster when a rivetbt was swaged?

3 A, ' Other than-when thev changed powder, no, I

% wouldn't know of any.

Q. Why would the change in powder have an

effect on the riveting process on a fire control
systen?

AL Eecause the riveting process comes down an

- the rivet goes into tension and the block goes int

. compression.

Q. . But why would a change in powder have any

1

effect on the riveting process?

A Because the powder affects what they call

“what is it? -~ modulus of that part that vyou end u

cwith., If yvou change powders, you're going to chan

i your modulus,

?Q. Did you have a riveting problem of bowing

rs

e

n

d
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-

1%

ge

in
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the side plates no matter what type of material the
spacer was made cut of?

A. I don't know.

b Qe But you blame this whole - not‘blame - you
istate the only reason you know of for this change,
;DCR 10173, is due to the change in manufacture of
zthe spacer itself? |

iA. Yes.

EQ. It's not due te the bowing of the side
%plateé and it's not merely an attempt to get graazeir

~¢learance between the trigger and side plate

housing?

L Well, it will give you greater clearance if
~you went undersize. The way I interpret this is {f
“vou would use the old blanks and vou press them
jtcgethé:, what's going to happen is your assembly is
"going to end up with something with less than .173

“and if you end up with .173 and ydu increase it,

v

iwhat youlre trying to do is gét back up to where you
L were before. So, yes, it's going to give you
;greater clearance for the trigger.

_Qe why didn't the person who made this change
iindicate the real reason for the change, being the

~change in the manufacturer or the manufacture of the

YARLALLG & WilTOX
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spacer blacks?
A, I do not know.
. Unfortunately our copy is not that good.

But I believe I detect the first initial of vour

- name and perhaps the second.

Does that look like a J that you might

: ., It looks like a J, yes.

EQ. Dé@s it look 1ike one vou might write?
iA. | Yes.

E 0. In fact, if I show you Exhibit ¢-3, DBCR

10301, there you can see the whole JPL?
AL Yes.

Q. Do you think this JPL over here at the

bottom of Exhibit Q-~2, which is DCR 10173, is the

 beginning of your initials?

A, Yes, I do.

Q. . You must have approved this form then.

“that correct?

C AL Yes, I did.

0. How come vou didn't make sure that the

correct reason, the full reason I should say --

 full reason being the change in the manufacture

_the spacer blocks ~-- was indicated on the

Is

the

of

VARALLG & WILCOK
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explanation paragraph?

A, Frankly, ¥ wasn't concerned ahout it.
G. Are yvou concerned about the real reason now?
A. No. My concern now is to tell you what the

real reason was. But my concern then was running a

business, doing my ijob.

3

Q. I'm going to hand you what has been marked

. as Plaintiff's Exhibit Q-3, DCR 10301. Take vyour

" time and look at it.

EA,  {Pause) .

Q. Did Remington at any time have any problems

" with a burr keing present in the fire centrol systen

Cresulting in binding of parts of that system?

A They had problems when you put it teysthexr

with the burrs.

%Q. What would the burr do?

A, Well, on this particular burr when you try

- te put, drive the pin in, sometimes the burr would

;stap the entry of the pin and it could make the pin
édzive hard and just wasn't readily assembled. You
éwould have to stop and futz aroend with the burr.
Q. Iz it possible for a burr to become
idislodged from a piece at sometime and find its way

éintm the area say between the trigger and the

o e« e 1 hon s e e Sanaain e
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trigger connector and the side plates and interfere

with those parts?

B . ' i haven't seen that.
Q. Would it be possible, though?
AL If it was possible, you could see it and I

. haven't seen 1t because these burrs are very, very

hard.

% Q. Would it be possible for a burr to interfere.
. between the side plates and the sear in a fire
icontr&l system?

fA, }v ¥ell, vou could have & bury there that wounld

- interfere, yes.

;Qa Have yvou seen that?

A, No, I haven't, ngt in a finished rifle.
TQ« How about prior to a finished rifle?

CAL Wwell, I've seen it on parts. Then if you

"got a burr there, you would have to finish

. de-burring it or send it back for another operation.

]

0. Let's take that same instance. If a burr is
gpresent between the side plate housing and the

i trigger or trigger connector --

AL On the trigger or trigger connector?
Which?
EQ. It'zs been dislodged; it's just merely in the

VARALLO & WILCOX
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mechanism itself.
A Where would it be in the mechanismn?
Q. Somewhere between the trigger and trigge

connesctor. Let's take them one at a time.

Somewhere hetween the trigger connector

and the side plate housing -- all right? ~-- and

pull the trigger and the trigger connector goes

P forward and the burr becones lodged between the

éifigger and trigger connector in the forward

:positicn, would that be possible?

?A¢ I don*t know. I can’t zee how it could

0. Why wouldn't it be?

A. Well, the clearances are such that it wo

ihave to be a very small burr te start with, very

' minute burr. And then if it was in the assembly

" what was going to keep it in the assenmbly? BRBeca

ﬁormally when you shoot a rifle it would be in t
vertical. So what's going to hold it there?

Then if you get something to hold i

r

you

be.
uld
4

use

he

t

- there when you pull the trigger, it would have to bhe

" in front of it and thers would be something of a

wiping action that I would think would push the burr

P forward.

Q. Let's take dirt, debris, dryed gun oil;

VARALLG & WICOX
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burrs, accumunlation asz a result of the discharge of

| powder accumulations, rust, any type of foreign

. matter that could find its way into the fire control

system, let's put that matter between the szide
plates and the trigger connector. Would it be
possible for the trigger connector to bind in a

forward position, given the introduction of that

" tvpe of foreign matter?

| A I don't see how.

Q. Would that be anywhere within the potential

range of the movement of the trigger connector?

% A, I don't understand the gquestion.

Q. Well, your trigger c¢onnector will move from

- a position at rest when it's back against the

engagement screw to a poesition as far as it can

cuntil it hits the overtravel screw, right?

A, No.

- Q. . What are the parameters ¢of the movement of a

3o

trigger connector when you pull the trigger? Where

~does it begin and where does it end?

A, Well, the trigger connector's initial

position or battery position is determined by the

' trigger, which you say 1s determined by the trigger

. stop screw. The other way the trigger connector,

VARALLO & WILLOX
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" determine the forward travel of the connector.

" is it would be the sear that would actually

the way it's attached to the facé.af the trigger,
the trigger stop screw stops the trigger. It does

not stop the connector.

So what would determine that motion is
the sezr coming down and pulling the trigger |
connector Jjust a little farther forward.

So I guess an answer to your guestion

0. In the fire position prior to being fired,

1

12

13

14

135

16

17

18

i3

20

21

23

24

what stops the movement of the trigger connector?

A Just help me to understand what you're
gsaying.
Q. Well, you've got a trigger connector sitting
con & trigger?
AL Yes.,
C 2. It's in the £ired position?

AL Fired or =--
;Q. Reaay»tc~firé position?

A, -~ ready-~to~fire.

0. What stops the trigger and ﬁzigger CoONnNector

from moving any further back in this direction?

A, The trigger engagement screw.
Q. The trigger engagement screw at one end of
YARALLD & Wit OX
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g gun and the trigger connectoy goes forward along

é with the trigéér, what stops the movewment in thaﬁ
c direction?

% A. The t:igger is stopped by the trigger stop
g screw or whatever the carréct name of it is and the |

" connecktor is stopped by the motion of the sear

the spectrum?
A, Yeg,

0. When you pull the trigger and you fire the

ccoming down and pulling the connector a little
" farther forward. Pardon me. The sear coming down.
0. That's what causes the trigger connector to

. 9o & little farther forward, correcht?

&, Yes,
G But it doesn’t necessarily stop it, does it?
AL Mo. You said what determines its forward

“travel. That's the way I understood your guestion.

S0, But»the trigger engagement screw stops the
;trigger; nothing stops the trigger connector but
%what determines how far forward it goes is the
éaction of the sear?

AL Yes.

:Q, Now, ipn the full tange of potential movement

"of that trigger connector from where it stopped with

SEE 1137
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;thraugh it again?
Q. I'11 go back. Through the full range of

?patential movement of the triagger connector from

the trigger against the engagement screw to where it
can move forward with the trigger and then given the

added inertia or force supplied by the sear, do you

- see any peoessibility of that trigger connector i
i binding?

A, I lost my train of thought. Could you go

when it's braced against the trigger engagement {
"screw and the trigger, all the way to the forward~-

most position where the trigger has been pulled and

is stepped by the stop screw and the additional
movement, whatever that might be, of the trigger

¢connector due to the effect of the sear, d¢ you sge

" any way that foreign matter or material, the list I

went through before, can get into the fire contrel

"system and bind the trigger connegctor in that

forward position so it doesn’t return with the

trigger?
A, NG,
Q. Now let's take an example where the

~overtravel has been backed off some. Let's say the

overtravel has not -- well, let's say it's five or

YARALLD & WEHLOXK
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.018 aof an inch, would your answer be the same?

A Tes.
Q. Now, when the overtravel ~- I'm going to
increase it periodically -- when that increases that

has an effect on how far the trigger goes forward
because that's what stops the trigger, right?

A That's right.

" Q. So indirectly it will als¢ have an effect on

how far the trigger connector goes forward. Is that

izight?

% R, That's correct. Sure.

;Q. Now, how about if it were ,0327 of an inch?
iA» I don't know.

gty Do you see any way that foreign matter would

interfere if the trigger has been pulled .027 o¢f an

Zinch?

€A. \I don't know.
0. Is there a reason why vou don't know at this
point? a

ZA. Well, because my experience haé hean where

Cit's adjusted, where yvou adjust the trigger assembly
" so0 that the firing pin won't fall but vou're holding
Eback on the trigger and you just keep backing ocut on

:the trigger stop screw until the firing pin falls

VARALLD & WILDOX
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and then you just give'it a little bit more and then
you seal it. So that's what I'm used to doing and
that's where I'm used to seeing the trigger assembly
setup.

Q. But you also are an engineer and have worked
with this system for guite a while, right?

. Yes,

Q. What I'm wondering is, could you foresee the.

Cpossibility? Do you think it could happen, that

" there would be interference between the side plates

"and the trigger coennector in a situation where the

trigger overtravel has been backed off to say

Ctwenty, .03C of an inch?

AL I don't know, I'd have to think about it.
Q. Bow about fifty, .060 of an inch?

?ﬁ» 1'd have to think about that alsoc.

Q. How about .100 or a tenth of an inch?

AL I have no idea.

iQ- You would 5ave to think about it?

TA. Yeah. I don't even know how much travel

total, after youn get oubt there like maybe farty or

©«058, how much more the thing would go. I don‘'t

leven know that.

Q. How about through its £full range of motion

Hoam 5 ; ~
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of the overtravel, is wﬁat I'm cﬁ:ious about? You
would have to think about that?

A Yéah*

Q. Can you think of any reason right now why

there may be interference further out, in other

" words, with more overtravel, than with lesser
i overtravel?
A No, I can't.

L Q. If you come upon & reason throughout the

rest of this deposition, because this is going to be

- my only chance to talk with you, as I'm sure you're

relieved to hear, if you think of anything, let me

know. Okay?

AL Okay.

0. Let me hand you what's been marked as

" Plaintiff's Exhibit 0~4. This is DCR 10308.

MR, HEADLEY: I apologize, HMr. Miller.

I didn't rcatch that.

MR. BMILLER: o~4, 10308 is the DCR

;number, as begt I can make 1t wut.

CA. {Pause),

Q. Mow, on this exhibit there's some
iexplanatians of the changes. First there's revision

Hog. 6.

s Carie
Vazailld & MiLCOx
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What is that change?

A. That says changed 100 to .136, the angle 135

degrees to 7 degrees, 30 minutes.

- Q-  What's being changed there? 3
iA, I don’t know.
ZQ. Could you refer to the drawing and let me
 know?
jA, Yes, I could.

MR. MILLER: I don't know. If you pull

your handy, dandy little list aut} we might get

through this a little faster.
MR, SHAW: What's the drawing number? %
THE WITHNESS: 15666 .
MR; MILLER: In fact, if you have it,

you might want to let him take a loek at it. It

would save the court reporter taking down yours and

my comments.

BY MR. MILLER:

Q. Mr. Linde, 1f yvou remember, there are some

~smaller drawings, toco.

A. What does that say? It says they'ze C
size. These are L size here,

MR. MILLER: He's been through them

. before,

VARALLD & WHCOX
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. what the ¥ number i3?

* corner.

MR. HEADLEY: With jau, two-and-a~half
davs.

MR. MILLER: That's right,
educational.

MR. SHAW:  Mr. Linde, could vou tell us

MR, MILLER: Bottom right-hand corner.

MR. 8HAW: On the bottom right~hand

MR, MILLER: F-32, John.

A | Would you like me to describe what that
:change ig? | §
:Q. Yes.,

%A. This is the change right here in this area.
:This ig the area of the sear, where the part is what
2you call densified, and this is a puwdered metal
ipart. There's é die ca&ity, there's a lower punch

- and an upper punch. These punches come down

together., This punch was closed in a little bit in

- this area to give a hicher density in this specific

S Area.

What this DCR says is that when the
punches were designed the original model drawing

called for 15 degrees and obvicusly they couldn't

YARALLOD & WILCOX
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get that kind of an angle on the punch designed and

they made it a 7 degree, 30 minute. And this
drawing is just bringing this part up to date with

what's actually being produced.

L. Are you pinching the sides in, ig what

you're sizing?

A. It's not pinching ahythiﬁg. It's when

;you‘re actually forming the plant you're qgiving a
zhigher density right here in thié corner where you
:want the optimum performance.

3Qa Does a higher density mean greater wear?

AL Yes. It will impart that. That's one of

the characteristics.

Q. That is, the angle change, does that also

“take care of the --

B

A The angle has to go with it because the

‘angle iz part of the dimension of how far it runs
has to change with the angle. The angle and the

‘one or the cther.
L Q.  Now, under revisicn 2 ~-
LA That's not even this part. That's just

‘adding a section on some drawing.

- out. So if that's how you dimension the part, that

~dimension have te change together. You can't change

SEE 1144
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L Q.
i me? Ch

! the sec

drawing

cmarked
fA.E

0.

What is the sgction that“s’beén added?
Well, it's like this here, he added a
Ba.

Can you read the reason under that?

No, I can't. T tried to.

I'm sorry. Could you do one other thing for

eck that same drawing, or the drawing with

tion being added, and tell wme what section is

fbeing added.

Well, it savs section C-C.
What does C~C show 0r represent?
I don't knéw.
MR. MILLER:, K Cculd wou go to the
that's 91470, I believe, John?
That would be a Model 600,
That*s fine.
Are they in here?
NMR. SHAW: No.
No. Then we éan‘t do it in that group.
I'm going toe hand yvou what's been
as Plaintiff’s Exhibit 0-5, DCE 10345,
{Pause) Okay.

The trigger connector is the part that's

. being changed, correct?

VARALLD & wWiLCOX
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F Yes, it is. It's actually not being

c¢hanged. The dimensions are just being changed.

Q. On both the Model 608 and 700, correct?
A Yes.
% . Now, what change is being made in the

?dimensien of the trigger connector?

%A. There're essentially no changes. They're
ijust changing the position of the hole, how it's

- dimensioned. This 1s golng from the outside of the
jplant te the inside of the part.

%Q. Measuring where the hole is to be located,

" in other words?

AL Yes,
Q. Why was this change made?
AL I would imagine because it's easier to gaugyg

'up a surface to a hole as oppose to from the
coutside. It would strictly be in the gauvging, how
fth& part's gauged.

Q. I'm not understanding you. vThat hole,
Eyou're trying to position it, right?

CA. well, in manufacturing you try to be
.consistent on how you gauge your work, how vour

vendor qauges the work and how vou actually make

e

~something geing from the inside because you're going

. R, o s
VARALLD & WillOx
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t compensate for szome other dimension.
;Q. I understand that., How was this gauge done
. prior to this change? How was it -~-

A, I don't know.

your drawing. What you like to do is you like to
give the same dimension te the vender ¢r whoever is
making the work so that your measurement is the same

way that they®re gauging it so you don't have to

Q. How was it done after the change?
i

A. Well, it looks to me like they went from the |

inside surface to the hole. If I was dimensioning

it to start with, that's how I would do it.

C Q. The inside surface of what?

A, 0f the connector, to the hole on the

connector.

iQ. Just for my =sducation purpoeses, drav me a
Epicture.

5A° NO . Let's take a look at the drawings.
iQ. Okay. Let’s-do that.

ZA, Are you sure that that's here?

1Q, I don't know. If it's a Model 700, it

~should be.

{Discussion off the record.)

THE WITNESS: Okay. Right here, here's

S
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‘chamge No. 12. Yo see the 127 Here 1t savs chahge

lpcation from .32% -~ that wéuld have been from this
surface down to the hole == ,.325 fo .249 or

whatever, to .249%/.255%.,

' BY MR. MILLER:

0. Why was the change made?

; A. To make location more consistent with

? function in rifle and with method of manufacture.

- But you can see when vou manufacture this how you
vwouldtao it, That hole is pierced so you would set

;this, you would set this down over a block like

this. You would push it here. You would come in

with a die set and you would stamp the hole. Sv the
ibest way to maintain the control of that hole is to
ilocate off ¢f this surface and to have your direct
fdimension from there.

Q. When you‘re measuring it or when you're

producing it, that makes it a more consistent

Ve

ilocation, a more consistent way toe locate that
ghol&n Is that right?

;A. %Well, it just makes 1t more cansistent allv
‘the way through., It's easier for the person £ o
;understah& what is impoztaht to vou, Loo.

S Q. DPoes it make the hole more consistently fall

VARALLD & WILCOX
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"vour centrality figure is the same regardless.

“the dimenslon deoes not change, the overall

i changed.
PO, I realize the dimension doesn't change.

ithe reliability of your measuring system, both

- doing is that you're just bringing in the tolerance

}a little bit. What you were sayihRg, your mean o

So

. dimension. Just how you get to the dimensien is

John P. Linde 1535
%
where vou want it Lo fallz :
2. Kot necessarily.,
Q. It's dust é difference in the way of
measuring it?
A, Yes.
L Q. Well; the perscon who makes that part in the
first place has to have a way of measuring it,
right?
P Al Yes, he did.
QQ. {'If he measured it by the old system that E
%vwouldn‘t be as consistent as measﬁring it by the %
; gystem you use now?
%Av It could be as consistent. But what you're

But

Lo

_the person whe is making this part and the person

who 1s checking to make sure the part has been made

;corxsctly and the hole is in the right place, that’s

VARALLD & WILCOX
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going to change, isn't it?
A It's just easier. You don't have to allow
for the thickness of the part. All you get teo do is

place it on the gauge, push it and measure it. It's

- just a better wav te do it.

Q. - What do they mean by the term “consistent”

there in that DCR, "to make location more consistent

?with funetion in rifle and with method of

"manufacture®?

A,  On this it's just conijecture on my part

bacause it's just wordsmithing. I woenld say what

~they're saying here is this is the way the part is

being gauged and manufactured. They're gauging from

' that inside surface to the hole. What this is doing

' is this is making it consistent. This is making the

. drawing consistent with what we're actually doing.

MR. HEADLBY: Mr. Linde, you're giving

. your opinion here based on looking at the drawings

re

themselves?

THE WITNESS: Yes, I have no idea if

‘that’'s the case at this point. That's just -- it

would be my interpretation at this point in time.

MR. HEADLEY: Based upon your bast

- judgment looking at the drawings?

VARALLO & WILCOX
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BY HMR.

Qo

Plaintiff’s EBExhibit Q, pages 68 and 7, which is DCR,

reading from the second page, 10524.

-

THE WITHRESS: Yes.
MILLER:

I'm going to hand you what's been marked as

MR. HEADLEY: 247
MR. MILLER: Yes.

MR, HEADLEY: That's Plaintiff's

Exhibit Q ~-~
| “e. MILLER: 6 and 7. ;
{Pause} . |
Dees your name appear on that DCR? !
Yes, it does.
. What part is being changed in that DCR?
.A, It's the sear safety cam for the Model 600
cand T700.
Q. There are four changes listed on that DCR.

¥What do each of those chénges do?

AO
one,

Q.

-

¢,

6.

The first one is added notes. The second

revision No. 9, add dimensions to section C-C.

What does that do?
I don't know.

Take the time to look at the drawing, if vyou

would like.

Vz“\p\r‘\LlO A \A"}LC K
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you, all these?

fone. We have gone through & few of them one by
gone, For instance, the first one I used we did talk

iabaut in depth.

the F number?

. Pidn't I go¢ through these once before for

G. Ho, vou didn't, You've looked at them in

general but we've never gone through them one by

MR. SHAW: For us, Mr. Linde, what's

THE WITNESS: F-32.

AL The note sayvs, "No burrs wider than part

ithicknesa permitted. Partt to work freely in .1725 %

gslot.®

Q. What does that mean, "part to work‘fzeely in
3.1?25 slot®?

%A* That means that if vou have & slot that

‘was .1725 that you could take this part and work it
;freelyuin that slot.

zQ. Is that a t;st that's been incorporated to
~check the width, the maximum width of the sear?

iA. Ne. It just says it's suppased to work
:freely in that slot, yeah.

EQ, Is that @ maximum width parameter then, the

L .17257

VARALLO & WILCOX
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a. Yes, for burrs, that's right.

G Por burrs and for the width of the part
itself?
DAL © Well, sure. Because if the part, if the

. part was wider than .1725, it would not geo through

there.

O What is the width of the part supposed to be

: according to that drawing?

AL .168~-.172.

? Q. g Now, what is the width of the side plate
-housiné?

AL I don’'t Kknow.

Q. vDi&n’t we look at a DCR back here, a spacer

DCR that increased the width of the side plate

housing?

A Yes. But that's not the width of the side

plate housing. That's the width of the spacer.

S Q. - Didn't we determine that the spacer has an
~effect on the width of the side plate housing?

- W Yes.

0. The side plate housing can't be any narrower

~than the spacer is wide, can it?
A, Yes, it is.

0. How is it narrower than the spacer is wide?

VARALLD & WILCOX
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Y We went into the spacer blocks were under
?campreasion and the rivets are under tension.
S G, Mm-hmm. 8o d¢ vou mean to tell me that the

 side plate housing can be narrower -- I didn't

A. We spent time going through that.
0. I didn't understand that. Let's go through

it again.

understand this and I want to make sure I'm clear.

Are you telling me that the width

between the side plate housing can be less than the 5

width of the spacer blocks?

AL fes.

Q. And the width of the spacer blocks,
according to DCR 10173, Exhibit Q-2, the final
spacer blocks is anywhere from a minimunm of .174 to
.176, right?

A, Yes.

Qo ~ Prior to that time 1t was anywhere from a

mininmum of 173 to 1757

»A, Yes.
s So the minimum width of the spacer blaéks is
L1737
»A, Before.
:Q- ' Before?

VARALLO & WILLCOHK
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l Ao '- Yes-o

C\f \

= 21 Q. Now, you're telling me that the side plate
3 i housing, the width between those side plétes can

4 even be less than .1737

5 U A, I'm saving when they changed the powder that
6  that's what happened. It could go like a half a
7 . thousandths less.

8 . Q. .~ Could the width of the side plate housing be

g IQSS‘ tha!’t 01?3 -

10 A. . No. , B !
11 :Q‘ -~ 2% it was assenbled prior to that change? %
12 AL No. Because if you gg to the assembly %
(:jﬁ 13 ;drawing you will see that the tolerance on the )
™ 14  assembly drawing calls for a .173 housing.
15 0. Now, comparing this figure, .173, to .175,
1é ?compaxing prior to this change, DCR 10173, the width A
17 of the side plate housing could be as little as
18 ;.173, right?
18 ?AV Yes., “
20 éQ. During that same time period prior te this
21 :change, which occurred on 5-4 or 8~16-76 -~ whigh
23 gdaté did it occur on? The originating déte or the
23 ?transmittal date? ;
Cﬁl“i 24 jA, | It would probably be the transmittal date. i
<- |
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Qe Prior to the transmittal date, g~16~76, what
was the width of the sear as seen from drawing F-327%
B | J168/.172. |

Q. What's the maximum potential width of the
sear then? |

A 172,

Q. What is the minimum cléarance possible if

. both the spacer blocks and the sear are of the
. correct or are within specifications? What is the
' minimum space or clearance possible bhetwesn the side

%plate housing and the sear?

iA, Mow what dimension do you want?
Q. What do you mean "vwhat dimension”?
B, The dimension of this is .168 to .172.
éQ. The dimension of this is ==
DAL The dimension of that is the block that goes
fin because that's not really the important -- the

"housing drawing is what's important.

e

Q. Why is the housing drawing important?
AL Because that's where your final dimension is
" ¢f what the housing is going to be. And I believe

“that's ,173. That's just what I remember.
C Q. That's the width of the spacer block too,

L1737
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: where you weould f£ind it.

i Q. Could you £ind the housing draving for me to
 make sure the housing is .173 like the spacer is?
AL I could. Do you have a parts list?

0. Mot handy right now.

if you can find the housing drawing. _ ?

;Q. Is that the one you need?

A. Yes. Yes.
O Where would you f£ind the housing drawing?
A, On the housing drawing. The dimensions is

Why don't yvou just €£lip through and see

ME. HEADLEY: Would it be just as easy

for Mr. Miller to do it? !

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. HEADLEY: Why don't you hand it to

. him?

MR. MILLER: I wouldn't recognize the

Ehousing drawing if I saw it, so I would appreciéte
| it 1f you wOuld find it for me.

oY MR, MILLER:

iQ~ That's a housing drawing to me, the one yvou

;just flipped past.

Iz that a housing drawing there?

DAL Yes, it is.

VARALLO & WiILCOX

SEE 1157



A2

18

11

12

16

17

18

2¢

21

22

23

24

John P. Linde 1684

A. Here's the dimension, ,1?3/.176;
Q. 8o the housing drawing, the minimum width
there is the same as the minimum width of the spacer

according to DCR 101737

LA Yes.

1 Q. Now, given the housing drawing, that

additional information, what is the minimum
allowable clemarance between the sear and the

housing, what's the wminimum possible?

A Wwell, you just take the two dimensions and
‘ figure it out.

0. and what is that?

A, Do you want me to figure it out for you?
iQ. Yes.

MR. SHAW: What drawing are you on £for

. the F number there?

MR, MILLER: He wanted the housing

. drawing. That was a few back there. I den't sees it

right now.

It’s F~18, is that correct, down in the

' bottom right-hand corner, Mr. Linde?

THE WITNESS: F-18.

MR, MILLER: Jdohn, F-18.

AL Did you want between the trigger and the

VARALLG 2 WILLOK
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sear -~ I mean betwesn the sear and the housing?

Q. Between the sear and the housing.
A. Seay and the housing?

Q. Yes.

A, okay.

MR. SHAW: Mr. Miller, do you have

volume 1 of Mr. Linde's deposition in the first

session?
MR. MILLER: I might. 2
HE. SHAW: Could I see it? 3
MR. HEADLEY: You had it this morning. ‘
MR. MILLER: I think this is it. %
A Okay. The dimension is it would vary from

007 to .001.

g. 8¢ the minimum possible allowable clearance

fle 00X of an ingh?

A, Yes. The maximum is .007.

- Q. . Now, if there's a bowing in the side plate

- when the rivet is swaged which might cause a binding

~in the systenm on the sear, is one way to resolve

. that to increase the width between the side plates?

A I don't know. I don't really understand the

" bowing of the side plates.

0. Well, on DCRE 10173, ¢-2, they do menticn

VARALLO & WiLCDX
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bowing of the side plates, don't they?

A, | I know they do. I don't understand that.
g. You don't understand what'®s meant by that?
A, That’s right.

G. L.et me hypothesize. Let me say that the

side plates curve in ever so glightly between the

rivets as a result of the riveting process. It's

. concaved in, in other words. Let's say that's

fbowingo Would that further reduce -- let's say bot

" side plates do or mavybe just one, either way ==

iwould that further reduce the clearance between the

" sear and the szide plate housing that we've already

~specified according te your drawings can be as smal

- as .00l ¢f an inch?

A. I£f you, for whatever reason, squash in the

. twoe side plates, yoeu're going to reduce the

" eclearance, obviously.

0. When they say in DCR 10173 "Alloew more

“¢learance for trigger. Slight bow of plate," could

. they alsec be allowing more clearance for the sear?

A 1 went through that with vou twice on

allowing more clearance and I explained it to you

~twice. I'm not going to explain it te you again.

;Q, We talked in terxms ©f the lanquage here,

h

1
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"Allow more clearance for trigger.”

A, But that®s what I was explaining to yvou. I
explained te the best of my ability what that meant
to me.

. So you can't tell me anything mafe as tb
whether that would allow more clearance for the sear
as well?

MR. HEADLEY: The witness is saying he

ihas answered it before adeguately and sufficiently

in his opinion.

CAL That's the way I understosd it. The side

plate is a side plate, whether it has a sear inside

- or whether it has a trigger inside.

Q. S¢ if it allows more c¢learance for the

trigger, it's going to allow more clearance --

A, : For the sear.

Q. . Okavy.

Now, we were on revision No. %, I

:believe,'of 10524. Could vou explain to me what

‘revision or change No. 10 was?

;Ae {Pause) Yes.
CQ. What is that revision, MNo. 107
DAL Revision No. 10 is just clarifying that this

' dimension is after the part has heen ground.

VARALLD & WILCOX

SEE 1161




10

11

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

Joehn P. Linde . 168

¥R, HEADLEY: Do you have your volume 3
of the deposition, Mr. Miller?

MR. MILLER: I'11 just give you the
whole thing and you can look through whatever you
want to. Thefe you go.

BY MR. MILLER:

B Tt's changing the dimension from the center

of the sear pivot pin to the vertical face of the

i peint where the sear interacts with the trigger

~connector, correct?

PR Ne, it’'s not.
C Q. It's just =-
A, It's just stating that this dimsnsion was

%after the part is greound so that therefs no
%confusion between the blank dravwing and the finished

. part drawving.

MR. HEADLEY: Let the record show that

éon page 255 of Mr. Linde®'s prior deposition that he
fgave over a year ago‘beginning there drawing F-32,
Ewhich is being referred toe now, was gone into when
'Mr. Miller was questioning him,

?Q. Now, with resgpect to revision number, the

' next revision number ~- what is it? 127 -- 11, what

. change was made in that revision?

vt A e e e S

VARALLO & WILCQOX
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1] A, What they did is that in the powder metal
m{_. 2 ; division they changed their numbering system. And
3 if you would look at a lot of the o0ld Remingteon
4 | drawings, because powder metal technology was
5 | developed there years ago, yosu'll probably see a
& . number that says HDL1S567. ;Now, dont't Quote’me on
7 i that.

8 What they have done is changed thig to

3 ! the current systen that was being used in powder

10 metal for commercial parts to bring the drawings up

1}  to date. And because the parts, these parts

12  initially had been done in the plant and then when

g
.

13 | povder metal started to take on commarcial, they
_,/\‘ 5

14 gmade it a separate division. Then the powder nestal
15 ;was making the parts and not the plants so they were
18 ?bringing all the drawings up to date.

17 - “You should see this on more than one

18 ;because we went through anything that i wWas

19 ;responsible for in b;inging these drawings up ¢o

20 ;date to stipulate what the current number is and

21 Ewhat the heat treat is on the drawing.

22 g. That's just a change in the numbering system

23 iis what you're telling me?

(::p 24 A Yes. :
L4 ' i
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0. Now, the reason on this dné stated is to
improve the function of the trigger assembly by
eliminating interférence of components. What is
meant by that? What components were interfering?
A, wWell, the notes have nothing to do with any

interference. Adding dimensions to sheet (~C sure

i did.

Q- How about the other one?

;A. I can just say that I can't see what is
‘Emeant by that reason'for change, why it would be
;that Way . |

%Q. You signed that form down at the bottom,
vdidn't you?

EA, Yes, I did.

Q. In fact, your name appears up at the top in
ithe requested blank, dcesn‘t_it?

CA. Yés,

%Q. You den't know why that eliminated
?interference between‘components?

iAa No, I cannot. I can go back through it and
%check it again, but I can't see,

§Q~ Whatever you need to answer the guestion,
iplease dc s0.

A, I can't see why that would say that. Let me

VARALLO & WILCOX
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just check the note again.

Q. Sure.

A, The eonly thing I can see on the note, if you
go back on the note, where it just gays make sure

that no burrs are on the part. That would be the

' only thing that I could see in the changes that

would have anvthing to do with that.

Q. Now ~=-

AL That would only be as far as in the housing
? when you're sliding them together.

% Q. How about improve function of the trigger
%assembly, do you see any of these changes that would
iimprowe the function of the trigger assembly?

AL No.,

MR, HEADLEY: You're not reading the

. sentence. It says improve function by eliminating.
Q. with respect to DCR 10521, which is Exhibit
L Q-8 that we're going to talk about next, first did

- you request that DCR?

éﬂ, Yes, I did.

? O Did you also sign it at the bottom?

- I initialed it.

?QJ Initialed it at the bottom, yeah. What part

.15 heing changed there?

VARALLD & WILCOX
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A. It's a Model 700 trigger.
MR. HEADLEY: Now, what's the nuﬁber of
that?
MR. MILLER: 103521.
THE WITNESS: This is drawing 15280,
BCR 10521,
BY MR, MILLER:
Q. Bow many different revisionsg are being made
P to that drawing?
tA, There's four.
0. What do eaéh of thosge revisions do?
%An I don't know. Do you want me to go through
it?
Q. Yes, please.
MR. SHAW: When you find the drawing,
vou would c¢all out that ¥ number?

it

fi

AL

THE WITNESS: Okay. It's an F-28. The

rst revision is No. i4.
Added sectiéﬁ B-8.
What does B~B represent?
I dén‘t know. I'11 have to find it,
It'z down here.

Okay. Section B-~B =shows a section across

the holes, across the triggses itself. It says,

YARALG & WILCOK

SEE 1166



id

11

12

14

15

16

17

18

18

20

21

22

24

John P, Linde

173

"relief shown in section® -~

{The reporter interrupted at this poin
to have the witness repeat his statement.)
Q. He's not getting it,

MR. HEADLEY: I think vou're bhoth

: trying to talk at the same time. That'*s his

%problem, If you'd just let Mr. Linde finish his

talxing.

MR, MILLER: Jack, I didn’*t say a word

i until the court reporter interrupted and said he

didn't get it and that's why I =~

MR. EEADLEY: The tape will show that

%you both were talking at that point. That's all I°

- saying.
oA "relief shown in section B«B to run entire

jperiphery of the .170/.172 dimension, to run oult on

.050 radius on .210 dimension to be done by powder

imeﬁal both sides.”

iQ» Explain to mé what that means.

¥A. That means that this relief right here is
igoing to start here and it's going to run up around
éthis part and all the way down the other side.

EQ. What is the rellef?

jA. Right here. There's a 10 to 1. ThatAshows

t

m

i
|
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ipartg If you get a part, you can look right on it

CA, It's not a dimple area. It’'s a change of

"the form right at the edge of the part.

the relief. Tt's a little f£lat vith this 30 degree
angle. That right there is what this whole thing is

all about.

That runs arocund the periphery of the

and see it.,

Q. A little dimple area you're talking about?

0. A little compressed-in area?
fA. Yes.
?Q. Why was that change made? %
A, That change was put on there because in the
fpowder metal technolegy ~- I don't know how much you

:want me to get into this.

iQa As much as you nesd to explain it to me.

A, The powder metal technology, when you come

' down with your die sets it forms the part; the die
gexpands out a little.bit, When it dnes, it leaves a
zlittle fine burr. By putting this down, what we
%have done is we've driven that burr right out there
ion the edge. And when you put it in your tumbliné

s media, it will neatly take the burr off.

What it does is it saves you to have to

JATA > -~ -
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set up and by hand have somebody de-burr parts, so
you <¢an get a good automated de-burring operation,
Q. You get a good burr that you can eliminate
rasily?

A. No. MNo. What it does is it gives you a

! controllable, fine controcllable bﬁrro' But these

. burrs I'm talking about are like not a round

particle. They're an edge that goes around it.

Do you know what I'm saving? It's 1lik
a little tiny knife edge, if vou will.
0. I understané‘what voulre sayving.

A. 5¢ then you run that through a2 tumbling

- media and it breaks that knife edge off.

Q. Dkay.

MR. HEADLEY: That doegn’*t have

- anything to do with a defectively designed rifle,

"does it, Mr. Linde?

MR, MILLER: I'm going to object, move

. the question be stricken. Wait for

i cross-examination.

MR, HEADLEY: Is that right?

THE WITHNESS: 211 this shows is it

- shows the cross section to show heow you would

de-burr it.

2 i
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- please.
AL

MR. HEADLEY: What I'm getting at {s ~-
MR, MILLER: Same objection.
MR. HEADLEY: =~ you're stating you're

not sure how much you should explain it to

er. Miller. I think it's obvious in going through
these design change requests the one thing he's

. searching for is some evidence to suggest or show
%that what we did before in manufacturing was bad and
'ﬁthat the chénge that we made was to eliminate sone
:problem that would affect the Ffunction of the rifle,
and kéep that in mind as we ga»ih:cugh it and try to

~clear it up as we go and then I don't have to ask a

lot of guestions later.
THE WITNESS: Okav.

MR. MILLER: Same objection.

' BY MR. MILLER:

Q. Now, go to the second revision on that page,

"Change material was powder metal.® I

fexplained that previcusly.

%Q, That's what you explained about the change
~in the numbezring system?

iA. vYes, adding it.

Q. How about the third revision?
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everybody to be 90 degrees. And I said, "We ought

~to have it put on there in case sometime in the
~future we ever have the trigger made by somebody

- else.®

Q. Were triggers being manufsctured at 90

Fdegrees?

At YeSo
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A, Just added an angle.
Q. What angle did you add?
A. We added this angle right here, No. 16.
Q- ¥What angle does that represent?
LA It says 30 degrees.
L O what is 90 degrees? The inner section of
é the vertical face? |
% A. This face with that face.
- Q. The vertical face ¢f the trigger connector
j with the upper face? f
JA. Yes. g
Q. What was it before? %
C A, It was 90 dégrees.
Q. You just added the dimension toe insure it ?
was 30 degrees? i
_an I added a dimension because I think I'm the %
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i, I£ a trigger was not 80 de
any test to determine what degree
A. This is made in a die set

either made at 8¢ degrees or it's

E you got one die set and vou check

S going to stay that way.

permitted. Part must work freely

siet.”
Q. It's the same situation th

~¢n the previous one where you had

Is that correct?

iyou're doing is yeu'ﬁe going == 1°
ithis because what you're doing is
:the proceés, When vou change the
veou'lre goling to like an automatic
. operation, you wani to make sure when the parts comnme

out of that they will work freely

grees was there

it was?

and the trigger is
not made because

it once and it's

; Q. How about the fourth revision?

EA, Just added a note.

%Q. What note? ;
:A, o That would be neote 17. %
L O What dees note 17 do?

;A. "No burrs wider than part thickness

in .1725 wigde

at we went through

that same note,

A, Yes, This is & change in process and what

m just surmising
vou're changing
process, then if
tumbling

)

in the gun.
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Now, before when thé:pexson wvag doing
it by hand he's going to make sure hefs got all the
burrs off, Theze's.no guestion. Actually 1if you do
it by hand, you're geing to get a better part than

probably if you do it this way, but it's going to be

| caught by the sSub~assembly.

| Q. Now, the second part of that last note vou

read =-- what was the number? HNg. 17 <~ said

i something about make sure it fits 17257

% A, ~172% slot,

0. We went through that description in a
previous DCR of having a sear fit in a .1725 width
_slot, right?

iAt Yes.

C. Are we now talking about the trigger fitting

. in that same slot?

EA. Yes, we are,

EQ, S¢ it's the same thing,‘just Qith respect to
fthe trigger?

EA, Yes.

%Q. | Now, would our discussion of the
érelationship between the sear and the housing, the

| minimum potential tolerance, potential clearance

;there be the same with respect te the trigger and

VAZLALLD & WCOX
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the housing, that being .0017

A, I don't know.
Q. Why don't you know?
AL Well, 1'd have to go back through and

~calculate it out and see if the dimensions are the

same.,

O Well, if the width of the side plate

i housing -=

;A. That's not guing te changs.

éQ. I1f it can be as low &s .173, I believe, and
fif the maxinmum width of the trigger can be -- what?
%&0 What was it?

Q. Well, here you said it had to fit between a
'.1?25. That's the only parameter I know right now.
iA, Well, it was .168/.172. Was it? Let me
;have the DCR. |

:Q. What number do you need?

A, 15280,

MR. MILLER: John, 15280.

MR. SHAW: F-28. Is that DCR 132807

THE WITNESS: Yeah.

C AL It's .17C/.172 and -~ no, it's not the
%same. Ig it? That goes from one to 005 clearance.

éQ* S0 the minimum again would be .0017

VARALLG & WILTOX
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1§ A, Yes.
SN :
:< 21 0. In that respect it would then be the same.
3| Is that right?
4; A, Ne, ©Gne is one to seven and one is one to
52 five.
6 EQ§ But in the minimum they wonld boeth be the
7 gsame?
8? A, They both have a .00l minimum.
9 E MR. HEAﬁLEY: Fow, do we want to go
140 icver that again? .
11 | MR. MILLER: DNope, unless'you da. §
12 BY MR. MILLER: . §
. ~ f
3 ’ 13 Q. Did you have anvthing further to say on this
14 ;Qne?
15 :A. Hot at all.
16 i MR. HEADLEY: Well, we covered that é
17 three times now. v
18 Q. dgaln, the explanation on this one ig to :
19 ?improve the function of the trigger assembly by i
20 Zeliminating interference between trigger and
231 ;hcuaing. ‘
292 Would your commants here be the same as
23  the comments in the DCR which indicated to eliminate
{7/ 24 'interféfance between the housing and the sear? ;
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F.)
H o

comment .

It doesn

-
e
Q.
A,
fz‘m tell
iand tell
initials
?hew it's

:trigger

function

operatioc

0.

&,

I1*11 tell you what. I aétually don't have a
I dan't really know the intent of this.

‘t make sense,.

You asked for it, didn't you?

Yes.

That's your writing down there, isn't it?

And that's my initials on the bottom. Whét

ing yvyou 1is I'm not goeing to go back to '77

you, even though I asked for it and it's ny
; what the intent was because I can't see
going to improve the function of the
assenmbly. i
I can seeﬁhoﬁ it would improve thé
of the trigger assembly in the sub-assenbly f
n but noﬁ as a rifle.
The Exhibit is Q-8.

Wow, that is your writihg under "Reason

~for Change,” isn't it?

I've said that three times. Just a minute,

- Just & minute.

MR. SBAW: Which nunmber is that?
This is my name.
MR. MILLER: I've said it three times.

This is my name. This is my initials. I

VARALLD & Wi COX

SEE 1176



A

=,
1
~ ,“‘!

\;&w .

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

John P, Linde

183

wrote my initials.
Q- Is that the only thing you wrote on that

entire exhibit?

8. Yes.

Q. Now, hew would it improve the function of

the trigger assembly by eliminating interference

?between the houging and the sub-assembly? ¥You sald

in the subp-assembly you cculd understand it.

AL I said if you had an operation where you had

~to have an individual sit there and file off burrs

it would eliminats that so that that individual

didn't have to do that.

MR. HEADLEY: You mean the tumbling

process, the new process?

HR. MILLER: Objection. Obijecticon.
THE WITNESS: Yes.,

KR, MILLER: Could you keep it until

:the cross~examination?

MR. HEADLEY: We've gone over it. He's

. explained it. I'm trying to show that this is

crepetitious.

MR. MILLER: Then object and say

repetiticus and move ¢n.

HR. HEADLEY: That's right. That's

YARALLD & WilCOX
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what I deo. I object'and it's :egetitious because
we've covered it three times now. That doesn’t
count the first deposition.

BY MR. MILLER:

0. It doesn't talk anything about the

sub-assembly process, does it, DCR 10521, Exhibit

Q-87
LA No.
z 2. If that was the reason, shouldn't the

sub~assembly process be mentioned on therse as to why

Cyou were making this design change?

AL Rich, I would like to help you out on this,

I would like to, because my name ls on here

credquesting ity my initials are on it. But I just

can't remember. I ¢cannot go back and recreate it.

A1l I'm doing is grasping and I don't want to grasg.

" Q. A1l right. Let's move on to the nest one.

I'm going to hand you what's been marked as
Plaintiff's Exhibit -9, DCR 10522,
Again, are your initials at the bottom?

A, Yes, there.

O, Are you the one who is shown as reguesting

that change?

CAL Yes.

SEE 1178
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drawing size from B to C to obtain better sgsurfacs

. purpose? !

CAL T don't know.

Q. Is the connector the part that'sAbeing

A. Yes, it is.
. What change or revigion is being made to the
c¢onnector?

A It says, "Revised and redrawn and changed

finish and dimensional control of part."

0. How did those revigions accomplish that

1 G. Take a look at the drawing, if yvou would,

, please, 1f that's what you need to look at,

A {Fause}) Okay. What's the guestion?
. Q. What c¢hange was being made ?
LA Essentially the way I see 1t is there's no

}changes in the physical part but what the changes

i to get another connector supplier -~ and I think

are here is to redimension the part. Not
redimensiocn the part. But dimension the part so
itts gasler to understand really what we were
after.

As I recall, the reason fcr this was we

had one connector supplier and that we were trying

VARALLD & WH.COX
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that was Connecticut Spring -- as a source of supply
becausze this is a critical part and we wanted at
least two sources of supply. And we redrew the
drawing so we could send it to them because they
didn'*t have a history of making this part that our
original supplier had so there would be no confusion
on what we wanted.

Q. Were you having any problems with the

original supplier and the parts he was supplying?

A, In that we couldn't get enocugh. And we ware

fcontinually like sending a car over to pick them up

_or something like this, hand to mouth all the time.

. Were you having any treouble in the

" dimensions of those parts as supplied?

‘A. Not that 1 recall.

We have had some problems with the

parts as far as the stock that we received being

. undersized where we had to g0 and scrap it and try

to pull more stock that was thicker. We have had
that problem that I remenmber.

Rut from a normal supply situation

-nothing else comes to my mind.

Q. What dimension 1s being renumbered or

~redravn? Where's the number on this one? Was it

VARALLD & WILLOX
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1372
A, Yes.
Q. Where®s No. 13, revision 13 on the drawing?
A All right. We show right here revised and
redravwn. |

Lo, So there's nothing on the drawing itself

E other than up in the upper corner?

A, That's right.

é Q. Sc the bhetter surface control and

' dimensional control of the part is for that new

© gsupplier?

A Yes. 80 that he would know what we want.
;Qo 50 there's no change in the dimension of th
part as a3 result of this DCR?

‘A, Net that I'm aware of.
Q. Now, I'm geing to show you what's been
marked as Q-10, which is DCR 10586,

A Yes.

(V8 What Qa:t is‘being changed thegre?

A. Sgar safety can.

Q. What change 18 being made to that part?

{A‘ I dcn‘t'kncw.

EQ. Take a look at the drawing, if you need to.

 What number is it? John may be able to help you.

&

VARALLO & WILCO:
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a. - It's Cl158566.,

ME. SHAW: We looked at that earlier.

32.
A. Okay. Okay. What's the question?
; Q. What changes are belng
AL | Well, they changed the .86% to .859
dimensimn;
C Q. Is that the correction that was discussed in

i the prior depositieon?

A The one -- just a minute =-- that we
" discussed already today?

Q. No. I don’'t think we discussed that one
. today. It was discussed at a prior deposition that

‘ wve took of you, I think.

AL I think I have.
Q. You don't remember?
A, No . I don't remember. I don't know

cactually why this is done this way either.

iQn How about thé second change?

;A. .They're roth together. 12 and 13 are
5t0géther. Cne 1s changing it to a blank dimension.

. The other one is after grind. I don't know why it's
;done that way.

Q. We haven't discussed that with CESpectvtO

VARALLG & WILLOX
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this particular DCR. But ygu':evngt sure why it's
done that way?

A _ No, I'm not. Well, actually =-- just a
minute now. 9 and 10, that's the other drawings.

So both drawings were changed. Essentially it's the

same thing on two different drawings.
D Q. Bo you know the reason for the change on

, either drawing?

AL Ho, I don’'t.
j GQ. Can you figure it out from the DCR and the

~drawing?

| Al No, ¥ can't. That's just what I was trying
to do., 1'd rather Qot speculate.

Q. It says down hers "for better dimensional

. contrel of parts.”

Do you know what that means in thisg

?instance?

%A. No, ¥ don't.

EQ. I'm going to.hand you what has been marked
zas Plainciff’'s Q-11, which is DCR 1046867,

fA, {Pause} .

MR. HEADLEY: That's Exhibit 0-11.

%Aa Okay.

iQ. What change i3 being made?

VARALLD & Wit
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A. I don't know. I'd have to -=-
0. First what part is it?
A, It's a trigger connector for 600 and 700,

It's C15436.
ME. SHAW: Is that a 600 drawing,
Mr. Linde?

THE WITNESS: Yes, The 708 would be

. Cl9461.

MR. MILLER: That might be 23 I think

- in that group.

MR, SHAW: 1%461.

22 is the € drawing.

R It says added ~-- I'm just talking to

' myself. I'm sorry.

On the first one as far as the design

‘or minus a degree.”

EQ. What does that mean?

%A« I don't know.

%Q. HQQ about the second part?

?A, "aAdd note to inside surface must be smooth,

;clean and free of burrs.”
Q. That's the inside surface of the trigger

L connector?

' change "The ground end must be square with leg plus

SEE 1184
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A, That would be right here.

g, I5 that because a burr might interfere with
the béeraticn of the trigger connector on the
trigger?

A. Ko. I think it's because of =-- let me
think. I don't know which way the hole's pierced.

My problem is I don®t know what the intent was. I

don't know if this BCR was addsd to help the people

. at Connecticut Spring to manufacture the part, to

f clarify something. I really don't know what the

intent cf it was.

0. Is that indicated ¢n there, that the purpose

~on there is to help the people at Connscticut Spring

manufacture the part?

A. Ho. And it wouldn't be.
;Q. "Not under the reason for changes gection?
:A. No.
Q. Do you know the reason for any of the other

_notations on there, any other changes ligted?
A, "pPart must not rock when inside surface.

' Regt on a flat surface.”™ Well, I can understand

that, because we've also insisted from the start

that we get the parts square and straight. I can

- see us specifying that on the drawing to make sure

VARALLD & wWLCOx
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1 | anybody who wouldn't know knew that.

ol
g 2 There's a notation here. 1t says, "Hax

3  bend, twist or bow.” I can understand why they

4 | would put that on the drawing because we insisted on
5 . that. See, Stark was in a little community next to i
) %Ilion so ocur pecple really worked with him on a very

7 ?clase relationgship.

g8 Q. Any c¢ther thing on the changes on that cone?
g Aa. Neo.
10 THE WITNESS: Should we take a break

11 now? It's almost 3:00 o'clock.

12 7 MR. MILLER: If you would like to.
(:T/’ 13 .~ THE WITNESS: Yes.
A
14 {A brief recess wasz taken.;
15  BY MR, MILLER:
16 . I'ﬁ goeing to hand you what's been marked as
17 Plaintiff's Exhibit ¢~13. This one I didn't gee
18 ‘when we did it last time.
19 This is DCR 10777. What's being done
20 ;there in your understanding?
21 EA, This would just be & change to clarify the
22 ?ﬂimple height dimension.
23 Q. What is the dimple height dimension in that
Cif' 24 ’piece?‘
< - :
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A, I'11 show you.

&

0. That's the safety detent spring, is what

f you're referring to?

E A, Yes5. There®s a little dimple on it. Do you
; want to see it?

é £, Well, what's the purpose ¢f the dimple? Can
z you describe it in words tc me?

% A. ITt's just a little detent,

Z Q. Does the dimple force the detent ball down

into a particular hole?

% A, No. I'11l show vou.

Q. Okay.

MR. EHAW: What's the drawing number?
THE WITNESS: Icts B15368.

MR, SHAW: F-39.

ZA. I don't see it in here.
Q. Is it one of the smaller ones mayhe?
A, That's what I thought.

MR, HEADLEY: Covered by pagaes 7

through 14 in volume 2 of Mr. Linde's first

deposition a year agoe.

Q. P~39 1s what we're talking about?
A Yes.
Q. If I cantt find 1%, we don't need to ¢talk

VARALLD & WiLCO)
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about it. How's that sound? It doesn't appear I'm
going to find it.

Maybe I will. There's 41. 39. Therse

yOou go.

ga. Okay. Right here {indicating). It's change
ENG. 12. It says ten to .020 is just how far that
’édimple right there is projecting cut. It used to

isay L0200 mazx.

iQ. And now it's ten teo .0207?
ves,
;Qo What's the purpose of that?
tA. Just & clarification in the drawing.,
Q. How about if the dimple would have been less

~than .010, what effect would that have had on the

safety mechanigm?

%A. I don't know.

.Q* Would it be a less positive gafety?

AL I don't think so.

;Q. Let's say thé dimple was only .001, what

"effect would that have on the system?

:Ae I don't know,

Q. How about 1if this piece -- what's the name

'of the piece again?

AL Safety detent spring,

VALALLO & WILCOK
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C. ~ How about if it didn't have a dimple on it
at all, what would the effect be on the safety
mechanism?

A. I don't know. 1I'd have to leook it all over.
0. Do you know if this change was made to
insure that the safety detent mechanism would have a
certain degree of feel to it, a certain degree of -~
A, ‘ Ko, I think the change was just made
because the dimension was open-ended and they were

just tryving to bracket the dimension.

" Q. 1t wouldn't have made the safeties that were

- manufactured any more pesitive than they were

. before?

A. ' I don't know if the dimensicn or the

. physical dimension on any of the detent springs was

~actually changed. I don't believe so.

G, What I'm getting at is —--~ maybe we're

. talking about two different things,. I don't know -~

" but if you have got a safety detent or a dimple in

this pilece that's .020 maximum, the maximum

“allowable dimple, and if vou got another one that's

less than .010, say .005 or something, what does
that dimple do, what's its purpose?

A, I belisve ~~ I think it's just for an

AAAD 3 et
YARALLO & WILCGHK
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Q. I£f I told you I talked to John Brooks and he

said he didn't know the reason for the changé, he
was just told to make it, do you have any other
ideas who I should look to?

MR. S5HAW: Well, Mr. RKRiller, I wish vou

i would be fair with the form of the question and not

try to azplain to Mr. Linde what you think

Mr. Brooks told vou because I was there at that

" deposition.

2 Q. L You can go ahead and answer the guestion.
AL 1 would go back to Brooks.

§ G. Brooks told me somebody -=-

iA‘ Then I would ask Broeks "Who sheould I go
:to?” | |

EQ. I asked Mr. Brooks to -~

i A. That's what I would do.

fQ@ M£: Brooks said someone in marketing; he was

 told by marketing to make the change.

Do you have any idea who in marketing

Emight have been involvéd in that particular change?
A, I don't know who it wcuid Se. I would go to
3Brooks énd then I would go to Workman. That's what
%I would do because they were the pecple in reséarch.

EQ, I think I tried both of them, as John said,

YARALLO & WILCOX
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alignment for the c¢lip that holds it. Actually it
has nothing to do with the function of the safety,

Q. Now, I'm going to hand you what's been

. marked as Plaintiff's Exhibit P, pages 88, 8% and

90. This being DCR 11486.

I represent %o yvou that,ihat's the DCR

. that removed the bolt lock on the Model 700 rifle.
515 that correct?

5 (Pause) .

ME. SHAW: Mr. Miiller, faor the record,

a8 you will recall, vou went over this with John
"Brooks during his deposition as well as

Mr. Workman.

MR, MILLER: I have one question for

. this witness that will explain why I'm going over i

pwith 'him.

A. Yes.

EQQ . Do you know the reason for thét design
ichange?

fA. No, I don't.

EQ. Wheo would you point me to on the design

. change reguest form or otherwise that could tell me
' the reason for that change?

- I'd talk to John Brooks about it.

SRS SO U URIOUC R EUEDE

t
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é marked as Plaintiff's Exhibit R, which is DCR ==

: well, several DCRs. The one I'm concerned with is
%the first page, DCR 1018%5. This concerns both the
EMadei 600 and the Model 700. As you look at it, the

! first several revisions, four to be exact, concern

- questicn, please give us the exhibit number and the ‘

- drawing., i

not only to this DCR but also to the drawing that

and neither of them knew the reasdn, other than to
say marketing requested it, is I think the hest b

got out of them.

Now I'm going to hand you what's been

the Model 600. The next ones concern the 600 and
;the 700. I'm going to ask you guestions about the

two different groups.

MR. HEADLEY: Before vou ask the

MR. MILLER: Exhibit R. 10195 is the

>DCR number.

MR. SHAW: Mr. Miller, for the record,

"in volume 2 of Mr. Linde's deposition with regard

accompanied it you asked him and covered this on ?

pages 32 through 45, it would appear, including

~guestions with regard to the reason for the change,

.the alterations or revisions that were covered on

VARALLO & WILCOX
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the drawing and the DCR,

MR. MILLER: 2also for purpose of the
record, at the last deposition we were not permitted
due to your instruction of the witness not to answer
any guestions in the area of the Model 60C to go
into that model. This DCR concerns the Model 600

and that’'s one of the reasons why I'm bringing it

i back up at this time. It's not my fault I have to

go back into it. 1It's the fault of you all of you

' objecting to us going inte 600 in the first place.

The Court's now ruled on that and I'm

? now going teo go inte ik,

- BY MR, MILLER:

Q. With respect to the changes in the Model 8560
iwhich is the first four c¢hanges, is what 1is

i accur:ing in that DCR merely an adoption of the

| parts of the Model 70072

. AL {Pause}.

MR. HEADLEY: Well; I have looked at

;thg reference o those page numbers that Mr. Shaw
- referred to and Mr. Miller is incorrect because the
idifferenae beﬁween the Model 600 and 700 was asked
iand the 600 was discussed and it was explained. 8o

- if you refer to your own deposition copy that vou

VARALLO & WECCX
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— 1 | have, Mr. Miller, well, you would see that there was
:? 2 i no restriction en questions concerning the 600 with
3  respect to thét DCR. |
i
. MR. MILLER: If we can get back to
i :
5 éproper form, whe's going te be making the obijection %
& iftom here on out, vou or John? ;
7 % | MR. HEADLEY: Probably both o0f us just %
é ?tc try tq speed it along,. I'm trying to help you. i
9 ?I*ve got one reference here and Mr. Shaw has the é
10 édepositions and we're trying to just clear the
11 %recmrd, Ctherwise, you just have to walt while one
12 %of us goes through both documents. i
(ig/ 13 | MR. MILLER: I'1l wait, if that's what |
- - 14 ?it takes. I'd just rather have objections coming
15 from one person. I'm sure that if I had been
16 Eabjecting and Bill had been obiecting to your
17 %depositions of our people regarding to what we’
18 %wanted teo, I'm sure we weuld have gotten the sanme
19 Eresponse.
20 % " 1'd appreciate it if vyou would keep it
21 ?to one person as I asked you before in these
22  depositions.
23 E MR. HEADLEY: Normally we do that. I
(Y/ 24 ZIeccgnize that. I'm just saying this speeds it up.
< - .
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I wouldn't think it makes any difference to you.

MR. MILLER: It does.

MR. HEADLEY: 1 could write it out for

: Mr. Shav and he can state what I want to say and Y

think it would take longer.

MR. MILLER: Please do that.

¥R. HEADLEY: Well, I don't think I
ZWill,

BY MR, MILLER:
i (A Now back to my question. Are you mere;y
.changing the €600 over to usé the 700 system?

AL That's what it appears. But I c¢can go

1@0,
;Q. No. ©On the 700 though, what are yocu doing
“in that model?

LA It says, "Trigger housing assenmbly
gcompletee" That's the assembly drawing and the

- plate. It says revised and redravwn. I would

. had revised and redrawn it and added them to the
. Mohawk $00 on it and combined it and made it one
férawing.

%Q« Mow, Exhibit PPP, which are DCRs which were ;

. through and check it, if that’s what you want me to

. imagine that when they added the 600 that they just

VARALLG & WiHTOX
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not produced at the time we took your previous
deposition which were subsequently produced and
again have been numbered, although not in red but in

ink at the top of the page, I'm going to refer you

i to PPP 3, page 3.

You're changing the trigger connector,

; correct, or changing the process with respect to the

trigger connecktor?

MR. S8HAW: Could you tell us which one

that is?
THE WITHNESE: It's 11022, DCER.
MR, SHAW: ‘Thank you.
A, {Pause}) Yes.
Q. You're changing or adding a procedure on

. that one. &Am I gight?

;A' Adding & note tc add a procedure.

Q. ' Is that the same‘procedure vou added for the
- trigger and the sear? 1In other words, this part
ishould pass betwesn a gauge that's ,1725 in width?
EA, Yes, that's right.

0. : 8o you have done that for all three parts

' now, the trigger, the sear and the trigger
iconnector?

EA. ¥Yes.

YVARALLD & WILCOX
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Q. It says this was requested by process
engineering and control. Do you know why they were
interested in inspecting the width of the trigger

conpnector at this point?

CAL. The only thing I can think of is ths parts

from Connecticut Spring, as I recall, were going to

E be done complete. The parts from Stark, he would do

: a blank. Be would send it in. We would heat-treat

¢ it. We would send it back to him. He did some

; operatiocns on it,‘sent it back to us. and s¢ the

' parts coming from Connecticut S8pring might be that

©in purchased parts inspectioen, inspected the parts,

gthey just want to slip gauge, Jjust toe run the parts
through.

| Q. S0 you're doing this to convey to

fConneeticut Spring that you want parts of & maximum

gwidth? |

ZA. No. We're just telling them - PELC would

" use that for purchased pézts inspection.

iConnecticut Spring would never know we were doing

5this,

L Q. Connecbticut Spring didn’'t make the sear or

zthe trigget, ﬁid they?

A NO.

VARALLGD & WILLOK
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. The next one I'm going to show you is DCR
11109, which is Exhibit PpPp~4.
MR. SHAW: What was that number again?

MR. MILLER: 11103%.

BY MR. MILLER:

é . What part are you working on there, ot
iparts?
%A. {Pause} It says the trigger and the sear

Esafety cam.
Q. Is the purpose of that design change request

" to make the fit between the trigger and trigger

connector tighter?

A, I don't know. I can go through it.

;Q, No. We went through this in the first
éexamination but we didn't have the benefit of this
%DCR, if I'm correct. In the first examination cr.
" first deposition I remind you that what you
_determined in that deposition is that.there was a
. maximum play between the trigger and trigger
gconnector or maximum <¢learance of .012 of an inch
;prior to any changes. After the changes it became

S .006 of an inch.

Now, what I'm wondering is, 1s this the

YDCR that was in part responsible for that change?

f
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‘Q. Do that, please, because I think this is an

- discussed this one before. Bave I, John?

- have to check. I will say for the record, and I

- regard to it and that doesz not serve te shorten

?things up at all. You come back with another

Do you need to go through the DCR.tD figure it out?

A, 1'd have to, sure.

important DCR.

MR. MILLER: I don't think I have ever

MR, SHAW: Well, I'm not sure. I would

think I have to say if because Mr. Headley was not

iat Mr. Brooks' deposition, that you did cover this i

Ewith Mr. Brooks with regard to this particular DCR

which Mr. Brooks has signed. My purpose in making §

;that statement for the record is you continue to gay
%that you need to talk te the indi&idual who signed
‘itlor whatever and that will shorten things up and
lthen we have the situation where yvou talked to

‘someone like Mr. Brooks who gives you testimony with

" witness and you want to go into it with him. But

“wou did discuss it with Mr. Brooks.

What drawing is that, Mr. Linde?
PTHE WITHNESS: This is F~28.

MR, SHAW: What's vour guestion, Rich?

VARALLD & WILCOX
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1| I'm not really objecting. 1I'm just trying to find

e
(y 2 | cut what vou're doing.

L

MR, MILLER: I'wm qurieus whether this

4 DCR which was not availabl& to us last time we took

5 . Mr, Linde's deposition is the DCR that made the

& . changes that he refsrred to at the last deposition.

That's the only thing I want to know about this

8 fDCR‘ If he says yes, I'm going on.

5 - ' If you got the pages picked out, you
10 ‘might want to refer him to those pages s0 he c¢an o

11 ' read those as well.

12 i Do you have my deposition that wé took :
(:zf 13 last time, first volume, page 1827
| 14 j MR. SHAW: This is probably it.
15 . BY MR. MILLER:
18 éQ. Let me go Dack and ask & guestion again as
17 Ema;be vyeu have foregotten it here. Is this the DCR,
18 %No. 1110%, that you changed, revisiaﬁ No. 1% changsd
19 %the tolerance on the4trigger from 1076 ==
20 ;A. 1676 to 1077.
21 %Q, It used te be 1076 plus or minus .005,
22 ;didn‘t ie?
23 éA‘ | I don't know. I would have to go back and
- 24 icheck éhat,
&<M_ i

AR 5 was
VARALLD & Wi

)

SEE 1200



10

11

12
13
14
15

16

John P. Linde 2
Q. It changed it from 10976 to 1038777
A. That's what this sgays, ves.
Q. Do vou know the reason for that change?
A No. |
PO . What have you been checking over there?

Have you been checking some of the other revisions?

A. Yes.
9, What do some of the other revisions do?
AL 1 was just trying to check what the DCR is

to the best of my ability.
Q. Let's take revision No. 2. VWhat part does

that piay in the change?

A, I would have to take them all.

(6 Why don't you do that?

A, I don't understand how 19 ties in, but what
they've done -~ this is what it looks to me. Brooks

. and Finelli did the work so they would understand,

They took this sear safety cam and they re-

- dimensioned thig part and they redimensioned the

itrigger,

What they did is they came up with the
same relationship as they had before but they tied
the dimensions better together on the sear safety

cam so that the two surfaces that are important to

VARALLG & WILCOH
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the function are called out. You can ses they've

tied the sear surface to the cam surface together

. with one dimension, which is just it's good
r dimensioning sense to do it that way, even though
. this part is made in a die and whatever you had

. before, whether you grind the surface o©r not.

So I can see where as you go forward

Zand somebody makes up a new die the problems of

; having to go back and rework the die would be a lot

less and that would be a smart thing to do.

0. Do they change the relationship, dimensional
i:elatignship between those twoe points, the point

where the trigger connactor hits the sear and the

point where the sear safety cam is cammed up by the

" safety?

LA . ¥eah. I can’t tell. What they do say is

they don't change the overall dimensions. What I

- would say is the overall dimension was maintained
%between the two partéf

jQ, But from the figures that you are looking at
ithat they used and pricr figures in the drawing you
;can’t tell whether that is in fact the case? You're
Zbasing that on the language that is in the document?

A, Yes.

YARALLG & WILCDOX
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G. Let me hand you what's heen marked as PPP-§,

DCR 11233. My qguestion to you here is, this
involves the safety detent spring. It says, "to
prevent rotation of safety retaining clip on the

Model 700 fire*control, giving a more consistent

i spring force on the safety detent ball.®

Why do you want to do that?

; A, Can I go through it first?

E Q. Surea., That's wmy gquestion,

MR. EBEADLEY: Give us the number of the

iDCR again?

THE WITNESS: 11233,
{Discussion off the record.)

{Mr. Headley left the deposition room

.at this point,)

EBY MR. MILLER:

er We're back on the record again after loocking
cat it for a while.

jA, You tell me“what you want te know.

ng What I want to know is this says the DCR was
“to prevent rotation of the safety retaining clip on

. the Hodel 700 fire control.

Why is it desirable to do that? What

. happens if you don't, in other words?

VARALLGO & WILCDX
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A The szafety c¢lip is clippéd.on over this
spring and because it's a littles odd-shaped, if you
get a slight rotation there will be a slight effect
on the amount of tension that the spring exerts aon
the ball. 8¢ if you put i; on with two ¢lips when
in that form, it always keeps the retainer in one
spot. |

Q. And the correct amount of tension on the

"safety detent?

AL I can*t say the corvect amount. But it's

more consistent.

Q. It's more likely to produce the correct

amount of tension?

A, No. It's more likely te -- it just reduces

- the amount of variation that you have.

EQ* Without that change and if the safety

retaining spring or clip rotates, is it possible

~that the tension on the safety detent ball might be

" relaxed sufflciently to allow the safety to hang up

in apn intermediate or null position in the Model

7002
DAL, No.
Q. Tt's not possible?

:A. NG .
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0. Let me ask you that question. Is it

possible for vou to trick the Kodel 700, any Model
700; in cother words, place it in an intermediate or
null position and have it fail the trick test like

the Hodel 600 might have done?

P AL Ho.

Q. 8o the 700 is not trickable?

A. That's right,

8 Have vou ever seen the Model 780 trick?

A, | It depends on your definition of a "trick.”
:Q. "Trick” is the trick test I referred to

before in the intermediate position.

A, The "trick®™ that I use as "trick™ is the

trick as originally developed for screening 600s.

And what we were looking for there is the cam, the
isafety levey cam, and whether you had enough 1ift
"off of the camn. I*ve never seen a 700 that &idn't

" have encugh lift.

3

If I’ve'got a complaint on the trick of

éa 700, it's always been something else. For
iexample, wood or something not allowing some of the
jparts to work freely.

%Q. On the 700, if you d4id have & 700 that would

;trick, in other words, would hang up in that

VARALLID & wWiLCOX
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intermediate position =~-

A, No. That's not trick.
Q. What is trick?
L A Well, dust because the lever would hang up

in the intermediate position really doesn't mean
that it's trick. It just means that the lever will
hang up in that intermediate position.

8. Let me ask you this. Will a 700 lever or
lever, whatever, hang up in the intermediate
pcsition between fire and safe?

&, I think it would vary a little bit and I
think because it is a mechanical mechanism that if
vyou could either use instrumentation or had fine
egnough touch in your finger, you could probably get

that set right on that edge. It would be like

"balancing a ball bearing on a knife edge. Given

17

18

enough persistence, ves, it's possible.
Q. That same thing was pogsible in the Model

600, right?

R, No. The question on the trick had nothing

to doe from the customer’s standpoint. The guegtion
on the trick is the way ©to screen guns without
tearing them apart to see if the conditioen existed.

Q. Let's go through it this way. If you put

VARALLO & WIILCOX
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the safety in the intermediate position, either the

6§00 or the 700, no matter how difficult it is to put

it there a2t all =--

A.

Qo

. put

AO

Q.

You got it.

-= you don't get as much sear 1lift as if you

the safe fully on f£ire, correct?

That's right.

50 in that dinstance what vou're saying is on

the 700 that doesn’t make any difference because it

has

engugh 1ift even in that position =so that it

won't fail the trick test?

A

jcame

Q.

Not only that it has enough 1ift but the canm
farther forward so it kept it on safety longer.

- In the intermediate positicn the cam came

farther forward is what you're saying?

A. Yes.
Q. It's still not en the 700 in its full 1lift
though?
A No.
Q. In the intermediate position?
A, No. Some guns if you checked it, it would
be., Other guns vou might see a thousandths or two
drop off.

Let's take a situation in which the séar
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me ?
A. Yes.
Q. Tt's on full safe?
é A. Okay.
5 0. - ‘How much, if it were on the intermediate E

. position of the half safe position, how much sear

i 1ift do yeou think you would have?

' might be half a thousandth to a thousandth,
something on this order of magnitude.

rQ‘ Have vyou seen any figures on the Model 600

;that cams the sear up was farther back on the 600.

%oppose to the half safe position, would that jag

S your memory, refresh your recollection?

1ift on the Model 700 is .0085. Are youvfollowing

Al I coeuldn't say. |
0. Mavbe half -as much?
A Ok, no. If there was any change at all, it

to see how much lesser the sear 1ift is on the half

" or intermediate position than on the full safe
"position?

AL . I believe I have, but I can't remember. But

1 remember working on it and the cam, the actual camnm

EQ. If I tmlﬁ yvou on the 600 it was about double

“the amount of 1ift when it was on full safe as

VARALLO & WiILCOX
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A HNo. No.,

G Now, let’s take that Model 700 hypothesis of
a searilift of L0085 fully on safe. Let's btake a
corresponding trigger and trigger connector in the
gane mechanigm.which have a play or a maximum
clearance between. the two of .01¢ of an inch. Let's

run that syvstem through the FER test. In other

; words, place the rifle or the bolt down; the rifle

iz on safe. You have a 1ift of .0085 from the seary

to the trigger connector. You pull the trigger and

zhy doing =o the trigger and trigger connector go

- forward., For one reason or another -- I'm not going

- to specify the reason right now. I just want you to

~assume that the trigger connector rides up on the

;trigger. In other words, the bottom of the trigger

~is in contact with the bottom of the trigger

i trigger and the top of the trigger connector and the -

3

- clearance is the 010 that I mentioned before.

When that trigger connector and trigger

try to return back underneath the sear, the trigger
“connector won't make it because it will interfere
" with the sear, correct?

A, That's right.

VARALLC & WILCOK
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Q. New, can you think of any reason why the
trigger connector might ride up on the trigger in
that instance?

B, No, I caunnoct.

%Q, | Let's take another $ituati0n since we're
: talking hypothetical, Model 700 control systems.
%I’m concerned not so much with the 1ift but I'm
éccnca:ned with the overtravel and the pull and the
ftension of the pull spring as it relates to the

overtravel.

" A Okav.
| Q. Those two SCrews.
A. Okay.
iQ. ALY right. Let's say you have a rifle in

which the overtravel is 010 of an inch. Okavy?

EWhen you pull back on that trigger to fire the

rifle, the poundage you need to fire the rifle is

v

pound recomnmended specifications. S0 you have an

"overtravel of .010 and a four-pound trigger pull.

Wwhen you pull back on that spring,

:the spring, aren't you?

.1 don't think this figure's important but I'11l give

fycu four pounds, halfway between the three and five

"you're exerting force on that trigger, force against

VARALLO & WHLCTX
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A Yes, you are.
0. You have to overcome four pounds of force to

fire that rifle according to my hypothetical,

f correct?

; &, Your trigger finger wounld, ves.

; Q. Now, and you could move that after you fired
jthe rifle .010, roughly .010 of an inch overtravel
éuntil the trigger stop screw, overtravel screw stops .
fthe moveﬁent, correct?

AL Tes.

g. In that additional oveértravel distance of

»01¢ of an inch, have you compressed the trigger

pull spring more?

Ao Yes.

Q. Sc you geot really twoe compartments or i1wo

js&parate sectiong o©f compression. The first is to

clear out the engagement. In other words, the first

~thing you have got to do 1s you got to fire the
érifle. You cempresg the spring far enough until the
;engagement becowmes zero and the sear will drop,

- right? Are you following me?

A, " Yes. Well, go ahead. It's yOur‘
fhypothetical.

Q. And then you've got to pull the spring

VARALLD & WILCOX
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further if you want to get to the maximum .010

overtravel, pull the trigger further, compressing
the sp#ing more. Is that right?

A. Yes.

Q. NMow, what I want to do in my hypothetical is
I'm going to not change the engagement, the first

portion of the spring conmpression. I'm going to

échahge the second though, the overtravel.

A okay.

e I'm going to increase that overtravel to say

Etwentwaive or .030 of arn inch. Deoes that mean that

. spring on the trigger pull screw is going to get

compressed even more than it did in my first

example?
A . Yes.
. Now, if you compress a spring more you're

texerting more pressure against It, right?

iA. - O

force.
Q. More force?“
A. Yes.
L Q. Iin turn, when you release that trigger and

release the force, the spring is going to be

exerting more force back against the trigger

. ¢connector, isn't it?

VARALD & WICOX
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A, No.
Q. Why not?
A. The force going forward on the spring is at

a constant rate so the force te take it over, the

force to take it over will be the same.

: Q. Let's say that the pull on the trigger to

fire the rifleris four pounds. Let's say the
additional distance yvou move that trigger for the
010 of an overtravel adds an additional three
poundé, So to get to the full measure of overtravel

vyou've compressed that =zpring up to seven pounds in

force.
Do you unde:sfand what I'm talking
éabﬁut? |
A, Yes.
0. Now, that's the .01¢ overtravel., Now let's

gsay you want to go to .027 overtravel so you back it
off further; you back the overtravel screw off
further. Let's say that adds another three pounds

in force, so now you're up to now seven pounds but

' ten pounds to get to the full measure of twenty,

twenty~£five to 030 of avertravel.
What I want to know is in each of wmy

examples, the .010 overtravel and the twentv-five to
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in this case by pulling the trigger, the more

- pressure it's going te exert in the cpposite

gCBQ overtravel, when vou release that spring or
that trigger what force is that spring going to be
exerting back in the opposite direction?

B , It will be whatever you had. If you got up
te a point where you had four pounds, it has four
pounds pushing it back. If you got up to seven
pounds, 1t will have seven pounds pushing it back.

If you got up to ten pounds, it will have ten pounds

pushing it back.

Q. Se¢ the more pressure you exert on a spring f

~direction when you release that spring?

C A Yes, i

. 0. Sc if you hacked off the overtravel on a

#odel 70C belt-~action xifle,rwould you Ehink that
that is going to increase the spring force exerted
against the trigger connector to return that trigger
connector to its pm;ition underneath the sear?

A, There would be a slight increase, which
could be calculated.

0. , How would you go about calculating that?

A, You know what your spring rate is; you know

how much vou've compressed it.
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?Q. Let's g0 back ta'the hypothetical
;questions. You seem toe like those guestions better
;than these on the DCRs. I like them to00. They're
;easiez. |

A, Well, you're asking a lot, to ask somebedy
§t0 remember back ten years.

on T know it. I don't remember what I was
§doing ten-years ago éither‘ Probably trving to

Suanderstand the basic physics in college.

I'm going to hand vou what's been

marked as Plaintiff's Exhibit PPP-7, which is DCR

11216,

MR. SHAW: What are the P numbers?

John P. Linde 221
Q. Distance-wige?
A. Distance-wise,
Q- A | When you say "slight,” are you talking about
E a difference of a pound?
§ A, I have no idea. I could just calculate it
Eout. |
% G. If ¥ told you the spring, if this is of any
f help to you, is about .210 or .211 of an inch in
length, about a fifth of an inch --
AL Ne. I wouldn't calculate it in my head. I |

b e ke ¢ e bmme e
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j
1 MR. MILLER: PPP-7.
ol
Sod, 2 MR. 8HAW: Wait just a moment.
3 {Discussion off the record.)
4 MR. SHAW:; For the record, Mf. Miller,
5 yoﬁ discussed this for guite some length I think g
6 ‘with Mr. Brooks in his earlier deposition, |
7 BY MR. MILLER: |
8 gQ. Whenever you're ready, let me know. My
8 Equastion again is: What‘wculd be the reason for
16 ;that change? : ;
11 ZA. I don't know, I wish you would have zhown
| 12 %this to me before. That was one of the problems I %
{:ii’f i3 fwas having figuring out the other system that you

14  gave me.
is Q. Which one is that? 1Is that this one here

16 that you're talking about?

17 A Right.
18 Q. I'm SOLLy.
19 &, This ties it together, the drawing by ~- the

20 drawing has a .173/.170 on it. I couldn't
21 understand on the -- I don't know. I guess it was
22 | the one before that.

23 §Q° This one here?

\ 24 A, Yeah. There. It has .173. .193/.197.

t
)
i
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: the truth =~ well, I better not.

C O Go ahead and tell me the truth.

- Q. I'm just trying to understand your

comments. :

. shows hew they redimensioned the part. It is l
?comsistent all the way through because then they end
Eup with the dimension that's on the print,

S ‘ When you say "redimensioned;,” vou'fre not

There's your .193/.197. This is .173/.170. 1t ties
together with the drawing. Why, I don't know.
Q. Deoes it £till not change the dimension?

a. No, I don’t believe it does. To tell you

A, It leooks to me like the drawing should be
«173/.170, is what they wanted., I don't know.

That's what 1t looks to me like.

B, This ties everyithing together. If you @

c¢ombine them, it just shows what they did. It just

saying they changed the dimensions on the part?
A. No. No., What they did is they went through

and redimensioned the part to come up with the same

end.

Q. ‘ They took measurements from different

pointsg? ;
. ' Yes. They're just takipng their dimensions
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from a different point, exactly.
Q. well, 1f ¥ had known that was what that one

:elate& to or remembered it, I would have shown it
Lo you.

These are alse additionally produced
DCRs. We're geoing to talk about a few of these., I
might have to ha&e these mafked though, I'm afraid.

MR. MILLER: I°'1l go ahead and mark

{Plaintiff's Deposition Exhibit TTTT~1

S through TTTT-3, regpectively., were marked for

(Discussion off the reccrd.;

MR. MILLER: These are DCRs 05364,

- 05980, 07385.

{Discussion off the record.}

“BY MR. MILLER:
- Q. Now, in this exhibit could you tell me what
is being done in the three DCRs that are being

creferred to?

CA, {Pause) Which one would vou like tg cover
first?
Q. Can you do them in a group or do you need to

ccover them individually?

D
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;dimension, 173 to .176.

B. No. I think they're individually.

0. Do the first one first. That is DCR what?
.  ' This is DCR 05%64, th they did it, I don't
know.

G. Can I see it for a second? Read the se;ond

one, if vou would,
A, And the second one is $5%980. This is a

change in the housing assembly. They're adding &

Q. What dimension, what side of that dimension |

- are they adding, the lowsr or the upper end?

A, The upper end.

- Q. Why did they say they were adding that upper
end?
3. They say it calls for & wmin plug gauge but

ne maxp: the parts are all being produced well above

i the max .176 dimension.

Q. When vou take a part that's prodiuced above

L N . ; . . {
the maximun 176 dimension and put it in there, what

was being complained of?

PAL, It says, "Numerous complaints have been

“received from the field on very loose triggers.

" Correct existing parts.

<4

Q. Now, is this -~ let's talk about the third

VARALLO & WILCOn
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one for a moment. What are they dging on the third
one? That's DCR what?

&, .It‘s a spacer front, spacer rear and they'r
changing the dimensions.

Q. What d4id they do in that situation?

A. I don't know. It lééks Lo me that they're

just changing the blank thickness.

Q. From what to what? How much of a change?

iAQ 4 Well, chaﬁged 286/ .285% to I guess maybe

Eit’s <287 to .284. Yeah, it must be .287 to ,284.

Q. That's changed how?

iAa Well, that's a blank and the final dimensio

is done in the plant. Se¢ all that is is just an

in-process change to allow powdered metal to make

- the part.

;QQ Let's forget about the third one for the

time being. With respect to the first two, the

first one, TTTT-1, change thickness to .172/.170 on
the triggér, and the other one, TTTT-2, which adds
the dimension .173 to .176 on the housing assembly,

is that trving to tie down the amount of elearance

you have between the trigger and the housing in the

rifle?

A, It would be just conjecture on my part. I

e

n !
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don't know the background on these.
Q. Does that look like what they're doing?
BR. SHAW: Obijection, form of the

gquestion.

A, Your guess is just as goced as nmine.
Q. I'm not an engineer, though.
A, I don't know.

{Discussion 0ff the record.)

. BY ME. HILLER:

? . Without marking this, just so I know whether

I need to go into it, can you tell me on that DCR
what it's doing?

MR. SHAW: Just answer that yes of no,

- Mr. Linde.

A, Yes
i Q. You <an?
'A. Yes.

ME. SHAW: Then let's mark it.

MR. MILLER: Do vou want to mark it?

- Let's mark it as UUUU.

THE WITNESS5: I'm just ¢going to tell

" you they cut the length.

BY MR. MILLER:

Q. The length of what?
YARALLO & WILCOX
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1 &. The rivet.

o
\{“ 2 Q. What purpose does that serve?
3 A, I don't know. It locks to me like a regquest

4 Ifrom a vendor.

51 ¢. I guess since we talked about it as UWygun, we

6 | better mark it. That's a1l I wanted fo know about

7 it&

g8 (Plaintiff's Deposition Exhibit UUUYU

9 . was marked for identification.)

18 f MRE. SHAW: What's the number‘on it? '
11 MR. MILLER: 07648.
1z | {Discussion off the record.} §
(:Zﬁ ' 13 (A brief recess was taken,}
| 14 z (Plaintiff’'s Deposition Exhibit VVVY ;
15 éwas marked for identification.)
16 ? MR. MILLER: Back on the record.
17 By MR. MILLER:
18 . Q. I think ﬁhe next one I need to talk about,
19 . VUVY --
20 : MR. SHAW: Quadruple what?
21 MR. MILLER: V, which i1s DCR 08041.
22 . BY MR. MILLER:
23 %Q. And T ask vou what that DCR does, what
(i/ 24 Zchangelit makes.
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A, (Pausé},

P Q. Feel free to look at the drawing, if you
need td.

A Okay. I have no idea. I can't tell for

sure, but what cut they’®re talking about is right

;heze, this .02% c¢ut, that cut-out right there. 2aAnd

- that would come across in this view as this surface

right there.

é Q. Does that enter 'into the trigger heusing at
; any time during the rotation of the trigger?

; A, ¥o. No, it doesn't.

{Plaintiff's Deposition Exhibit WWWW

z was marked for identification.)

BY MR. MILLER:

%Q. | I'm going to hand you what's been marked as
iPlaintiff‘s Exhibit WHWWW. It's two DCRs; Nos. 11694

Cand 11717.

Would you tell me what those two DCRs

“de? And go ahead and look at the drawings that vou
;ne&d to. |

%A, {Pause) This is removing this and changing
“actually to a tapered.

gQ. That's which one? Which DCR?

AL That's the 11694,

VARALLO & WiLCOx
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Q. Is that the only thing 11694 does?
A. Yes. It also add use to Model 7 lighti-

welght btrigger.

. What does the other DCR do that I handed
you? §
éAe Let me go through it.

What the second one is, it's just

?allawing more material on the spacer blank for .%
épawdered metal.

EQQ What is the reason for that?

A, It says, "to insure complete cleanup of

" sides of part at the grind operation." So what it §

appears to be is when they grinded it inte final

form they had some that the part didn't clean up all

the way across the part.

0. 30 when they grind it off they have an even

surface, is what vyou're telling me?

A It would be sguare to the grinding and then

Cif it didn't clean up there would be some portion of

it that would be the dimension as pressed.

0. T got one more DCR I want to talk aboutbt.
. Let me make sure I got the right orne here. 1I'm
'going to hand you what's been marked as, I guess

~what needs to be marked as Plaintiff's XXXX.

VARALLOD & WiLCOX
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I was marked for identification.}

' BY MR. MILLER:
SO That applies to the Model 600, Can vou tell

I me what that DCR does?

- BY BR., MILLER:

(Plaintiff’'s Deposition Exhibit XXXX

MR, SHAW: Number?

MR. MILLER:  DCR 10558.

MR. SHAW: Could you walt a minute

until I find it, please?

MR, MILLER: Sure.

MR. SHAW: Could I see that, please?

MR. MILLER: Fine, as scon as he gets |

done with it.

A, Are you ready for the answer on thisg? §
Q. - ¥es. §
CAL I don't know. I don't know. If you had the A

600 drawing, I could go back.

Q. Oh, I do have the 600 drawings.

EA_ Okay. V %
‘Qq Bo. It looks like I left them out in the -
: cCara

{Discuszion off the record.}

o You can't tell from that is what you're

VARALLO & wWilCQX
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saying?
LA I can't hardly read it all either.

0. Neither can 1.

MR, MILLER: Let me shut this off.
{Discussion off the record.)

MR. SHAW: While we were off the record

- we had a discussion with Mr, Linde regarding
" concluding his deposition. We're going to try to go .

"as much as we can this evening, in light of the

reporter’s limitations due to an injured hand.
Bevond that, Mr. Linde has got other busineszss
commitments, has indicated that he would be

available for an additional hour tomorrow, that's

Thursday., to answer further guestions.

MR, MILLER: That’s satisfactory to me

cand I'11 try to finish up in that time.

BY ME. MILLER:

'Q. I'm going to hand you what has been marked
as Plaintiff's Exhibit 27 and AAA through GGG. I
;represent to you that these are test lab reports
" done in the Ilion test lab of Remington on various
 bolt~action rifles, all entitled model something or

~another safety evaluatbion. The reports arée numbered

1 through 8.

1

VALALLG & WILTOX
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I wéuld l1ike you to take a look at
those for a second.
A, | {Pause} .
Q. If you want to get te the 700 study, it's

the last report, No. 8.

LA What are your guestions?

Q. well, first, you are on the distribution

list for that repork, weren't you?

P B Yes, 1 was.
f G Each of those reports? You wmight want to

 check the upper right-hand corner. I think your

name appegars on each of them. There's one that

~doesn't appear you received. In fact, there’'s more

- than one it looks like.

Do you know if you received copies of

- that report?
"R No.

Q. . There it picks up again.

The ones that your name appeared on you

iwould have received copies of. Is that right?

W Yeg, I would have.

%Q. Do you know why ¥yoU were on the distribution
- list for those? |

gA. It would be becausge of the job I had in

VARALLC & WILTOX
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19875,
Q. Was this during the period where you were

examining the Model 700 fire control systems and

i other bolt-action fire control systems?

A Well, it was really at the polint I was
really tied up on the 600, 788 and 580, was my prime

interest.

Q. 2id you eventually expand out into the Model

708 bolt-~activn f£ire contrel systen?
A, I made changes to it, yes.
Q. Now, the last one, the No, § report, which I

think is GGG, these reports all appear to be to

Wayne Leek from Mr., Hugick, Hugick?

A, Yes,

:Qq Who would have the most information on these

. reports as to why they were done and what was being

tested for? Would that be you, Mr. Leek or

© Mr. Hugick?

A {Pause} I think I know what this is, this

;top one.
0. What is it?
A, Safety evaluation. This would bhe a three~

gun control sample ©f a Model 7008, and the guestion

. at the time was converting, using a 700 trigger

et e e e e A e e+ e K
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22
55

assembly in a Model 600. This scunds to me like
what they're doing is he's testing three 700 rifles

and using that as a control.

Q. The other rifles he's testing are doing
what ?
A. The others he would be testing -- the 600

safety evaluations he might be going through and =--

I'd have to read through. Maybe testing what you

. have now, what you have with the change and a
" control what the 700 is.

; Q. The other seven reports is a control?

AL Phat's what it lookz like to me. Some of

;them deal with the 788, so obviocusly that would be
isomething different, and the 580s. That wogld De
zthat chance in the trigger assembly.

% . What type of testing are they doing in
§th&re? What are they testing for?

A . They're testing to see, primarily to gee if

1

:there’s any weayr in the system. You can see they
iwent 50,000 safe on/safe off cycles and 7,000 cock
and dry cycle fires. So they're checking to see if
:the safety system changes over very much extended
testing.

9. Are they testing for FSR or trick tests?

VARALLO & WALLCOX
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PAL No. This one shows that they have -~ in all
. measurement error or some shifting, the thing kind

C Q. What thing kind of goes like that?

LA, Well, their information says safe on force.

ichanges of how the thing is lubricated over the 1life

" of the test, They had some safe off variation.

. referring to?

A, No. They're testing for function and wear.
Q. Did they neotice any wear or any alteration

in thg function of the Model 7807

. thres cases they have some what looks like either :

of goes like this.

jvariaéion range from 7-1/2 pounds max te 4-1/2 f

. pounds minimum. So this says te me that you have

- Striker and fire control parts inspection indication
- were good. So they have information to back that up
iwhich shows there 1g essentially no wear in the

" system going through the test.

0. ~ The thing I'm interested in here is the sear
élift data. In rifié Noe. 1 ~- I'11 go through it

cwith you.

MR. SHAW: Which report are vou

:

MR. MILLER: This is Model 700 safety

;evaluatiom report No. 8, Exhibit GGG.

VARALLO & WICTK
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BY HR.
Q.
minimum
L0009,

?Ao
. Q.

L0002 over a cyeling of 10,000 cycles. Is that

right?

A,

- Q.

AL
.

"over time or decreasing over time?

MILLER:

The sear 1ift data shows variations from a
cf I assume that's .007 to a maximum of
That's not negative, is it?

“HNo.

$0 we have a variation in rifle No. 1 of

50.000. 50,000 safe on/safe off.

Safe on and safe off, you're right. !
But no trend is indicated, right?
That's right. |

A trend would be whether 1t was increasing

R That'’s right.
i Q. Now, in rifle No. 2 the sear 1ift data

showed variations of a minimum of .048 t¢ a maximum
cof 073, which is a variance of .025. Is that
jright? h
iA, Yeah. L0025,
;Q. Yeah, .0025. We've got .048 there, right?
‘é. No. That's .0048.

That's right. Thatts right. You're right.

Now, fertyQQight ten«thousandthsvwould ;

VARALLG &4 wWILCOX
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he the correct way to state it?
A . That's correct.
Q. And seventy-~three ten-thousandths, which is
twenty~five ten-thousandths or .002%, VYou're

right.
A. Yeah,
Q. Back on the previous one,

was .002.

I was saying.

it and what's your measurement error

~actual measurements were,

Q. You den't know how

don't know ~--

A, Yeah.

. done in ‘75,

‘we have a variance of

étwowan&ma-half on the second.

and what your

I don't know because I

it was done?

I don't know what they would have

{

3

the variance there t
4

§

4

That's what

The question is how did they measure

0. But I'm just getting at these figures here,

;indicate whether there's

iA, Yeah.

" right. Thers's no trend.

scientific. 1%

-would have said

&

032 on the first rifle,

The second doesn't

trend or not, doeées it?

It says it shows

variation.

That one was very

there would have been a trend, it

trend.

That's

\/A?\AL{.

e

L

2
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. 141 g. This one down here, the tﬁ;rd one we got ’
el
<;{¢s ' 2 variations between .0053 and .0068, which is .0015
3 { or one-~and-a~half~-thousandths?
4 . A. " ¥eah.
51 Q. And that does show sear 1ift data indicate a
§ , minor trend of decreasing.
-7 A. Yes. That's what it says.

g Q. , In other words, there's a minor trend over

9 ! time of decreasing sear 11if£L?
10% A, Yes, I feel comfortable with that though in !
il %th&t he's done other tests and recycled them 50,000 ;
12% times and there's essentially no change. That test !

e ; . . 3 b 4 &
'S 13 ! has been duplicated a number of times and I feel

;

14 very comfortable in the 700 that there's noc change

15 ' dus to wear.

i6é EQ. In other words, no decrease over time?
17 %A. That's right.

18 éQ. . Of the sear 1ift?

13 ?Aﬁ ?eah, When“you go 50,000 cycles, that's

20 ! really ==

21 éQ* That's a lot of cvcles?

22 . A. You bet.

23 %Q, Does it show variance over that amount of
(il ' 24 %cycles?

VARALLD & WILCOXK
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A. I couldn't comment on that. I just don't
know.
Q. Do you knew what they're doing back on this

page here? This would be the one where they have a

égraph and they call it page 3, but in chronological

L order it's not page 3.

MR. SHAW: What exhibit are you on
noew?

MR. MILLER: “The same exhibit, just a

?different page.

MR. B8HAW: Could I sese that for a

 moment? My copy of the report No. 8, Mr. Miller,

vcnly has three pages to it.

MR. MILLER: Let me straighten this
out. This iz the form it came to wme in, John.

Well, now, there's another exhibit, another one

“stapled tc it. I guess that's the one I'm talking

about..

3s

Let me separate that, if vou den‘t

%mind. Your then, John, Exhibit GGG will only have

?thzee pages.

I guess I need to identify this next
exhibit. I think we're on ¥, aren't we?

(Plaintiff's Deposition Exhibit YYYY

et e e e et e s s e e 2l
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was marked fo£ identific&tiqn.} i
{Discussion off the record.)

BY MR, ‘MELLER:

s I'm going to hand you what's been marked as

¥YYYyY, which‘is a4 report dated 2-12-83, report

No. 830423, I'm going to ask you some questions

about that. You might want to take & look at it.

A, {Fause) .

MR. BHAW: Did vou cover this before?

MR, MILLER: No. I never have because !

¢ 1 didn't know it was there.

MR, SHAW: I think Mr. Linde has been |

©cooperative as he can be, although he made the

comment with regard to this last report that béyanﬁ
reading the report he might nct be able to tell you
anything other than what‘s stated in the report.
This one was reguested by Mr. Br@okg,ait looks like
from the face ¢f the document, the third page of
it. i

MRE. MILLER: Sure. And I understand he
won't and can't tell me what he docesn’t know.

THE WITNESS: Yes.
BY MR, MILLER:

g. What are Remington specifications for the

YARALLO & WILCOX
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1 | sear 1ift on a Model 7800 bolt-action rifle?

(f‘ wa . :
«c{_;‘ 2 | A, T don't know.

30 Q. That report refers to -~ well, have you ever

4 seen those?

S% 2. This report?

& EQ. No. Well, have you ever sesn that report? ;
7 §A° Yes.

8 ;Q, When have fou seen that report before?

9 %A, Well, when tﬁey sent it to me in '83.
1¢ tQ. | Do you have any independent recollection of ;

11 anything discussed bevond what's in that report?

12 A. I know why it was done. i
(f?/‘ 13 Q. Why was it done? E
-y

14 %A. We had a supplier who supplies us the

15 connector material and we had a lot of the material

16 Ethat wags undersized one to 003, like the report

17 fsays. And we didn't have any material other than

1&  this one %o .003 material that was undersized and

19 ;thﬁ question come u; "Well, what do we do to get

20 iparts” because this is a special material made a

21 %special way. We wanted toc use this material but wve

22  didn't want to use it 1f it should put the gun in

23 fjeopardy ip any way.
Cﬁf _ ' 24 ; | So what we did is we worked up a test %
-

VARALLO & WILCOX
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t gave us 001 more or something so we tould continue

where we bracketed all the tole:agces, max and min
conditions, in Model 700s and ran the test to make
sure that we could use this material. Then we went
ahead and changed the drawingé, as I recall. And I

think Brooks -~ it was one to 003 and I think he

to manufacture guns.,
0. When you talk about the max and min brackets

that you used or bracketing you did, explain that to

A, We went through the stack-up of toclerances
in the system.

0. What were the parts or the tolerances you

- were stacking up? Was that in --

A, Yeah. I don*t know. Back here it shows.
At. this peoint I don't know. I know that that was -~
just exactly what stack-up, which way each stack-up
went, T don't know.

0. What I'm trying te get at, were you $tacking

. up the relationship of the trigger to the trigger

! connector as it relates to the sear?

‘A. Yes.
Q. Those =- ;
A. I believe, I helieve that's what it was.

VARALLO § WILCOX
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. did it, why we ran the tesit. But just exactly what

. the maximum was, I den't know.

' measurements ~~ maybe that might help you out -~

. that right?

. And it would»come out . thg final
relationship would come out in terms of the sear
1ift, is that right, when the rifle’s on safe?

A, You kneow, I really don't know for sure. I

remember what precipitated the problem and why we

Q. Let me point you to the sear Lift

" which are in the raw data containing several pades, f
;back at the bottom of that first piece of graph

- paper. ' |

We take the four rifles across the top

colunn. In the f£irst twoe you have sear lifts of i

L2052
fA. That's .0205%, ,.0268, .0070 and .0060.
1Q. ¢ the first two look like the maximum 1ifs

, and the second two look like the minimum 1ift. Is

(N

EA, Phere's a bilg difference between the sear
ilift, yes.

EQ, Now, is there any correlation between the
~sear lifit as oppose to the two that have the maximum

gor the higher sear 1lift and the other two that have

VARALLO & WILCOX
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¢ sear 1ift, the greater sear lifr, also have the

the minimum or the low sear lift and the
corresponding measurements on the trigger pﬁll?

A, I wouldn't think there would be.

Q. If Y suggested this to yvou, would you agrese

with me, that the two rifles that have the higher

greater trigger pull, and the two rifles with the
lower or lesser seay 1ift had the lesser trigger

pull?

A. Yeah. . : ‘
MR. SHAW: I object to the form of the
question. ’ f
A, And -—--
MR. SHAW:. Excuse me, Mr. Linde.
Mr. Linde.

Are you asking him whether that's the

P gase in terms of the measurementis or whether therets

‘'a causal relationship?

A, That's what i was just going to say. If the
measurements show there's a difference, whether it's
caused because of ﬁhe sear 1ift, I really don't
know.

Q. You agree with my summary of the document

though. Is that right?

Lo

,
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A. Well, it shows a higher, veah, trigger pull
than it‘does for these two,
Q. "These two" are the first two you're
referring to witﬁ the greater sear 1ift?
A | Yeah. Whether there's a correlation that's

caused by that or not, I frankly can't see how.
Q. Do you see how the 1ift might cause the

trigger pull or vice versa?

A. Mo, I really don't.

Q. You don't £ind that significant then?
a. Né, I don't.

Q. Now, you sald Mr. Brooks gave you an

aﬂdiéicnal thousandth. What did you mean by that?
A. ﬁell, it says here that the trigger
connectors from the vendor which were slightly, one
to 003, out of specification --

0. What specification or measureﬁent was that?
A, It's a drawn steel piece and the thickness
of that steel was one to .003 under where it should
be, not under our min bhut what they normally
processed. What would happen is when you processed
the part and you ground that surface that we bear
off, ifxyou started in the mean, sometimes when you

ground it, vou would be a little under our min,

VARALLO & WILCOX
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8¢ what we did is he allowed us to go
thousandth smaller. That's my recellection.

. In the measurement of the steels that came

in or in the minimum after you processed the piece?

Where did he allow that thousandth?
A, In the final dimension on the drawing he
allowed us to come down one more thousandth, as I

recall.

Q. That width would be the width of the trigger

. connector at any point in its circumference?

:A. Yes.

E Q. 0 he gave you an additional .00l of an
inch?

%A, Yes.

EQ. Does that mean then that the trigger

' where it's bent over, you know, those two pieces,
- could be a thousandth thinner than what had been

L previcusly allowed?

Yesg.,
C Q. And were those pieces, that steel, uszd in

‘the trigger connectors that are belng tested here?
EA. Yes, I believe they were. You know, if they

 weren't, they would have ground the parts to -~

- connector at the top portion and the bottom portion,
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0. 001 less?
a. Yes.
a. At any point in this report do you note

where they conducted the FSR test or the trick test?
A. I did not notice it when I went through it.
Q. I also note:that the safe on and safe off

forces follow that same pattern. In other words,

~

: when there's a higher or greater lift, the safe on

zand safe off forces appear to be greater than when

" therefs a lesser 1ift.

;A. That's right.
%Q- Do you attach any significance to that?
;Aa There's a correlation.
Q. What is the correlation vou find there which

izn't found -~

AL The correlation there is you're lifting the

- sear higher so you're putting more energy into it

and the travel is the szame in each case, 50
obviously vou have to have a little higher force,

Are vou following me?

Q. I'm trying to.

. You're doing 50 much work, force over time.

?If I do more work, I have to have a little higher

force. So if I'm lifting it higher in a given
‘ g g
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amount o

force,

Q.

L TTTT~2

TTTT -3

ey
évvvv
;wwww
| RXXX

L yvvy

£ space,

I*m following vou now.

MK,

{Deposition

DCR No.

DCR No.

DCR HNo.
DCR Hao,
DCR Ho.
DCR HNo..

Research
reporkt N

I have to apply a little more

MILLER:

. promised you. Let's cut

05718
05380
G7385
07648
08041
11694

10558

test and measurement
0., 830423 with attachments

T e A o B s e s s R o W

and HNo.

 CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

it hers.

11717

;ERRATA SHEET/DEPONENT'S SIGNATURE

Thénk YyOou.

I've hit the half hour I

adjourned at 5:3% p.m.)
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State of Delaware!l

}
New Castle County}

CERTIFICATE.  QF. .BERORTER

I, Rurt A. Fetzer, Regizteged
Professional Reporter and Notary Public, do hereby
certify that there came before me on the 6th day of
November, 1985, the deponent herein, JOHN P. LINDE,
who was duly sworn by me and thereafter examined by
counsel for the respective parties: that the
guestions asked of said deponent and the answers-
given were taken down by me in Stenotvpe notes and
thereafter transcribed into typewriting under my

i direction,

I further certify that the foregoing is

i a true and correct transcript of the testimony given
- at said examination of said witness.

I further certify that I am not
counsel, attorney, or relative of either party, or

. otherwise interested in the event ¢f this suit.

DATED:

Sani
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
POR THE WESTERN DISTRICYT éF MISSOURT
| SOUTHERN DIVISION
EVELYN LEWY and JACK LEWY,
Plaintiffs

v, Civil Action -
, No. 83~3172-CV-5~-2
REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC..

and K MART CORPORATION,

A Bt Mo el Nast Mo e SnnsS Sl S

Defendants

Continued videotape deposition of JOBN P. LINDE
taken pursuant to0 agreement on behalf of Plaintiffs
at the «¢ffices aof E. I. du Pont de Nemours &
Company,; Brandywine Building, {(Conference Roon
B~113768}, Wilmington, Delaware, beginning at 11:30
a.Mm., an Thursday, MNovember 7, 19835, before Kurt A.
Fetzer, Registered Professional Reporter and Notary
Public.

AFPPEARANCES:

Richard C. Millsr, Esqg.

Wonlsey Fisher Whiteaksr McDonald & Ansley
300 8. Jefferson -~ Buite 600
Springfield, Missouri 658086
for Plaintiffs

Jack W. R. Headley, Esqg.

John W, Shaw, Esqg.

Latbrap Koonmtz Righter Clagett & Norguis
2600 Mutual Benefit Life Building
234% Grand Avenue
Fansas City, Missouri 64108
for bDefendants

Also Present: Roberbt B. Sperling
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VARALLO & WILLOX

913 Market Street Mall - Wilmington, Delaware 198801
{302} 655-0477 '
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JOEN P. LINDE,
having been previously swéxn as a witness,
was resumed on examination and testified
further as follows:
EXAMINATION
BY MR. MILLER:
Qoi Mr. Linde, just for purposes of %he record
50 he doesn't have to¢ go through it again, I :emind.'
vou that you're under ocath from yesterday. You

understand that, of course?

A. Yes.

Q. It's just a mere formality.

A. ‘ Yes.

Q. I guess what we'll start out with is the

process records. You said the other day, vesterday,
that vou were familiar with the process records and
had actually made some changes in those process

records on the Model 700, Am I right?

A No.
Q. Tell me what you said.
A. T'm familiar with process records. 1

physically never made any changes.
Q. Were you involved in the decision-making

process to make changeg?
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A. Yes, I have been.
Q. On the Model 7007
Al On all models.
g. : But you didn't actually write the change
down?
A, Noe, I didn't.
Q. That's where I misinterpreted your answer
then.
A. No, I didn't do any writing on process
records.
Q. I'm going to hand you my file of the process
records. Those all all of the process records Ehat
of

have been produced to me in this case in somewhat
an.ordez by subject matter, whethsmzr it’'s trigges
assembly, final assembly, guality control, galilery
testing, et cetera.

Now, I talked with Mr. Warren about a
change that was made in the assenbly of the I
believe it was the trigger to the trigger
connector. it was a submassembly that he
instituted.

Were you responsible fmf making that
change to the sub-assenmbly?

A, I know what you're talking about.
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Q. Do you remember when it was taken éut of the
reqular assembly steps and made a sub~assemnbly and
there were some tests done, added to the assembly
proceduzre?
A, No.v I don't remember when.
Q. What do you remember happened when the
change was made?
A. 811 I remember is there was an area over in
the sub~assembly area where a guy was doing
sub-assembly operations and I would walk by that
area on the way to the gallery.
Q. That was a change made by Mr. Warren. Do
yoeu remember that?
A. He was the engineer working on it.
Q. De you remember the reason for that change,
why it was made a separate sub-assenmbly?
A Ne, I don't.
Q. : Do you know what the sub-assembler was doing
that might have been different from the priorx
?racedures? |
A. ~ Fo, I don't.

{Plaintiff's Deposition Exhibit AARAA

was marked for identification.)
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1 B'? MR, MILLER:
ol o
-l 2 0. I'm going to hand you what has been marked
3] ag, believe it or not, AAAARA. You're here to hreak
4 in a whole new series, in other words, I'm going to
5 refer to this as a list of changes or differences in
6§  Model 700 trigger assembly procedures, assembly
7 testing from sub-assembly through final inspection
8  of completed firearm. Now, this was préduced to me
9 as well.
10 ' What I would like you te do is to go
11 through and tell me whether this listing of changes
12 | -~ and you'll sze the early system and the present
(Nfr_ ' 13  system on it_~~ iz an accurate listing of what
— 14 | changes were nade.
15 MR. MILLER: John, do you know what I'm
16 reﬁerrimg to here?
17 MR, SHAW: Sure, if we could pause here
18 | for a minute.
19 {Discussion off the record.)
20 THE WITNESS: What is your question?
21 BY MR. MILLER:
22 | Q. Is that an accurate listing of the
23 | eperations -~ what do they call it? -- the
{w{ 24 | differences in Model 700 trigger assembly procesdures
g
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from sub-assembly through final inspection?

A. Yes. This here shows the changes going from
where yéu had one operator assemble the whéle rifle
to presently how the rifle's produced wherse you have
an operator who agsembles the trigger assembly.
sub~assembly and then.a'finai assembler who
assemPles that to a rifle; It's an accurate
representation of that change.

0. Were those changes made at the same time
Mr. Warren made his change by instituting the
sub-~assembly procedure?

A, No.

Q. Were some of those changes instituted by

Mr. Warren that we talked about earlier?

MR. HEADLEY: I might say for the
record it's our understanding that that column that
says “early" over there refers to 1962 methods or in
that era when the guﬁ, the Modél 700, when they
first started the fdanufactufing° Then "present®
wonld refér to the date that's shown at the top of
when that exhibit was prepared.

THE WITNESE: Yeah.,

A, No, I don't believe that Ee changed any of

thoseQ
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Q. Is that your understanding, that the "early®
column refers to the first procedures established
for manufacturing the Model 700 and the "present”
column refers to the procedures in existence on

5-2-83, which is the date at the top?

A, No.
MR. HEADLEY: I think what he's saving
is == |
THE WITNESS: I don't know the dates.
MR. HEADLEY: ~- he hasn't reviewed it
- himself.
A. I don't know if the dates are accurate.

It's the difference between assembling the rifle and
taking the two steps with the sub-assenmbly.

Q. Do yvyou know when any of these particulacg
changeg were made?

AL No. I don't know the exact date.

Q. : Do you know 1f they were during the period
19373 through maybe“1978 or 797

A, No, they werse not.

Q. You're sure that none of them were made
during that perioed?

A. Yes.

Q. " Would they have been before that pericd or

VARALLO & WILCOX
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after that period?

A. Before that period.

Q. The last three checks which talk about
correct safety operation tested at the mid location
éhree times by the final assembler, by the gallery
tester and by the final inspector, would those Have
been instituted during the 1975 through 1978-79
period?

A, Okay. As far aé the assembly of the rifle,
that's correct. As far as the tests in the mid
position, I wouldn't think so, aﬁ the mid location.
I would think that that wouid have been new in '75,
but I don't know that for sure.

Q. .80 what you're saying is the testing Or’the
inspecﬁicn was new in 19%7%; the other stuff pre-
dates 15752

A, That's what I would think.

MR. HEADLEY: I would state that the
record shows that ﬁr.,Linde during hié deposition
that he gave for two-and-a-half days over a year ago
in Ilion, New York, stated that that mid position or
trick test was ihstituted in or about April or
arcund April of 1975. That's in the record.

0. " Now, from memory or from looking at those

VARALLO & WILCOX
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that you need to, do you know what other changes in
the process of manufacturing the Model 706

bolt-action rifle occurred in the period 1975 to

1878-787
A, I1'd have to go through the process records.
3. Do you know what other changes occurred ==

when I say "other,"™ I'm excluding Mr. Warren because
I talked to him about one of the changes, the
addition of tha'sub~assemb1y -= pbut what other
changes occurred in the assembly of the fire control

system on the Hodel 700 bolt~acticn rifle during

that period 19875 to 1978 or '78°7?

A I1'd have to go through the procesgs records,.
& What are -~

MR. HEADLEY: Now, the changes you'rs
talking about here, you're talking about the
assembly procedures?

MR. MILLER: Yeah, the assembly
procedures, N

MR, HEADLEY: s stated on this
Exhibit AARARAR? |

MR, MILLER: VYeah.

BY MR, MILLER:

Q. ' Now, if I ask you about gquality control

VARALLD & WILLOX
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procedures, gallery testing procedures, final
assenbly, not just the trigger housing assenbly,
would vour ansvwer be the same: You'd have to go
through the --

A. Yes, I would.

Q. I have here some documents which I*d like
vyou to lock at, if I can éepakate them out. These
are called process record change authorizations.
This is what I produced by looking through the 22
file érawers. They have been marked as Exhibit S
and I'm going to refer to some particular changes in
those exhibits.

Soemehow I think they will refer you to
certain process records that you might want to
censult, just like theFDCR refers to the blueprints
or drawings, so please feel free to do so.

MR. HEADLEY: What exhibit is that?

MR. MILLER: The one I'm geoing toe first

hand him is S, pagé 18.

MR. SHBAW: What?

MR. MILLER: . Exhibit S, page 15.
BY ME. MILLER:
g. Now, I would like you to first read it.

A, ' {Pausel.
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MR. SHAW: What's the numnber on that
one?

MR, MILLER: 5~1%.

MR. SHAW: No. It has & number on it.

MR, MILLER: He'll have to read it to
vou. I can't see it right now.

A, Maybe yvou could help me. Do you have Lhe
process record for the individual parts?

Q. You've got everything I've got.

A. " Because it says add operation 35 to control
position of safety arm and eliminate dead safe or
fires off safe oy fires on safe. I think it would
be fires on safe. What it is. here'’s the safety
assembly and this is the numbe#, 26585, is the
lever,

What they did is they added operation,
they added operation 35. And what they were doing
iz they were bending that lever so that it wouldn't
interfere with the“wood so0 they could get a fuil
stroke, |
G. Next I’m'gcing to hand you what's been
marked as Plaintiff’s Exhibit £-3. Can yvou tell me
what problem was being remedied thexé? Alse vou

might'want to mention the number of this process

VARALLO & WILCOX
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record change form.
{(Discussion off the record.)
A, I guess the only thing I can say is, the

oenly thing I can find is this little piece of paper

. here. I don't know the background.

Q. You can't find any process record that that

deals with?

A,’ : No.

Q. It says on here "Restate operation 41.
Excessive burrs from machining. Parts are thrown
cut of assembly,® and the pait name 1s the trigger.
Is that correct?

A Yes.

&, This is change No. 266659. Is this the same
burring situation that you mentioned zarliery with
regpect to the partsg?

A I don't know.

Q. I hand you what's been marked as Plaintiff's
Exhibit 5-18. Without leocking at the records, can
you ktell me what change is5 being made there, or what

problem was encountered?

B {Pause} It says they're going té torch draw

the safety lever, which the safety lever is a hard

part, so that they could get the position of the
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lever correct with the cam.

Q. Were theyv having problems in that area?

A I have no idea.
0. I hard you Plaintiff’'s Exhibit 8~1%, which

is interim operation authorization change

Ho. 273151.
MR. SHAW: Have you marked that?
MR. MILLER: S-19.

BY MR. MILLER:

L 0. Can you tell me what that does?
A. (Pause) No, I cannot.
Q. Is fire on safe the same as FSR?
A, ~ No, it¥s not.
0. What is the lap, l-a-p, sear surface?
A. Itfs an operation.
Q. What is that operation?
A, A lap is something where you generate an

extremely smooth surface.

g. Why would you want an extremely smooth
surface on the trigger surface?

a. To getb a‘gnod trigger pull.

Q. I'm going to hand you what's been marked as
Plaintiff*s Bxzhibit §-27, interim operation

authorization change No. 273861. Do you understand

VARALLD & WHCOX
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what's being done there?

A. . {Pause) I would know no more than what it

Q. . You would know no more than what it savs?
& Yes.
Q. ¥iny was the operation canceled, interim
operation canceled on 4-8-75 by 4. Bowers?
A. Well, you put in an interim operation --
can't tell why this was. You put in an interim
operation when you pick up something. For exampl
any hesat~treat operation 1if vou were picking up
warpage all of a sudden for some reason, then you
would put in an interim operation to screen a
hundred percent to get anything that’s warped out
If you went back and decided what wa
causing that warpage, then yvou would eliminate th

operation that yeou had as a tempeorary. It's a

method of cost accounting to make sure you pick up

the cost and account for every minute that's put
into a firearm. |

Q. Now, that's different from a process reco
change authorization, correct? |

A, Yes, it is.

Q. A process record change authorization is

&

I

€
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meant to be a permanent change. Am I right?

A. Well, you know, I don't héve a dictionary of
what our termé are, but that's the way I would
interpret it.

Q. Now, explain to me one more time the problem
that you were having with the Swedish company oﬁ the
spacers and the materials and all that.

A, What?

0. You mentioned a groblem that you were having
with some sort of Swedish company on the spacing
blocks. Do I remember that correctly?

A. I just remember answering your guestions on
the trigger assembly.

Q. Well, you mentioned some sort of situation
with a Swedish company, as I remember, in which
there was a problem, that they went out of business
cr something and you couldn't get the gsame

material.

A. I was just talking about powder supply.

Q. Powder supply, okay. S0 you had to use a
different type of powéer. Is that what happened?

A, That's right.

0. when you changed to the different type of

powder, what happened teo the design of the rifle and
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t0o those spacer blocks?

A, We changed cur process to compensate for the
different powder.

Q. . Because the different powder came out a
different size?

AL No. It came out with different physical

characteristics.

Q. What physical characteristics were different
i 47?2
A It had a different conmpression modulus, I

would think. Now, I don’t know the exact terms.

g What is a compression modulus?
A, How much is compresssed with 3 given load.
G. It was being compressed more than what the

material, the same material would conpress as
provided by the Swedish manufacturer?

A, Yeah. I really don't know for sure.

Q. Do you remember the name of the Swedish

manufacturer?

A, Yes, I do.

Q. Who was that?

A, HBusguvarna.

Q. I'm going to hand you what's been marked as

Flaintiff's Exhibit 5~35, which is process record
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change No. 274943. What was the reason for this
change?

A,V I would think that this would be the change
that corresponds to the change that we discussed on
the moedel drawing.

. Which particular change in the model
drawing?

A, 0f the two front rear spacers.

g. Would 8~38, which is process record change

~authorization No. 275204, be the same thing?

A, {Pause)l Just a minute. Let me check. Was

that the gspacer front?

O I*m going to hand you also -~ this may
answer that guestion for you =~ process change
authorization No. 275205. Dees that help you answer

that guestion?

A. It references which DCR number fight on here
so all you have to do is just check the DCR,

Q. Are those all related to that change due to
the lack of powdered metal from Husguvarna?

A. Yes. ItAappears that way.

Q. None of these process changes, 8-35%, 38 and
33, then were made prior to that problem with

getting the powdered metal from Husquvarna?
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A, Yeah. That's my rescollection.

0. bﬁow, I've gone through some of thesgm I
just don’t have time right now to ¢o through the
rest of them. I don’t really want to if I don’t
have bLo.

Can you tell me this in general from
youi memory -~ I won't hold you down precisely -- do
you remember any other process changes that were
made, whether they were interim changess or whether
they were process record changes, that were meant to
be permanent on the Model 700 fire control system

for the period 1975-1878 or '797

A. I would think that you have everything,

Q. " You don't remember anything else?

A No.

0. Now, in the Model 600 fire control systen,

when you had a problem with the trick condition that
was due to insufficient clearance of the sear,
correct?

A. it was insufficient clearance between the
trigger connector and the sear, vyes.

Q. and in those rifles that would trick, that
would be because there wasn't that sufficient

clearance, right?
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A, There was not sufficient clearance with the

safety in the intermediate position, ves.

Q. . That's the trick test?
A. Yes.
Q. Now, in that situation when yvou did have

some 1ift, maybe not a full l1ift of what Remington
wanted but you did have some lift, say a couple of
thousandths, two, three, maybe .0084, would you still

get a trick condition in that situation?

A, Ko,

Q. What do you mean by insafficiént clearance
then?

AL Where you didn't have any clearance, where

i you actually had an interference.

L. Well, I'm taking the parts not as the

trigger connector is coming back underneath the
sear. I understand that you can't have any
¢learance there. I'm talking the parts as they
exist prior to pullihg the trigger.

If you put the safety on in some
intermediate position and vou get some clearance,
some 1ift, a couple of thousandths, would those
rifles then later on after you 4id the rest of the

trick test fail that test?
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A, No.

Q. Why's that?

a. If i¢ ﬁas clearance it won't fail the trick
test,

Q. So what you'lre saying the best term for me

then would be no clesarance between the trigger

connector and the searg?

AL That's correcgt. That's what you end up with

1f it failed the trick test.
Q. That's what you ended up with when the
trigger connector was cowming bacgk trving teo return

underneath the sear?

AL That's what vou ended up with going in.

Q. That was geing to be my next guestion,

Did you have to have no clearance goling

in?
A Yes.
O. In other words, before yvou pulled the

trigger after you put the safety in that

intermediate position, there was no clearance?

A. That's right.
Q. In other words, the safety was ineffective
and you'got no 1ift from the safety?

a. . That's right.
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Q. And the sear still rested on the trigger

connector?

A, That's right,

Q. Pid you specifically look into that
situation to see if it was only thqse rifles with no
clearance that would fail the trick test or if éome
rifles with a minimum amount of clearance, sSay a
couple thousandths, two, three, mavbe .004, would

also fail the trick test?

A, Yes.
0. What did vou conclude as a result of that?

A. That you had to have interference for it to

fail the trick test.

Q. Interference? In other words, no clearance?
A, Mo clearance.
Q. Were you ever able to make a Model 600 rifle

fail the trick test in a situwation in which you
measured it and there was some clearance when you

put the safety in the intermediate position?

A. No.

0. In other words, in the Model 600 the
tolerance problem when it caused a failure of the
trick test caused it by stacking up or building up

so that there was no lift on the sear in the
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intermediate null position?

A, Yes.

Q. Now, you stated yesterday -- and if I'm
wrong in my summary of your statement, tell me and
we'll try to correct that first -~ but vou stated
vyesterday that vou felt that given a rifle with ~-
A. Excuse me. But if I stated it yvesterday and 
vou asked the guestion yvesterday, why go over it
again?

Q. Because if I don't go over it, yeou won't
know what I'm talking about when I ask my next

guestion. Okay?

A, Okavy.
a. I got to begin somewhere. Remember the
exanple -~ naybe I'1ll do it this way ~~ remember the

example that I gave you where we've got a Model 700,
I hypothesized a trigger pull of four pounds hecause
it was halfway between a three- and five-pound
Remingtan specification, do you remember that
axample?

A, ¥es. If'you want to ask me questions on it;
go through it and make your scenario again.

Qe You want me to do it agaiq?

A, ~ Yeah. I'm not going to try to remember your
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scenario again. Just go through your scenaris and
ask your next guestion.

Q. Now, the question I asked you was: Given
that trigger pull and overtravel varying betwsen
zero, whaich is the minimem amount of overtravel, or
just a minute amount, enough to make the rifle fire,

and an overtravel backed off to, oh, twenty, .030 or

{ maybe even fifty, sixty, .080, if you can back off

that far, and I asked you whether you thought
debris, foreigh matter, burrs, other parts, other
things that could get in there could interfere and
bind the trigger connector in a forward position -~
are vou following me? Do you remember that example?
A Yes.

g. IEf I changed that example around -~ I think
I've given you all the information I gave vou the
other day -- and said the trigger pull was
three-and=-a-half pounds, would your answer still be
the same?

A, By answer would be that -- because I really
don't understand your gquestion.  what‘s the question
though? Now you've given me the scenario, We'QQ
reduced it to three pounds or three-and-a~half

pounds.
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b

Q. Could dirt, debris, foreign material of
whatever type, interferes and cause the triggex
ccnnectof to bind, vemaining in the forward position
at a lesser trigger pull than four pounds?

A. I wouldn't think so.

Q. How about at a greater trigger pull than
four popnds?

A, : I wouldn't think s0.

L. Are you familiar with the Mike Walker patent
. on the Model 700 fire control system?

A. I've seen it., ves.

. Do you ever review any magazines in the

' firearms industry for what authors are writing abkout

Remington products?

A, Yes.

Q. Have you ever revieved articles on the Model
70072 -
P AL ) Yes, I have.

Q. Have you e§er reviewed any articles having

to do with the presence of & bolt leck on the Model
7007

B Not particularly, no, I cannot remember. If

it was combined inte an article on the 700 I would

2 sure that I read it.

g1
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1y Q. ‘Do you regularly read any articles by John

2 Sundra?

30 A, Yes, I have,
4 1 Q. Do you sver remember him recommending to

5 | Remington to remove its bolt lock on its Model 7007

6 A In his articles?

71 Q. Yes, in any of his articles.

g A, Ne, I don't,

a1 Q. Do you know John Sundra?

10 | A.  Yes.

11 ] Q.- Have you ever talked that subject over with ;
12 | him? ‘
13 A, No. ]
14 Q. I have about anocther ten minutes, |
15 ¢ a. 20 of 1 got to leave, by mylwatchg I got §

16 | guy waiting in my office.

17 Q. How much time does that give me?
18 | a. ~ 8ix minutes,
1¢ ¢ 9. Do vou know what caused the accident in the

20 case at hand, the Lewy case?

21 | a. No.

22 0. Do you have an opinion as to what caused the
23 accident in this case?

24 | A, ' No, I do not.
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Q. You mentioned in volume 3 at page 33 of yeur
prior deposition that Remington désires to restrict
the movement on its trigger connectors as they're
assembled in the fire control system. What's the
reason for that?
A. Remington ~- repeat your guestion, pleaée,
Q. fau mentioned at éage 33 of volume 3 of your
prior deposition that Remington, the design people
at Remington, desires to restrict the movement of
the tfigqer connector on the trigger in their
bolt-action rifles, MHodel 700. |

What would be the reason for that?

MR. SHAW: Show him the deposition.

MR. HEADLEY: Yes. |
A. I can’t remember. I'd have to go through
vhatever the logic¢ was leading up to that.
C. When did vou first become aware that the
Model 600 rifle could be tricked?
A. It would have been when we were
investigating the 600 information. The trick test
was not something that Qe became aware of. It was
something that we actually developed.
Q. When did you yourself become aware that

certain models of the 700 would fire on release.of
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the safery?
A. I don't understand your guestion.
Q. Are vou aware that certain Model 700s will
fire on release of the safety?
a. I’vé seen specif;c rifles.
G When did you first become aware of that‘
situation?

PR When I was working on 7005,
g, When would that have been? ¥Would that have
been the same period as the 60057 |
A, 1875, when I was assigned to the job of
working on 700s. Then I started looking at 7005,
600s, 580s, 7885, the whole line,.
Q. The wholé line?
2. | The bolt»aation line, ves.
d. " That all began at the same time due to the
discovery of the problem of the 6007
A. ) No. It became at the time because Mike
Walﬁer retired andwthey moved me from shotguns into
center~fire rifles, 7
Q. What time period was that?
A, That would have been right arcund the first
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your time limit. I'1l let you go.
THE WITHNESS: Yeah. Okay.
MR. MILLER: Thank you.

BY MR. MILLER:

Q. One question. What is this?
A. I don't know.
Q. Have you seen that before?

A No.

MR. HEADLEY: Let the record show
beforé vou leave, Mr. Lindef that, yes, Mr. Linde
was scheduled yesteraay for his depoéitiono .We went
all day. At the conclusion it was agreed that he
would be able to come back, be present for one hour
today, even though it does interrupt his day, and
that he has schedules and commitments for today and
tomorrow and plaintiff’s'attorney had been so
advised of it previous to todavy.

MR. MILLER: We might also want the
record to show thaé I was willing to go on vesterday
with the depositicn but the court reporter did have
a problem with his finger and that was the primary
reason why we discontinued the depbsiticn
vesterday.

MR. HEADLEY: But it was about 5:30
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yesterday, as I understand, in the afternocon that w
discontinued, having started at aboub 9:00 o’clock
in the morniﬁg,

MR. MILLER: That's correct.

MR. HEADLEY: Thank you, Mr. Linde.

THE WITNESS: 8o long.

{Deposition concluded at 12:40 p.m.)
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State of Delawvare)

3
New Castle County)
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I, Rurt A. Fetzer, Registered
Professional Reporter and Notary Public, do hereby
certify that there came hefore me on the 7th day of
November, 1985, the deponent herein, JOHN P. LIKDE,
who was duly sworn by me and thereafter examined by
counsel for the respective parties: that the
guestions asked of said deponent and the answers
given were taken down by me in Stenotype notes and
thereafter transcribed into typewriting under my
direction.

I further certify that the foregoing is
a true and correct transcript of the testimony given
at said examination of said witness. '

I further certify that I am not
counsel, attorney, or relative of either party, or
ctherwise interested in the event of this suit.
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Kurt A. Fetzer

DATED:
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