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1z smsll, but, since all three guns are basically the same, greater
differaences cannot be expected. It was pointed out that this same
situation arises in the case of the Model 870, Sales requasted
that this be borne in mind in connecticn with the design of the
Sportsman-X, with a view to making a greater weight differential
between gauges if possible.

h. 3-Inch Magnum Shell

Research and Develcpment repcrted that, although we do
not recommend it, the Sporteman-58 can be chambered for the 3-inch
magnum shell, Becsuse ©f the limited length of magazine, only one |,
of these longer Remington shells can be handled in the magazine,
giving a total capacity of two. Wlinchester shells being somewhat
s?oitcr, two can be placaed in the magezing, giving a total capheity
o hree. - "

It was pointed out that the J. C. Higginhg Model: 60 dt
not have a large enough port to handle the 3<inch shpll. The:!
Wincheste> Model 5C czn be converted, bus it faguires changesiin
the fira control which are proba’;ly bey

 Deycid. the capackty of most ]
gunsmiths. The converted Model 50°will,*howaver, handle a total

of three Remington 3-inch magnus hhe;%g.';r

2. SPORTSMAN-X . i

az HIEH it ¥ 12?; b i
_Bechlise ofipossible ¢bnfiision with the J. C. Higgins
Model €0;%Regearch: and: De¥elopmont suggested that the designation
Spqggsman#x,'ﬁfﬁvéce tHe préviously used designation, Sportsman-66.
Thidg:y "peﬁgable toithe committee.

B
. 4aEireported in connection with the Sportsman-58, 16 and
20itgauges, S&les requested that consideration be given to making

8 greaster welght differential between gauges than is the case in
thé' Spértsman-58, Research and Davelopment will consider this
possibility, and, il it is technically feasible, will evaluate the
additional cost invelved.
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