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top five malfunction categories between the two models. Exhibit 

90 shows that there is virtually no difference between the 
two models. 

THE DLU MALFUNCTION RATE IS 28.8\ ON THE 7400 vs. 28.2\ ON THE 
MODEL.E'.vUR. 

THE SOR MALFUNCTION RATE IS 13\ ON THE 7400 vs. 14.6\ ON THE 
MODEL FOUR. 

and 

THE DBB MALFUNCTION RATE IS 11.7\ FOR BOTH OF THE MODELS. 

under this section shows an analysis by roun;~1 :·,!;!.,.._ 
Exhibit 9E 

showing again for the 30-06, the part of the test whe~~;~ ~.·~~~ 

11'.alfunction type is most likely to occur and t~~e';~t:ouna(:'on:::~,hidt\L lH .·~~, 
it is most likely to happen, if any. .,~~)/::<' ~~~~ ii; .. ,'.'!/':~;~~~~~ ~:!}~~W·/''. 
For DOESN'T LOCK UP -· this malfunctw1i7~~~p.rs md~~ f~quen~fy. 

,,-1· .,,. .~.. ~1· 

on the 2nd round out of the ~~x·:<:i!~~,·-6%~~Rf th~:~:~imeq6,, .AS a matter 
of fact, the breakdown ~,:{)"~d ·;\~l:';;.·!1\:, ;7), \;~~ 
lst rd. i.e. the ro4:?d. in.A~he··,'i;:harttb,~;- approx. 2\ of the time 

2nd rd. ap8f6x\'~~i~: ·~~\£h~rtini~> ·+ 
3rd rd. .. ·(;.~.app~ox. 57~, of.Lth~.;time 

·~\(j~ , .. ~ -::-··.- .~:.( '·. •' , ':'n ."' ··~· 

4th ,r.a<F'' ·~~ppt~x. l9f.i oitt:fiif' time 
'.i·.c;:•· ••:j .. ·.:.· l~)' 

''.~th''~d.' 4' a~prQ*-' .... ,,;t#/ of the time 
~:~~ ~~~. ~"-:*:~""=·'· ,~~~- -~~~;~);-.·. 

i~i~·~. F;tp.r ~· third \J;;ound the DLU malfunction is four times more 
~~~~ ,'~~~-:~,' -~~-· ~:~~' - .. 

-~--i*·· '~:. .,,·.;,.;L~.el:9))~to occur than on any other round. Similar analyses 
~~;9''''' ,._, ''\;t~ ··i~L '''·i;:~i'tbel;hq completed on the other calibers. 
·:;;)r ~~~ · r ··: ..... ""~:~~ ~ 

.:~~;,=:~~;~$~~· ;~~l~ .J~~ -+,. The STEM OVERRIDE problem seems to be randomly divided between 

)~~' )~ ''~.;~~·,.;)~~i· the first part of the test and the second part, just as it 
,~~;-, ,~;: appears to be evenly divided between the calibers. 

~~~·. ~"~'" Program 
-~~~~~'! 'li' · 2. Review of All Machine Ca"Cabili tv Studies and QC Audi ts 

•• 

This review is being done to "spotlight" suspect operations 

for review. Exhibit 9F shows an example of the type of 

condition we are looking for I show this particular study 

because it points out in a dramatic fashion the typ~ of 

operation that we should review. 

Note that fixtures 6 & 7 are uncontrollable, and that 

fixture 3 is not listed. Fixture 3 was never part of this 

study because ~ushings were not available at the tL~e ~~e 
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