
ML'1ute #6 -2- September 4, 1975 

• This meeting was called to discuss the status of the recall involving 

.22 Long Rifle Match, Index 6600. J.H. Chisnall reviewed with the SubcCll'IInittee 

the history of the problem. !n March of 1975, Remington rec~ived two can-

plaints conceniing target rifles that had been damaged UPon firing .22 Long 

Rifle Match. upon investigation, it was revealed that the cartridges in ques-

tion had contained dalble powder charges. The shipments under suspicion were 

traced and the receiving distributors were sent a Registered-Return Receipt 

·'· 
letter requesting the return of the cartridges involved. Each sales ti:IS:ion 

;~~-~- ·.-;~ 

received a list of the acccunts in their area for folla.10lP• IZ(:b~:,f-u~tct;:.;J, . 
1975, Remington had received back a total of 9S.1.~·~;,¥f~~~es;;~~i[!j:~~·1~¢i!"' 
was received on May l 7, 1975. . ·" ·:;:rn~~c·, '~thW :~~~'.:. ';;~fao ~r ··~> 

To date, a total of :\~}fi.fl~i1~:, ~~ re~fted damaged. There 
-~ · .• , . ·: -. ,,.::_ r . .- l 'l~' . 

have been no personalJ.·J:\~~ri~~~:~ M.f'.'com!ipinu~~ve been handled to the cus-

t~ers' sa0~t~ri·~;~·, -~;~;:~ ·~:-~~~~~~·;~artridge shipments were small, a:a 

• b ec~us'.T'.?J;ifit!re wa~~-a s~~rta~:~~;of Mateh Grade during this period I the prababili ty 
:':'' ~.:~"" -~~: .,.,.;:~. ?-,:.~-=- . "'.;~/ 

is '~at *'~f th~f:!su~t~'cartridqes have now been used. Remington has not 
• .::'"'- ..; I . 

~fk~-:~~~:~:, :~j!.. ,~,~~ ~J= ' 
•"'~·f' ·1~('\i#~~±~ed ~ canplaint about the .22 I.Ong Rifle Match for months. Likelihood 

;df~;;';"'°"'''.\~tt ··~~~'o;';~~n~~ injury is remote because the pressures generated are not that high. 

i~{f'·'~n~~~· -~~~h ,.fw ·:;::,. After discussion, the subcamittee determined to reeanmend to Manage-

·~~~\. .~~~f -,_,;;~~-;:;i/t ment that the recall effort now be terminated. 

~·~;~~d~-'' 
The meeting adjcurned at 4:02 p.m. 
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