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could be caused by an accumulation of gun oil or dried

oil that you were feferring to in that paragraph?

A Yes. Actually, it would end up as a follow-dow
too, 1f the sear stuck down. If the sear stuck down --
if you pulled the trigger and the sear stuck down and

wouldn't let the trigger return under the sear, then

you would also generate the follow-down.

Q But the gun would not fire?

A Right.

o Isn*t it true also ‘thdt an accumulation of
gun oil or-dr&eﬂ;gun“oti can cause the rifle to fire
! when the safety is released?

A How would that happen?

Qo Well, are you, in your experience, aware of
that ever happening?’

MR. HUEGLI: Without anything else
happening? Without the trigger being pulled,
or anything like that?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Wall' -

THE WITNESS: HNot just by itself., I
don't see how it could happen.

. BY MR. CHAMBERLAIN:

MARTIN MURPHY. CSR, P.C.
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Linde X
0. Did it have a trigger lock?
A. Yes, it digd.
0 Then they eliminated the trigger lock anmd took off the
bolt lock?
A That's right. It was a combination.
Q Now, I want to talk a little bit about the trick

condition that you described for the jury. You mentioned that

was a term that Remington coined?

3 That's right.

43 Just one that you folks used?

A That's right.

0 And vou testified that 700's are not, guote, unguote,
trickable?

A That's right. In a sense, that's for sure.

O Because the trickable condition is caused by a manu-

facturing defect in the sear safety cam; is that right?

A

Q

A

No.
In the shape of the cam that 1lifts the sear safety?

It was in the shape of the cam, the die shape, that's

right, in the mechanical dimension of the cam.

Q

Now, although.a model-~-
May I apprcoach the witness, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Yes.

MRK. CHAMBERLAIN: I'm going to need Exhibit 2 again {(to

the clerk, who provides the exhibit).
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