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D R A F T 

Thi is in response to Blake c. Erskine's letter in the 

}'ebruary 2 3 i~ behalf of Remington, I would like 

'to set the record stf'l~n several points. First of all, 

the 6.8 million doll r rod t liability settlement was nego­

tiated by Remington' insurance companies; who have full authority 

many factors in addition 

·their decision on settlement. 

it believe now, that the 

elairnan.t was caused by a 

the accident was the resu.lt of unsafe 

attempting to unload a gun in a vehicle, wi ,_,r'......_.ll 

the rnuzile pointed in the.direction of 

gun handler did not intend to shoot. 

It is not true.that a Remington 

accident rifle in the same manner as the plaintiff' 

handled it, and the gun discharged_. In fact, if 

sition is correct on how he handled the rifle on the 

accident, the gun could not have fired without the trigg 

nor does 

Texas; 

been pulled immediately before discharge. Remington has ru 
the rnodel rifle under discussion, primarily because the publicity 

I! ~iven the Texas case has undercut the public's confidence in the jn1 
r AL00147 LJ 

j 


