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be introduced that is low enough cost and can be pos1tiQQ.x~LPt9P~rty. likely this 
would be a heavily outsourced product to keep overheadiM&Hittli&11M1~}would have to 
be simple and safe. One possibility is to build a single -~ltqtiii~bptswfba~ed on the very 
simple Rolling Block action. This was last done in 1891 witfft\~~@~ifodel I and Model 2 
Rolling Block Shotgun. Marketing will work W.r:iJh R&D '''l~ij::.Manufacturing to 
determine if such a product fits into Remington's sif;t¢g~fiifi:%:Wewdfk. 

A Remington single shot shotgun would have tQ.•·J.#;ne wi;Z';}~gji''of no more than $40 
and a net price of less than $75 to achieve q{Dt.,i/Jfit!!.YP'gin of 34-35%. This would 
yield around $20 gross profit per gun. Firstl~iar F6lii.iffi:f.$._:J;rJuld be expected at 301\I 
units. ···"·····:"· · · ..... , ... , ... , ... , ... , ... 
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