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Subject to Protective

deficiency with respect to our weapon as all discharges occurred in the SAF
condition,

specified by the FBI that needs to be stated. The weapon in que 0003 was
i hich in thig

case was the magazine floorplate coming open when
changes were made to any other components, parts e

etc. had been dropped a total of 18 times trom
evaluate the absolute worst case abuse that
servlce life. For clarification purposes, Mr.

of abuse testing. Any
h the noted deficiencies from the first
nufacturer as a deficiency in the

he second round of abuse testing
a defteiency as the stock had already
roung.as was originally specified.

round of abuse testing would not count’
second round. As an example, shoul
as redefined by the FBI, this would
passed the more severe abuse testig

This leads me to an assumptlon we AN F'would like to clarify. FAR
regulatlon 52.212-2 allows for
be re-tested under the same test

failure in two areas during the abuse test
LFP . We made an adjustment in one

criteria. In this case, the
(drop test) as it was ongir
deficiency (the magazing
protocol rendered the weapi
was no longer a requiggis
requirement has beeri
we are starting fro
magazine floorpl

if the SAFETY OFF condition irrelevant as it
. HOWEVER, the test and performance

re assuming that because the test is different,
ay failure point Should the problem with the

i ¢ tollower on our product
_ sprmg and follower are virtually identical to those we currently
ERI for use in their rifles
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