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Jim Snedeker

From: Snedeker, Jim

Sent: 01/13/2004 06:21:40 PM

To: Franz, Scott

CccC:

BCC:

Subject: RE: E'town Shipment - Detent Spring/Pivot

I'm not sure why this particular change is being made afid may need to better understand why
the change is being made to be able make any specific test mmendations that address the change.
Perhaps
we could discuss in the morning. ;

Other than that | would recommend a minimal amount of te
would agree with combining the DAT and T&P testing. ;
six rifles for test. I'd measure the safe on/off force ev

urement and inspection. |
yfleld supple a sample of
&ie’is no currently established

orce in each direction is not

hie of boxes through each rifle

00 rounds on the guns @ 5
ual wear in the detent area. We might
sit.design) at the same time.

tion that we can discuss. |

‘Quick and simple.

with one belng shot to 500 or 1000 rounds (roughl
rounds per safe on/off cycle) just to evaluate the
consider some dry cycling as long as we run so

personally don't think that it's necessary in this
----- Original Message--—-

From: Franz, Scott

Sent:  Tuesday, January 13, 2004 8:50 AM,;
To: Snedeker, Jim
Subject:

Jim,

They have built samples and measured for
ut using actual paﬂs they'd use in production |
se€ no reason why not to combine B34
and what tests/measurements sho

From: Boyles, Derek
Sent.  Monday, Janua

To: Franz, Scott
Cc: Keenay, Mike
Subject: RE: eient Spring/Pivol Pin Test

Scott,

Mayfield completed.its.analys
Based on the sa ;

prototype safety detent springs (F-300407) up to this point.
ND subjective data collected, we have a recommended detent

spring/pivot ; discussed with Mike Keeney this morning...he is in agreement with
Mayfield's re endatlon

If you recall phone con ation we had several weeks ago, you suggested developing a
DAT/T&P styl valiiate the change. Give me a call to discuss.

Subject to Protective Order - Williams v. Remingten
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