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REM R30063 150 GR 

TOTAL 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Remington Arms 
RESE:ARCH & DEV-.:1.,0PME:NT TE'CHl"IC.Al., 

3] 5 WEST RlNG ROAD 
ELIZABETl-ITOWN, KY 42701 

400 

2000 

II 

....... . ..... 

2.8% 

1.35% 

MALFUNCTIONS BY ~iK~flJNCTION TYPE 
MALFUNCTION 

STEM LOW 

BOLT OVERRIDE 

FAIL TO EJECT 

TOTAL 

... ·: ·: ·:·: ·:-: ·: ·: ·:·: ·:-: ·: ·: ·: · ..... 
TOTAL RDS 

SHOT 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 ,:::: . 

. <·:-····:<· 
.·.··:.:.:-:·· . .:-:-:-:.:.:·· 
.::::::::::::· ::::::::::::-· . .:::.:-.·. 

AVERAGE MALF 

RATE 

12% 

0.1% 

0.1% 

1.35% 

To get an early picture oqfi~p~odu9f%~~nctio~M8pability, a 200 round per rifle jack function test 

was conducted. five bullet types were u~:i:Aff~ffeW~ of e<i¢Mh1 each rifle to evaluate the potential for feeding 
·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·. ·.·.·.·.·.·.· 

problems. The lest was conducled in lhe tesl jad::h'Mi{i~\~:t~~1W-prolectors'' in place and fully closed for each shol. 

.......................... 

sample rifles should be al or belowJ@Jfi~i,;JiGi~M~).~!~1~· Up lo one rifle from lhe sample of len may be remO\ed 

from the ayeraging process if it hil.d~~hxcessiye maiA~;\on rate relative to the remaining group of nine samples. Tf 
.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·. .·.·.·.·.·.·. 

lhis lk'ld occurred lhc rifle \1ou1if.$.~'g%&:::}~1vesli,AA\~ by engineering lo dclennine lhc probable source of lhc 

problem and engineering woul~J1_a\e p~ci~'fa1@:¥#.W(~\!·~~cu111entalion for possible inclusion in the DAT reporL Test 
·. ·>~ < < ·>>>~ ·. ·. ·. . ·>>~ < < -:-:-:< <-: . 

criteria allowed for no major''~te~~ki.l:Ha.i_lures.i"ii''the test sample Major mechanical failures are defined as those 

failures that cannot easily l;!~Jrpairc.d"'Mtff#fflill~Jools and/or readily available replacement parts. At the conclusion 

of Lhis lesl U1e firearms \)~~¥:f~ref~!/)'::~xamh{~J'far signs of excessive wear, wilh special auenlion paid lo Lhe plaslic 

components. 
.::::::::::::::\:~-:-. ~::::::::::::~ 

The major p~dbt$(~~ffei~\~1,1:~ed during this test was related to the magazine box. Two problems, possibly .................. 

rclalcd, were nolc<,f.m\for.;;.t, l11~'"'!m.JM@~!i.¥.· al the assembly welds (sec piclurc below) and second. U1c bo;-;.cs were ............... . ...... . 

continually defon~~~kfM@i.~!lJ~i;m:~d ~1~f6t the front of the box by rounds impacting the box. This required that the 
·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·. 

boxes be pounded bacl': _i11l9.:~@~~@!~§,nlinue the function le sling. There were also denls in l11e fronl of ll1e magazine 

boxes from t]:i~$MWi£@£MM%£f~c below.) 
:: :: :~ :~?~/~~:?~~~~>~:~-: -: · .. 

Testing\i4~~::~~ifo:wtm~.boxes to determine weld strength. (See reports in the Appendices on weld strength 

lesling.) -~P:rr%l~~%::~~c~ci"'fo~&;,\o lhe production \~eldiug process lo address Uris problem and welding strcngl11 re-.......................... 

testi111;::~~~~:~~W'Mfo~U~!\:Qnfirm improved status. 
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