Scott Franz

From: Keeney, Mike

Sent: 11/08/2000 01:03:21 PM
To: Franz, Scott

CcC:

BCC:

Subject: RE: M/710 Path Forward

looks good, all issues were addressed with correction direction.”
Mike

»-----Original Message-----
>From: Franz, Scott
>Sent: Wednesday, Novernber 08, 2000 11:48 AM
>Ta:  Keeney, Mike
>Cc:  Franz, Scott

>3Subject: M/710 Path Forward

>lmportance: High

-

> Mike, Please review for accuracy. Coiri ale wants to publish ASAP.
>

>Thanks,

>Scott

>

>

> On Tuesday Mike Keeney and mySgif visited T 2|d to jointly investigate the issues raised

during Trial & Pilot testing. A total of se
are listed below.

t back. The gun and the reason for return

-

> GUN  SERIAL NO.

> A-2 71001425 idsiate - Won't close on E-town's Min. Gauge
> A-14 71001004 Fallow Down

> A-26 71001136 - Follow Down and fire on balt closing

> A-5 710012

> A-13 71001132

> A-18 71001439 gger location in stock

> A-25 71001393 ‘rigger location in stock

>

> It was noticed during T tion of the trigger in the trigger guard varied considerably

hoth side to side and fro
this trigger location variati
-

>During this trip the following wa
"
> 1. Gun A-
E-town's headspace gat
chamber. This i5 no longers
-

-13, A-18 and A-25 were chosen 1o show the extremes of

. The bolt did close on Mayfield's GO gauge as it should.
never updated after dimensional changes were made to the .30-06 cal.
issye. E-ltown gauges will be updated.

> was investigated next. It was determined that the trigger was
bent. as isolated to the proof test fixture that remotely fires the gun.

Mayfield has ige to this fixture and the current setup does not bend triggers. Most of
the T &P pr e proof test fixture before this change was made. As a result a high
percentage

>

> tvariation was attributed to stock deformation. A change to the stock mold
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cooling system has been made. Stocks run with this hot manifold modification exhibit less sink an
distortion.
>

> 4. Gun A-14 was examined. Trigger pull was in specification when cl

fire control was detected when the screw was tightened. The location of the tapped
was checked and this was determined to be out of specification. The igged assembly
the adjustment and inspection setup and it was determined that the trig;
fully engaged position. The force required to rotate the trigger to the fi
sample.

-

> 5. Gun A-26 was examined. Trigger pull on this gun was:
The sear was free to move in this gun and loesening and tighten
effect sear movement. No movement of the fire control could b
tightened. The insert was also checked on the adjustment and:
not fully return to the fully engaged position on this sample. :
=

> 6. The metal side plates on both A-14 and A-26 were
that the trigger spring adjustment screw opening was distorted slightlhy
also appeared that the screw may not of been located ¢
for the trigger return spring on the bottom and it was the
spring during operation. This was not proven however:
>

> >7. A discussion followed focused on the pi
discovered that after insert assemblies were built
that the insert assemblies were built into guns by
for trigger pull and if measured out of specificati
bring trigger pull into specification. This is done;
trigger pull. not whether the fire control change

istment and inspection station
blers;. Afler a gun is built it is checked
tment screws are adjusted to

ke bench and he is only focused on
ted any other pa>rameter in the

8. Bolt stop breakage was dis
samples and destructively testing DAT:
these failures. No solution can be offere
- .

> During a wrap-up meeting
This was followed by a listing of acti
product so that a new sample co,
was offered:

-

>* Mayfield will screen
and replace stocks as requir;
and stock opening. The trig
>
»* Mayfield will bui
will be used to set all fire co
assemblies will be inspected 1 ]
engagement. In addition. sears:sh
of the stock (with bre
assemblers will be i
helow, above or in spe
specification of 4 t
their position o
priorto T &P
>

»* May
has been co

3 CP guns will be rebuilt using these new assemblies. The
Q. check trigger pull and then segregate product based on whether they are
t.should be mentioned that Mayfield has requested a new trigger pull

>
»* ¢ that the support bracket does not bias the fire control insert in any way
onall T fiould include both inspection and dimensional verification that all
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characteristics that could effect this, like the location and orientation of the th
are in specification.
>
>
=

the recelver
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