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| MERLE H. WALKER, being taken by the Plaintiff, before Joyce
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THIS CAUSE -came on fbr taking.of deposdtion of -

'Beall,_Deputy Official Court Reporter andiuotary Public, Jim-.

§
H

County,_?lorida, at which time the foliowing proceedings.
were had and‘testimony produced:
~ A'P.P-E:-ARAN.CE S:. . .,

Les Cochran, Esguire
- BARNHART, MALLIR & COCHRAN

Post Office Box 52188

Houston, Texas 77052 ,
For the Plaintiff Ahlschiager

William K. McDonazld, Esquire
Richard ®Miller, Esqulre
Grant Kaiser, Esquire : _ SRR
WOOLSEY, FISHER,. WHT’I":'AKER & “TDONALD
"-300 South Jefferson, Suite 500
Springfield, Missouri 65806
For the Plaintiffs Horris-

- Don Weitinger, Esquire

7 1200 Cashco Tower
8 Creenway Plaza
Houston, Texas 77046
For the Defendants Lloyés

04[41.'1 H. "‘Iam.ﬂn = _f/‘q«wrmts:
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NO. 84-46329 R
AJACKIE AND RACHEL MORRIS, IN THE DISTRICT COURT 7
vs. . HARRIS COUNTY, TLXAS ¢
oo . me m e N S —— U r.. NP S
REMINGTON :
et al., ¢

State ofn?lofida at Largé; at-10:30 a.m. on théVQnd.day~of" i

-Pebruary, 1987, at the Lake County Courthouse, Tavares, Lake 11
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Direct

1.Cross
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APPEARANCES: (Cont'd.)

Lee Ware, Esqulre

3124 First City Tower - R
ouston, Texas 77002

%or thefDefendant Remington

.Also Present-

Jim HutLon, Represeﬁxatlve of Remlngton-

Illion, Wew York

I ¥ D E X

~ By Mr. McDonéld ' ' l_ - 3.
=~ By Mr. Cochran | 75
- By Mr. Miller 79
- By Mr. Ware, 106
- By nr.\éothan o e :.fg.;; . 152
~ By Mr. Miller | ' 156
1 ﬁHERE5?0N, the witness, MERLEJQ;.WABKﬁR;'WéS sworn
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'to one percent of the tlme, that one percent oL the rlflee

Remingion?

_H | ) Lo . 161

estimates, the rifles might fire upbh release of safety up

; would do so?

# A. No.

0. Youfﬁe néve:léeen any minutes which discussed the
Fact tﬁat Remington rifles, thé&™Model 700 rifles ﬁquld fire
about one pefcent;of them would'fire upen release oi safety?

A. No.

Q. If those minutes did exist, given the number of

{Remington rifles, Model 700 rifles in the fieid, that would

be many more than 20 complaints a year, wouldn't it?

&, fes, it would.

Q. Wduld‘a-situationuthat Remington, by its own
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hat abouif one vercent of iits Mcdel 700'g

E. TNo.

Q. Do you thin nk if that was the situation 'Remln gton
shouid-look into redesigming thete riflés? -

A Tae.

Q. rénd de y u'thihk'if-that'were the sitnation,

K

Remington should look intc recalling those 3
on the market?

A. . Yes.

which are already

' Q. Do vou £=el that & rifle which fails the FSR test
04[&!267’7[ cllajfn%_z & a“},:mciafsa
e -ﬂg%mé4%ava@mm it Judasat TR
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s - L

would be - defectlve7

A. If it failed it, yes.

TQLTTT Do yeu feél that a rifle Nodel 700 rlfle here,
I'm talking about - if it fails the trick test would be
defective? |
A, Possibleg : | ;g

'ﬂﬁ;-KAEéER: For the record, we're out of video at
this point. |

PP,

BY MR. MILLER: -
Q. You say it's possible that a rifle which failed

the trick test would be defective?

A." .Failing the trick test, under the present

manufacturing conditions, it seems to me would be

impossibié,
Q. Let's assume that a Hode: 700 4does fail the zrick
test, would you cconsiday that rifZle to bea dzfizcrive? .
—A. "Yes.
Q. And I asked you & quéstionibéforé_aﬁout your
“feelings on rifies ii cons pefce“t of - iaﬂing 'y fodel TU0's

weuld fire on -elease of szafety. I wani to ask you those

_same questions. If Remington estimates that one percent of

|.r-

t

s

its rifles would fail the trick tesi, one percent si.
Model 700's, do you think that's something they shouid look
intc?

A. That would reguire a redesign.
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0. And - if Remington estimates that one peréeﬁtxdf its

:) N rifles would fall the trick test, the Model 700 r;fles,_do
e e e e c
R you feel that would justlfy a recall of those rifles?
a. Yes, it- would.
Q.  How about if the figure were as low at-4/10 of a
- d | percent? -
2 A, I think that_would‘alSO'classify as a recall.
_; Q. And 6/10 would, of course, as well; 6/10 of a
.ﬁ%. percent would,jas well?
3 ” v Aa YES-
=N Q. That'would require a recall? .
el A. Yes.
13 1" L - B
. MR. WARE: Off theJrecord. -
T 14 ' -
(After a recess, _Hm ﬂep051 ion continued as
y 15 A ‘ '
N £oilows:}
L 16 : B
: _ BY MR. MILLER: )
17 - - A o ]
Q. Back on the record with scme questioens after we
18 . _ e ’ . g .
played the taps and pi Led up on _he video camera where we -
19 S L
: ran dut cf video tape. has ar optlﬁal comparator uced Jin
20 - , : : C :
_ .| tre manufacturing process im 157%, when you' retired? .
S 21 . : S ’ '
' A.. What's that?
_ - Q. . Was an optical comparator, the machine called an
23 ' ) .
. | optical comparator,’used in the manufacturing or guality
L control process in 1875, whén you retired?
| . A, Uh-hub. (Indicating affirmatively.)
| ' c??&m H. lea%z?l% ‘75'.04110:&1&51
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