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BUMMBRY

Han been depesed in other casexn.
Has bwen w lawysr sipse 1981,

Izn't axployed by Besmington. Faploved by the
tuPont Company since 1985,

Handliag and coordinates thelr litigation.

Spemis  aboul 50% of nis time courdinating
Renington Arms' litigation.

zelieves the tiwme iz billed to Remingbon bub
dossn’t know that for a faot,

Sets & payoheck strictliy frow DubPont.

Hob reguired by sithey company to kssp  an
heurly division of the time he spends on sither
eonpanies® activities.

Spends  50% of his time on Reninghbon Ares
business and 50% on DuPont business.

Tan't reguirsd o keep his time as bto whioch
company bhe aspends 1t for.

In effect, he doss saploveent activities for
both ocompanies.

With respect fo litigation coordination, when
he was an attorney for Remingbton dras Co. he
pavformed the same functlions there while he was
on the payroell at Remington ss he now doss at
puPont in relation o litigation cocydination.
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With respent to Remington Iitligsation, even
though he swibtched payrolls, hw performs ths
same activities.

When Bamingion disbanded its legal depariment
in 1%8%, he was offsred a poaition at DubPont
legal.

Belisves all the Functions previously perforsed
Ry the Remimgbon legul deparissnt are now
performed by bthe DuPont legal deparipent.

Dossn’t know 1 Resington's demand for legal
gervices is the sampe now ag it was before the
isgal department was disbanded dn 198%., With
respact Lo litigetion itds basicslly the sawe,

Sne othey lawyer, other than deponent, works
a3y Banington Arme buziness. Bonald &, Parinoey
iz alsg spployed by the DuPont iwgal departnsnt
and is senior coounsel.

Partnoy's way gensral uounsal ab Bemingbon.

Deponent has no clisndts other than Remingbon
and DuPont.

Right now he has no way of telliny at which
particulsar time he worked for which particular
COMPRTY .

Considers himself to e w lawyer for both
Remington and DuPont, sven though hets nobt on
Remingbon’s payroll.

While at Remington, ha was aoting secrebary fox
the product safety subcommiittss on gseveral
ponanions when the zmeoretary was not thers.

Ad3mits bthat under sath in Hovenber of 14986 he
denisd having sver attended ap opsrations
committee meoting.

While smingtes of operationsg commitise neatings
af FFBR/7E, B7127795, and 47231777 show he was
in &tt@ﬁﬁamcﬁ, he states ha dosan 't remenber
gver attendling an operations committes noeting.
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Dowsn’t remenber sver belmng in an operations
cemmitites pesting.

Dossn®t deny  the acouraosy of  the  coupany
ravords which plave him at those neebings.

Doesn't fesl he has the gqualifications o make
any  rapresantations as o the design ov
manufacture »f any particulsr fivears.

Assunes a known or suspectad product deficienny
iz w deficiesney Rknown or suspevited in a
prosduct.

dsgumes that 1f vyou bhave a RKnown product
deficisncy that sffects the safely of uperation
of that firsars, the gun should not bas sold,

I¥ youire pubting a2 gun on the market that yon
snow i g defective product, vou shouldnt sell
it,

Boesntt  feel  gcspable to answer design
guasntions.

When he testifised in the past about whether or
not you oould lozd the gun with the safeby in
the on or off position had nothing to do with
the safe desiygn of the gun, he thinks he was
tesbifving about the bult lock.

LQQ& 4 think he's sver testified sz o design
riteris of the gun.

(., Did you testify in the pask, sir, genevally
about whetheyr or not you oould ioad or unisad
the gun with the afetg in the on position had
ﬁathing to g0 with the ssfs hendling ~- with
saf 4:'3“.""}" Z

A« Wall, ¥ don’t krow whab the vontext of it
wag. I remewmbey saying that in -- in 3 pontext
i @ speific litigstion that the bolt look had
nothing o do with the partisular accident
invelved and that you could unisnad & gun as
safely with or without a bolt iook as you could
with or without 3 bolt lock.
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Enows E. ¥, Barrett and J. §F. Modwdresws.  In
18998 Mr. MeAndrows was an offiser with the
SURpAny . Belleves he was either marketing
dirscter or exscutive viog-president.

Believes Mr. Barrstt and HMr. Sparrs wers

technically gualifisd to sit on the operationg
commitban.

They =ab on the commitbes a3t which the reoord
states deponsnt was pressnt whioh passed the
minute thalt says that in ordsy 4o safely handle
a wun, that safely demands a design that
anables the shocter to operats the gun with ths
gafety own. Dussn't remember aibbimg on any
opwrations consitien, nor doas he ever rvenanber
nearinsg statements bto that effect.

% ... 1¥ you have remenbered such a statement
and yvou had been present when that was spoken
by wfficers of the vonpany, then after that vou
couid Bardly truthfully take the position that
you don’t need a .aﬁ@ty that allows you o
unicsd the gun with the zafeby on, do you, sir?

G seodn 189%, 1f vou disagreed with the
buainsss of the operstions ﬁmﬁﬁ*'%@@ whan they
gald that safety depands a design where you oan
toad or unload the gun with the gun in the sate
position, why didn't vor say sumething back
then s¢ we could ses 1t on the minutes, air?

Sinve he dossn’it  vewmenbesr  buing  at  any
cparations meeting and dossn’t remembey that
statenent being wade, it's hard for hinm to say
why he dossn't obieot.

1f ne wevrs at a meeting and somebody mald

gsomething he Jdisagrsed with and thought was

wanq? he would bring it up and nobe his
dizagreement.

Knows that thres pinutes have hin listed as an
attendan. After lovking at the nminubes
prodused, he dossntl r&aali any of the subisct
mattar that was Siscuszed. It dosan?'t refreash
nis resolleotion of being theves.
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an’t deny he was thers since he iz listed.

L8

G. 3T the wminubtes of the copesrations ooamitise
are true and ogyrect, which no onge disputes
today, that safe gun handling dewands s design,
and that iz the word, demand, dewarnsis g Jesign
that enables the shooter o opevabte the agtion
with the =zafety on, then a gun should not be
g0id to the public or allowed to be in use Iy
the publio that fails that orxiteria that
Rewinghbon iltself has sstablished that safeby
demands it; right?

£« Let me get this olesr with you, ¥y,
Speriing. ®Why you have the heading on the page
with nothing undey it is because your company
has blanked out what's undey 18, The way this
sriginglly appearsd was salegeriss wars listed
& through B oard beyond with hnown product
deficlianvies ~~ gxouss me, known or suspected;
yvou understand that?

Dowsn®t know why Rewmington Zrns fallisd o
produce reccrds From 1873 and 1378 frow thely
gperaticons comnittes in rasponzes o & properly
formulated BFPF to the oompany. He wasn’t
involved in the production of those.

1f one party withhelds from the other cruvial
docugents in a cuss thab have been properiy
raguested for over 2 vears, it may deprive ths
party of 8 right to a falr trial.

2. And when you ask somsone under oath to give
you wll decuments in raspanse o a3 cleay
degoription of  your operstioms  comgmities
minutes desling with the MH/704, they should

turn thes over to you prosptly, shouldntt thay?

.  a® I say, I wasn't invoelved in this. I
don’t know 81l the -

Believes if the plaintiff asks for documants,
the documents should be produced LY they are
available.

G, And 1Y someons sends you a8 veguest Ior
production in & lowsult and says fturn over o
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wme the operations committes minutes dealing
with the B/720 rifle, it's not very much
troukls to go gest them, iz i7¥

A. I dontt knew. I assume 1P they know whare
thay are they oan get then.

Svmeons with Remington always knows whare they
BT,

9.  And if sonsbody from Bemington guss and
picks and chocsws the onses they wand vou o
have and leaves oul othesy onsms that tu@y Ry
vou nead, hypothsbtically @pﬁaxing, g2iyr, that
could be an atbtenpt o daprive yvou of a ftrial,
oouldntt 19

A. Well, hypothstically it would deponent apon
how the gusstion was asked and what theyire
leoking for.

There may be 3 good exouss for not burning over
dovumenta  for  over twe  years  that  were
rightfully reguested., He doesn®i know. Ha
dossntt know what the situation was.

¥nows nothing about the operations commitise
athay than that theare was one.

e Do oyouw  know whe  the penbers of  the
opwrations cumpitise ars?

THE WITNESS: At what ftime frame?

Underatands that it's the top officers, ths
heads of the depariments of Remington.

The top officers and heads of the departwmant
of Remington in 187% and in 1976 dsoclarve
something to be 2 known product deficienvy o
a suspected product dsficlency.

Mr. Barrvett was ths head of the ressarchidnsiogn
departnent at the tine that gtatement was made.

The head of the design department, Mr. Barrett
wag prasent. Mr. Holndrews beoans @Yﬁ%md@ﬁt
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of Rewmington, but he lsn't sure i¥ it waz in
1876,

fﬁ@ minutes are reflsactive of the business that
az disoussed at the commibtitee meebting.

Deponent attended product safebty subcommitbes
meebings for Benington.

&t the product safeby suboompiibites, which iz
a suboccomsittes o the opsrations commitise,
minutes are mads up afiter the meebing and
cireulated $o the nenbers.

IE the conuvlusion at the end was that ves, it's
true, it's &u&pw wed wr itt's Enown, then it
would be trus; but he deossn't kKnow what was
decidad.

¥ou have to chanqe the design or changs thw
actusl product after it lsaves the factery when
you rebrofit it,

0. Dy von may have pade the decision that it

might not be cost affective to do it, righit?
It might ke cheapsy Just bto defend the lawsuil
than to revall the rifis.

¥ u ¥ell, Hr. Bperiing, vyou gan make Lo
decisions, right? You van recall the rifle
you gan defend the lavsults 1§ it's defective.
Wow, the company has thab option, Jdosenit it?

& rabional coopany dossn't have that option.
There's only one opbion. If you have 3
defective produst cut there, you have Lo go oub
and get it.

He gobt into revalls in the legsl departsent.

There Bay hava been oost esbipztes done when
there was z sonsideration of a reoall.

If any were done, he dogsnt kaoow, but the
aoccunting or Yinance depariment may know.
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He was  involved with recslls Jduring his
azsocintion with Bemingbon, to the axbent that
he reviewwd sowme lebtters that wesmt oubt o the
field.

Haz been with Rewmington since 1370,

His role in Remington flrsarsmse litigation is
that he would geb the ccapliaint and sunmons as
it cams in and would obbailn g legal counssl,
send hin a sungons and conplaint and ask hin
to defand thelyr interessts in the metter.

He would glve hism sows names of whoe he conld
talk to, depending on what the atiorney's
problew was, guestions he had, etu.

Then, as the case gub on towarsd trial, degonsnt
@auzﬁ.alﬁrt.?mwxﬁgtwn”managam@”.,a&-tg when the
trial dube was. He would be involved with the
abiorney  in any zstitlsment discussions and
would advize managswment of the outoone @
digsposition of the oase. He's lnvelved frowm
begiming Lo end.

Umad to participate nmorve in the discovery phass
of the case. How he would parbticipate to the
pxhent that whal they wers askimg for was sort
of in deponentis balliwick. If they askhed
insurance guestiong, 1T they wore coversd by
insurance depenent would haywdle that., If they
asked for docunents thab were logils tmvalig
where deponent was, he would Iry $o oompils
thogs.

Styled himself as the litigation ocouvrdinator.

Would be responsikle for snsuring that truthful
responses were pade ﬁw vespanstsa for discovery
that vane through Remington only to the sxtent
that he signed 2 particulasy ;ﬁturragﬁtar;
answer. Used o do that when ab Rewmington but
doesntt think he has lstely. Just hasn't had
the tine.

1f & reguest for productlion came in, 1L may
may not go through his offics. i th&y*Va
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alreudy been working with somebody, it might
go bhyough. It depends on the guestions asked.

Ig nobt awaye of the fact that in this case, the
operations committes rscords produced for the
plaintiffs have bmen searched and id was fournd
there wers minutss missing for the operations
comrities for at lesst 8 differsnt months,

If the secratary wasn't there and deponent waw,
they would ask him fto be acting ssoretary.
Hever held that specific position. He was just
the purson who was thers sb the mesbing. The
seoretary of the committes st that time was Towm
Sharps.

Ronadd A, Partnoy was  gensral oounsal of
Remingbton at thay time and was a nember of the
product zafety suboommitise for the whole tlins.
Thare were no pouitions in the commithee axoept
chairman  and  sscrebary. Tom  Bharpe i
deceased. HMr. Parbnoy 3till works for DuPont.

Glves scome history of the product  safsty
subconmittse, when it was formed, why, and what
the purpose of the committes should be.

The principal purpose of the product mafety
subvomaittes was to discuss safety or potaential
safety problems of the product.

Balievay BY Barrstt was Chaivman of the
committes fram 7% Lo 174,

Iz gurs he atbended most of the produst safely
subcommittes neatings, pozsibly all of them.

Underastands that sz part of the production in
the UChapa ocase, plaintiffs asked that all
pinsites of the produst sufsbty subcommitien e
produned.

Thera's ne hiztory of ayw meebtlimg conducted
from iate Y75 until lasis P78,

Mo meetings were vonducted of the products
gsafaty committes during that time pericd.
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As bto why the products zafety commities gidnit
mpet for thres years, he states the neebtings
weranit on any soheduls. Doesn't know 1Y they

met wvery other veay.

0. Lan you explalin why there is a threse ysar
gap betweasn 75 and 7E when ne product safeby
subcommittee mesbings were held?

If the sohairman felt there was a toplce that
needed to be disoussed by the commilties, he
wouid call the suboommittes togathey. Suppogss
that 1Y thars weren’t any meebtings for three
yaars, what was going on from the safety
standpoint of the product was that sach payrson
who was on the committes was handling it in his
individual depariment.

of the menbers of the operations consities, B
Hooton is atill alive.

£. #psrre is decsased. Isn’t sure, bub
helievas B3 Buattis iz deceansd. Bl Barrett
iz alive and retired. Dooun®t recoygnize . M.
Douglass. G. M. Csihoun waz divsocioy of
researvh during '74 and 75 and iz deosased.
H, ¥. Btosssal is deoeased. J. §. Williams is
retired and alive. Doesntt know aboub J. H.
Sweenwy. J. P. Hodngdrews iz allve and retived.
. K, Malloy is alive and works for DuPont as
directoer of sxbernal affairs division. He waz
head of Remington’s  finanoe  department.
Aszeniates the name J. R. Bowsr with Ilion's
fireavms plant, bdub dosan't know if he'w
retired. Dosan't know whers L, Fox ls. H. B.
Boyle iz retired. He wazm plant manzgsr ab one
rime at Ilion, but deponent doesn't balieve it
was abt this peried of time.

To bis knowladgs, Remington hasn't done any
work whers they conpparsd the avarags oost of
defending the Hodel 700 allsged defect cases
with the oost of resallirsg amd vorresting the
WRAPOH .

Balisves some of Remingtonts sbalf fanotions
ware mergwd into DuPont other than lsgal.
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To his knowledgs, Reaington dossn't have 8
separste lagal department.

Beligves Renington’s acocounting deparvtnent was
sliminated in 1%8% g well,

Agress the conpany coulidn’t swist without an
accopunting  department and without & lagal
depariment. Pevhaps portions of the financs
department merged inte the DwPont finanoial
departmant,

o] Wall, was the acccunting deparimsent
aliminated in about the szame time in 1985 that
the lsgal depurinent was?

&. There wus about g vear bhere efore 1943
whare warious departmentey, various peoples wers
wmoving down bto Wilmington, wers retiving ov
going out of the oompany and I believe the
ingal dupartment was one of the last to leave.

Thare is ap saploves benafits department whioh
ig ajlsce handlsd through Dukont now.

Balieves [wPont  has  an  saploves  safely
dapartment. Hasn't heard of Remingbon
currently having an enployvees zafaety department
separate frow DuPont.

Balieves Bobby Brown is the ourvendt president
of Bownington.

Grigingily was and abtill iz presidsnt of
Consolidated Cosl <o, Hr. Hrown iz the
president of both companiss.

Dosantt know the status of Conzolidated Cosnl,
but ¥r. Brown serves simulianevusly az hsad of
both of thoss entitiew.

Enows the president of Benmington is sowsewhere
in Pitteburgh, Has nover been o his offlos.

Dosunt't kaow 1 Remington drws Co. has a CFED,
but Bobly Brown iz the president.  Bzecutive
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vice~president is Jack Preiser located in
Wilmington, Delaware.

¥r. Praiser came up through bhe company and
fepanant rewenbsrs him st Bridgepord,
Connectiont where he had various pusitions up
through the marketing Jdepartment.

Thinks he alse was in the finance deparisent
at one time.

Deponent  and  Mr. Prelzmer both office in
Wilmingtan, ut theyire in separate bulldings.

Deponent's  dooy  has nothing on it that
irmdicates sopeons thers works fur BResingbon
Arms. Just the files on his desk refisob thab.

Kemington Arms Co. has o separaste board of
dirsotars but he dossn’t know whe the peobers
B

Wasnt't aware that any axpenditure of over
2500,100 by Remington Arms Oo. had to ba
approved by the DuPont exsoubive commibtes.

¥oows of one cxploves who works for both DuPant
arei Remingbon, Bon Partnoy, senicr oounsal in
the legal depariment.

Got iz dob after being interviewed by the head
of DuPont's legal depsriment. His seniority
carrisd over From Bemington into DuPont.

Belleves 1t's true that all enplovess whoe moved
from Remisgton to DuPont maintainsd their
seniority, thelr pusition  and saployse
benafits.

A1l emplovess benefits for Rewington saplovess
are now provided through DuPont.

Belisves al cne tise Bemington and DuPant had
suparate financlial statements, bubt doesn't
belisve that's trus today. Balisves the only
pulslic statesent lssued by Remington would be
a Jeint stalement with DuPont.
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Thinks the change reslly ocourred in 80 or
81 when DuPont acguired 1006% of the stock of
Remington. Then in '84 and 8% theore was the
consolidaticon  whers  ths sganization  of
Remington ocut out some stafy fuenotions and
redocation of the corporste headguartsra of

Remington was made o Wilmington, Delaware.

¢. ¥hen the opsrations ccommittee identifisgd
product  deficlencies  that were  known o
suspected, abt any tizms wers those product
deficienciss referred to the product safety
gsubcomrittes Yor any further study shatscever
that vou ean recall?

THE WITHESS: They way have been, bub they
waran’t -~ I van't recall thew beling referrsd
toosw here's a -~ hers's a produst deficlency
that's referred to us by the ... operabtions
pommitias,

Doponent dossn’lt reosll that kind of report.

Where 3 gun fires without bthe triggsr beinyg
pulied thatfs in the propery condition and
propearly cursd for, i¥ thsay produce the gun,
Bemington should bear responsibility.

Ong of the complaints with the ¥/700 series was
that the rifle would fire without pulling the
Lrigger.

Q. And in response to those complaints in
Bemingbton's own investigation in 1%78% and in
18746 thae M/700 safety whersin you had to pub
the safeby into the fivs poesition in ordsy to
load or unlond the »iflis, that was declared Lo
be either a known or suspectsd  produst
duficienoy, that's whewn that heappansd, dsn’t
it, mip?

Az 3 lawyer, deponent Rnows when s conpany has
takun  conflicting  positions. Raad the
operations committes ninvtas taday, but had not
read thex pricr to that time.

Today 1s hizs first knowledyges of thab.
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o] . ex ¥ have to admit today that there
appeare Lo ke 3 oconflicting position in
Remington's statements In 75 and 778 skipping
ey 78 and Y80, In U5 aped *TE, the oompany
daviares it o be & known or suspsoted produst
deficienny that vou have to load the gun with
the safety off, and Iin 197% and 1380, they
changs completaely to say ne, it has nothing to
do with smafety. How, thozs are oonflictimg
pesibions, aren't {hey?

States bthey are not conflioting positions.

%, One yesay yvou desiarse bhat it's a Xnown oy
suspected product defect and that safeby
denande thalt you be able Lo unisad the gun with
the rifie in the on zafe position and the next
YRAY you 83y no, safety dewsn’t demand that,
it hazn nothing to do with szafety. Ho, thoss
are absclubsly sonflicting positions in &
hvpothetical sense, aren’it they, Mr. Speriing?

Inderstands by Yyou,® counsel means Bemingbon.

. Hypothetlcally speaking, if thess notes are
true and corresot amd If in 1978% and 1976 the
Bewminghon opevations comsibiee considered the
¥M77un safely wheveln you had to place the vifis
in the fire position to load or unload it tu
be a known ov suspested product deficlency,
then that iz oompletely condrary to theliy
pogition in 1978 and 1930, isntt it, sir?

A, Ho, it dsntt becsuse I dontt disputs the
faot that it's plsced in the minutes. I
gispute with you an intevrpretabion «f 1t as why
it's placed in the minctes. Iz it a debate
item? Iz it & conclusion? I dontt know whab
tha  position of the oowmpany was therey
therafore, I gan't iell you when 1t was
ohanged., I don't think it was changsd. 1 have
navey heard anvbody tell se thad the bolt look
conbributes to the umsefeness of 8 gun.

Denies that the official posdtion of Remingbon
in 7% and 78 in thelr operations cumnittse
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minutes was thab the M/700 safety reguirimg the
shooter Lo place the rifle in the fire position
o load and unload was 3 bad design.

It was Y73 oy 73 vhen he flrst becams involved
with 2 Remington Hodel 700 case where 1b was
allisged that the vifie had gone off without the
triggsr being pulled and had 2 defective design
to mavketd a rifle that regquired you o load it
and unioad it with the zafety in the Fire
position.

&t that time he was involvaed in all iitigation
sonserning Remington products.

It¥s & conplaint he's known about for 1% or 16
YRALTE .

9. And youlre telllimy me that in 1% or 14
yoars of lnvolvement with those lawsuibs that
never befove have yvou ssen the minubtes of the
opsration comnittes that declare that safety
design to bs a known product or suspaoted
preduct defliclanoy?

&. 1've never besen a nesber of the operations
comgities, To my inewledge I never sttended
operations committee. I've never looked abt tha
cparations oomsitise nimntes. Theyive never
bean sent o me.  Ifwve never poursd through
thew. I have never seen that o sy knowisdge
hefors now.

Mr. Parbtnoy was his supervisoy during thoss
YRAYE .

e & wmember of the products  safety
subcompittes who iz slsc & nembeyry of the
oparations commities is present at ab lesast two
meatings where 1t is declared fo be a Known
product or & suspectsd product deficlenoy to
mavve to lond or unlosd the rifis to zafety in
the fire position. Your supervisor amd you're
supusrvising litigation over that wveary sans
thing and you never heard of ib; right?
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%. I have never besrd of it. If'n not sure Ron
Partnoey is & wmepber of it or was a paembesr of
the opsrations osommities. I don't know what
he heard, what he understeod, but hels nevey
told me that Bemington's pesition or his own
pusition 1s thalt a bolt look affects the safety
of 3 bolt~-

Tentt arguing that Parinoey was 3 senbsyr of The
cperatlions oompitise during 7% through 7%,
He'sn just saying he didntt know that,

Hag heard the statement and allsgation nads by
pilaintiffs that it was a known or suspectsd
product deticienny o have the Hodel 700 rifls
whers you had to load it with the safety in the
fire position. Has alsze heard the faot that
thay inocked into the problewm. Has neveyr hsard
Remington, anvone in an official sapacity of
Remingbtan, or anyone frow Bsaington say that
the bolt lovk poses s safely problew o the
usey of the snoy with a3 bold lock.

2. The statement «f ths operations commitiss
wag, Mr. Speriing, plainily smd sinply thai
safaty demands, safe gun handling demands
damign that enables the shoeoter 1o opsrsts the
action with the safely on, Now, yvouw'rs telling
me today that vou have nevey befors hsard thaeb
statenent wmades by anvbuly from Remingbon,
yight?

A I have never hsard anyong gaks that
gstabenment that safsby demands us to have that
kimd of safety on 3 gun vy I've forgotien the
wordange of it now.

. Dossn’t it sesm a 1ittlw strangs Lo you,
e, Speriing, that a man who has besn invelesd
with litigation »f peuple who olsinm to have
mpen shot and zome killed by the failure to
have o design where you could lsad oy unlsad
the gun with it in the safe poesition, doesn®t
it ssem a little strange that that man has
nover befors seern the minuts of the opsrations
compittes that deolsres that o ba a known
produet deficlency?
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&, Wsll, first of all ¥ don't agres with that
statemant.

Dosasn't remenmber bkeing in attendanoe at the
cpprations oompitise mesting when  bhat
statoment was nade, Dosant rsgesnisyr the
statement and doesn’t remerber geititing minutes
wf tham.

G.  Mr. Sparling, 1f you vemenbsred being at
thig mesting, if vou resmenbsred being thers

whan 3 statepsnt was madse by a porson who would
within a year or two become the president of
Zemington, Mr. ¥olysirews, and the hoad of
reswarch, if vou vzuembeared them adopting 2
position  two  years runndng  that  safe gun
nandling demands a design that snables the
shootar to opsrate the action wlith the zafety
o, 1if you remexbered saver heasring that
statement before, bthen you would have glven
aome falee testipony in the past, wvouldn't you,

The lizt st the beglonimg of the ninvtes shows
nis name 33 beling thers but he dowsn’t resenbsy
eing there and Jussn't rewssbeyr anyihing that
want o at that mesting.

Hage always taken the position that he has nevey
heard of the winute that was sdoptesd converning
the unsafe design of the rifls.

Hasn't changed his position. Ha dossn’t
ramenber the mesting and hasg never testified
any other way.

Q. Becaunse 1T you did rewember this mseting
all wyour previcus bestinony aboul it nevey
being a safety problem would be false, wouldn't
ity

&. Ho. That has nothing to do with that,

e Mr. Sperling, if yvou wers prosent at o a
meabing when the ohied of resmesroh amd the
president of the company adopted minubess o
declare the lack of the ability o load or
unioad with the gun in the safe pusition tu be
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3 known product deficlienay, if you knew that
to be the position of the top sxecubive and top
research people ab Remingion, Lthen you oould
not truthfully give sworn tsstinony that the
gafely on the Model 700 privr to 1883 wam
aceaptabls, could yOU sir? You Just couldnit
truthfully do that, oould you?d

%, Well, I won't go through all this about not
beling pressnt at thes meeling. I don't know:
I dontt vemembeyr. Howevey, 1f I was thers ang
if someons sitood up, president of the company
ap whatavey, and madse that statemnend, sald this
iz Resmingtonts position, thabt zbill wouldnit
say that wy own position wonld he any diffsrent
ﬁb@&t the bolt loock and towards the affilistion
with the boli look to the zafebty lssue,

i, Bub, Mr. Sperling, you belng a lawver, sirv,
when people took your sworn tesbtimony in ths
past under vath somcerning the Model 700 series
rifie since you were presmsnt &bt this sesbing
whan it was declared to be a known or guﬂpemtau
product deficlanoy, you should have told thew
what you knew the position of the exeuutives
wf the conpany 1o be, shouldn’t you, sir? You
should  have given a3 full  and  ccomplets
diaclosurs.

B ¥ 4ig in evary - evaery deposition and I
Junt didntt remenber 10 then., I don't repember
it now.

Safety  is  the most imporiant  thing  with
firearns, and that includes the panufaature and
dugliygn of the firearm.

g.  If you aszsuse this statemsnt Lo Le true,
i€ vou sssume that the Trubh iz that yow cannot
safely wmanufacture and sell the Model 708
gariss rifise withoudt a safety that alliows the
shaober o operate the achion with the asafely
in the on position, if you amgume That to be
a nrug statement, then all ¥Modeld 7080 rifles
that wers ma?ufaﬁwu g Foreing the shooter to
place the safeby in the fire position te load
and unlosd were defechtive, weran't they?
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Se  I'wm asking you for an answer basesd upon tha
gtatensnd contained in the vperations comnittes
minutes o be Irue. IF vou sssune the truth
ig that safety demands a desiygn that snables
the shootey to operate the gqun, to losd and
unlioad it with the safety on, 1f safeby demands
that featurs then the sanufacturs and sals of
a gun without that feaburs amcunis to the
distribation of a dufective product, dopsn’t
it, sir?

THE WITHERS: If that statewent is brue and you
it & gun oub on the market that dowsn’t live
up o that statement, then you have o say thad

>

itttz in coptradiction to that statement,

. How ousn you bruthfully appear as & wilness
for Baaington when vou know thabt voulre golng
to bDe exsmined as a corporabe repressntative
and asked guestlons about whether or not a
cortain festurs of the rifls iz zafe without
axanining the cparations vommittee ninvtes when
you know thags type of disoussions took place?

The operations conpities had a8 very high voics
in the conpsny. Dossntt Xnow of any execubive
committes at Reningbon.

The operations compitites s probably  the
highest oommittas at Bemington.

Ivts probably the highest group of syxecutives
assenbled abt Bamingbton to glive their opinion,
imsue statements, and take positions on the
produets of the company.

. And din 1975 and ayain in 1976 the highest
vorios abt Resingbon declared 1L o e g known

2

oy suspected product deficlency~-

. I8 vou just suspect that itis g flaw in the
safeby of the gun to have to put it in the five
position to load and unipad the gun, if you
just muspent thabt's a safeby flsw and you oan
fix it fur 32 cents, it dossn’t saks any sensw
not bto Fixw it, doss it?
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&. It dows if you debermine that itis noet a
sufsty flaw.

Agrees thal a gun that will socidentally fire
when you dontt pull the Lrigyer is s danger and
8 big problsn.

I¥ you don't find that the gun is Firing
acciduntally and there's no problem, you dontt
make corrsobiong o a gun that you f£ind is
aperating and functioning properiv.

$.  Bub itttz s known fact that the gun was
firing acoidentally, siyr, beoause we find latar
in 1978 that theyire attenpbing Lo rebrafit the
fire vontrol system. Unless the gun iz Siring
accidentally you don't veplace the firve control
system, do you?

Domen’t agres. Deponent doeszn't know why they
weye aven thinking about replaving the fire
contyrol systen.

&% A non~hunter, deponent’s opinlon iz that he
doesn't balieve the bolt luock has anyihing to
do with the accidental firing of a rifie, any
model with 3 bult lochk, inclulding the Modael
FRtIN

To his XKnowledge, ne judge bas ever commenited
upon his conduct.

I unaware of any  sllegation that he
participated in mome way, in his capacity ag
a lawyer with Remington, in not peraonally
responding to discovery.

When Hr. Parbnoy was his boss back din the
30ts, thelr officss weare across the hall from
gach vthey, within walking distence, and they
prebty mich talked on o daily banis.

Bidntt know ¥My. Farvinoy was pressnt at the
operations somyittee meoetings where the known
or suspected producsht deficiensy was dizscusaed.
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Remanbers attending quite a faw produst safely
subcammitbes mestings.

Rewembers the produst zafety  subcummitiss
mirnutes.

He remsmbers golng e the product gafely
subcommittes neetings back in ths Y703,

While it's shown that he was at the operations
comrpities mestings where the problem of known
oy product safeby defoect was discussed, he has
ne reenileotion of that whabsoesver,

. 8¢ you resmenbey ong mesbing, but you dontt
remembey the othey ons. DO you avey stop and
TS EEE M

A. ITt's oot like cue mestling syainst anobher.
Ittty dust a whole seriss of wpestings of the
product safety comnmitites. I oan’t ramember
every parvtionlsr meeting that I atbended. I
vewmenber oertain ones becsuse I took  the
minubes for then. Othsrs that I didn*t 1 don’s
have any indeperndent recollsction of them., I
don’t vemewber any operations commibites, X
dontt remexber any other meebings that I
atviended. I may huave, ot I dust don't
remamber then.

G, Bave you ever heard of ths term convenlent
WRRGLTYT

THE WITHESS: <Convenisnt memory? Yes.

Goasntt know if any documsnts or information
sxigts Cﬁﬂb?fﬁlﬁg the finanvial considerations
behind any reoall or rebtroefit that was sver
considarsd.

I¥ they dz& exist they may be in the acopunting
department. Deporent dossn’t know the name of
anyone in that deparisent o ask.

Deponent i the one wvho retained the law fism
in the Chapa litigation, Hasn’t really bean
involved in it sines then.
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Bellieves ib's true that under the rulss of
civil procedure, in ordsr to guarantes all
partiss a faly trial in the state of Texas that
thoss doecunents are suppoesed to be furndshed
within 30 days.

. How, 30 days would have been about two and
8 hall yearg agy from ny reguash. How, oan you
think of any good reason why we 8it hers today
in Hay of 1979 and today I geb new decumants
describing alternats designe Loy the safety and
alternate dusigns for the fire vontyrol gwmtmm
that are now produced over twe years late? Do
you know of any veason for that?

& I have not -« I dust donft -~ wasnti
ivelved in it and I don’d Enow any resson.

&g they oceerdinabor of the litigation for
Remington, hs knows that in order to get a faiy
trial against his company when psople like Hr.
Chapa ask for records dealinmyg with altarnative
desnign, that they should bs produced asceoyding
2 the rulss of prooesdurs.

G. A1 I'm saving, Mr. Spwrling, isn’h it vary
oleay that when sonsone askg vog for dovuments
from g cogpany dealing with alternative dewigns
that would possibly prove one desiygn was wwefs
and vou oome up with the altevnative design
gdocunents  over  tws yaars after you ware
supposed o have originslly turned bthen over,
you pevhaps have deprived sumsbody of a faiy
trial, right?

THE WITRESS: I dust dorn®t know that. I don’t
know what the yeason is. 1 don'it know.

Believes Jim Hutton waz ooordinating th
production of decunents in the Chapa o DUKE , %\
dosuntt know who Habton deall with to gelt th
documents.,

i&f‘?‘{”

,&r Hubton would be the man Lo go Yo to get all

signs or alternative designs for thes Hodel
?ﬁu fire control syatem thab have aver hoen
wades
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Does remendber the recall of thse Fodel 809
rifle,

. Do you agres that the Model €40 rifle wasg
a defective rifis which needed o be resalled?

2. Defeotive vifie that nesded to be reaoegliled?
Well, it was reoslled.

. Do oyon agres it was g defaotive designd

The problem was a dimensional one vhich aliowed
the user to ®*trick® the gun intoe a situation
whars it could subseguently be Flrsd when you
noved the safsty to the fire position.

The problsk with the Bodel 400 seriss rifles
fivst vawme to light in 18785, and the rifle was
not recalisd until, he believes, lake 1978,

Deniss that Remington knew they had g serious
probien with the Nodel 00 In 1975 and falled
Lo rsoall it They knew that the {rick
situation vould be Jdone, having learned shout
chat through a complaint in 1978,

The history of the gun was that no one had done
the manipuletion or complained about it angd
they Just didntt feel thers would bas any
problen with the gun. It way an indtentional
act that wasg somsthing that woild not normally
be dong by a gun ussr.

The intentional aot was putiing the safety
lomver in the mid positicn, pulling the trigysy
while it wam still in the mid pusition, and
then releasing the safaby to the five position.

Believes b was late 1978 when the product
gafely suboommittes met regurding the issue of
recalling the Model 640,

® % & %



