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Dale Danner

From: Danner, Dale

Sent: 11/09/2000 02:57:10 PM

To: Golemboski, Matt R. :
CC: Franz, Scott; Zajk, Joseph J; Diaz, Danny; Ke
BCC:

Subject: FW: 710 T&P

Matt,

Thought | would summarize our discussion today on paper. 1 me know of any errors/omissions on

my part.
1) Everyone is in agreement that the headspace gauges in Etown a ¢ This item is no longer a
T&P issue.

2) The hent trigger issue will be resolved by replacing a
T&P lot. R&D Test recommends that the old inserts
inserts that the trigger pivot and overtravel screw a
will perform a simple experiment to determine trig

e remaining guns from the 200 gun
nimum prior to using the old
spected for damage. Etown

3) The side-to-side trigger variation issue will b
inspection will be performed on 100% of exisling : ] “as 100% of new product built until

ndalong insert and only at the comparator
crews will be cemented.

to the receiver (Diaz bracket/screw
e stock.
ngagement at the comparator station. It will
to the recelver R&D Test continues to

recommend that Mayfield considerT

actions and tracking the results fo; .ensure "understanding” of the issues raised during

-IO 5.5 Ibs as confirmed via email from Bristol.

-26 it was determined that the receiver from gun A-14 was out
of specification relative to placemen j z screw hole. Mayfield must provide adequate assurance
that the remaining T&P ined/corrected toward this issue and that T&P product
conforms to design print is that receivers machined on the Bridgeport (initial
process) are suspect. R& reed that culling these receivers from the T&P sample and
replacing them with product pro the latest process will be acceptable. Mayfield agrees that
product culled from receivers processed using the Bridgeport method must be
100% inspected relg it prior to any use. R&D Test further recommends that a

n:the new process be evaluated for conformance to print.

&P designs of the bolt stop indicate that the new design

the part -- however probably not sufficient to account for the
lysis of DAT and T&F preduct has shown a slight loss in properties on
1 degree sufficient to cause the increased breakage. Keeney has an

vith the old design bolt stop with the understanding that both DAT and

view of performance over all T&P iested product. It may be necessary
y the new bolt slop design.

Subject to Protective Order - Williams v. Remingten
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