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Texas lawyers are seeking class action status for a lawsuit recently filed

in Arkansas which alleges some Remington rifles contain defective | SUBMIT Privacy Policy
triggers.
Seeking more than $5 million in damages, attorneys from Dallas and You May be Due Money
Houston filed a suit on behalf of David Russell Rodgers and others Find a [awyer Now!
similarly situated against Remington Arms Co. in the El Dorado Division Gt
of the Western District of Arkansas. ata
FREE CASE EVALUATION

On behalf of the proposed class, the plaintiff alleges that Model 700 with a local personal
Remingtons contain a "dangerously defective 'Walker' fire control system | njury attorney.
that may (and often does) fire without a trigger pull upon release of the — o SUNSSS
safety, movement of the bolt, or when jarred or bumped." Lawsuit Information

| Do you already have an attorney?  Yes ( No
If certified, the class will include those individuals who have purchased a | Cause of injury: = H|

new Remington model 700 bolt action rifle that contains a Walker control
fire system within the last five years or who currently own the gun. The
lawsuit will not include any claims of personal injury.

Describe the nature and extent of your injuries.

The lawsuit alleges that Remington negligently continues to place the
Walker fire control design in guns, although it has designed a new
trigger mechanism that is installed into some of its other rifles.

The complaint argues that Remington is strictly liable because the gun Personal Information

"was not merchantable and reasonably suited to the use intended at the | Your /nformation is confidential

time of its manufacture or sale." SAEhERT | |

Last Name [ ]

Further, the plaintiff states he had a reasonable expectation that the gun | address | |

would not fire unless the trigger was engaged. ks | T |

The plaintiff also states that he did not have a reason to suspect that the ~ EMil Address l |

rifle was unreasonably dangerous because Remington allegedly failed to | Home Phone | /| || |

warn of the gun's dangerous condition. CLICK HERE TO SUBMIT
FORM

According to the lawsuit, the trigger has an internal component called a By clicking submit | agree to the
Terms &Conditions

connector that floats on top of the trigger body inside the rifle. It is only
bound to the trigger by spring tension. When the trigger is pulled, the
connector is pushed forward, allowing the sear to fall and the gun to fire.

After each firing, during the recoil action, the connector separates from
the trigger body and creates a gap between the two parts. During the
separation, dirt, debris or even manufacturing scrap can become lodged
in the space and prevent the connector from returning to its original
position.

The lawsuits allege that if the connector is not in the original position, the
gun can fire without the trigger being pulled, including when the safety is
released, the bolt is closed or when the bolt is opened.

However, according to an internal Remington memo, to make a gun
malfunction the owner must place the safety between the "safe" and
"fire" positions, pull the trigger, and then place the safety in the "fire"
position. In cases of improperly maintained guns, when this sequence is
done the safety may act as a trigger and cause the gun to engage, court

http://www.lawcash.com/class-actions/remington-arms-lawsuit/5767 7/23/2010



Class Action Filed Against Remington Arms Co. Page 2 of 3

papers say.

According to the allegations, the defendant has known of the defect for
60 years, has more than 4,000 documented complaints of unintended
discharge and has paid more than $20 miillion in settlements to “injured
consumers" since 1993.

The plaintiffs aflege that the defendant wifl not recail the millions of
defective rifles because of financial strain and a "profits over safety"
mentality.

According to court documents, the Walker fire control is still in use in
military rifles and Model 770s.

Class counsel includes Crossett, Ark., attorney Gary Draper of Griffin,
Rainwater and Draper PLLC; Houston attorney Adam Voyles of Heard,
Robins, Cloud, Black and Lubel LL.P; Dailas attorney Stephen Drinnon of
The Drinnon Law Firm PLLC; and Dallas attorney Jeffrey W. Hightower
Jr. of the Hightower Law Firm.

U.S. District Judge Harry F, Barnes will preside over the litigation.

For more information please contact:

Griffin, Rainwater and Draper PLLC

310 Main Street, P.O. Box 948
Crossett, Arkansas 71635
(Ashiey Co.}

Telephone: 870-364-2111

Fax: 870-364-3126

Heard, Robins, Cloud, Black and Lubel LLP

3800 Buffalo Speedway, 5th Floor
Houston, TX 77098

Local: 713.574.9364

Toll Free: 1.866.713.9743

Fax: 713.650.1400

The Drinnon Law Firm PLLC
1700 PACIFIC AVENUE SUITE 2230
DALLAS, TEXAS 75201

f: 972-445-6089
P: 972-445-6080

Hightower Law Firm
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