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Under Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure for the Ninth Circuit, rule 30-1, 

Plaintiffs-Appellants Steven Rupp, Steven Dember, Cheryl Johnson, Michael Jones, 

Christopher Seifert, Alfonso Valencia, Troy Willis, Dennis Martin, and California Rifle 

& Pistol Association, Incorporated, by and through their attorney of record, confirm to 

the contents and form of Appellants’ Excerpts of Record. 

Date: January 27, 2020    MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 

 

       s/ Sean A. Brady     
       Sean A. Brady 
       Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Appellants 
       Steven Rupp, et al. 
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DECLARATION OF SEAN A. BRADY 
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cmichel@michellawyers.com 
Sean A. Brady – SBN 262007 
sbrady@michellawyers.com 
Matthew D. Cubeiro – SBN 291519 
mcubeiro@michellawyers.com 
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C. 
180 East Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200 
Long Beach, CA 90802 
Telephone: 562-216-4444 
Facsimile: 562-216-4445 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 

SOUTHERN DIVISION 
 

 

  

STEVEN RUPP, et al., 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 

vs. 
 
XAVIER BECERRA, in his official 
capacity as Attorney General of the 
State of California, 
 

Defendant. 
 

Case No.: 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE 
 
EXHIBITS 9-11 TO 
DECLARATION OF SEAN A. 
BRADY IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
 
Hearing Date: May 31, 2019 
Hearing Time:  10:30 a.m. 
Courtroom:   10A 
Judge:   Josephine L. Staton 
 
[Filed concurrently with Notice of 
Motion for Summary Judgment, 
Memorandum of Points and Authorities, 
Statement of Uncontroverted Facts and 
Conclusions of Law, Request for 
Judicial Notice, Declarations of Steven 
Rupp, Steven Dember, Cheryl Johnson, 
Christopher Seifert, Alfonso Valencia, 
Troy Willis, Michael Jones, Dennis 
Martin, and Richard Travis] 
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XAVIER BECERRA
Attorney General of California
MARK R. BECKINGTON
Supervising Deputy Attorney General
PETER H. CHANG
Deputy Attorney General
State Bar No. 241467

455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000
San Francisco, CA 94 102-7004
Telephone: (415) 703-5939
Fax: (415) 703-1234
E-mail: Peter.Changdoj .ca.gov

Attorneys for Defendant Xavier Becerra

STEVEN RUPP; STEVEN
DEMBER; CHERYL JOHNSON;
MICHAEL JONES; CHRISTOPHER
SEIFERT; ALFONSO VALENCIA;
TROY WILLIS; and CALIFORNIA
RIFLE & PISTOL ASSOCIATION,
INCORPORATED,

Plaintiffs,

XAVIER BECERRA, in his official
capacity as Attorney General of the
State of California; and DOES 1-10,

Defendants.

8: 17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSE TO
PLAINTIFF CHRISTOPHER
SEIFERT’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SOUTHERN DIVISION

2

3

4

5

6

7

$

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

1$

19

20

21

22

Li

24

25

26

27

V.

Propounding Party: Christopher Seifert

Responding Parties: Defendant Xavier Becerra

SET No.: One

28

Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE   Document 78-1   Filed 03/25/19   Page 3 of 56   Page ID
 #:3442

1893

C
as

e:
 1

9-
56

00
4,

 0
1/

27
/2

02
0,

 ID
: 1

15
75

86
2,

 D
kt

E
nt

ry
: 2

4-
11

, P
ag

e 
15

 o
f 2

71



I Defendant Attorney General Xavier Becerra (Defendant) responds and objects

2 to the First Set of Interrogatories of Plaintiff Christopher Seifert (Plaintiff) as

3 follows:

4 PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

5 Defendant has not yet completed the investigation of the facts relating to this

6 case and has not yet completed discovery in this action. All of the responses

7 contained herein are based solely upon information and documents that are

8 presently available to and specifically known by Defendant, and disclose only those

9 contentions that presently occur to Defendant. It is anticipated that further

10 discovery, independent investigation, legal research, or analysis will supply

11 additional facts and lead to additions, changes, and variations from the responses

12 herein.

1 3 Defendant expressly reserves the right to assert any and all objections as to

14 the admissibility of such responses into evidence in this action, or in any other

15 proceedings, on any and all grounds including, but not limited to, competency,

16 relevancy, materiality, and privilege. Further, Defendant makes the responses and

17 objections herein without in any way implying that the interrogatories and

18 responses to the interrogatories are relevant or material to the subj ect matter of this

19 action.

20 An objection or response to an interrogatory shall not be construed as an

21 acknowledgment that Defendant performed any of the acts described in the

22 interrogatory or definitions applicable to the interrogatory, or that Defendant

23 acquiesces in the characterization of the conduct or activities contained in the

24 interrogatory or definitions applicable to interrogatory.

25 The following responses are given without prejudice to the right to produce

26 evidence or witnesses that Defendant may later discover. Defendant reserves the

27 right to supplement, clarify, revise, or correct any or all of the responses and

28

1
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1 objections herein, and to assert additional objections or privileges, in one or more

2 subsequent supplemental response(s).

3 GENERAL OBJECTIONS

4 1. Defendant objects to each instruction, definition, and interrogatory to

5 the extent that it purports to impose any requirement or discovery obligation greater

6 than or different from those under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and the

7 applicable Rules and Orders of the Court.

8 2. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that any

9 particular interrogatory is overbroad, vague, ambiguous, unintelligible, unduly

10 burdensome, or not relevant to any party’s claim or defense and proportional to the

11 needs of the case.

12 3. Defendant objects to the IntelTogatories to the extent that any

13 particular interrogatory requires the production of information available to Plaintiff

14 through the subpoena process or his own records.

15 4. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that any

16 individual interrogatory calls for information subject to a claim of privilege,

17 including, without limitation, the attorney-client privilege, the governmental

18 deliberative process privilege, the law enforcement investigatory privilege, the

19 official information privilege, the attorney work product doctrine, and other

20 applicable privileges and protections.

21 5. The fact that Defendant may not specifically object to any individual

22 interrogatory on the ground that it seeks information subject to the attorney-client

23 privilege and the attorney work-product doctrine is not to be deemed a waiver of

24 the protection of non-disclosure afforded by the attorney-client privilege or the

25 attorney work-product doctrine. Should any disclosure by Defendant of such

26 information occur, it is inadvertent and shall not constitute a waiver of any privilege

27 or protection.

28

2
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1 6. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that any

2 individual interrogatory assumes the truth of facts either in dispute or not yet in

3 evidence.

4 7. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories insofar as any individual

5 intelTogatory calls for speculation or legal conclusions.

6 8. To the extent that any individual Interrogatory purports to impose on

7 Defendant the burden of providing information which is not in Defendant’s

8 possession, custody, or control, or is already in Plaintiffs possession, custody or

9 control, or is not reasonably available to Defendant after a diligent search and

10 reasonable inquiry, Defendant objects on the grounds that the Interrogatories are

11 overbroad, unduly burdensome, oppressive, and the burden, expense and/or

12 intrusiveness of the discovery clearly outweighs the likelihood that the information

13 sought will lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

14 9. The foregoing objections apply to each and every response contained

15 herein and are incorporated by reference to the extent applicable in the specific

16 responses set forth below as though fully set forth therein. The failure to mention

17 one of the foregoing objections in the specific response set forth below shall not be

18 deemed a waiver of such objection.

19 10. Defendant will make reasonable efforts to respond to each

20 interrogatory, to the extent that no objection is made, as Defendant understands and

21 interprets the interrogatory. IfPlaintiffs interpretation of any individual

22 interrogatory differs from that of Defendant, Defendant reserves the right to

23 supplement his objections and responses.

24 ///

25 ///

26 ///

27 ///

28 /1/

3
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1 defined in 11 C.C.R. § 5471, subd. (x), are not commonly possessed by law-abiding

2 Americans for lawful purposes.

3 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 13:

4 Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as if

5 fully set forth herein. Defendant further objects to the term “commonly possessed,”

6 “law-abiding Americans,” and “lawful purposes” as vague and overbroad.

7 Defendant objects to this interrogatory as lacking foundation. Defendant objects to

8 this interrogatory as an incomplete hypothetical, and an adequate response can be

9 provided without the facts and circumstances of a given scenario. Defendant

10 further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably calculated to lead to the

11 discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s claim or defense and

12 proportional to the needs of the case. Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the

13 extent that it seeks expert materials, including information or facts that expert

14 witnesses may locate or rely on, outside of the framework for expert disclosures.

15 Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Defendant

16 responds: Defendant has no basis to believe, and Plaintiffs have provided no

17 evidence to show, that semiautomatic, centerfire rifles with a detachable magazine

18 having an overall length of less than 30 inches are commonly possessed by law-

19 abiding Americans for lawful purposes.

20 INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

21 Do YOU contend that ASSAULT WEAPONS are not used for lawful self-

defense by civilians in the United States.
23

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 14:
24

Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as
25

26
if fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

27 respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overbroad.

28 Defendant further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably calculated to lead

14
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- 1 to the discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s claim or defense and

2 proportional to the needs of the case. Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the

extent that it seeks expei materials, including information or facts that expe
4

witnesses may locate or rely on, outside of the framework for expert disclosures.

6
Defendant objects to the phrase “lawful self-defense” as vague, overbroad,

7 ambiguous, argumentative, unrelated to any governing legal standard, and subject

8 to legal determinations. Defendant also objects that the term “used” is vague and

ambiguous and requires him to speculate as to its meaning. Defendant objects to

10
the definition of”ASSAUIJF WEAPON” as overbroad and unduly burdensome, and

11

12
vague and ambiguous, as the definition and scope of the term in California Penal

13
Code section 30510 and/or section 30515, and/or Califlirnia Code of Regulations,

14 title 11, section 5495 and/or section 5499 have changed over time. Defendant

15 objects to this interrogatory as an incomplete hypothetical, and an adequate

16 response can be provided without the facts and circttrnstances of a given scenario.

17 Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Defendant

18 responds: Defendant lacks sufficient information or belief to provide an affirmative

19 response to this interrogatory.

20 INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

21
If YOUR answer to Interrogatory No. 14 is anything other than an

22

23
unqualified no, please state any basis for YOUR contention that ASSAULT

24
WEAPONS are not used for lawful self-defense by civilians in the United States.

25 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

26 Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as

27 if fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

28

15
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1 INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

2 Do YOU contend that ASSAULT WEAPONS are not used for lawful hunting

by civilians in the United States.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 16:
5

Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as
6

if fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

$ respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overhroad.

9 I)efëndant further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably calculated to lead

10 to the discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s claim or defense and

11 proportional to the needs of the case. Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the
12

extent that it seeks expert materials, including information or facts that expert

witnesses may locate or rely on, outside of the framework for expert disclosures.

15 Defendant objects to the phrase “lawful hunting” as vague, overbroad, ambiguous,

16 argumentative, unrelated to any governing legal standard, and subject to legal

17 determinations. Defendant also objects that the term “used” is vague and

ambiguous and requires him to speculate as to its meaning. Defendant objects to
19

the definition of “ASSAULT WEAPON” as overbroad and unduly burdensome, and
20

21
vague and ambiguous, as the definition and scope of the term in California Penal

22 Code section 30510 and/or section 30515, and/or California Code of Regulations,

23 title 11, section 5495 and/or section 5499 have changed over time. Defendant

24 objects to this interrogatory as an incomplete hypothetical, and an adequate

25 response can be provided without the facts and circumstances of a given scenario.
26

27

28

17
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1 Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Defendant

2 responds: I)efendant lacks sufficient information or belief to provide an affirmative

3 response to this interrogatory.

4 INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

5 If YOUR answer to Interrogatory No. 16 is anything other than an

6 unqualified no, please state any basis for YOUR contention that ASSAULT
7

WEAPONS are not used for lawful hunting by civilians in the United States.
8

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 17:
9

10
Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as

if fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

12 respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overbroad.

13 Defendant further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably calculated to lead

to the discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s claim or defense and
15

proportional to the needs of the case. Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the
16

17
extent that it seeks expert materials, including information or facts that expert

18 witnesses may locate or rely on, outside of the framework for expert disclosures.

19 Defendant objects to the phrase “lawful hunting” as vague, overbroad, ambiguous,

20 argumentative, unrelated to any governing legal standard, and subject to legal

21 determinations. Defendant also objects that the term “used” is vague and
22

23
ambiguous and requires him to speculate as to its meaning. Defendant objects to

24
the definition of “ASSAULT WEAPON” as overbroad and unduly burdensome, and

25 vague and ambiguous, as the definition and scope of the term in California Penal

26 Code section 30510 and/or section 30515, and/or California Code of Regulations,

27 title 11, section 5495 and/or section 5499 have changed over time. Defendant

2$

18
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1 objects that the interrogatory calls for information protected from disclosure by the

2 attorney-client privilege, the governmental deliberative process privilege, the law

enforcement investigatory privilege, the official information privilege, and the
4

attorney work product doctrine. Defendant objects to this interrogatory as an

6
incomplete hypothetical, and an adequate response can be provided without the

facts and circumstances of a given scenario.

8 Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Defendant

9 responds: See Defendant’s response to Interrogatory No. 16.

10 INTERROGATORY NO. 1$:

11 Do YOU contend that ASSAULT WEAPONS are not used for lawful target

12 practice by civilians in the United States.

13 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

14
Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as

15

16
if fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

17
respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overbroad.

18 Defendant further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably calculated to lead

19 to the discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s claim or defense and

20 proportional to the needs of the case. Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the

21
extent that it seeks expert materials, including information or facts that expert

22

23
witnesses may locate or rely on, outside of the framework for expert disclosures.

24
Defendant objects to the phrase “lawful target practice” as vague, overbroad,

25 ambiguous, argumentative, unrelated to any governing legal standard, and subject

26 to legal determinations. Defendant also objects that the term “used” is vague and

27 ambiguous and requires him to speculate as to its meaning. Defendant objects to

28

19
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1 the definition of “ASSAULT WEAPON” as overbroad and unduly burdensome, and

2 vague and ambiguous, as the definition and scope of the term in California Penal

3 . .

Code section 30510 and/or section 30515, and/or California Code of Regulations,
4

title 11, section 5495 and/or section 5499 have changed over time. Defendant

6
objects to this interrogatory as an incomplete hypothetical, and an adequate

7 response can he provided without the facts and circumstances of a given scenario.

8 Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Defendant

9 responds: No.

10 INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

11 If YOUR answer to Interrogatory No. 18 is anything other than an

12 unqualified no, please state any basis for YOUR contention that ASSAULT

13
WEAPONS are not used for lawful target practice by civilians in the United States.

14
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

15

16
Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as

17
if fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

12 respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overbroad.

19 Defendant further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably calculated to lead

20 to the discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s claim or defense and

21
piopoitiona1 to the needs of the case. Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the

22

23
extent that it seeks expert materials, including information or facts that expert

witnesses may locate or rely on, outside of the framework for expert disclosures.

25 Defendant objects to the phrase “lawful target practice” as vague, overbroad,

26 ambiguous, argumentative, umelated to any governing legal standard, and subject

27 to legal determinations. Defendant also objects that the term “used” is vague and

22

20
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1 ambiguous and requires him to speculate as to its meaning. Defendant objects to

2 the definition of “ASSAULT WEAPON” as overbroad and unduly burdensome, and

3 . ..

vague and ambiguous, as the definition and scope of the term in California Penal
4

Code section 30510 and/or section 30515, and/or California Code of Regulations,

6
title 11, section 5495 and/or section 5499 have changed over time. Defendant

objects that the interrogatory calls for information protected from disclosure by the

$ attorney-client privilege, the governmental deliberative process privilege, the law

9 enforcement investigatory privilege, the official information privilege, and the

10
attorney work product doctrine. Defendant objects to this interrogatory as an

11

12
incomplete hypothetical, and an adequate response can be provided without the

13
facts and circumstances of a given scenario.

14 Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Defendant

15 responds: No response is needed.

16 INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

17 Do YOU contend that ASSAULT WEAPONS are not used for lawful

18 competition by civilians in the United States.

19 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

20 Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as

21
if ftilly set fbrth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

22

23
respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overbroad.

24
Defendant further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably calculated to lead

25 to the discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s claim or defense and

26 proportional to the needs of the case. Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the

27 extent that it seeks expert materials, including information or facts that expert

28

21
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1 witnesses may locate or rely on, outside of the framework for expert disclosures.

2 Defendant objects to the phrase “lawful competition” as vague, ovcrbroad,

ambiguous, argumentative, unrelated to any governing legal standard, anti subject
4

to legal determinations. Defendant also objects that the term “used” is vague and

6
ambiguous and requires him to speculate as to its meaning. Defendant objects to

the definition of “ASSAULT WEAPON” as overhroad and unduly burdensome, and

8 vague and ambiguous, as the defInition and scope of the term in California Penal

Code section 30510 and/or section 30515, and/or California Code of Regulations,

10 .

title 11, section 5495 and/or section 5499 have changed over time. Defendant
11

12
objects to this intenogatory as an incomplete hypothetical, and an adequate

13
response can be provided withotit the facts and circumstances of a given scenario.

14 Subject to anti without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Defendant

15 responds: Defendant lacks sufficient information or belief to provide an affirmative

16 response to this interrogatory.

17 INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

is If YOUR answer to Interrogatory No. 20 is anything other than an

19 unqualified no, please state any basis for YOUR contention that ASSAULT

20 WEAPONS are not used for lawful competition by civilians in the United States

21 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

22
Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as

23

24
if fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overbroad.

26 Defendant further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably calculated to lead

27 to the discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s claim or defense and

28

22
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1 California Code of Regulations, title 11, section 5495 and/or section 5499 have

2 changed over time.

3 INTERROGATORY NO. 28:

4 Identify any interest that the Legislature has purported is furthered by

allowing peace officers to acquire an ASSAULT WEAPON
6

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2$:

Defendant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as if
$

fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with
9

respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overbroad.
10

Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the extent that it seeks expert materials,

including information or facts that expert witnesses may locate or rely on, outside
12

of the framework for expert disclosures. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is
13 .

unlimited with respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome,
14

and overbroad. Defendant further objects that this interrogatory is not reasonably
15

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence relevant to any party’s
16

claim or defense and proportional to the needs of the case. Defendant objects to
17

this interrogatory because it seeks information that is equally available to the
18

Plaintiffs from public sources.
19

20 Dated: September 14, 2018 Respectfully submitted,

21 XAVIER BECERRA
Attorney General of California

22 MARK R. BECKINGTON
Supervising Deputy Attorney General

23
/s/ Peter H. Chang

24
PETER H. CHANG

25 Deputy Attorney General
Attorneys for Defendant Xavier

26 Becerra

27 SA2Oi7iO686$

2$

28
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1 VERIFICATION OF INTERROGATORY ANSWERS

2 I, Emily Gargiulo, am employed by the State of California Department of

3 Justice as an Associate Governmental Program Analyst in the Office of the Attorney

4 General. I believe, based on reasonable inquiry, that the foregoing answers are true

5 and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.

6 I declare under penalty of peijuly under the laws of the United States of

7 America that the foregoing is true and correct.

$ Executed on September 14, 2018, at Sacramento, California.

MILO
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

XAVIER BECERRA 
Attorm~y General of California 
MARK R. BECKINGTON 
SupervisinE Deputy Attorney General 
PETER H. CHANG 
Deputy Attorney General 
State BarNo. 241467 

455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 11000 
San Francisco, CA 94102-7004 
Telephone: (415)703-5939 
Fax: (415) 703-1234 
E-mai1: Peter.Chang@doj.ca.gov 

Attorneys for Defendant Xavier Becerra 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SOUTHERN DIVISION 

STEVEN RUPP; STEVEN 
DEMBER; CHERYL JOHNSON; 
MICHAEL JONES; CHRISTOPHER 
SEIFERT; ALFONSO VALENCIA; 
TROY WILLIS' and CALIFORNIA 
RIFLE & PISTOL ASSOCIATION, 
INCORPORATED, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

XA VIER BECERRA, in his official 
capacity as Attorney General of the 
State of California; and DOES 1-10, 

Defendants. 

8: 17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE 

DEFENDANT'S SECOND 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
PLAINTIFF TROY WILLIS'S 
FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES 

23 Propounding Party: Troy Willis 

24 Responding Parties: Defendant Xavier Becerra 

25 

26 

27 

28 

SET No.: One 
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1 ' 

2 

. 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

,8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Defendant Attorney General Xavier Becerra (Defendant) responds and objects 

to the First Set of Interrogatories of Plaintiff Troy Willis (Plaintiff) as follows: . 
PRELIMINARY STATEMEN,[ 

Defendant has not yet completed the investigation of the facts relating to this 
.j 

case and has not yet completed discovery in this action. All of the responses 

contained herein are based solely upon information and documents that are 
It 

presently available to and specifically known by Defendant, and disclose only those 

contentions that presently occur to Defendant. It is anticipated that further 

discovery, independent investigation, legal research, or analysis will supply 

additional facts and 'lead to additions, changes, and variations from the responses 

herein. 

Defendant expressly reserves the right to assert any and all objections as to 

the admissibility of such responses into evidence in this action, or in any other 

proceedings, on any and all grounds including, but not limited to, competency, 

relevancy, materiality, and privilege. Further, pefendant makes the responses and 

objections herein without in any way implying that the interrogatories and 

responses to the interrogatories are relevant or material to the subject matter of this 

action. 

An objection or response to an interrogatory shall not be construed as an 

acknowledgment that Defendant performed any of the acts described in the 

interrogatory or definitio,ns applicable to the interrogatory, or that Defendant 

acquiesces in the characterization of the conduct or activities contained in the 

interrogatory or definitions applicable to interrogatory. 

The following responses are given without prejudice to the right to produce 

evidence or witnesses that Defendant may later discover. Defendant reserves the 

right to supplement, clarify, revise, or correct any or all of the responses and 

objections herein, and to assert additional objections or privileges, in one or more 

subsequent supplemental response(s). 
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1 

2 

GENERAl- OBJECTIONS 

1. Defendant objects to each instruction, definition, and interrogatory to 

3 the extent that it purports to impose any requirement or discovery obligation greater 

4 than or different from those under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and the 

5 applicable Rules and Orders of the Court. 

6 2. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that any 

7 particular interrogatory is overbroad, vague, ambiguous, unintelligible, unduly 

8 burdensome, or not relevant to any party's claim or defense and proportional to the 

9 needs of the case. 

10 3. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that any 

11 particular interrogatory requires the production of information available to Plaintiff 

12 through the subpoena process or his own records. 

13 4. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent .that any 

14 individual interrogatory calls for information subject to a claim of privilege, 

15 including, without limitation, the attorney-client privilege, the governmental 

16 deliberative process privilege, the lawenforcement investigatory privilege, the 

17 official 'information privilege, the attorney work product doctrine, and other 

18 applicable privileges and protections. 

19 5. Defendant objects ~o the definition of "ASSAULT WEAPON" as 

20 overbroad and unduly burdensome, and vague and ambiguous, as the definition and 

21 scope of the term in California Penal Code section 30510 andlor section 30515, 

22 and/or California Code of Regulations, title 11, section 5495 and/or section 5499 

23 have changed over time. 

24 6. The fact that Defendant may not specifically object to any individual 

25 interrogatory on the ground that it seeks information subject to the attorney-client 

26 privilege and the attorney work-product doctrine is not to be deemed a waiver of 

27 the protection of non-disclosure afforded by the attorney-client privilege or the 

28 attorney work-product doctrine. Should any disclosure by Defendant of such 

2 
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1 information occur, it is inadvertent and shall not constitute a waiver of any privilege 

2 or protection. 

3 7. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that ,any 

4 individual interrogatory assumes the truth of facts either in dispute or not yet in 

5 evidence. 

6 8. Defendant objects to the Interrogatories insofar as any individual 

7 interrogatory calls for speculation or legal conclusions. 

8 9. To the extent that any individuaUnterrogatory purports to impose on 

9 Defendant the burden of providing information which is not in Defendant's, 

10 possession, custody, or control, or is already in Plaintiffs possession, custody or 

11 control, or is not reasonably available to Defendant after a diligent search and 

12 reasonable inquiry, Defendant objects on the grounds that the Interrogatories are 

13 overbroad, unduly burdensome, oppressive, and the burden, expense and/or 

14 intrusiveness of the discovery clearly outweighs the likelihood that the information 

15 . sought will lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

16 10 .. The foregoing objections apply to each and every response contained 

17 herein and are incorporated by reference to the extent applicable in the specific 

18 responses set forth below as though fully set forth therein. The failure to mention 

19 one of the foregoing obj ections in the specific response set forth below shall not be 

20 deemed a waiver of such objection. 

21 11. Defendant will make reasonable efforts to respond to each 

22 interrogatory, to the extent that no objection is made, as Defendant understands and 

23 interprets the interrogatory. If Plaintiff s interpretation of any individual 

24 interrogatory differs from that of Defendant, Defendant reserves the right to 

25 supplement his objections and responses. 

26 

27 

28 

3 
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1 INTERROGATORY NO.3:

2 State whether YOU are aware of the approximate number of ASSAULT

3 WEAPONS that are lawfully possessed in the United States,

4 RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO.3:

5 1)efenclant incorporates by reference the General Objections stated above as if

6 fully set forth herein. Defendant objects that this interrogatory is unlimited with

7 respect to time and scope and therefore vague, unduly burdensome, and overbroad.

8 Defendant objects to the interrogatory to the extent that it seeks expert materials,

9 including information or facts that expert witnesses may locate or rely on, outside

10 of the framework for expert disclosures. Defendant objects to the definition of

1 1 “ASSAULT WEAPON” as overbroad and unduly burdensome, and vague and

12 ambiguous, as the definition and scope of the term in California Penal Code section

13 30510 and/or section 30515, and/or California Code of Regulations, title 11, section

14 5495 and/or section 5499 have changed over time. Defendant objects to the term

15 “approximate number” as vague, overbroad, ambiguous, argumentative, unrelated

16 to any governing standard. Defendant also objects that the term “lawfully

17 possessed” as vague and ambiguous, subject to legal determinations, and lacks

18 foundation. Defendant objects that the interrogatory calls for information protected

19 from disclosure by the attorney-client privilege, the governmental deliberative

20 process privilege, the law enforcement investigatory privilege, the official

21 information privilege, and the attorney work product doctrine.

22 Subject to and without waiving any of the foregoing objections, Defendant

23 does not have information sufficient to estimate the approximate number of assault

24 weapons, as defined in this interrogatory, that are lawfully possessed in the United

25 States.

26

27

28

7
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

VERIFICATION OF INTERROGATORY ANSWERS 

I,. Emily Gargiulo, am employed by the State of California Department of 

Justice as an Associate Governmental Program Analyst in the Office of the Attorney 

General. I believe, based on reasonable inquiry, that the foregoing answers are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of 

America that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on November 15, 2018, at Sacramento, California. 

15 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Case Name: Rupp, et al. v. Xavier Becerra No. 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE 

I hereby certify that on November 15, 2018, I served the following documents via e-
mail to counsel for Plaintiffs, Sean Brady, at SBrady@michellawyers.com: 

 Defendant's Second Supplemental Response to Willis Interrogatories.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 
Executed on November 15, 2018, at San Francisco, California. 

Signature 

SA201710686 8 
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66 • ARMALlTE, INC. 

name. Original company formed in mid 1950s, developed 
AR-10, which in turn led to the development of M-16 series of 
service rifles, still in use today. All current models are produced 
at Geneseo, Illinois, facility. 

AR-24 Pistol 

15-shot, 9mm, double-action, semi-automatic pistol. Steel frame, fixed or 
adjustable sights. Compact version available. Introduced 2006. Pricing is 
for full-size pistol, with adjustable sights. NOTE: Deduct 15 percent for 
fixed sight versions. 

NIB 
595 

Exc. 
450 

v.G. 
325 

AR-24 Tactical Custom 

Good 
275 

Fa;r 
200 

Poor 
125 

Similar to above, with tactical refinements including stippled front and 
back straps, 3-dot luminous sights, etc. Also available in compact ver­
sion (shown). 

NIB 
630 

Exc. 
475 

AR-17 Shotgun 

v.G. 
350 

Good 
300 

Fa;r 
225 

Poor 
150 

Gas-operated semi-automatic 12-gauge shotgun, with 24" barrel and 
interchangeable choke tubes. Receiver and barrel are made of an alu­
minum alloy, with an anodized black or gold finish. Stock and forearm 
are of plastic. Approximately 2,000 manufactured during 1964 and 1965. 
NOTE: Add 10 percent for gold finish. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good 
750 625 400 300 

AR-7 Explorer Rifle 

Fa;r 
225 

Poor 
100 

.22 LR semi-automatic carbine, with 16" barrel. Receiver and barrel par­
tially made of an alloy. Most noteworthy feature of this model is it can be 
disassembled and component parts stored in the plastic stock. Manufac­
tured between 1959 and 1973. Reintroduced in 1999. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r 
375 300 200 150 100 

Poor 
85 

I 

AR-7 Custom 

As above, with walnut cheekpiece stock. Manufactured between 1964 
and 1970. 

NIB 
475 

AR-180 

Exc. 
400 

v.G. 
300 

Good 
250 

Fa;r 
200 

Poor 
185 

Gas-operated semi-automatic rifle chambered for .223 or 5.56mm 
cartridge. AR-180 is civilian version of AR18, which is fully automatic. 
Simple and efficient rifle that was tested by various governments and 
found to have potential. Rifle was also manufactured by Howa Machin­
ery Ltd. and Sterling Armament Co. of England. Most common version 
is manufactured by Sterling. Those built by Armalite and Howa bring a 
small premium. 

Howa 
NIB 
1500 

Sterling 
NIB 
1150 

AR-180B 

Exc. 
1250 

Exc. 
900 

v.G. 
900 

v.G. 
700 

Good 
700 

Good 
500 

Fa;r 
450 

Fa;r 
350 

Poor 
200 

Poor 
175 

Similar to original AR-180. Chambered for .223 cartridge. Fitted with 
19.8" barrel and integral muzzle-brake. Lower receiver is polymer while 
upper receiver is sheet steel. Trigger group is standard M15. Accepts 
standard M15 magazines. Weight about 6lbs. 

NIB 
750 

Exc. 
625 

AR-10A4 Rifle 

v.G. 
500 

Good 
400 

Fa;r 
300 

Poor 
125 

Introduced in 1995. Features 20" stainless steel heavy barrel. Cham­
bered for .308 Win. or .243 Win. cartridge. Has a flattop receiver, optional 
two-stage trigger, detachable carry handle and scope mount. Equipped 
with two 10-round magazines. Weight about 9.6 Ibs. NOTE: Add $100 for 
stainless steel barrel. 

NIB 
1500 

Exc. 
1250 

AR-10A4 Carbine 

v.G. 
900 

Good 
700 

Fa;r 
500 

Poor 
200 

Similar to above. Chambered for .308 Win. cartridge. Fitted with 16" bar­
rel. Flattop receiver. Sold with two 10-round magazines. Weight about 9 
Ibs. NOTE: Add $100 for stainless steel barrel. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good 
1500 1250 900 700 

AR-10A2 Rifle 

Fa;r 
500 

Poor 
200 

Model has 20" heavy barrel. Chambered for .308 cartridge, without re­
movable carry handle. Weight about 9.8 Ibs. NOTE: Add $100 for stain­
less steel barrel. 
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NIB 
1500 

Exc. 
1250 

AR-10A2 Carbine 

If.G. 
900 

Good 
700 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
200 

Similar to above, with 16" barrel. Weight about 9lbs. NOTE: Add $100 for 
stainless steel barrel. 

NIB 
1500 

AR-10B 

Exc. 
1250 

If.G. 
900 

Good 
700 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
200 

Chambered for .308 cartridge. Rtted with 20" barrel. Trigger is single­
stage or optional two-stage match type. Model has several early M16 
features such as tapered hand guard, pistol-grips and short buttstock in 
original brown color. Rtted with early charging handle. limited produc­
tion. Weight about 9.5 Ibs. Introduced in 1999. 

NIB 
1600 

Exc. 
1250 

AR-10(T) Rifle 

If.G. 
900 

Good 
700 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
200 

Features 24" hea'/y barrel, with two-stage trigger. Front sight and carry 
handle are removable. Hand guard is fiberglass. Weight about 10.4lbs. 

NIB Exc. If.G. Good Fair Poor 
1850 1400 875 600 450 225 

AR-10(T) Carbine 

Similar to AR-1 OT, with 16.25" target weight barrel. Weight about 8.5 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. If.G. Good Fair Poor 
1850 1400 875 600 450 225 

AR-10(T) Ultra 

Chambered for .300 Remington Ultra Short Action Magnum cartridge. 
Barrel length 247Two-stage National Match trigger. Offered in choice of 
green or black stock. Sold with 5-round magazine. 

NIB Exc. If.G. Good Fair Poor 
1850 1400 875 600 450 225 

AR-10 SOF 

Introduced in 2003. Features M4-style fixed stock. Flattop receiver. 
Chambered for .308 cartridge. Offered in both A2 and A4 configurations. 

NIB Exc. If.G. Good Fair Poor 
1850 1400 875 600 450 225 

AR-10 SUPER SASS 

Chambered in 7.62 NATO. Flattop upper receiver with Picatinny rail, 20" 
barrel with A2 flash suppressor, fully adjustable sniper stock, two-stage 

I 
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trigger and other accessories. Comes with one 10- and more 20-round 
magazine and hard case. 

NIB Exc. If.G. Good Fair Poor 
2500 2100 1500 1100 500 300 

AR-10 .338 Federal 

Similar to AR-10. Chambered in .338 Federal. 

NIB 
1650 

M15 SOF 

Exc. 
1400 

If.G. 
1250 

Good 
900 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
250 

Chambered for .223 cartridge. Rtted with flattop receiver and M4-style 
fixed stock. Introduced in 2003. Offered in both A2 and A4 configurations. 

NIB Exc. If.G. Good Fair Poor 
1150 925 675 475 300 150 

M15A2 HBAR 

Introduced in 1995. Features 20" heavy barrel chambered for .223 car­
tridge. A2-style forward assist, recoil check brake. Formerly sold with 
10-round magazine. Weight about 8.2 Ibs. 

NIB 
1100 

Exc. 
850 

If.G. 
600 

M15A2 National Match 

Good 
500 

Fair 
375 

Poor 
125 

Chambered for .223 cartridge. Variation features 20" stainless steel 
match barrel, with two-stage trigger, A2-style forward assist and hard 
coated anodized receiver. Equipped with 10-round magazine. Weight 
about 9lbs. 

NIB 
1475 

Exc. 
1200 

If.G. 
850 

M15A2-M4A1C Carbine 

Good 
600 

Fair 
375 

Poor 
200 

Similar to M15A2 heavy barrel, with 16" heavy barrel. Flattop receiver, 
with detachable carry handle. Introduced in 1995. NOTE: Add $100 for 
Match trigger. 

NIB 
1100 

Exc. 
900 

If.G. 
700 

Good 
500 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
125 
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68 • ARMALlTE, INC. 

M15A2-M4C Carbine 

Similar to M4A 1 C Carbine, with flattop receiver and detachable carry 
handle. 

NIB 
1000 

Exc. 
850 

M15A4(T) Eagle Eye 

v.G. 
600 

Good 
500 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
125 

Chambered for .223 cartridge. Fitted with 24" stainless steel heavy weight 
barrel. Has National Match two-stage trigger, Picatinny rail and NM fiber­
glass hand guard tube. Sold with 7-round magazine and 4-section clean­
ing rod with brass tip, sling, owner's manual and lifetime warranty. 

NIB 
1500 

Exc. 
1100 

v.G. 
800 

Good 
600 

M15A4 Special Purpose Rifle (SPR) 

Fair 
350 

Poor 
150 

Fitted with 20" heavy barrel, detachable front sight and carry handle, NM 
sights and Picatinny rail. Weight about 7.8 Ibs. 

NIB 
1200 

Exc. 
900 

M15A4 Action Master 

v.G. 
750 

Good 
600 

Fair 
375 

Poor 
175 

Variation features 20" stainless steel heavy barrel, with two-stage trig­
ger, Picatinny rail and fiberglass hand guard tube. Weight about 9 Ibs. I 

NIB 
1450 

Exc. 
1000 

M15A4 Eagle Spirit 

v.G. 
850 

Good 
600 

Fair 
375 

Poor 
175 

Similar to Action Master above, with 16" stainless steel barrel. Weight 
about 7.6 Ibs. 

NIB 
1450 

Exc. 
1000 

v.G. 
850 

M15A4 Carbine 6.8 & 7.62x39 

Good 
600 

Fair 
375 

Poor 
175 

Shorty carbine version of AR-15. Chambered in 6.8 Remington and 
7.62x39. 16" chrome-lined barrel with flash suppressor, front and rear 
Picatinny rails for mounting optics and two-stage tactical trigger. Ten­
round magazine. Anodized aluminum/phosphate finish. Overall length 
36.6"; weight: 7 Ibs. 

NIB 
950 

M15-22 

Exc. 
800 

v.G. 
650 

Good 
500 

Fair 
350 

Poor 
200 

This model was made in 2011 in .22 Long Rifle caliber on a .223 lower 
receiver, with most standard AR-style features. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
600 500 400 350 250 150 

AR-30M 

Chambered for .338 Lapua, .300 Win. Magnum or .308 Winchester 
cartridges. Barrel length 26" with muzzle-brake. Adjustable buttstock. 
Weight about 12 Ibs. Reduced version of AR-50. NOTE: Add $150 for 
.338 Lapua. 

NIB 
2000 

Exc. 
1700 

AR-30A 1 Standard 

v.G. 
1300 

Good 
1000 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
195 

Introduced in 2013. This is an upgraded version of bolt-action AR-30M. 
Improvements include better ergonomics and versatility. Chambered in 
.300 Win. Magnum or .338 Lapua. NOTE: Add $125 for .338 Lapua cali­
ber; $200 for target version with an adjustable fixed stock. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
3000 2400 1800 1250 700 350 

AR-31 

This target model in .308 Winchester has an 18" or 24" barrel, stock 
that's adjustable for length-of-pull and comb height, bipod, muzzle-brake 
and single-stage trigger. It accepts Armalite AR-1OB double-stack maga­
zines up to 25-round capacity. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
3200 2600 2000 1500 800 400 

AR-50 

Introduced in 2000. Chambered for .50 BMG or .416 Barrett. Fitted with 
31" tapered barrel threaded for recoil check (muzzle-brake). Trigger is 
single-stage. Stock is 3-section type with extruded fore-end. Adjustable 
Pachmayr buttplate. Picatinny rail. Finish is magnesium phosphated 
steel and hard anodized aluminum. Bipod. Single shot. Weight about 33 
Ibs. NOTE: Add $400 for National Match Model. 
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md 
ear 
:m­
;Jth 

3r 

Ir 

NIB 
3400 

Exc. 
2650 

v.G_ 
2000 

PRE-BAN MODELS 

Golden Eagle 

Good 
1500 

Fair 
750 

Poor 
300 

Fitted with 20" stainless extra-heavy barrel, with NM two-stage trigger 
and NM sights. Sold with 30-round magazine. Weight about 9.4 Ibs. 

NIB 
1500 

HBAR 

Exc. 
1200 

v.G. 
950 

Good 
800 

Fair 
400 

Poor 
200 

Pre-ban rifle has 20" heavy barrel, 30-round magazine and sling. Weight 
about 8lbs. 

NIB 
1300 

Exc. 
1000 

M4C Carbine 

v.G. 
850 

Good 
700 

Fair 
350 

Poor 
175 

Pre-ban variation fitted with 16" heavy barrel, collapsible stock and fixed 
flash suppressor. Weight about 6.2 Ibs. 

NIB 
1300 

Alfa 

Exc. 
1000 

v.G. 
850 

Good 
700 

Fair 
350 

ARMAS DE FUEGO 
Guernica, Spain 

See-Alkartasuna Fabrica de Armas 

ARMERO ESPECIALISTAS 
Eibar, Spain 

Poor 
175 

1>.lfa" was a trademark given a number of revolvers based upon both Colt 
and Smith & Wesson designs. In calibers ranging from .22- to .44-cali­
bers. NOTE: Add 50 percent for S&W N-frame copies. 

NIB 

Omega 

Exc. 
250 

v.G. 
200 

ARMES DE CHASSE • 69 

Good 
100 

Fair 
75 

Poor 
50 

Semi-automatic 6.35 or 7.65mm pistol marked "Omega" on slide and 
grips. 

NIB Exc. 
225 

v.G. 
175 

Good 
100 

Fair 
75 

ARMES DE CHASSE 
Chadds Ford, Pennsylvania 

Poor 
50 

Importer of firearms manufactured by Franchi, P. Beretta and 
other arms manufactured in Germany. 

Model EJ 

Over/under Anson & Deeley action 12-gauge shotgun, with double trig­
gers as well as automatic ejectors. Blued barrels, silver finished receiver 
and checkered walnut stock. Manufactured in Germany. Introduced in 
1989. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1500 1250 900 650 500 250 

Model EU 

As above, with ventilated rib barrel. Non-selective single trigger. Intro­
duced in 1989. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1600 1300 850 650 500 250 

Highlander 

Side-by-side double-barrel 20-gauge shotgun, with boxlock action. Avail­
able in various barrel lengths and choke combinations, with double trig­
gers and manual extractors. Blued, with checkered walnut stock. Manu­
factured in Italy. Introduced in 1989. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1350 800 650 350 250 125 

Chesapeake 

As above chambered for 3.5" 12-gauge shell. Bores are chrome-lined 
and suitable for steel shot. Fitted with automatic ejectors and double trig­
gers. Manufactured in Italy. Introduced in 1989. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1450 995 700 475 400 200 

Balmoral 

I English-Slyle straight-grip 12-, 16- or 20-gauge boxlock shotgun. Fitted 
with false side plates. Receiver and side plates case-hardened. Barrels 
blued. Fitted with single trigger and automatic ejectors. Manufactured in 
Italy. Introduced in 1989. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1200 925 725 500 400 200 

Model70E 

A 12-, 16- or 20-gauge side-by-side shotgun. Fitted with 27" or 28" bar­
rels. Action based upon Anson & Deeley deSign, with Greener cross bolt. 
Receiver case-hardened. Barrels blued. Walnut stock checkered. Manu­
factured in Germany. Introduced in 1989. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1225 925 725 500 400 200 

Model74E 

As above, with game scene engraving. More fully figured walnut stock. 
Introduced in 1989. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1475 1050 900 650 500 250 
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NIB Exc. 

4th Model 

v.G. 
3500 

Good 
1250 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
250 

Differs from others in it features a hinged breech that permits simpler 
loading of odd-shaped Burnside percussion cartridge. Frame marked 
'Burnside's Patent/Model of 1864". Other features similar to 3rd Model. 
Approximately 50,000 manufactured between 1862 and 1865. 

Courtesy Milwaukee Public Museum, Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
4000 2000 800 400 

BUSHMASTER FIREARMS INTERNATIONAL 
Huntsville, Alabama 

In 2006, Bushmaster was purchased by Freedom Group, parent 
company of Remington, Marlin/H&R, DPMS, Para USA and 
Dakota Arms .. ln 2011, Bushmaster plant in Maine was closed 
and production moved to Remington facility in Ilion, New York 
and later to Huntsville, Alabama. 

ACR (Adaptive Combat Rifle) 

Series of fully modular AR-15 pattern rifles in 5.56 NATO/.223 Rem., with 
all major components configurable to user preference, including barrel, 
stock and hand guard. Features include adjustable gas piston-driven 
system, ambidextrous controls, 16.5' barrel, A2 birdcage flash hider and 
30-round magazine. Made in several variations beginning in 2010. Prices 
shown are for Basic Folder configuration. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good 
2100 1800 1250 800 

ACR Enhanced 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
300 

Semi-automatic Adaptive Combat Rifle chambered in 5.56 NATO. Barrel 
is quickly interchangeable and available in 10.5', 14.5", 16.5" and 18.5'. 
AAC Blackout 51T flash hider, 3-rail enhanced hand guard, with 7-posi­
tion folding/telescoping stock. A-TACs model has fixed A-frame compos­
ite camo stock, with rubber butt pad and sling mounts. Introduced in 
2013. 

NIB 
1950 

Exc. 
1700 

v.G. 
1300 

XM15-E2STarget Model 

Good 
900 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
300 

Furnished with 20" heavy barrel and A-2 stock. Weight 8.35 Ibs. NOTE: 
Add $10 for 24" barrel; $20 for 26" barrel; $75 for A3 carry handle. 

NIB 
800 

Exc. 
675 

v.G. 
550 

Good 
400 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
200 

BUSHMASTER FIREARMS INTERNATIONAL· 245 

XM15-E2S V-Match Competition Rifle 

Specially deSigned competition rifle, with 20", 24" or 26" barrel lengths. 
Fitted with black anodized aluminum hand guard. Weight about 8.1 Ibs. 
NOTE: Add $75 for A3 carry handle. 

NIB 
950 

Exc. 
800 

v.G. 
700 

XM15-E2S V-Match Carbine 

Good 
450 

Fair 
350 

Poor 
250 

As above, with 16" barrel. Weight about 6.9 Ibs. NOTE: Add $75 for A3 
carry handle. 

NIB 
900 

Exc. 
700 

v.G. 
575 

Good 
450 

XM15 3-Gun Enhanced Carbine 

Fair 
350 

Poor 
250 

Designed for 3-Gun competition, with crimson anodized upper and lower 
receiver, 16" mid-length stainless barrel, 15" carbon fiber free-float tube, 
Rolling Thunder compensator and Timney trigger. Other features include 
Boron nitride bolt carrier group, Bravo Company charging handle, ambi­
dextrous selector switch, Magpul MIAD grip and MOE stock. Introduced 
in 2014. 

NIB 
1485 

Exc. 
1225 

v.G. 
1000 

XM15-E2S Shorty Carbine 

Good 
750 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
250 

This "post-ban" model M16 is a gas-operated semi-automatic rifle. 
Chambered for .223 Remington cartridge. Fitted with heavy 16" bar­
rel and 30-round magazine. Overall length 35"; empty weight 6.72 Ibs. 
NOTE: Add $50 for fluted barrel; $75 for A3-type carry handle. 

NIB Exc. 
675 

XM15-E2S Dissipator 

v.G. 
550 

Good 
450 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
200 

Similar to above model, with 16" barrel. Fitted with longer plastic hand 
guard to give a longer sight radius. Weight 7.2 Ibs. NOTE: Add $75 for 
A3 carry handle. 

NIB 
950 

Exc. 
775 

v.G. 
600 

Good 
450 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
200 
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246 • BUSHMASTER FIREARMS INTERNATIONAL 

XM15 Patrolman's Pistol 

This law-enforcement-only model has a 7" or 10.5" barrel, with flash 
hider, A2 pistol-grip and knurled free-float hand guard. Enhanced model 
has Barnes Precision free-float lightweight quad rail, Magpul MOE pis­
tol-grip and trigger guard. NOTE: Add $200 for enhanced model. 

NIB 
825 

Exc. 
750 

M4 Post-Ban Carbine 

v.G. 
600 

Good 
500 

Fair 
400 

Poor 
250 

Introduced in 2001. Features 14.5' barrel, with permanently attached 
Mini Y Comp muzzle-brake (total length 16") and pinned fixed-length 
Tele-style stock. Chambered for .223-caliber. M16A2 rear sight. Supplied 
with 10-round magazine. Weight about 6.6 Ibs. 

NIB 
1050 

Exc. 
900 

v.G. 
750 

M4A3 Post-Ban Carbine 

Good 
450 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
200 

Same as above, with removable carry handle. Introduced in 2001. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor 
1125 975 825 500 400 300 

MOE Series 

Features Magpul Original Equipment (MOE) accessories, including rifle­
length hand guard, adjustable stock, grip and 30-shot magazine. Cham­
bered for .223 (5.56) or .30S. NOTE: Add $400 for .30S. 

NIB Exc_ v.G. Good Fair Poor 
900 800 675 500 300 200 

OCM Competition Rifle 

Features 20" extra heavy barrel, with free floating fore-end. Competition 
sights and trigger. Supplied with buttstock weight, 10-round magazine 
and hard carrying case. 

NIB 
1350 

Exc. 
1075 

11.5" Barrel Carbine 

v.G. 
800 

Good 
600 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
350 

AR-style carbine chambered in 5.56/.223. Features include 11.5" 
chrome-lined barrel, with permanently attached BATF-approved 5.5" 

I 

flash suppressor, fixed or removable carry handle, optional optics rail, 
30-round magazine. Overall length 31.625". Weight 6.46 or 6.81 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor 
900 775 600 450 300 200 

Heavy-Barreled Carbine 

AR-style semi-automatic carbine chambered in 5.56/.223. Features In­
clude chrome-lined heavy profile 16" vanadium steel barrel, fixed or re­
movable carry handle, six-position telestock. Overall length 32.5". Weight 
6.S3 Ibs. to 7.28 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. 
1000 850 

Modular Carbine 

v.G. 
700 

Good 
550 

Fa;r 
300 

Poor 
200 

AR-style carbine chambered in 5.56/.223. Features include 16' chrome­
lined chrome-moly vanadium steel barrel, skeleton stock or six-position 
telestock, clamp-on front sight and detachable flip-up dual aperture rear 
and 30-round magazine. Overall length 36.25". Weight 7.3 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor 
1450 1200 1000 750 400 250 

M17S Bullpup 

Gas-operated semi-automatic rifle in bull-pup deSign .. Chambered for 
.223 cartridge. Fitted with 21.5" barrel. Weight S.2 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. 
800 675 

Gas Piston Rifle 

v.G. 
500 

Good 
400 

Fa;r 
300 

Poor 
200 

Semi-automatic AR-style rifle chambered in .223. Features include 16' 
barrel, telescoping stock, carry handle, 30-round magazine and piston 
assembly rather than direct gas impingement. Overall length 32.5'. 
Weight 7.46 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor 
1750 1375 1050 800 650 300 

6.8 SPC Carbine 

AR-style semi-automatic rifle chambered In 6.S SPC. Features include 
16" M4 profile barrel, with Izzy muzzle-brake, 26-round magazine, siX­
pOSition telestock. Available in A2 (fixed carry handle) or A3 (removable 
carry handle) configuration. Overall length 32.75". Weight 6.57 Ibs. Also 
chambered in 7.62x3Smm. 

NIB Exc. v.G. 
1200 1150 950 

Carbon 15 9mm Carbine 

Good 
800 

Fair 
650 

Poor 
300 

Semi-automatic carbine chambered in Smm Parabeilum. Carbon fiber 
frame, 16" steel barrel, six-position telescoping stock, 30- round detach­
able magazine. Introduced 2006. 

(J 
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NIB 
1000 

Exc. 
850 

v'G. 
700 

Carbon 15 Top Loading Rifle 

Good 
550 

Fair 
475 

Poor 
300 

Semi-automatic rifle chambered in .223. Carbon fiber frame, 16" steel 
barrel, retractable stock, Picatinny rail, 10-round fixed magazine. Based 
on AR-15. Introduced 2006. 

NIB 
1000 

Exc. 
850 

v'G. 
700 

Carbon 15 Quad Rail Flattop 

Good 
550 

Fair 
475 

Poor 
300 

Semi-automatic AR-style in 5.56 NATO. M4 contour 16.5" barrel, with 
A2 flash hider, fixed front sight bases and bayonet lug. Flattop upper 
receiver, with Mission Rrsttactical pomer quad rail and four rail covers. 
Six-position adjustable stock. New in 2013. 

NIB Exc. v'G. Good Fair Poor 
800 700 600 

Predator 

Semi-automatic rifle chambered in .223. 20" DCM-type barrel, fixed 
composite buttstock, 2-stage competition trigger, Picatinny rail, .500" 
scope risers. Based on AR-15. Introduced 2006. 

NIB 
1100 

Exc. 
900 

v'G. 
750 

Carbon 15 .22 Rimfire Rifle 

Good 
600 

Fair 
525 

Poor 
325 

Similar to Shorty carbine. Chambered in .22 LA. Blowback, with 10-round 
magazine. 

NIB 
625 

.308 Hunter 

Exc. 
495 

v'G. 
350 

Good 
275 

Fair 
200 

Poor 
150 

DeSigned for the hunter. Chambered in .308 Winchester, with 20" 
heavy-fluted barrel. Chrome lined bore and chamber. Features include 
5-round magazine, mid-length gas system, two .75" mini risers for op­
tics mounting, Hogue rubberized pistol-grip, standard A2 stock. Vista 
Hunter has A2 grip. Weight about 8.5 Ibs. NOTE: Add $100 for Vista 
Hunter if NIB. 

NIB 
1400 

ORC Series 

Exc. 
1100 

v'G. 
925 

Good 
775 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
300 

Optics Ready Carbine series for shooters who wish to add various opti­
cal holograph, red dot or scope sights. Chambered in .223/5.56, with 
magazine capacity of 30 rounds or .308 with 20-round magazine. Gas 

BUSHMASTER FIREARMS INTERNATIONAL· 247 

piston system taps gas from barrel much like AK and FAL designs. Pro­
vides a cleaner operation with less recoil. Detented plug in gas block 
allows for easy cleaning. Barrel length 16"; weight 6.6 Ibs. (.223) to 7.75 
Ibs. (.308). NOTE: Add $200 for .308 chambering. 

NIB Exc. v'G. Good Fair 
1125 965 825 700 500 

Quick Response Carbine 

Poor 
300 

This model equipped with detachable red dot sight, 16" barrel, 10-shot 
magazine and six-position collapsible stock. 

NIB Exc. v'G. Good 
600 500 425 350 

.450 Carbine 

Fair 
250 

Poor 
200 

Chambered for .450 Bushmaster cartridge providing big-bore power 
in AR platform. Developed with Hornady Mfg., cartridge propels a 
250-grain bullet at 2200 fps, ideal for most North American big game. 
Barrel length 16" or 20·, A3 flattop receiver with Picatinny rail. Weight 
about 8.5 Ibs. 

NIB 
1200 

Exc. 
1025 

v'G. 
900 

Bushmaster AK Carbine 

Good 
750 

Fair 
550 

Poor 
350 

AR-type rifle, with AK-type muzzle-brake and permanently pinned sup­
pressor. 5.56 NATO caliber. 

NIB Exc. v'G. 
1100 950 800 

Good 
650 

Bushmaster .300 AAC Blackout 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
200 

AR-type rifle chambered for .300 AAC cartridge. Developed by Advanced 
Armament Corporation, which is now part of Freedom Group that owns 
Bushmaster. Round's ballistics are similar to 7.62x39 and .300 Whisper 
wildcat. .300 AAC is factory loaded by Remington, including a sUb-sonic 
load. Compatible with AR-15 magazines. 

NIB Exc. v'G. Good 
1300 1050 875 700 

BA50 .50 BMG Rifle and Carbine 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
200 

Bolt-action 10-round repeater intended for long-range target shooting. 
30" barrel, muzzle-brake. Carbine has 20" barrel. 

NIB 
5000 

Exc. 
4200 

Carbon 15 .223 Pistol 

v'G. 
3700 

Good 
3000 

Fair Poor 

AR-style semi-automatic pistol chambered in 5.56/.223. Features in­
clude 7.5" stainless steel barrel, carbon composite receiver, short­
ened hand guard, full-length optics rail, A2-type front sight with dual­
aperture flip-up rear. 30-round magazine. Overall length 20". Weight 
2.88Ibs. 

NIB 
800 

Exc. 
700 

v'G. 
550 

Carbon 15 9mm Pistol 

Good 
400 

Fair 
300 

Poor 
200 

Operating controls similar to AR-type rifles, 30 round capacity. Weight 
with loaded magazine 5.5 Ibs. Carbon fiber receiver, fore-end and grip, 
with Chrome Moly steel barrel. Full length Picatinny rail. 
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330 • GOL.f'S PATENT FIRE ARMS MANUFACTURING COMPANY 

COLT AR-15 &: SPORTER RIFLES 
PFUCINg NOTIC.E: It. is estimatedthevl'llue of pre--banAR-;15s 
declined'! 0-15 percent, since 1994-?064 Ass~ult W§iapg/lS ban 
has lapsed, but market has once agaIn spiked due to demarid. 
Pricing status of AR-15 is still volatile. . 

COLTAR-15 PRE-BAN PRODUCTION 
1964 TO 1989 
AR-15 Sporter (Mo,del #6000) 

Semi-aUtomatic rifle firing from a clo§edbolt. Introduc:edint() Coltprod~ 
uct line in 1964 •. Similar in apRearance and function to military version 
M-16.Qhambered for .223 cartridge. Fitted with standard 20' barrel,no 
forward assist, no case deflector, but with a bayonet lug. Weight about 
7.5)bs; Droppeqfrom production in 1985; 

NIB 
2150 

Exe. 
1800 

llG. 
1600 

Good 
1500 

Fair 
600 

Poor 
400 

AR-15 Sporter w/Collapsible Stock (Model #6001) 

Same as above, fitted with 16" barrel and folding stock.Weight about 5.8 
Ibs; Introduced in 1978; discontinued in 1985. 

NIB Exe. Y.G.. Good Fair Pop, 
2750 ,24902100 1800 600400 

AR-15 Carbhie(Model #6420) 

Introducsd in 1985.Has 16"standard weight barrel.AII other features 
same as previous discontinued AR-15 models. Version dropped from 
Colt product line i111987. 

'NIB Exe. 
2200 1900 

II.G. 
1700 

Good 
16.0Q 

AR"'15 9mm Ca.rbine(Model#6450} 

Fair 
600 

Poor 
400 

Same asabove.Chamberecj Jor 9Il1mc.grtridge. Weight6.3Ibs. 

NIB Exe. II.G. Good Fair Poor 
2250 1950 1750 1650 700 400 

AR-15A2Sporter U(Model #6500) 

Intrdduc:edIn 1984.An updated version, with heaVier barrel and forWard 
assistARsight stillLJtilized. Weightabbut7.8 Ibs. . I 

NIB Exe. If.G. . Goocf Fair Poor 
1850 1500 1300 1050 550 400 

AR-15A2 Government ModelCarbille (Madel #6520) 

Added to .colt line in Hl88,this 16' standard barrel Carbine featured for 
th.e firSftfme. 8.casEl.deflectorand improvedA2 rear sight. Fitted with 
4-positiontelescoping buttstocrc Weight about 5.8 tps. 

NIB EXe. If.G. Good Fair 
2300 2000 1750 1650 700 

AR-15A2Go"errmient Mbdel (Madej #6550) 

Poor 
400 

Introduced in 1988:'Rifle equivalenttotheGarbine. Features 20' A2bar­
rel,forwClrdassIst,.caj)e deflector, bUt still retatnsthebayonet lug. WeIght 
about 7.5" !bs.DiScontinued in 1990" USMC model. 

NIB 
2300 

Exe. 
2000 

II.G. 
1750 

Good 
1650 

AR-15A2 H-SAR (Madej #6600) 

Fair 
700 

Poor .. 
400 

Introduced in 1986. This version features special 20" heavy barrel: AU 
other features the same as A2 series of AR15s. Discontinued in 199t 
Weight about 8 Its ... 

NIB Exe. 
1950 1750 

II.G. 
1500 

Good 
950 

AR-15A2 Delta H:-BAR(l\IIodel #66QODH) 

Fair 
700 

Poor 
500 

Same as abovR Fitted with·· 3x9 scope and detachable cheekplece: 
DroppedfrbrnColtiine in 1990.Weightabout 10 Ibs. 

NIB 
2350 

Exe. 
2100 

If.G. 
1800 

Good 
1650 

COLTAR-15 PRE-BAN PRODUCTrON 
1989 TO 1994 
SportefLightweight Rifle 

Lightweight model has 16' barrel and finished in matte blaoc AVa.llaOle. 
in: .223 Rem; caliber (Mddef#6530) weight 6.7 Ibs.;9mm 
#6430) Weight 7.1Ibs.;7.65x39mm (Model #6830) weight 7.3 Ibs. All 
nished with fWD 5"roUnd box magazines. Gleaning kit and sling are 
suppfted with each new rifle. 8uttstock and pistol-grip are made of 
nylon; Hand guard is reinforced fiberglass andaluminiJm lined. C"'~r •• inKtiii· 

adjustable for windage and elevation. Newer models are I1?ferred 
as Sporters. Not fitted with a bayonet lug and receiver blOck. Has 
size pins. NOTE: Modef 6830 will bring about $25 less than these I 

NIB 
1650 

Exe. 
1qOO 

~G. 
1100 

Good 
850 

Fair 
750 

Sporter Target Model RifJe(Mcidel #6551) 

This 1991 modelis a full size version of Lightweight Rifle. Weight 7.5 
Has a 20" barrel. Offered in .223 Rem. caliber ol1ly, with target sights 
justable to 800 meters; New.rifies furnisheawithtwo 5-round bOl( 
zines, sling and cleaning kit. NOTE: [jeduct30 percentfor post-9/94 

NIB Exe. v.G. Gooa Fair Poor 
1700 1400 1100 650 400 300 

Sporter Mateh H-BAR (Madej #6601) 

This 1991 variation of AR-15 Is similar toTarget Model. Has 20' 
barrel, target type sights adjustable out to 800 meters and 
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COLT'S PATENT FIRE ARMS MANUFACTURING COMPANY • 331 

for .223-caliber. Supplied with two 5-round box magazines, sling and 
cleaning kit. Weight 8 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1700 1400 1100 650 400 300 

AR-15 (XM16E1) 

Rifle made upon request for foreign contracts. Very rare. Proceed with 
caution. Variation will command a premium price over standard AR-15 
rifle. Secure an appraisal before purchase. 

Courtesy Richard M. Kumor, Sr. 

Sporter Match Delta H-BAR (Model #6601 DH) 

Same as above, but supplied with a 3x9 scope. Weight about 10 Ibs. 
Discontinued in 1992. 

NIB Exc. 
2300 1900 

v.G. 
1600 

Good 
1300 

Fair 
600 

Poor 
400 

Match Target H-BAR Compensated (Model #6601 C) 

Same as regular Sporter H-BAR, with addition of a compensator. 

NIB 
2200 

Exc. 
1900 

Colt Match Target M4 

v.G. 
1600 

Good 
1300 

Similar to above, with carbine-length barrel. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good 
2200 1900 1600 1300 

Fair 
600 

Fair 
600 

Sporter Competition H-BAR (Model #6700) 

Poor 
400 

Poor 
400 

Introduced in 1992. Competition H-BAR available in .223-caliber, with 
20" heavy barrel counterbored for accuracy. Carry handle is detach­
able, with target Sights. With carry handle removed the upper receiver 
is dovetailed and grooved for Weaver-style scope rings. New rifles fur­
nished with two 5-round box magazines, sling and cleaning kit. Weight 
abut 8.5 Ibs. NOTE: Deduct 35 percent for post-9/94 guns. 

NIB 
1800 

Exc. 
1500 

v.G. 
1300 

Good 
1000 

Fair 
500 

Sporter Competition H-BAR Select w/scope 
(Model #6700CH) 

Poor 
350 

This variation identical to Sporter Competition, with addition of facto­
ry mounted scope. Rifle has also been selected for accuracy. Comes 
complete with 3-9X rubber armored variable scope, scope mount, carry 
handle with iron sights and nylon carrying case. 

NIB 
2000 

Exc. 
1800 

v.G. 
1400 

Good 
1000 

Fair 
600 

Match Target Competition H-BAR Compensated 
(Model #6700C) 

Same as Match Target, with compensator. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good 
2000 1800 1400 1000 

Fair 
600 

Poor 
400 

Poor 
400 

AR-15 Carbine Flat-top HeavyweightlMatch Target Compe­
tition (Model #6731) 

This variation in Sporter series features heavyweight 16" barrel, with flat­
top receiver. Chambered for .223 cartridge. Equipped with a fixed butt­
stock. Weight about 7.1 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. v.G. 
1200 1000 800 

Good 
600 

AR-15 Tactical Carbine (Model #6721) 

Fair 
400 

Poor 
300 

Similar to above model, with exception of buttstock which is telescoping 
and adjusts to 4 pOSitions. Chambered for .223 cartridge. Weight about 
7 lbs. Majority of these guns were for law enforcement only. Only 134 
rifles are pre-ban. NOTE: Add 100 percent premium if serial number is 
below BD000135. 

NIB Exc. 
1400 1200 

v.G. 
1000 

Good 
800 

Fair 
600 

Poor 
400 

Sporter H-BAR Elite/Accurlzed Rifle (Model #6724) 

Introduced in 1996. Features a free floating 24" stainless steel match bar­
rel, with an 11 degree target crown and special Teflon coated trigger group. 
Hand guard is all-aluminum, with twin swivel studs. Weight about 9.26 Ibs. 

NIB 
1500 

Exc. 
1250 

v.G. 
900 

Good 
550 

Fair 
400 

Poor 
300 

COLT AR-15 POST-BAN PRODUCTION 1994 
TO PRESENT 

Colt SP6920 

Sporter version of classic Colt M4 carbine. Chambered for .223 Rem­
ington. Chrome-lined bore with 6 grooves, 1" to 7" right hand twist. Four­
position collapsible stock. Flattop receiver with removable carry handle. 
Malte black finish. Introduced in 2011. Discontinued. 

NIB 
975 

Exc. 
850 

v.G. 
725 

Good 
600 

Fair 
400 

Poor 
200 

Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE   Document 78-1   Filed 03/25/19   Page 36 of 56   Page ID
 #:3475

1926

Case: 19-56004, 01/27/2020, ID: 11575862, DktEntry: 24-11, Page 48 of 271



332 • COLT'S PATENT FIRE ARMS MANUFACTURING COMPANY 

Colt SP6940 

Same gun as SP6920, with one-piece upper receiver. Fully floated bar­
rel, which allows easier mounting of optical, laser or light accessories. 
No carry handle. Matte black finish. Introduced in 2011. Discontinued. 

NIB 
1275 

Exc. 
1075 

v.G. 
900 

Good 
700 

Fair 
500 

Match Target Competition H-BAR (Model 6700) 

Poor 
300 

This 5.56 NATO model has a flattop upper receiver grooved for Weaver 
scope mounts, 20' heavy barrel, detachable carry handle with 600 meter 
rear sight system. Weight 8.5 Ibs. lntroduced in 1992; discontinued 2013. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1000 850 700 500 400 325 

Match Target Lightweight 

Chambered in 5.56 NATO, 7.62x39 or 9mm. Has 16' barrel and hand 
guard, with adjustable rear sight. Weight 7 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
900 800 650 475 400 325 

Match Target M4 Carbine 

Chambered in 5.56 NATOI.223 Rem., with 16.1" barrel, fixed tube butt­
stock and detachable carrying handle. This model is a semi-automatic 
version of the one currently issued to U.S. armed forces. Introduced in 
2002; discontinued 2013. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1000 850 700 500 400 325 

Match Target H-BAR Rifle 

Similar to Match Target M4 Carbine, but with 20" heavy barrel. Intro­
duced in 1986; discontinued 2010. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor 
1100 950 800 550 450 350 

Colt Carbine 

Chambered in 9mm with 32-shot magazine, 16.1" barrel with flash sup­
pressor. Muddy Girl or matte black finish. NOTE: Deduct $300 for matte 
black finish. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor I 
1400 1200 900 750 600 450 

M.A.R.C. 901 

This family of modular AR carbines are chambered in .308 Winchester 
caliber, with 16.1" heavy barrels. Adapter kit available to allow mounting 
of .223/5.56 NATO upper receiver. Picatinny rail·mounted accessories for 
.223 models can be used. LE901 has one-piece upper receiver with BUIS, 
bayonet lug and flash hider, ambidextrous controls, VLTOR buttstock. 
AR901 has tubular handguard, B5 Bravo buttstock.lntroduced in 2015. 

LE901 
NIB 
1850 

AR901 

Exc. 
1700 

v.G. 
1600 

Good Fa;r Poor 

NIB 
1300 

LE6920 

Exc. 
1200 

v.G. 
1100 

Good Fair Poor 

Colt's basic version of Modern Sporting Rifle. Features Magpul MOE 
SL hand guards, MOE SL carbine stock and pistol-grip, and MOE back 
up sight. Offered in several variations, all with 16.1" barrel, 5.56 NATO 
chambering, chromed 6-groove barrel and direct gas operating system. 
Introduced in 2015. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor 
900 800 700 

LE6940 

Similar to LE6920 with free floating barrel, fixed four-position rail system, 
30-round magazine, MBUS Gen 2 rear sight. Introduced in 2015. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1300 1200 1100 

LE6960 

This model also known as the Combat Unit Carbine. Has 16" barrel, direct 
gas impingement system, Magpul MOE SL buttstock and pistol-grip. Op­
tics ready. Mid length gas system. Black anodized finish. Introduced 2017. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor 
1000 850 700 

Expanse M4 

Entry-level AR-15 style rifle, with standard features including a 16" barrel 
chambered for .223/5.56 NATO. Mil Spec grip, trigger and collapsible 
stock, direct impingement gas operation and 30-round magazine. Intro­
duced in 2016. 

NIB Exc. 
625 550 

v.G. 
485 

Good 
400 

Fair 
325 

COLT CUSTOM SHOP 

Poor 
250 

Colt Custom Shop offers various customizing, upgrading and 
engraving services on current catalog models For information, 
contact Colt at www.colt.com or 800-962-2658. Shown here is 
a sampling of previously customized models. 

Special Combat Government Model (Competition) 

Competition ready model. Chambered for .45 ACP. Fitted with skeleton­
ized trigger, upswept grip safety, custom tuned action, polished feed ramp, 
throated barrel, flared ejection port, cutout commander hammer, two 
8-round magazines, hard chromed slide and receiver, extended thumb 
safety, Bomar rear Sight, Clark dovetail front sight and flared magazine 
funnel. Pistol has been accurized and shipped with a certified target. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fa;r Poor 
1750 1200 800 500 300 200 

Special Combat Government Model (Carry) 

Has all the same features as competition model, except it has a royal 
blue finish, special bar-dot night sights, ambidextrous safety. Also been 
accurized and shipped with a certified target. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1550 1000 700 400 300 200 

Gold Cup Commander 

Chambered for .45 ACP. Features heavy-duty adjustable target sights, 
beveled magazine well , serrated front strap, checkered mainspring 
housing, wide grip safety, Palo Alto wood grips and stainless steel or 
royal blue finish. 

NIB Exc. 
1400 875 

v.G. 
650 

u.S. Shooting Team Gold Cup 

Good 
600 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
375 

Limited edition Gold Cup .45 ACp, with special blue, sights, grips. U.S. 
Shooting Team logo rolled on the slide. Limited to 500 pistols and built 
for Lew Horton .. 

Case 8:17-cv-00746-JLS-JDE   Document 78-1   Filed 03/25/19   Page 37 of 56   Page ID
 #:3476

1927

Case: 19-56004, 01/27/2020, ID: 11575862, DktEntry: 24-11, Page 49 of 271



DPMS 
St. Cloud, Minnesota 

Panther Bull A-15 

AR-15 type rifle chambered for .223 cartridge. Rtted with 20" stainless 
steel bull barrel. A-2 style buttstock. No sights. Barrel has 1:9 twist. Flat­
top receiver. Hand guard is aluminum free float tube. Upper and lower 
receivers are hard coated black. Weight about 9.5 Ibs. Each rifle comes 
standard with two 7-round magazines, sling and cleaning kit. 

NIB 
900 

Exc. 
700 

Panther Bull 24 

v.G. 
550 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Similar to model above. Rtted with 24" bull barrel. Flattop receiver. 
Weight about 10 Ibs. 

NIB 
950 

Exc. 
750 

v.G. 
600 

Good 
400 

Panther Deluxe Bull 24 Special 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

• 

Fitted with 24" stainless steel fluted bull barrel. Adjustable A-2 style butt­
stock. Flattop receiver. Adjustable sniper pistol-grip. Weight about 10 Ibs. 

NIB 
1150 

Exc. 
900 

v.G. 
750 

Good 
400 

Panther Extreme Super Bull 24 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Fitted with 24" stainless steel extra heavy bull barrel (1.150" dia.). Skel­
etonized stock. Flattop receiver. Weight about 11.75 Ibs. 

NIB 
1200 

Exc. 
800 

Panther Bulldog 

v.G. 
650 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

DPMS • 405 

Poor 
125 

• 

Fitted with 20" stainless steel fluted bull barrel. Black synthetic A-2-style 
buttstock. Flattop receiver. Adjustable trigger. Weight about 10 Ibs. 

NIB 
1200 

Exc. 
975 

Panther Bull Sweet 16 

v.G. 
800 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Fitted with 16" stainless steel bull barrel. Flattop receiver. Weight about 
7.75Ibs. 

NIB 
1100 

Exc. 
900 

Panther Bull SST 16 

v.G. 
550 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Similar to model above, with stainless steel lower receiver. Weight about 
9lbs. 
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406 • DPMS 

NIB 
1300 

Exc. 
975 

Panther Bull Classic 

v.G. 
650 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Fitted with 20" 4150 steel bull barrel. Square front post sight, adjustable 
A-2 rear sight. Weight about 9.75 Ibs. 

NIB 
1200 

Exc. 
800 

TAC2fTAC20 

v.G. 
650 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

This model in 5.56 NATO, with 16" barrel, Magpul ACS stock with MOE 
pistol-grip and A2 front and rear sights. Weight about 8.5 Ibs. TAC 20 
model similar, but in .308 Winchester with 20" heavy barrel. Introduced 
in 2012. 

NIB 
1100 

Gil AP4 

Exc. 
950 

v.G. 
800 

Good 
600 

Fair 
400 

Poor 
300 

I 
Chambered in .308 Win., with 16" lightweight chrome-lined barrel. M4 
6-position collapsible stock, A2 pistol-grip, carbine-length Glacier Guard 
hand guard, Magpul Gen 2 rear sight, anodized and Teflon-coated upper 
and lower receivers. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1300 1100 925 700 400 250 

Gil Hunter 

Chambered in .243 Win., .260 Rem., .308 Win. or .338 Federal. Has 20· 
stainless steel barrel with no sights, Magpul MOE stock with pistol-grip 
and a free-float tube hand guard. Compact model identical except with 
18" barrel. Introduced in 2014. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1400 1250 1000 750 450 325 

Panther Arctic 

Similar to Bull Classic, with 20" fluted bull barrel and flattop receiver. 
Black A-2 style buttstock, with white coat finish on receiver and hand 
guard. Black Teflon finish on barrel. Weight about 8.25 Ibs. 

NIB 
1075 

Exc. 
850 

Panther Classic 

v.G. 
700 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Fitted with 20" 4150 steel heavy barrel. Square front post sight and A-2 
rear sight. A-2 round hand guard. Weight about 9.5 Ibs. 

NIB 
800 

Exc. 
600 

Panther OCM 

v.G. 
500 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Similar to model above, with 20" stainless steel heavy barrel and NM rear 
sight. OCM free-float hand guard. Adjustable trigger. Weight about 9.5 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
950 750 600 400 275 125 

Panther Classic 16 Post Ban 

Fitted with 1" 4150 steel heavy barrel. A-2 style sights. Round hand 
guard. Weight about 7.25 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. v.G. 
775 600 500 

Good 
400 

Panther Free Float 16 Post Ban 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Similar to model above, with 16" barrel. Fitted with ventilated free-floated 
barrel and tube hand guard. Weight about 7.25 Ibs. 
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Exc. 
650 

v.G. 
550 

O .. r,th,~r Southpaw Post Ban 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Fittiadlrmn 20' 4150 steel heavy barrel. A-2 style sights. Upper receiver 
for left-hand ejection.Welght about 9.5 Ibs. 

Exc. 
700 

v.G. 
600 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

to Panther Bull, with 24" fluted bull barrel. Sights: JP Micro adjust­
JP front sight adjustable for height. rncludesLyman globe and 

v.G. 
800 

Good 
500 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

to Panther Bull 24, with 16" barrel and cylindrical aluminum 
< -,- -~- , 

Exc. 
600 

v.G. 
500 

Good 
4.0'0 

- -

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

style single-shot rifle, with manually-operated bolt. No magazine. 

NIB 
775 

Exc. 
500 

v.G. 
400 

Good 
275 

DPMS • 407 

Fair 
125 

Poor 
100 

Panther Pardus 

Similar to Panther Post Ban, with 16" bull barrel, telescoping buttstock 
and tan Teflon finish. Introduced 2006. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1200 850 700 400 275 200 

Panther 20th Anniversary Rifle 

Similar to Panther Post-ban, with 20' bull barrel and engraved chrome­
plated lower receiver; Introduced2006. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
2500 2000 1550 800 500 300 

Panther 6.8 Rifle 

Similar to Panther OCM, with 20" chrome-moly barrel. Chambered for 
6.8x43 Remington SPC.lntroduced 2006. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1000 850 700 400 275 125 

Panther Mark 12 

Similar to other Panthers, with flash hider and other refinements. Intro­
duced 2007. 

NIB Exc. 
1300 - 850 

Panther SDM-R 

v.G. 
700 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

Similarto other Panthers, with stainless steel barreJ and Harris bipod. 
Introduced 2007.' - -

i 

NIB 
1200 

Exc. 
850 

v.G. 
700 

Good 
400 

Fair 
275 

Poor 
125 

LRT-SASS 

Semi-automatic rifle based on AR-15 design. Chambered il1.308 Win., 
18" stainless steel barr§!i with flajOh hider. Collapsible Vilor Clubfoot car­
bine stock and 19-round detachable magazine. Introduced 2006. 

NIB Exc. v.G. Good Fair Poor 
1900 1600 1475 1000 600 350 
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Similar to LRT-SASS, with 24" stainless steel barrel. Chambered in .260 
Remington. Also available with 20" chrome-moly barrel as LR-260H. In-
troduced 2006. . 

NIB Exc. ItG.Good Fair Poor 
1300 1000 900 . 800 500300 

LR-243 

Similarto LR-260, with20" chrome-moly barrel,c;hambered i,n .243 Win. 
Introduced 2006. . 

NIB Exc. ItG. Good ·Fair Poor 
1150 950 800 650 500 300 

LR-204 

Similar to LRT-260. Chambered in .204 Ruger. Introduced 2006. 

NIB Exc. ItG. Good Fair Poor 
1000 800 650 500 400 300 

Panther Arms 5.56 Oracle 

Semi-automaticAR'style rifle chambered in 5.56 NATO. Features inClude 
16" 4140 chrome-moly 1:9 barrel; phosphated steel bolt; oval Glacier 
Guard hand. guard; flattop upper with Picatinny rail; aluminum lower; two 
30croundmagazines; Pardus 6-positfon.telescopingstock.Alsoavaiiable 
on larger platform in .30B Wjnchester17.62NATO, 

NIB Exc. ItG. Good Fair Poor 
700 575 500 400 300 200 

Panther:3G1 

Semi-automaticAR-slyle rjfleChcunpered i11 5:56 NATO. Features in­
clude 1B" 416 stainless1,9bfJ,rreJ~phosph<tted;steelbolt; VTAC modu­
lar hand guard; flattop upper with Picatinny r!,lil; aluminum lower; two 
30-round magazines; Magpul CTR a.djustabie slack. 

NIB Exc. ItG. Good Fair Poor 
1000 850 700 600 400 306 

Prairie Panther 

Semi-a\.ltomatic AR-style rifle chambered in 5.56 NATO. Features in­
clude 20"416 stainless fluted heavy 1:B barrel; phosphated steel bolt; 
free-floated carbon fiber hand guard; flattop upper with Picatinny rail; 
aluminum lower; two 30-round magazines; skeletonized Zytel stock; fin, 
ished in King Desert Shadow camo overall. 

NIB Exc. ItG. Good· Fair 
1150 1000 850 700 450 

Panther RAPTR 

Poor 
300 

I 
Semi-automatic AR~style rTfle. chamb.ered In5.~6NJ\TO. Features in­
clude 16" 4140 chrome-moly 1;9 barrel;phpsphatedsteel bolt; ERGO Z­
RailA-rail hand guard;tront vertical grip; standard N2 ·sights; aluminum 
lower; fourSO-round magazines. DiscOlitinued2012. 

NIB Exc. ItG. Good Fair 
1350 1025 800 625 350 

Panther REPR 

Poor 
250 

Semf-automaticA.R-style rifle cfiambered in .30B Win.17.62 NATO. Fea­
tures include 18.0.416 stainless steel 1;10 barrel; phosphated steel bolt; 
A-rail free-floated hand guard; no sights; aluminum lower; two 19-round 
magazines;Coxotel;lrown camo finish overall. 

NIB Exc. ItG: Good 
2100 1850 1400 1000 

Panther 308 Mk12 

Fair 
650 

Poor . 
350 

Semicautomatic AR-style rifle charTlbered in .30B Wfn.f7.62 NATO. Fea­
tures include 16"4140 chrome-moly heavy 1 :10 barrel; phosphated steel 
bolt; 4-railfree-floated hand guard; flip-up Jront and [eelr sights; alumi­
nUm lower;two 19-rOlmd magazines; matte black finish overall; Magpul 

CTR adjustable stock. 

NIB Exc. ItG. 
1500 1100 850 

Panther A-15 PUITIP FUfle 

Good 
700 

Fair 
450 

Poor 
300 

Model has 20" 4150 steel heavy barrel, withA-2 style sights. Rtted 
A-2 compensator and modified to slide-action. Weight about B.5 Ibs. 

NIB 
1400 

Exc. 
1050 

ItG. 
700 

Panther A-15 Pump Pistol 

Good 
600 

Fair 
500 

Poor 
300 

Same as above. Rtted .wifh 10,5" harreL Weight about 5 Ibs. 

NIB Exc. 
1450 1100 

Panther DeM .22 LR 

ItG. 
750 

.G()od 
575 

Fair 
450 

Poor 
300 

Rimfire version of Panther series, with 20" fluted stainleSS H-Bar 
A-2 upper receiver, National Match Sights. Also available with 
(Panther AP4) and flattop receiver. NOTE: Deduct $75 for AP4 

NIB . Exc. ItG. Good Fair Poor 
850 750· 600 450· 300 150 

Panther Lite 308/338 

Chambered for,30§'Nin.qr .33§federal.A-3Jlattop design, with 
free-floated barrel and hahd guard. Various optiqnsoffered. 

NIB Exc; IlG. Good. Fair Poor 
1350 1200 960 650 400 200 

Panther 6.5 

Basic Panther.model chambered for 6.5 Creedmoor.StainlesssteeJ 
floated24" b~rrel, A-3 flattopl1Pper,mil-spec stock. 

NIB Exc. ItG. Good Fair Poor 
1100 975 750 550 350 200 

6.8 SPCII Hunter 

Chamqeredfor Remington 6,!lSPC cartridge, with 1B" barrel 
culek compensator: A-3 flattbpaesign with'forward assist. <':'''''~t,,,n'' 
stock. . 

NIB Exc. ItG. ~ood 
11501025 800 600 

300 AAC Blackout 

Chambered for .300AAC cart(iage . .Ghrom&Uned 16" heavy 
with Blackout suppressor adapter. AP4 stock,free-float hand guard. 

NIB Exc. ItG. Good Fair Poor 
1100 975 750 550 350 200 
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