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nder no circumstances should either of these cases be
==d, even though they might be resized in such a man-
==r that the excessive feed-ramp bulges appear to be
s=moved. This much expansion over-stresses the brass
& the junction of the web and wall and may even have
groduced an internal crack. Pushing the metal back in
=iace by resizing won’t restore the impaired strength,
2nd the case may let go on the next firing, even with a

Saht load.

Even the factories make mistakes that aren’t always
caught by the inspectors. The case of this high-
performance .45 ACP load has been damaged during
bullet seating. Note the triangular piece broken out — it
is probably inside the case, having been folded inward
and torn off by the bullet. This cartridge chambers freely
and would doubtless be safe to shoot, butl would be very
surprised if it printed within the normal group —the case
should probably be discarded after firing.

The head of the case on left shows evidence of high
pressures in the "coining” marks produced by ir-
regularities in the slide breech face. These marks are
distinct and separate from the impressions made by
ejector or extractor — they do not in and of themselves
indicate excessive pressure. | would, however, reserve it
for moderate or light loads. Case on right has no *“coin-

ing”’ marks.

This case is not necessarily defective, however, the large
number of striations on its outer surface indicate that it
may have been resized and reloaded a number of times
and lost some of its strength; and, may have lost even
more of its ability to maintain a heavy and consistent
crimp. For these reasons, it probably should not be used
for heavy or high-performance loads.

T

IPR2025-00861
Sig Sauer v. True Velocity
EX1006 - Page 4 of 4






