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GONFIDENTIAL

U. S. ARMY ARCTIC TEST BOARD
AP0 733, Seattle, Washington

STEBE-~-IN 17 June 1963

SUBJECT: Report of USATECOM Test Project No 8-3-8000-01-C (33-0BO), .I. .. "
Contifaiatory Test of Mine, Antipersornel, M18A1, Claymore (U)

T0: See Distribution

1. (U) This letter transmits final report on s.ubject test (inclosure 1),

2, (C) Iest Results: Tests of the Mine, Antipersounel, M18Al, Claymore
were conducted at embient temperatures ranging from 10 F to -B20F, after cold-
soaking the test weapon at ambient temperatures ranging from 49°F to -57°F,
The test weapon met the military characteristics to an acceptable degree,
Deficiencies were encountered with the test weapon aiming points at ranges
of B0 and 150 feet; and with the reliability of packaging and inspection
techniques for the M40 test set, '

3, (U) Conclusion: It is concluded that the Mine, Antipersonnel,
M18A1, Claymore should be suitable for Army use under arctic winter conditions,
when the deficiencies, and as many of the shortcomings as feasible, listed
in Part B, Annex B, Part III of the inclosure are correcied.

4, (U) Recommendation: It is recommended that the Mine, Antipersonnel,
M18A1, Claymore be conmidered suiteble for Army use under arctic winter con-
ditions when the deficiencies, and as mary of the shortcomings as feasible,
listed in Part B, Annex B, Part III of the inclosures are corrected.

FOR THE PRESIDENT:

L) il 67% s
2 Incl V/ﬂ\/"?cuﬁgs:x.%ﬁo "“V,‘}"yf",
1 -as (C) Lt Col, Infantry
2 - Abstract Cards v) Assistant Adjutant
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DECLASSIFIED AFTER 12 YEARS
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COMFIDENTIAL

U, S. ARMY ARCTIC TEST BOARD
AP0 733, Seattle, Washington

Re of USATECOM I'rojec

No_3-3-8000-01-C

Confirmatory Test

of Mine, Antipersonnel, M18A1, Clavmore (U)

21 January - 8 March 1963

Part I - (C) General
A. (U) References: See Annex A, Part III.
B. (U) Authority:
1. (U) Directive: Inclosyre 6, Ltr, ATDEV-MGP 337, HQ USCONARC,

30 April 1962, subject: '"Report of Arctic Test Planning Conference Held
at HQ USCONARC, 4-5 April 1962."

2. (U) Purpose:

a. To determine the suitability of the Mine, Antipersonnel,
M18A1, Claymore, for Army use under arctic winter conditions.

b. To determine whetper the shortcomings reported in para-
graph F, Annex A have been corrected.

C. (U) Description of Materiel:

1. (U) The Mine, Antipersennel, M18A1, Claymore {test weapon)
is the production engineered version of the M18 (improved T48E3) Claymore
which was check tested at this Board during the 1960-1961 winter teost
season (para F, Annex A).

2. (U) The test weapon consists of a molded plastic body
supported by hinged legs which mount under the weapon body. The molded

I.1
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plastic body contains approximately. 700 spherical steel balls weighing
10.5 grains each. The steel balls are backed by 1.5 pounds of C-4
plastic explosive. Two preformed cap wells are located on the top

of the test weapon which accommodrte a special electric blrsting cap
(M4) furnished with- the test weapon. The test weapon is issued in »n
individual M7 bandoleer which also contains a M57 megneto-type firing
device, and the M4 blasting cap assembly with integral 100-foot wire
extension. The test weapon is packaged six weapons to a box. ‘One .
bandoleer in each box contains a M40 test set (circuit tester)

3. (U) -A complete haintgngnce package éﬁd'Ségteat-weapons.
were received by thig Board on 21 January 1963 '

4. (U) .A photograph of the test weapon is shown as Annex IIT
c.1. g S - :

p. {c) Background;}

1.. (U)~.The requifement foy-the'teéﬁ weapon is ‘stated 1n
paragraph B, Annex A.’ ’ : ot .

2. .(U) The initial version of the Claymore Weapon (T48) .
was tested by the U.'S. Marine Corps Equipment Board, the U S. ‘Army .
Infantry Board, and by .thiis Board during the period 1952-1955 )
Continued development led:‘to the Improved Claymore T48E3 and the . -
modified T48E3 Claymore which were tested at-this Boapd ‘during the
1959-1960 and 1960-1961. winter test seasons, respectively :The test
weapon (M18A1 Claymore) -is the production engineered version 6f ‘the
modified improved T48E3 Claymore (para E ard F, Annex A) :

3. (U)  This itém is proposed. for tripartité.atandr}hiiation
and is included on IEL 1-1-105-2 : SERER T

E. (U) Teéi.Objeétives " Same as B2.

F. (U) FinéingS‘. Tests were conducted by Major -Edward F Sheehan,
Infantry, and other personnel of Test Division 3, U.'S" Army Arctic Test
Board, assisted by personnel from the 4th Battle Group, 9th Infantry

1. (U) Teets were conducted at ambient temperatures ranging
from 10°F to -52°F. The test weapon was stored outdoors in tactical ' -
packaging throughout the test period. Cold-soak temperatures ranged
from 49°F to -57¢F. .

2. () During the test period, personnel wore the intermediate
¢old-dry uniform to include the Arctic Mitten Set

1.2
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3 {(U) 1the test weapuu was satisfa.1 1y wrdi respec: o«
physical chara.terist.cs dispersccn disinibu aen penetraticn  and
durability

4 (() 1Ihe tes? weapen was marginaity satisfavtory wx'h'rpsp(\‘
1o accuracy because the arming poin’ 1us’Iu.tiols Wele 1nau o drate and
reliability of rhe M40 test sern

b {U) lhe test weapon me’ all he mibirary charaitera=tics to
an acceptable degree (para D Auvex V)

6 (V) 1he ftollewiag -hr v miage enconnicred 1 preva s
testing (para I, tunex A) were a1 o rre ved wirh he res weap oo (Par
A, Annex B).

a lhe 1est weapen sight s ditlicats tay 1o elevatiou
b lhe amming potul ins 1o pehs WOLE UAC UL ST
7 (1) Satery Coutirmats o Based oa che trciag of 51 cess
weapolis at temperarures rangiug trom L y =52 b thie e st weapon @me

the safety requirement

¢ (1) (ouelosiva t 4= sucluded that 1he Mine V\ociper:enneld
\1811 should be suitable for Armv us=e under arctic winler «onditssns
when the defriiencies and as many _f the shoricomings a= frasible
listed 1n Part B Annex B are currevied

i {U) Necommendati,n It 15 re cmuended that the dMrne  Ann
personnel. Mi&%il (laymore be considered suirable Tor Aray nse under
arctic winter coaditions when the deficiencies and as wauy .1 "he short-
comings as feasible listed 1n Part B Aanex B are curred ed
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A, (U) TestNo 1l - Preoperational lospectioni and Physical (harac
teristics:

1. . (U)  PURPOSE

a Yo determine whether tlie te-t weapou was i1n propel
condition for test

b fo deterwiue the pbhv-ica aracteri=tics of the teat
weapon
2. (U) METHOD
a Ihe € weap( Vel “ual ( ipon removal
from packaging prior 1o f1ring ) Pl “1 s-=emhlv o1

damage was récorded

b The te- eupo I3 . omea-ul ytographed
and examined for ether pe l aracters e-ults recorded
3. (U). RESULTS
8 Al ?_ e8P0 ound pe yuditien foi
test, Oue box of s1x teet weapo wa- ml==10g & 10 te<t =q Fe=t No 5}
b The phyv=i1cal charact ice were found to be
1) Weight
{a) (owplete Bandoleer 6 12 1b
(b) MISAL Weapo 07 Ib
(e} MB7 firing de € 4 1

COWMGRADED AT 3 YEAR INTERVALS:
UECLASSIFIED AFTCR 12. YEARS

DOD DIR 5200
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{d) M40 test zet ¢ 03 1b

{e) Blasting cap aud wire 1 14 1b
(f) Baudolee: i 06 1b
(2) Weapou leugth =5 5 inches
(3) Weapon herght 5-3 16 1uches
(4) Weapou width 1-7 18 1uches
(5) Lot numbe: PA-3%-1
c. A photogrsg £ the ] - <hown 10 Anunex FP11.C 1}

B (C) Test No 2 - Accuracy

1. (U) PURPOSE. To detorm the a 8 the test weapon at
various rangec

2 {(U) METHOD:
a S1X te=t weapons «ere 1 -1ughly at a8 range of 50 feet
at a primary target conzi~ting of & atrip target 7 feet high by 180 feet
wide, divided into 4 equal part- bv vertical and horizontal lioe= through

the center

b The aiming point for all te-t weapous was the center of the

target at the height prescribed i1n the operat lastruetions

G The number of hit- L watdrae f target. aund the
total number of hit= for each weapou fired we corde

d The above procedure wa- repeaied at range= of 100 and
150 feet using a target 7 Feer high by 345 fert wids

e One te=t weapou wa- lired atr each of the following ranges
at the same targets that were de=rribed shove 60, 100, 150 feet. Prior

ie_gotonntion, these test weapou- wel werved i och padioe add*he igh )
“Twith 12 anches of dew enw =3 and dry h

f. Prior to any of the above fi <. the te-t weapon- were
emplaced and eighted a= prescribed 10 the operating 1nstructions The lay
of the test weapon with respect to the target aiming point was checked by
at least two personnel., lu order to duplicate the laying of =uccessive
test weapone at the sawe range. a guacer: quadrant wa< placed on all weapons

1.2
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to determine the elevation, and whether the weapon was horrzontal with the
lay of the target . -

3. (c) 1u;qu~

. a. l’ex sunnel encountered 'lll‘fxr'u_itv vighting the test weapon
in elevation and deflection because of the flat ba-e of the sight. and lack
of depth definition {para 1Il1.1, Annex B)

I, The test weapon alming polnt instructious were inaccurate
at ranges of 50 and 150 feet, Using the prescribed aiming points, the
fragment pattern was low and Ingh respectively. After experimenting with
aiming points from 3 to 10 feet above the ground. the aiming point heights
below were found to consistently produce the most effective fragment
pattern (pera 1.1, Annex B):

Prescraibed FHfecrive
Range Arming Point 1t Aiming Pornt Ht,
Fi (F1) (k)
50 3.0 t 5 to 4.8
100 6 0 0
160 10.0 8.0

c. Accuracy tests were counducted at ambient temperatures
ranging from -15F to -520F Ihe average totel hit: for test weapon
firings {(lese under snow firings) and the quadraut of the primary target in
which they occurred were as outlined below:

50 Feet 100 Feet 150 Feet

Average Average Average
Iotal Hits: 54l Total Hite: 471 Jotal Hits: 382
.94 1v |1 188 B4 129 80 i\ | 1 101

i 132 08 111 |11 103

>

(145 11 |11 144

d. "Accuracy tests with the test weapon covered with 12 inches
of new snow, soft and dry were conducted at smbilent temperature: ranging
from -29 °F to -35°F, 1Ingpection of the target after firinge indicated that

* the snow caused an. obvious increase 1n the vertical dispersion of the
weapon,, and a decrease’ in number of target hits {Test No 3). The total
hits for these firings, and "the quadrant of the prlmar) target 1n which they
‘occurred were-.as outlined below:

counnmm




CONFIDENTIAL

50 Feet 100 Feet . 150 Feet
Total Hits: 419 - Total Hits: 269 Total Hite: 157
116 1 129 T w1 49 23 IV 1 54
85 111|11 89 . 538 111711 91 32 TIT 1T 48

€. (C) Test No 3 - Dispersion and Distribution:

1. (U) PURPOSE: To determine the degree of dispersion and the
principle distribution pattern of the test weapon

2, (U) METHOD:

a. This test was conducted concurrently with Test No 2 -
Accuracy.

b. The primary. target was sub-divided 1uto 1 foot wide by 7
foot high increments,

c. Secondary targets con=zisting of type "E” silhouette
targets were placed side by side on a perpendicular line with the primary
target beginning 2Q feet to each flank of the firing site; and extending
to intersect a 120 arc from ‘the firing aite to the primary target

d. All targets were 1nspected after each test weapon was fired

and the necessary data recorded to show the number. dispersion, and
distribution of hits on the primarv and secoundary target=,

e, Degree of dispersion and the principle distribution pattern
were determined by observation and analvsis of test data

3, (C) RESULTS:

a, Results of firings. other than snow firings, were as
tabulated below:

Ambient Temp No of Range Average Average Width
(°F) Firings (Ft) No of Hite of Pattern (F')

-18 to -49 6 50 541 109

-156 to -51 8 100 471 210

-156 to -52 -8 150 82 290

b. Results of firings 1n 12 inches of new snow., soft and
dry were as tabulated below

11.4
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Ambient Temp No of Range Average Average Wid+h
(°F) Firings (t1) e ol it of Pax eru (1)
-29 t 50 114 f23
-32 I 100 2ol 21
-35 1 150 157 q02
< The percentage of 1 by T-t 1 sevrvions f the primars
target within a 60° ar whi-h were hiv Yy ar least 2 proje "iies were as
follows:
Averap. Perceun age tlaot
Range Perceutage Hi \heu Geapen Pla ed 1a Sa-w
50 94 2 94 4
100 RH 4 19 2
150 59 2 21
d A total 1 60 fragmears trom e 21 te~t weapou- fored
during dispersion tests were recuorded g ¢ e wdary targers L he
remainder of the hits on the primary rarger weee sichio the 120 ar

with the densest pattern vo urring withia the 6 ar

e the ptiuciple distribarion pat erns were a3 >h.wn u
Annex D, Part 111 \navisis of this annex 1adicates the test weapon
meets the herght leagth of patrern patrera denss and dispersa

requirements to au a ceprable degree
Do (C) fest No 4 Penetratiov

1. (U) PUiPos) I - determine he peaetrarion of fhe 1esc weapou

fragments at various raug:s

2 (U) MrHHOD

a Five panels 7 fes: high by 3 feer wide o unsirucred
5 layers of gne-1nch thick ¢ mmer taliy dressed pine  spaced ‘ve 1uch
apart, were piaced verzically 50 feer from “he st weapun [he ea~er
panel was used as the aimiag po:iav  aod the remaining §f ur paunels were
placed at angles of 15 and 30 1right and feft Lf the 1es” weap as

b Five arm- 1t vesrs mode i V19320 and 1t ¢ s -vi he fmer s

with liners were suspended va sithvue + tarpe with oue aram 1t vest and
three steel helmets set up adjacear va h wooden panel
tE D
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€. Iwe test weapuns were fired siugly at the pine panels
armor vests, aund steel helmets The number of hits end the degree .f
penetration 1in each trarget were re.urded

d. One test weapon was tovered with 12 toches ol uew snow
soft and dry in both radius and height and *hen fired at the same rargers

as above. .

e. lhe above pro edures were rvpeaced at ranges of 100
and 150 feet and resulrs res urded

3. () RESULIS

a. Penevrativn { ae wooded panets ccourred a ut hued

below:

Range Ambient lemperature \u v ol Penel laters Peneicated
(Ft) (*P ' Hits 12 ‘ 4 ) .
50 - 4 [R1H 115 13 130 123 it 91
50 -6 t4b 14t 134 129 105 =1 60
50 -24 (Snow) gx  gx =B 13 ~ 9 O
100 -7 D H2 50 10 24 4 I
100 ~-34 62 b 14 1 34 3 0
100 =21 (Suow) 1 31 9 P 0 0 0
150 -9 29 29 ) i 2 0
150 38 Ll ! ) ~ 1] t 0
150 -22 (Snow) 1 1 ) 0 0 0

“Perforation all pauels

b Penetrativa ¢f armer ves s and steel helme with tiners
occurred as tabula ed below

ARSOR_VEplE N19521

Range Ambient iempera-ure. | -ai BRIUAY I BEAR
(Ft) (*F) his Penetrari.n Perlora 13nm Penetrati:n Perfiration
50 -1 29 29 24 29 29
50 -36 10 Hy 10 39 3R
50 -24 {Snouw) 17 ' i1 i 2
R b

. CONFIDENTIAL
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- ARMOR VESTS M1952) (Cont:d)

Range Ambient | Total FRONT REAR

(Fés Temperature Hite Penetration Perforation Penetration Perforation
100 -1 8 ) 5 4 0

100 -34 i ] 6 5 2

100 -21 (Snow) 3 2 ] 0 0

160 -9 4 2 0 0 0

150 -38 5 3 2 0 0

150 -22 (Snow) 0 0 0 0 0

STEEL HEIMET AND LINER

Range Ambient Total Helmet Liner Liner Helmet
(FES Temperature lit= Front Front Rear Hear
50 -4 5 b 5 } 1
50 -36 T 7 8 3 1
50 -24 (Snow) 4 ] 2 I 1
100 -7 2 2 2 2 0
100 -34 5 4 4 2 0
100 -21 (Snow) 1 0 0 0 0
150 -9 1 1 1 1 0
150 -38 2 2 0 0 0
150 -22 (Snow) 0 0 0 0 0

¢. Analysis of the above data indicaetes that the test
weapon had excellent lethality characteristics at the required effective
range (100 feet). The dempening effect of snow is shown by the fewer
number of hits and penetrations recorded for znow firings,

E. (C) Test No 5 - Durability and Reliability

1. (U) PURPOSE: To determine the durability and reliability
of the test weapon.

2, (U) METHOD:

a, All test weapons in their tactical packaging were cold
soaked from the date of recetpt until fired

b. Five test wcapons were emplaced in an exposed area for

36 days at ambient temperaturee ranging grom 49°F to -57°F, end then fired
at ambient temperatures ranging from -13°F to -239F,

 GONFIDENTIAL




3. (€) RESULITS:

occurred,
c. No difficulties were

d. One packaging box of
M40 test set, Of eight M40 test sets
functioned with any of the M57 firing
Annex B).

CONFIDENTIAL

c. Any failure of the test weapon or accessories occurring
during any test was recorded.

d. Overall reliability of the test weapon was determined by
observation of all firings, and interrogation of test personnel.

a. The test weapon was cold-soaked for periods of from 10 to
47 days at ambiefit temperatures ranging from 49°F to -57°F. No
difficulties were encountered as a result of cold-soak

b. Fifty-four test weapons were fired at ambient temperatures
ranging from 10°F to -52°F, 1In all instances high order detonations

encountered with the MbT firing device

six test weapoue did not contain an
received, one would not light when
devices received for test {(pars 1.2,

e, The cloth backed operating instructions affixed to the
test weapon bandoleer were not durable, These instructions shattered like
glass at ambient temperatures below -16%F (para I11.2, Annex B),

f. ‘The black tape used to =mecure the packaging of the teet
weapon blasting cap assembly and 100 feet of wire extension broke in 53
of 54 openings at ambient temperatures ranging from 10°F to -52°F, This
breakage caused the packeging to be difficult to open by ersonnel wearing
any type of standard arctic handwear (Para I11,3, Annex Bg.

 CONFIENTIAL




Part III - (C) Annexes

ANNEX A

(V) REFERENCES (U)

A. (U) RDI&E Project No: 1-C-5-43312-D-342-02. RDB Technical
Objective No: 1£-07.

B. (U) CDOG, paragraph 238d(4) Change 3, 1 Deceumber 1960

C. (U) Reports of Equipment Failures No 1 through 5, USATIX OM
Project No# 8-3-8000-01-C (33-0B0)., U. €. Army Arctic Test Board

D. (U) OTCM 36522, 3 May 1957, subject “Mine, Antipersonnel,
Fixed Fragmentation - Initiation of Development (U) *

E. (U) Report of Test, Project No ATB 3-200, (C) U. S. Army
Arctic Test Board, 3 June 1960, “Service Test of Improved (laymore
T48E3(U). "

F. (U) Report of Test, Project No ATB 3-51, (C) U, S. Army
Arctic Test Board, 14 March 1981, "Check Test of Improved (laymore
T48E3 (Modified) (U)."

G. (U) Technical Report No 4-61, Picatinny Arsenal, Dover,
New Jersey, December 1961, “Production Engineering of Mine Apers MI8A1
(T48E3) with Accessories."

DOWNGRADED AT 3 YEAR INTERVALS;

DrCLASSIFIED AFTER 12 YEARS

DOD DIR 5200.10
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ANNFX B

(U) LIST OF EQUIPMENT FAILWRES (U)

DEFICIENCY/SHORTCOMING - MREVIOUS TEST

A.l Acv Detonator well cap nat dagp enough
to seat blasting cap far enough to
parmit engagemeut of well plug
threads.

A.2 (U) Sight was difficult to lay 1n
¢levation,

A.3 (U) Spring washer falls out of leg
assembly.

A.4 (U) Llegs difficult to position while
wearing handwear.

A.5 (U) Aiming point indicated to be three

feet high on instfuction sheet.

PART A

FINDINGS TH1S TEST

Corrected.

Not corrected. Sight wes still difficult to
lay in elevation and deflection (para III.},
Part B, Aonex B).

Corrected.
Corrected.

Not entirely corrected. Aiming points in-
dicated in the operating instructions for
50 and 150 feet were inaccurate (para I.1,
Part B, Annex B).

I1I.B.1
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SECTION II1X

This gection contains shortcomings which should be corrected, if it can be done without unduly

complicating the item or inducing another undesirable characteristic, either concurrent with elimi-

nation of the deficiencies in Section I, or in production engineering, or by product improvement.

SHORTC OMING
I11.1  (vu)
111.2 (U)
111.3  (U)

Personnel encountered diffi-
culty sighting the test wea-
pon in elevation and deflec~
tion because of the flat base
of the sight and lack of depth
definition.

The cloth-backed paper oper-
ating instructions affixed to
the test weapon bandoleer were
not durable at low ambient
temperatures.

The black tape used to secure
the packeging of the test wea-
pon blasting cap assembly and
100 feet of wire extension was
not durable at low ambient
temperatures.

SUGGESTED COHRECTIVE ACTION

Unknown.

Provide operating instruc-
tions capable of withstand-
ing ambient temperatures as
low as -65°F without failure.

Provide a durable tape with
a two-inch tab so the tape
may be grasped by personnel
wearing standard arctic
handwear.

REMARKS

Test No 2, Report of
Equipment Failure No 5.

Test No 5, Report of
Equipment Failure No 3.

Test No 5, Report of
Equipment Failure No 4.
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US ARMY ARCTIC TEST BOARD

FORT GREELY, ALASKA

PROJECT NO RC-3800-01 29 JAN 63 NEGATIVE NO 339-1
(U) CONFIRMATORY TEST OF MINE, ANTIPFRSONNEL, M18A1, CLAYMORE (U)

A - BANDOLEER AND OPFRATING INSTRUCTIONS D - TEST SET, M40

B - MINLE, AP, M18A1 (CLAYMORF E - 100 FEET OF FIRING
WIRE AND FLECTRICAL
C - FIRING DEVICE, FLECTRICAL, M57 BLASTING CAP, M4
TTI.C.1
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CONF IDEI

EFFECTIVE DISTRIBUTION OF MIBAI CLAYMORE A
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CONFIDENTIAL SoPeds.

E DISTRIBUTION OF MIBAI CLAYMORE AT 50; 100", AND 150" RANGES
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€0, Armed Services Technical Information Agency, Arlington 10
Hall Station, Arlington 12, Virginia

British Liaison Officer, USATROOM, c/. Director of Munitions, [
British Embassy, 3100 Maasachusetta Avenue, NW, Waghington, |
D.C.

Canadian Lisison Officer, HQ, U. 8, Army Materiel Command, 5

Washington 25, D,.C.




~

AD, Accession No
United States Army Arctic Test Board, APO 733, Beattle,

Washington -
CONFIRMATORY TEST OF MINE, ANTIPERSONNEL, M18A1, CLAYMORE
Pinal Report of USATECOM Project No 8-3+8000-01-C (33-0305
(). 17 June'.1983

RDT&E Project No: 1-C-85-43312-D-414-18 RDB Technical
Objective No: LC-07, Classified Report. (U) Tests were
conducted to determine if the production M18A1 Claymore
wss suitable for Army use under srctic winter conditions
snd to determine if the deficiencies notedl during previous
arctic check test were corrected.

/| T— Acoession No =
United States Arwy Arctio Test Board, APO 733, Sesttls,

Wash n
TEST (F MINE, ANTIPERSONNEL, M18A1, CLAYMORE
Final Report of URATHCOM Projeot No 8:3-8000-01%c. (33-0B0)
(U). 17 June 1963

RDIAR Projsct Nos 1-C-85-43312-D-414-18 RIB Technicsl
Objuotive No: 1C-07. Clessified Beport. (U) Tests were
oconduoted to determine if ths produotion M18A1 Clgymere
was suitable for Army use under srctic winter csnditiens
and to determine if the defioiencies noted during previous
arotic check test were corrsoted,
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United Btates Army Arctic Test Board, APO 733, Seattle,
Yashingten . } =
CONFIRMATORY TEST OF MINE, ANTIPERSONNEL, M18A1, CLAYMORE
Pinal Report of USATECOM Project No 85388000-01-C ('33—()B0$
(U), 17 June 1963
BRDIE Project Not 1-C-5-43312-D-414-18 RDB Technical
Objective No: 1C-07. Classified Report. (U) Tests were
conducted to determine if the production M18A1 CIlaymore
was suitable for Army use under erctic winter conditions
and to determine if the deficiencies notefl during previous
arctic check test were corrected,
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[Y TEST OF MINE, ANTIPERSONNEL, M18Al, CLAYMORE
Pinal Report of URATECOM Project No 8-3-8000-01.6. ($3-0BD)
(U). 17 June 1963
RDDME Project No: 1-C-5-43312-D-414-18 RDB Technical
Objective Nos 1C-07, Classified Report. {(U)}'Tests were
eenducted to determine if the production M18Al Claymore
was suitable for Army use under erctic winter conditions
and to determine if the deficiencies noted during previous
arctic check test were corrected.




