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On May 4, 2016, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives ("ATF" or
the "Agency") published an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking ("ANPR") in the Federal
Register at Volume 81, pages 26764 through 26767, to institute this rulemaking proceeding with
respect to marking firearm silencers and firearm mufflers regulated under the National Firearms
Act ("NFA"), 26 U.S.C. §§ 5801-5872. ATF's current regulations under the NFA are codified at
27 C.F.R. Part 479.

Sound Moderation Technologies, LLC, d/b/a Dead Air Armament (“Dead Air”) is a
manufacturer of firearm silencers. Dead Air opposes the proposed rulemaking for the reasons set

forth below and in the Exhibits to this Comment incorporated herein by reference.

I. National Firearms Act Trade and Collectors Association has Withdrawn Their
Petition for Rulemaking
i.  Background
In April 2008, ATF issued guidance to manufacturers regarding how to mark silencers
with the information required by regulations. On April 27, 2008 the National Firearms Act Trade
and Collectors Association (“NFATCA”) filed a petition with ATF, in the absence of

consultation with the Firearms Industry, stating that the Industry’s response to the guidance was



not favorable. A copy of the Petition for a Request on Formal Rulemaking on Silencer Marking

is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A.
There has been an overwhelmingly negative response from the members of our
trade to this particular guidance . . . there is strong policy agreement between ATF
and our trade that only the silencer [outer] tube should be marked in accordance
with the marking requirements of Parts 478 and 479 of Title 27 of the Code of
Federal Regulations. . . . Allowing end caps to be the possible marking location
for silencers does constitute a serious public safety issue in the areas of diversion,
tracing, and evasion of other NFA rules.

See Exhibit A at 2. It would seem that once again the NFATCA decided to raise baseless issues,

this time allegedly expressing a concern of manufacturers that the end cap should not be marked,

in the absence of any proof of concern from Industry members and seemingly only in support of

its own personal agenda and positions.

Perhaps most troubling is that NFATCA petitioned ATF to enter into emergency
rulemaking in order to establish a new regulation addressing these putative concerns. While ATF
waited almost eight years to actually implement a formal rulemaking proceeding — rather than an
emergency one which would have denied the public all meaningful opportunity to comment on

the proposed regulation — this appears to have been a petition to have ATF take action with only

the input of NFATCA and its purported members, which NFATCA has not made public.

ii.  The Lack of Supporting Evidence a Regulation Change is Needed
In its petition, NFATCA states that they understood, from discussions with staff at ATF,
that the ATF felt legally constrained from forcing the manufacturer of a silencer to mark only
what ATF considers to be a major component piece of the silencer. /d. NFATCA went on to
claim that they had been advised the ATF did not see how it would be able to take legal action

against a person or entity should they decide to mark an end cap without changing the



regulations. /d. As such, NFATCA proposed that such a regulation was urgently needed since it
believed that the marking of end caps constituted a serious public safety issue in the areas of
diversion, tracing and evasion of other NFA rules. /d.

While the NFATCA claimed to have concern over the guidance issued by ATF, it failed
to cite to a single example of where any of their concerns have actually come to fruition. There is
noticeably absent in the petition any examples of where a silencer that was marked on its end cap
was unable to be identified after being recovered in a crime, was transferred between other
silencer bodies that were unregistered or used in the evasion of other NFA rules. In fact, the
petition is devoid of even a single hypothetical suggesting or representing any actual, legitimate
concern.

Nowhere in the docket does ATF cite to statistics, examples or other information where a
silencer that was marked in a location other than the “outer tube” was unable to be identified
after being recovered in a crime, was transferred between other silencer bodies that were
unregistered or otherwise used in the evasion of other NFA rules. As such, the entire basis for
this ANPR is at best a sham and utilized by NFATCA for its own personal agenda and positions,
in the absence of any Industry support.

Further, it is unclear why ATF would take action against anyone who marked an end cap
of their silencer rather than the “outer tube” provided the individual or entity had marked it in
accordance with 27 C.F.R. § 479.102. It seems that NFATCA has a knack for spinning tall tales

deserving of being told near campfires in order to push ATF to enter into rulemaking. Or maybe,



NFACTA is merely a proxy for ATF to push its own agenda through a putative Industry

representative that lacks any Industry support. '

iii. ~ NFATCA’s Petition Withdrawal

While the NFATCA hired attorney Mark Barnes to draft the petition to ATF in order to
implement emergency rulemaking proceedings, their withdrawal was a little lack luster and less
than robust. Rather than hire counsel to competently address the issues that it previously and
improperly raised as the basis for the entire petition, NFATCA’s Executive
Director/Secretary/Treasurer Jeffery Folloder (“Mr. Folloder™) filed a rather lacking two
paragraph comment formally withdrawing the petition. A copy of the Comment Filed on Behalf
of NFATCA is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit B. Mr. Folloder notes that
“[t]he concerns expressed in 2008 are not applicable to today” and that “[m]arking placement
should encourage accurate identification for tracing and documentation purposes...” Id.

Nowhere in the comment submitted by NFATCA do they attempt to correct, dispel or
otherwise address issues that they raised as the basis for the petition to have ATF enter into
rulemaking or explain that contrary to their assertion, they do not represent the Firearms
Industry. As such, they have left it to others within the community, who they do not represent, to
adequately address the issues they raised. > Unfortunately for the rest of the community,

regardless of whether NFATCA withdraws its petition, ATF is not required to have a petition to

! See Firearms Industry Consulting Group’s Comments in Opposition to Proposed Rule ATF 41P
at 27-29, ID Number: ATF-2013-0001-8306 available at:
https://www.regulations.gov/document? D=ATF-2013-0001-8306

> NFATCA has not made public who in the Industry it purportedly represented at the time the
petition was filed and who, if any, manufacturers it currently represents within the Industry.
NFATCA does not represent Dead Air in any capacity, including in relation to the alleged
concerns of the Industry that NFATCA brings to the attention of ATF and/or the public.
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enter into rulemaking. As a result, such an action is at best more akin to a gesture to gain good
will of the Industry and likely to save face, rather than to meaningfully participate in the

rulemaking process that its petition was the basis for.

II.  The “Outer Tube” is Not and Has Never Been a Viable Sole Option for Marking
ATF states that it, along with Industry members, considers the term “outer tube” to mean
“the largest external part of the silencer and is that portion of a silencer which encapsulates all
components of the silencing unit and which contains and controls the expansion of the escaping
gases.” Identification Markings Placed on Firearms Silencers and Firearms Mufflers 81 Fed.

Reg. 86 at 26865 (May 4, 2016). Yet, ATF’s “definition” is problematic for several reasons.

i.  In Order to Define “Outer Tube” ATF Would Need to Implement a New Definition
Through Rulemaking

As declared in Connecticut Light & Power Co. v. NRC, 673 F.2d 525, 528 (D.C. Cir.
1982), “[i]f the [ANPR] fails to provide an accurate picture of the reasoning that has led the
agency to the proposed rule, interested parties will not be able to comment meaningfully upon
the agency's proposals.” The court went on to find that an agency commits serious procedural
error when it fails to reveal the basis for a proposed rule in time to allow for meaningful
commentary.

What ATF and other industry members allegedly consider the term “outer tube” to mean
is inconsequential in these proceedings. No where in the ANPR does ATF declare that it is
seeking to add the term “outer tube” to 27 C.F.R. 479.11. As such, ATF is denying commenters
the ability to meaningfully partake in the agency’s proposals as it is not attempting to define the

term but yet still seeks to require the Industry and individuals making silencers to mark the



completed silencer on the “outer tube”, a term which ATF would seemingly be able to alter at its
will.
As this ANPR fails to provide proper public notice, ATF lacks the authority to

promulgate any definition in these proceedings.

ii.  New Manufacturing Techniques Have Eliminated the “Outer Tube”

At the time the petition was submitted by NFATCA to have ATF enter into emergency
rulemaking, the manufacturing techniques employed across the Industry differed from the
modern day methods that are now being employed. Further, any attempt to regulate the markings
of a silencer to the “outer tube” would severely hamper Industry innovation. As the new
manufacturing technique mention infra have gained traction within the Industry, any attempt to
regulate the marking of an “outer tuber” would seemingly prevent the technique from being

utilized.

iii.  Silencer Designs Which Marking the “Outer Tube” Would Be Impossible

a. Sig Sauer’s Tubeless Rifle Silencers

In 2014, Sig Sauer introduced a new line of rifle silencers to the military and international
community that were noticeably devoid of the “outer tube” that ATF seeks to mandate must be
engraved. In 2015, these silencers were introduced to the civilian market at SHOT Show. An
image of the silencers currently produced by Sig Sauer using this manufacturing technique is
attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit C. Sig Sauer developed an entirely new

manufacturing technique that no longer required the traditional “outer tube” to house the baffles.



By welding the baffles to one another, Sig Sauer was able to increase the internal volume of the
silencer, while reducing the weight.

If ATF were to implement a regulation which required the marking of an “outer tube”,
Sig Sauer would seemingly be unable to discern what constitutes the “outer tube” on its rifle line

of silencers and thus be left without the ability to produce them.

b. SilencerCo’s Tubeless Pistol Silencer

In 2015, SilencerCo brought the Omega-9K to the market. An image of this silencer is
attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit D. Featuring the same “tubeless” design as the
Sig Sauer rifle silencers, this again would cause concern for what constitutes the “outer tube” and

how it would be marked.

iv.  Other Designs Currently on the Market Do Not Mark the Alleged “Outer Tube” and
Would Be Impossible to Do So

a. SilencerCo’s Osprey Pistol Silencers

SilencerCo introduced the Osprey series of silencers in late 2009/early 2010. An image of
this silencer is attached hereto and incorporation herein as Exhibit E. The Osprey series has a
rectangular shape, different from the circular one that most manufacturers offer. Instead of being
serialized along the “outer tube”, it has a billet end cap containing all of the required information
so that in the event of a baffle strike or catastrophic failure, it is likely that the silencer can be

repaired without necessitating a replacement.



b. SilencerCo’s Salvo 12

SilencerCo introduced the Salvo 12 in 2014. An image of this silencer is attached hereto
and incorporated herein as Exhibit F. The Salvo 12 is a shotgun silencer that does not feature an
“outer tube” but rather a series of baffles that are held together by 2 rods, allowing the user to

adjust the configurations. The Salvo 12 is serialized on the portion that is closest to the muzzle.

c. SilencerCo’s Osprey Micro

SilencerCo introduced the Osprey Micro in 2015. An image of this silencer is attached
hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit G. The Osprey Micro is a .221r silencer that does not
feature an “outer tube” but rather a series of baffles that are held together by two rods, allowing
the user to adjust the configurations. The Osprey Micro is serialized on the portion that is closest

to the muzzle.

d. Delta P Design’s Brevis 11

Delta P Design introduced the Brevis II in 2015. An image of this silencer is attached
hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit H. The Brevis Il is a centerfire rifle silencer that does
not feature a traditional “outer tube” but rather is a single piece devoid of any welds. The Brevis
II is serialized on the rear “end cap” of the silencer, closest to where it would thread onto a

muzzle.

e. Jesse James Firearms Unlimited Aero-Sonic

Jesse James Firearms Unlimited (“JJFU”) introduced the Aero-Sonic in 2013. An image

of this silencer is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit I. The Aero-Sonic is a



centerfire rifle silencer that does not feature a traditional “outer tube” but rather is constructed of
two halves that are held together by screws. The Aero-Sonic is serialized on one of the

“clamshells”™, closest to where it would thread onto the muzzle.

III.  Other Information ATF Requested

i. Percentage of Manufacturers that Mark the End Cap

Dead Air is currently unable to give an estimate to the percentage of manufacturer’s that
mark the end cap. In the 2014 tax year, there were 3,715 registered manufacturer special
occupation taxpayers (“SOT”). > As there are many manufacturers whose products never become
“mainstream” but have a local or regional following, any attempt to even estimate this
percentage would be close to impossible. As ATF requires manufacturers to complete the Annual
Firearms Manufacturing and Exportation Report (“AFMER”), which includes a line item for the
number of silencers manufactured by the manufacturer in that particular year, perhaps ATF could
utilize the responses to better estimate this number. Alternatively, ATF could contact a proper
and legitimate sampling of manufacturer SOTs to inquire whether they manufacture silencers
and how/where they mark the silencer.

Regardless, Dead Air points to the examples described supra to show that numerous
manufacturers mark a high percentage of their products on the “end cap” or equivalent, rather
than the “outer tube”. ATF should not only consider the number of manufacturers that would be
affected by a proposed regulatory change but also the number of products that would be affected

by one.

? https://www.atf.gov/about/docs/report/2015-report-firearms-commerce-us/download
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ii. Costs Associated with Marking the End Cap
Dead Air is unable to give an estimate as to the cost increase or decrease to mark the end
cap instead of another location. It may vary from manufacturer to manufacturer and maker to

maker depending upon their manufacturing processes.

iii. Other Parts or Locations Where Markings May Be Placed
As ATF is aware, currently, manufacturers and makers mark silencers on a variety of
locations including the “end cap”, “outer tube”, and “rear cap”. Dead Air vehemently opposes
regulations from ATF in relation to where silencers should be marked. Any regulation or ruling

that seeks to mandate where a silencer must be marked will stifle innovation within the Industry

and ultimately hurt the consumer as well as the marketplace.

iv. Marking Multiple Outer Tubes Which Make Up a Complete Device

As described supra, Dead Air vehemently opposes any type of regulation or ruling that
would require a manufacturer or maker to mark their silencers in any particular fashion. Dead
Air believes that as long as the silencer is marked in accordance with the current regulations
found at 27 C.F.R. § 479.102, it has been marked suitably to satisfy any tracing and
documentation purposes necessary. Any such regulation or ruling that seeks to mandate where a
silencer must be marked will stifle innovation within the Industry and ultimately hurt the

consumer as well as the market place.
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IV.  Other Issues Regarding Marking Silencers

Dead Air would also like to point out that the Silencer Industry has been exploding with
new Industry members, innovation and products in the last several years. While ATF seeks to
solicit feedback in order to implement a regulation with regard to where to mark a silencer, the
Industry is moving at such a rapid pace that any such regulation will surely stifle the creativity
and ingenuity that silencer manufacturers are bringing to the marketplace. Not only would the
manufacturers suffer, but so would the consumer and ultimately the local and national economy.
The Industry has marked and continues to mark silencers in accordance with the current set of
regulations. To Dead Air’s knowledge, there are no instances in which either NFATCA or ATF
can point to in recent years (post-2008 and likely prior) in which a manufacturer or maker’s
markings caused issues in the areas of diversion, tracing or otherwise evading of NFA rules.

Further, and just as importantly, if ATF were to implement any such regulation
mandating that silencers be marked in a certain manner (other than those found in 27 C.F.R. §
49.102), the unintended consequences would be of a greater magnitude than perhaps ATF has
considered. In the context of law enforcement, if a silencer were to ever end up in their
possession, how would the agency have any way of knowing whether the silencer in their
possession was produced prior or after the regulation were implemented?

The answer seems rather simple. They would simply need to call ATF to conduct a trace
on the silencer. Yet, if the agency were to call ATF to conduct a trace on the silencer, that means
the whole premise for this ANPR is contrived, as the information required (the markings) are

readily found on the silencer.
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V.  The Comment of Colin Campbell and Amy Tieperman

While reviewing the comments already filed in response to this proposed regulatory
change, a comment in support, written by Colin Campbell and Amy Tieperman quotes Vice
President Mike Pappas (“Mr. Pappas”) in a manner that seemingly implies that he and/or Dead
Air support the proposed regulatory change. The comment states:

We support ATF's proposed regulation requiring serial identification markers on silencers

be placed on the outer tube and no longer allowed to be placed on the end cap. It is

already cited that the proposed rule is one that is a industry standard. Many of the large

companies already use the advised standard so I see this proposed rule being more of a

formality of an already suggested standard that is already in place with many major

manufacturers. When questioned about the proposed rule, Mike Pappas from Dead Air

Suppressors states, “the marking is the standard we have always done. As far as I see it,

nothing has changed...”

See Comment ATF-2016-0001-0021.

The comment fails to include the prior sentence in the article which gives context to Mr.
Pappas’s statement. “Tactical Retailer reached out to a few suppressor makers and they didn’t
think the new ATF rules would have any impact on their business.” * (Emphasis added). At no
point did Mr. Pappas indicate to Tactical Retailer that he or Dead Air supported any kind of new
regulation from ATF requiring silencers to be marked a certain way and as evidenced by this
comment, Mr. Pappas and Dead Air vehemently oppose any sort of new regulatory measures
being instituted. Instead, Mr. Pappas only indicated that with the current line of silencers being
produced by Dead Air, the proposed regulation would seemingly have no direct effect on the

marking of silencers currently produced. That is not to say that it may not impact future designs

or that there is any support for the implementation of any such regulation.

* http://www.tacretailer.com/2015/06/02/new-rule-will-force-silencer-companies-stamp-cans/
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CONCLUSION
For the reasons set-forth above, ATF lacks the authority to define what is an “outer tube”.
ATF should thoroughly consider the comments in opposition to proposed changes contained in
this comment as well as the implications of the proposed changes, specifically the effects it will

have on stifling innovation within one of the fastest growing segments of the firearms industry.

Respectfully submitted,

Adam Kraut, Esq.

Firearms Industry Consulting Group,
a Division of Prince Law Offices, P.C.
646 Lenape Road

Bechtelsville, PA 19505
888-313-0416

Date: August 1, 2016 Counsel for Dead Air Armament
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April 27, 2008

By ELECTRONIC AND HAND DELIVERY

The Hon. Michael J. Suliivan

Director

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives
United States Department of Justice

99 New York Avenug, NE

Washington, D.C. 20226

Re: Request on formal rule making on silencer marking
Dear Director Sullivan:

The National Firearms Act Trade and Collectors Association (“NFATCA”) Board of Directors
wishes to thank you and other officials in ATF for finally providing guidance in the form of the
recently published silencer Q&A’s to members of the National Firearms Act (“NFA") trade who
primarily manufacture, transport and possess silencers for lawful use. The Board has carefully
considered the guidance, and after deliberation and review of the contents of this letter, they
have requested that | immediately transmit it to you.

As you know, the law on silencers is a complicated portion of the National Firearms Act.
Silencer parts are all treated as silencers for purposes of the Gun Control Act (“GCA,” as defined
in section 921 of title 18, United States Code) and the NFA. In our earlier communications with
ATF (see attachment A) we had requested that ATF provide guidance on silencer marking.
There were also a series of other questions posed, which the Bureau provided guidance on as
well in the recently published Q's & A’s.

We believe these Q's and A’s require some further clarification, and in that regard we are
suggesting to you and Acting Assistant Director Audrey Stucko that a telephonic conference be
convened with members of our trade who are the primary silencer manufacturers. This would
permit them to address these clarification questions directly to ATF. In advance of the
teleconference, we would provide an outline or a summary of the guestions. We respectfully
request that this telephonic conference be convened as soon as possible. We would be happy to
provide the electronic means for that to occur, and to issue the invitations, and invite ATF to
join us on the conference line.



Letter to Director Sullivan Page 2

|
We believe such a teleconference would generally provide the additional clarifications
needed for people to proceed in an orderly and business-like manner in adjusting their
operations or their business plans based upon the new guidance. However, there is one specific
policy matter which cannot be resolved by additional clzrification. In attachment B, you will note
the guidance that has been issued to the trade regarding silencers, specifically Question #1. The
question and answer specifically states as follows:

Q1: What part of a silencer must be marked?

A: The silencer must be marked in accordance with 27 C.,F.R. §§ 478,92 and
479.102. The regulations require that the markings be conspicuous and
legible, meaning that the markings may be placed on any external part, such
as the outer tube or end cap.

ATF strongly recommends that manufacturers place all required markings on
the outer tube of the silencer, as this is the accepted industry standard.
Moreover, this practice eliminates the need to remark in the event an end cap
bearing the markings is damaged and requires replacement.

There has been an overwhelmingly negative response from the members of our trade to
this particular guidance. We understand, in discussions with your staff, that ATF feels legally
constrained from forcing the manufacturer of a silencer or suppressor to mark only what ATF
considers to be the major component piece of the silencer (the silencer tube itself). Apparently
there is strong policy agreement between ATF and our trade that only the silencer tube should
be marked in accordance with the marking requirements of Parts 478 and 479 of Title 27 of the

Code of Federal Regulations.

We have also been further advised that the Bureau does not see how they would be able
to take any adverse legal action against a person or entity that should decide to mark the end
caps of a silencer without promulgating a change in the regulations. We believe that such a
regulation is urgently needed. Allowing end caps to be the possible marking location for
silencers does constitute a serious public safety issue in the areas of diversion, tracing and

evasion of other NFA rules.

Accordingly, we are requesting that the Bureau immediately draft and propose to the
Attorney General an emergency regulation prohibiting marking a silencer in a location other than
the tube, unless a variance is granted by the Director on a case by case basis for good cause.
Wa halieve aur cuqgesting emergencv rulemakine i= iustified undar the Administrative
Procedures Act and such other laws and regulations that are directly pertinent to the Bureau's
authaorities.
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We would respectfully request a preliminary response from your office to this request
within 5 working days, as we consider this matter to be of a most urgent nature. Should you
require further information, or should you or your staff have questions regarding this request,
please feel free to contact John Brown, our President at 703-968-6250 x3504, or me at 202-
626-0070.

Respectfully,

Mark Barnes

Counsel to

National Firearms Act Trade
and Collectors Association

cc:  John Brown, NFATCA President
Audrey Stucko, Acting Assistant Director (EPS)
William Hoover, Assistant Director (Field Operations)

JB:gg:th
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By ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATION

MEMORANDUM TO:  AUDREY STUCKO
DEPUTY ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
OFFICE OF ENFORCEMENT PROGRAMS AND SERVICES
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS, & EXPLOSIVES

FROM: MARK BARNES
ATTORNEY AT LA
SUBJECT: Request for Advisory Letter on ATF Policy Regarding

Silencer Markings and Repairs

The purpose of this memorandum is to request an advisory opinion letter, on behalf
of the National Firearms Act Trade & Collectors Assaciation, to clarify some points of
confusion with respect to a series of letters from the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco,
Firearms, & Explosives (ATF) concerning the required markings for silencers parts and
regulations on repair or replacement of such parts.

We attach here for your reference copies of five letters from ATF, dated January
27,1999, April 19, 1999, December 30, 2005, May 2, 2006, and June 19, 2006, These
letters appear to make a number of irreconcilable statements with regard to silencer
marking and repair regulations, and we would like to bring these statements to your
“itention w the hopes iat yuu wan danry ATF's pusition on these issues, In accordance
with what we believe is the standard understanding of the law.

1. Does ATF require the markings on a silencer to appear on the outer
tube, or can they be marked on a part other than the outer tube?

The April 19, 1999, ATF letter appears to permit markings on parts other than the
outer tube. Its cites the outer tube as an example of an appropriate part to contain
markings. However, the June 19, 2006, ATF letter, in answering a question about placing
required markings on a silencer end cap, is in conflict when it states that “ATF has
always held” that the markings must be placed on the outer tube. The statute and
regulations do not specify which component of a complete firearm silencer must be
marked. Additionally, there does not appear to be any ATF published ruling specifying
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which component of a complete silencer must be marked. We believe the 1999 letter is
correct on this point.

2. What markings, if any, does ATF require for suppressor parts, including
tubes, which are shipped from one FFL/SOT manufacturer to another
FFL/SOT manufacture for assembly and registration?

The December 30, 2005, ATF letter cites an example fact pattern {page 1,
example 2) where Manufacturer A (FFL/SOT) and Manufacturer B (FFL/SOT) have a
manufacturing contract for Manufacturer A to produce suppressor parts, including tubes,
for Manufacturer B, Manufacturer A ships the parts as they come available to
Manufacturer B for assembly into complete silencers and registration in the NFRTR. In
such a situation, this letter states that “ATF does not require that Manufacturer A mark
the parts before sending them to Manufacturer B, because they are simply parts being
sent between licensed manufacturers for delivery,” We believe this is the correct
statement of the law.

However, the June 19, 2006, ATF letter on this same subject states (page 2,
paragraph 2) that: “Because of the record keeping and manufacturing difficulties
inherent in requiring the marking of all such components in that manner, ATF allows
manufacturers to ‘serialize’ component parts intended for use in the fabrication of new
silencers in bulk units (one box of 100, one box of 500, etc.). Licensed manufacturers
may legally sell these serialized lots of component parts to other manufacturers, law
enforcement agencies, or the military. However, any silencer component parts sold_to
inlicensed persons m he marked eriglized individua as 3 h parts m he
i identi " This conflicts with
the December 30, 2005, letter, which specifically states that bulk silencer components
sold by one manufacturer to another need not be serialized.

c]

Perhaps the fact pattern referred to was one involving the importation of silencer
parts, which would need to be serialized for purposes of registration in order to comply
with National Firearms Act import requirements. However, such a policy for domestic
SOT manufacturer to SOT manufacturer transfers is unnecessary, and the position of the
trade is strongly in favor of the answer provided in the December 30, 2005, letter.

Moreover, the June 19, 2006, letter presents a second source of confusion, in that
it can be interpreted to mean that silencer parts sold to law enforcement agencies need
not be registered, marked, and transferred pursuant to the NFA, The last twu sentences
excerpted above suggest that only suppressor components transferred to non-licensees
must be transferred in compliance with the NFA.

3. Does ATF require that repairs by an SOT manufacturer on a suppressor
may not alter the suppressor's dimension or caliber?

The April 19, 1999, ATF letter (page 1, paragraphs 4 and S) advises that a
registered silencer may be transferred on an ATF Form 5, tax exempt, to any licensed
manufacturer who has currently paid SOT as a manufacturer of NFA firearms, and that
any such manufacturer may repair or replace unmarked silencer components such as
baffles, wipes, end caps, or specially made packing material.



Memorandum to Ms. Audrey Stucko Page 3

The May 2, 2006, letter addressing the same subject contains a requirement not
previously mentioned in the previous ATF letters at issue. Paragraph 1, page 2 of the
May 2 letter states: “A repair may not alter its dimensions or caliber.” This new
requirement is again stated and is further expanded on in the last sentence beginning on
page 2, which states: “Again, any replacement must not alter the original dimensions,
design, and configuration of the part replaced.”

Again, none of the previous letters on this point mention such a requirement, and
there does not seem to be any published ATF ruling setting out these new requirements.
We believe that a manufacturer must have the ability to repair a silencer with modern or
upgraded internal parts. To assert in 2006 that exactly the same parts for a 1985
silencer should be available is both unrealistic and not in accord with a plain reading of
the law and regulations. The 1999 letter is therefore correct.

4. What types of repair may be performed on the marked outer tube of a
silencer by an SOT manufacturer or the silencer’s registered owner?

The January 1, 1999, ATF letter states that “a licensed manufacturer may repair or
replace a defective silencer, with a new silencer bearing the same serial number as the
defective silencer.” This letter contains no restrictions on the types of repair that may
be made to a marked silencer part, and it reflects the current understanding of the
industry as to ATF policy. However, the May 2, 2006, ATF letter states (page 2,
paragraph 1) that: “If the outer tube of a silencer has been damaged, it may be repaired
either by any Special Occupational Tax manufacturer or the registered owner only.
Additionally, any repair of the outer tube may not be conducted if that repair will alter or
obliterate the serial number without first applying for a remarking variance.” The term
“remarking variance” does not appear in the applicable statute or regulations, and there
does not appear to be any ATF published ruling concerning a remarking variance. The use
of this terminology has caused considerable confusion among SOT manufacturers. We
believe the 1999 letter is the correct policy; however, if this is not the case, please
clarify what is meant by a “remarking variance.”

5. Can a non-repairable marked silencer part be replaced, or is it an
“unserviceable firearm™?

The January 1, 1999, ATF letter states that “a licensed manufacturer may repair or
replace a defective silencer, with a new silencer bearing the same serial number as the
defective silencer.” This indicates that any SOT manufacturer may replace a marked
siléncet part and maik tiie replacement part with the Sanie scudi nUMVEr as on e
original part, without the need to register the item as a new firearm. This is understood
by many in the trade to be a correct reflection of ATF policy.

The April 18, 1999, letter, on the other hand, states that, while any licensed
manufacturer may repair or replace unmarked parts (page 2, paragraph 1), “[ilf the
manufacturer did not originally make the silencer and must replace components bearing
required markings, such as the outer tube, the new replacement parts would then require
registration as a new firearm.” The implication here is that only the original
manufacturer of a silencer may replace a marked part and mark the replacement with the
same serial number as the old part, without registering the repaired silencer as a new
firearm. This is also a commonly held belief and practice in the industry.
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However, the May 2, 2006, ATF letter states (page 2) that: “If a silencer tube (due
to damage) can not be repaired, then it cannot simply be replaced. It should be
considered an ‘unserviceable firearm.” The National Firearms Act, 26 U.S.C. § S84(h),
defines the term “unserviceable firearm” as “a firearm which is incapable of discharging a
shot by means of an explosives and incapable of being readily restored to a firing
condition.” But most non-repairable silencer tubes are damaged by a crack or perforation
to the tube. In this condition, a silencer containing such a damaged tube will still
function. Moreover, a firearm silencer does not discharge a shot by the action of an
explosive, so it may be argued that a firearm silencer cannot meet the definition of an
unserviceable firearm. Please advise if this is the final policy position of ATF on the
matter, because we believe it to be incorrect. The January 1, 1999, letter is, we believe,
the correct statement of policy.

We thank you in advance for your time in addressing each of these points of
confusion with respect to prior ATF letters on silencer marking and repair. If you have
any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at {(202) 626-0070.

MB:th
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hutp:/fwwsw.cs.cmu.r

DPecember 26, 1998

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
Firearms Technology Branch
Washington, DC 20226

Greetings:

I had a question about the application of the National
Firearms Act to firearm silencers. I am wondering if a licensed
manufacturer of silencers may lawfully replace a broken or
defective silencer, returned to him for repair, with a new silencer
with the same serial number as the broken or defective one. 1In the
process of replacement the original silencer would be destroyed.

Your advice on this issue would be appreciated.

Thank you,
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
washington, D.C. 20226
{undated, but mailed 1/27/99]
901000: ™
179.101/99-7473
Dear Mr. :

This is in response to yeur letter dated December 26, 1998,
regarding if a licensed manufacturer may replace a broken or
defective silencer, returned for repair.

Yes, a licensed manufacturer may repair or replace a defective
silencer, with a new silencer bearing the same serial number as the

defective silencer.

The owner of the silencer should receiver permigsion from Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms for the transfer by completing and
mailing ATF Praom 5 (kpplicoticn for Tam Daumpt Traasiss and
Registration of a Firearm), to the National Firearms Act Branch
(WFA) and receive approval prior to the delivery. The manufacturer
should do the same prior to returning the silencer. Only the face
of the form need be completed in each instance.

We have enclosed blank Form 5, and instruction sheets which you
will find helpful in completing the enclosed form.

I1f we can be of further assistance, please contact us at (202)
927-8330.

Sincerely yours,

[signed)

‘als/cs/user/whardwel/public/nfalist/atf_|etter

RI14/06 3:54 11
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Enclosure

Kent M. Cousins
Chief, Mational Firearms Act Branch

http://w ww.cs.cmu

‘als/csluser/whbardw el/public/nfalistatfl_lcute

8/14/06 3:59 PN\



DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO AND FIREARMS

901040:GS
5320/99-7473

19 APR 1999

Mr. James O, Bardwell
P.O. Box 101141
benver, CO 80250

Dear Mr. Bardwell:

This is to clarify the advice contained in our response nf
January 27, 1999, to your letter of December 26, 19958,
regarding the replacement of a broken or defective silencer
that had been returned for repair.

You asked if a licensed manufacturer of firearms may
lawfully replace a broken or defective silencer, returned
to him for repair, with a new silencer with the same serial
number as the broken or defective one. You added that the

original silencer would be destroyed in the process of
replacement.

A complete firearm silencer or muffler is a "firearm"
subject to the provisions of the National Firearms Act
(NFA) . In addition, certain silencer parts and components
also qualify as a "firearm" and are subject to NFA
controls. Repair or replacement of silencer components can
result in the creation of a new firearm which would be
subject to additional registration and transfer tax
regquirements.

& person who possesses a registered silencer may transfer
the silencer for repair on ATF Form 5, tax exempt, to any
licensed manufacturer of firearms who has currently paid
special (occupational) tax (SOT) as a manufacturer of NFA
firearms.

Any such manufacturer may repair or replace unmarked
silencer components such as baffles, wipes, end caps, or
specially made packing material. If such components are
replaced on an exchange basis and the original components
are destroyed, there is no registration of a new firearm
required and the silencer may be returned on Form 5, tax
exempt .



Mr. James Q. Bardwell

If the manufacturer did not originally make the silencer
and must replace components bearing required markings, such
as the outer tube, the new replacement components would
then require registration as a new firearm and would be
subject to marking requirements under 27 CFR § 179.102.

Return of the new components would incur applicable
transfer tax.

If the original defective components were not destrayved and
were returned to the customer in addition to replacement
components, the replacement components would also require
registration as a new firearm and would be subject to
transfer tax.

A silencer which is unusable due to a manufacturer's
defect, may be replaced without incurring transfer tax,
only if the silencer is returned to the original
manufacturer for repair and the original manufacturer is
licensed as a manufacturer of firearms and has currently
paid SOT as a manufacturer of firearms. The original
manufacturer may then mark the replacement with the same
serial number used on the defective silencer and then
return the replacement silencer on ATF Form 5 without
incurring transfer tax. The original defective silencer
components must be destroyed.

We apologize for any inconvenience and trust that this
clarifies the matter. Should any additicnal information be
needed, plsase contact Gary Schaible ac (202) ¥27-8330.

Sincerely yours,

Y X Corsin

Kent M. Cousins
Chief, Naticnal Firearms Act Branch



' U.S. Departt. . of Justice

Bureau of Aleohol, Tobacco,
Firearms and Explosives

Washington, DC 20226
www.atl pov
CC-89,664 FE:AR
DEC 3 0 2005
Ms. Katherine Bugbee :
1350 Eye Street, NW
Suite 1255

Washington, DC 20005 -
Dear Ms. Bugbee:

This is in response to your November 22, 2005 memorandum requesting an Advisory Opinion
regarding any marking requirements for suppressor parts as it applies to the shipment of
suppressor parts, including tubes, between one FFL/SOT manufacturer to another FFL/SOT
manufacturer for final assembly. More specifically, the memorandum asked the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) to comment on three scenarios contained in
the memorandum: - ¢ : '

1. Manufacturer A (FFL/SOT) produces suppressor parts, including tubes. Manufacturer B
(FFL/SOT) orders certain suppressor model parts sets and various single suppressor parts
(either through standing monthly orders, or single orders via email or phone) from
Manufacturer A. Manufacturer A ships the order in stages as the parts become available.

‘Manufacturer B assembles into suppressors and marks the same.

ATF does not require that Manufacturer A mark the parts before sending them to
Manufacturer B, because they are simply parts being sent between licensed
manufacturers for assembly.

2. Manufacturer A (FFL/SOT) and Manufacturer B (FFL/SOT) have a manufacturing
contract for Manufacturer A to produce suppressor parts, including tubes, for
Manufacturer B. Manufacturer A (FFL/SOT) produces suppressor parts, including tubes.
Manufacturer B (FFL/SOT) orders certain suppressor model parts sets and various single
suppressor parts (either through standing monthly orders, or single orders via email or
phone) from Manufacturer A. Manufacturer A ships the order in stages as the parts
become available. Manufacturer B assembles into suppressors and marks the same.

ATF does not require that Maniifatturer A mark the parts before seriding them to
Manufacturer B, because they are simply parts being sent between licensed
manufacturers for assembly.
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3. Manufacturer A (FFL/SOT) produces suppressor parts. Manufacturer B (FFL/SOT)
orders tubes and requests that on some Manufacturer A mark serial numbers that are
provided by Manufacturer B; the rest of the tubes in the order are to remain unmarked.
Manufacturer A places only the serial numbers provided by Manufacturer B on the tubes

. and ships both the serialized and the unserialized tubes to Manufacturer B. Manufacturer
B receives and assembles the same into suppressors. All other required markings are
made by Manufacturer B.

This scenario would not require a marking variance from ATF. While ATF does not
require that Manufacturer A mark parts before sending them to Manufacturer B in this
scenario, the regulations do not prohibit Manufacturer A from marking parts.

We hope this has been responsive to your questions. Please let me know if you have any
additional questions.

Sincerely yours,
Kennetl E. Houchens

Chief/ National Firearms Act Branch



replacement must not alter the original dimension, design and configuration of the part
replaced.

“3. Assuming scenario 2 above is considered in compliance, can he do the same work if he is
not the original manufacturer (as in the case where the original manufacturer is no longer in
business)? Common belief and practice is mixed on this issue.”

o No. Only the original currently licensed SOT manufacturer is authorized to replace a
serialized part and only for a manufacturer’s defect. Any currently licensed SOT
manufacturer may replace the internal non-serialized parts on a one for one basis (for

repair or defect) and only if the replacement does not alter the original dimension, design
and configuration of the part replaced.

*4. Can an original manufacturer “upgrade” his older suppressor to the most current version if
so doing requires that he replace all parts (including the outer marking-bearing (ube) and simply
transfer the original markings to the new product while totally destroying all of the original
components? Common belief and practice is mixed on this issue.”

e If a manufacturer were to “upgrade” an existing “firearm silencer” or “firearm muffler”
to a newer model or version, he/she would be manufacturing a new NFA firearm not
registered in accordance with the provisions of the NFA.

¢ Additionally, replacing damaged internal components of a silencer with upgraded
components such as are offered in a newer or improved model of silencer would
constitute altering a firearm from its original form and would be the manufacture of a
new NFA firearm not registered in accordance with the provisions of the NFA.

We trust that the foregoing has been responsive to your request for information. If we can be of
any further assistance, please contact us.

Sincerely yours,

Chief, Firearms Technology Branch



U.S. Department of Justice

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco,
Firearms and Explosives

Martinsburg, WY 25401 903050:MSK
www.atl gov 311V 2006-744

JUN 19 2006
Ms. Katherine Bugbee

Mark Barnes & Associates
Suite 1255 1350 Eye Street, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 200035

Dear Ms. Bugbee:

This refers to your letter dated May 1, 2006, to the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and
Explosives (ATF), Firearms Technology Branch (FTB), on behalf of
in which you ask for clarification on two questions.

1. Can the markings required under the National Firearms Act (NFA) be applied to the
end cap of an assembled silencer rather than the outer tube?

2. Do individual silencer tubes qualify as “fircarms” under the NFA: would 2
silencer tube sold in conjunction with an assembled and serialized silencer or on its own with

no other silencer components require a serial number and other markings as noted in the
NFA?

As you are aware, the NFA, 26 US.C. 5845(a), defines the term “firearm”, in part, as ... (7) any
silencer (as defined in section 921 of title 18, United States Code)....

Additionally, the Gun Control Act of 1968 (GCA), 18U.S.C. 921(a)(24), dcfines “fircarm
silencer,” along with “firearm mufTler,” as follows: ...any device for silencing, muffling, or
diminishing the report of a portable firearm, including any combination of parts, designed or
redesigned, and intended for use in assembling or fabricating a firearm silencer or firearm
muffler, and any part intended only for use in such assembly or fabrication.

Finally, the NFA, § 5842(a), “Identification of firearms,” states the following:

“..(a) Identification of firearms other than destructive devices. - Each manufacturer and
importer and anyone making a fircarm shall identify each firearm, other than a destructive
device, manufactured, imported, or made by a serial number which may not be readily removed
obliterated, or altered, the name of the manufacturer, importer, or maker, and such other
identification as the Sccretary may by regulations prescribe.
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Based on the above Federal firearms statutes, a complete firearm silencer or muffleris a
“firearm” subject to the provisions of the NFA. In addition, silencer parts and components
including outer tubes, baffles, end caps, or wipes, which are designed as components of a
silencer, also qualify as “firearms" and are subject to NFA controls.

It has always been the position of ATF that silencer components made and held by a
manufacturer and intended for use in the assembly of new silencers need not be individually
marked or serialized. Because of the record keeping and manufacturing difficulties inherent in
requiring the marking of all such components in that manner, ATF allows manufacturers 10
“serialize” component parts intended for use in the fabrication of new silencers in bulk units (one
box of 100, one box of 500, etc.). Licensed manufacturers may Jegally sell these serialized lots
of component parts to other manufacturers, law enforcement agencies, or the military. However.
any silencer component paits sold to unlicensed persons must be marked and serialized
individually as all such parts must be registered, identified, and transferred pursuafit to NFA
requirements.

Please note that if a device incorporates the parts of a firearm silencer, i.e., expansion chamber,
baffles, spirals, wipes, etc., it would constitute a “firearm silencer” as defined, regardless of
whether or not it is attached to a firearm. Thaus, a silencer tube sold by your client in conjunction
with an assembled and serialized silencer, or on its own with no other silencer component parts,
would have o bear a unique serial number and all other markings required under the NFA; it

would constitute a distinct “firearm” as defined in the NFA and be subject to all NFA provisions
and implementing regulations.

Regarding placement of markings on a silencer, while 26 U.S.C. 5842(a) does not specify which
external component of an assembled silencer will bear the required markings, ATF has always
held that the outer tubular body—being both the largest external component and the “key" or
“main” component in that it contains or retains all the other component parts of the silencer both
external and internal, essentially forming the “complete” silencer—is the part which must
contain the required markings and serial number. The only exception would be in cases where
the end caps are permanently attached to the outer tube via full fusion welding or pinning,
resulting in a single-unit “sealed” silencer. In such cases, if your client preferred, the markings
could be placed on one of the end caps.

We thank you for your inquiry and trust the foregoing has been responsive to your request for
guidance.

Sincerely yours,

Sterling Nixbn
Chief, Firearms Technology Branch



Q3: May the outer tube of a registered silencer be repaired duc to damage? If so, may the
repair be done by someone other than the original manufacturer?

A damaged outer tube may be repaired by any Federa! firearms licensee qualified to perform
gunsmithing or by the registered owner. The repair may not alter the dimensions or caliber of
the silencer, except that the length of the outer tube may be reduced, as set forth above. The
repair may not be performed if it results in the removal, obliteration, or alteration of the serial
number, as this would violate 18 U.S.C. § 922(k). In that case, the silencer may be returned to
the registered owner in its original, damaged condition or destroyed. A replacement silencer
must be registered and transferred to the registrant of the damaged silencer in the same manner
as a new silencer, subject to the registration and transfer procedures of the NFA and GCA.

Q4: If the outer tube is destroyed or damaged beyond repair, may it be replaced?

A: Unless the outer tube is replaced by the manufacturer prior ta its removal from the
manufacturing premises for purposes of sale or distribution (see Q6), the replacement of the
outer tube amounts to the making of a new silencer. For the registered owner to fabricate a new
outer tube, he or she must submit an ATF Form 1, Application to Make and Register a Firearm,
pay the making tax of $200, and receive ATF approval. The application to make should indicate
that the new tube is being fabricated for use in replacing a damaged outer tube on a registered
silencer, and the application should indicate the make, mode! and serial number of the registered
silencer. It would be helpful for the applicant to include a copy of the approved registration for
the silencer. Assembly of the newly fabricated tube with the other parts of the registered silencer
does not require an additional application to make nor payment of another making tax, as the one
Form 1 will provide permission to fabricate the new tube and to assemble it with the old silencer
parts. The replacement tube must be marked in accordance with 27 C.F.R. § 479.102. The
registrant may use the same serial number that appeared on the damaged tube.

IF the registered owner wishes to acquire a replacement tube from a person other than a qualified
manufacturer, the replacement tube must be registered as a new silencer by the other person and
transferred to the registered owner in accordance with the NFA and GCA. The other person
must submit an ATF Form 1, pay the $200 making tax, and receive ATF approval to make the
replacement tube. The replacement tube must be marked in accordance with 27 C.F.R. §§
478.92 and 479.102. The other person would then transfer the replacement tube to the owner of
the damaged silencer, subject to the transfer tax, in accordance with the NFA and GCA. The
new tube may be then be assembled with the other parts. The original damaged silencer should
be reported to the NFA Branch as destroyed.



Alternatively, a qualified manufacturer may replace the tube, report the manufacture on ATF
Form 2, Notice of Firearms Manufactured or Imported, and transfer the replacement tube to the
owner in accordance with the NFA and GCA. The transfer must comply with the $200 transfer
tax and all other provisions of the NFA, as it would be a new silencer. The replacement tube
must also be marked in accordance with 27 C.F.R. §§ 478.92 and 479.102. The required
markings include an individual serial number and the name, city, and State of the manufacturer
who replaced the tube. The replacement tube may not be marked with the name, city, and State
of the original manufacturer of the silencer, as this would be a false marking. Although the new
tube is a new silencer for purposes of the NFA, it would be a replacement firearm of the same
type as the original silencer, and it may be returned directly to the registrant in interstate
commerce in accordance with 18 U.S.C. § 922(a)(2). The original damaged silencer should be
reported to the NFA Branch as destroyed.

Q5: May a repair change the dimensions or caliber of a silencer?

A: Ifalterations to a silencer would increase the overall length or change the diameter or caliber
of a silencer, this is the making of a new silencer, as opposed to a repair. The new silencer must
be registered and transferred in accordance with the NFA and the GCA. Alterations to a
registered silencer that result in a minimal reduction in the overall length for purposes of
rethreading are permissible as repairs. However, the reduction in length may not result in the
removal, obliteration, or alteration of the existing serial number, as this would violate 18 U.5.C.
§ 922(k). Ifsuch a repair is necessary, the damaged silencer should be destroyed or returned to
the registrant. If it is destroyed, destruction should be reported to the NFA Branch. Any
replacement silencer must be registered and transferred in accordance with the NFA and the

GCA. See Q2 and Q3 for further information on repairs.

Q6: If a silencer is found to be defective due to the manufacturing process, may it be
replaced?

A: A silencer may be replaced only under the following circumstances:

(1) A manufacturer of silencers licensed as a manufacturer under the GCA who has paid special
(occupational) tax under the NFA;

(2) prior to the time the silencer has left the manufacturer’s premises;
(3) determines that a silencer of its own manufacture is defective.

[fall the above criteria are satisfied, the manufacturer may destroy the defective silencer and
replace it with another silencer. If the silencer has already been registered, the replacement
silencer may be marked with the same serial number and markings as the original silencer. Ifthe
destruction is prior to registration on Form 2, the replacement silencer may be marked with the
same serial number or another serial number. See also Q2, Q3, and Q4.
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Your Voice in Federal Decision-Making

Comment on FR Doc # 2016-10382

The is a Comment on the Alcohol Tobacco Firearms and Explosives
Bureau (ATF) Proposed Rule: Identification Markings Placed on
Firearm Silencers and Firearm Mufflers

For related information, Open Docket Folder -

Comment

The petition sent by the NFATCA to ATF Director Sullivan in 2008
represented the direction and guidance of the firearm suppressor
community in 2008. The request was, in fact, driven by multiple
requests by the manufacturers. 2008 was a different time, with
different products in the marketplace, different manufacturing
techniques and different best practices. ATF's waiting 8 years to
address those concerns is neither helpful nor responsive. The current
market, products, techniques and best practices bears little
resemblance to the past. The concerns expressed in 2008 are not
applicable to today.

As such, the NFATCA formally withdraws its petition and urges ATF to
recognize that exclusive tube marking does not address the varied
innovations of legal firearms in the marketplace. Marking placement
should encourage accurate identification for tracing and
documentation purposes, should maximize consumer value, and
should not hinder industry in bringing modern designs, materials, and
manufacturing techniques to bear. In light of the fact that any part of a
suppressor is deemed to be a suppressor, this can be accomplished
by allowing marking to be placed wherever and however the
manufacturer chooses, as long as the minimum height and depth
requirements are met.

Due Aug 2 2016, at 11:59 PM ET

ID: ATF-2016-0001-0011
Tracking Number: 1k0-8pl2-c39q

Document Information

Date Posted:
May 19, 2016

RIN:
1140-AA33

Show More Details ¥
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Submitter Name:
Jeffrey Folloder

Organization Name:
National Firearms Act Trade &
Collectors Association (NFATCA)
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Why SIG

Science Matters The Movement

RIFLE SILENCERS

Thinking Outside the Tube.

The lack of an outer tube is the first indication of the innovative design that drives SIG SAUER Rifle
Silencers. But look deeper, and the advancements range from Taper-Lok™ to integral wrench flats. In
addition to the most common rifle calibers, choose from Fast-Attach or Direct Thread mounts, and
Inconel 718 or Grade b Titanium construction, for the silencer best suited to your firearm, intended use

and shooting volume.

Key Features

TUBELESS DESIGN
FAST-ATTACH OR DIRECT THRE
INCONEL 718 OR GRADE 5 TITA!
INTEGRAL WRENCH FLATS

oRD556

Inconel 718, 5.b6 Silencer with
Taper-Lok Direct Threads

oRDO556-00

Inconel 718, 5.b6 Silencer with
Taper-Lok Fast-Attach
Mounts

SRO556TI

Grade b Titanium, b.bb
Silencer with Taper-Lok Direct
Threads

SRO556TI-00

Grade b Titanium, b.bb
Silencer with Taper-Lok Fas
Attach Mounts




SRDO/62 SRDO/62-00 SRO/62T] SRO/62Ti1-00
Inconel 718, 762 Silencer with Inconel 718, 762 Silencer with Grade b Titanium, 7.62 Grade b Titanium, 7.62
Taper-Lok Direct Threads Taper-Lok Fast-Attach Silencer with Taper-Lok Direct Silencer with Taper-Lok Fas
Mounts Threads Attach Mounts

SRDO338Ti-00

Grade b Titanium, .338
Silencer with Taper-Lok Fast-
Attach Mounts
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JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

Raw internal view

JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS in Tungsten Grey




JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

Internal View in Tungesten Gray

JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

Disassembled. Fully serviceable for longevity and consistent performance

JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

Afrikan Desert Camo

JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

Mounted on the JJFU Nomad 15 with the JJFU RockCrawler BiPod and US Optics sight.



JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

Mount on the Nomad 15 with the JJFU Rock Crawler bipod

JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

in .300BLK on a pair of Nomad 15 rifles

JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

Matching pair



JJFU Aero Sonic™ LSFS

Being reassembled after cleaning in JJFU Cold War Grey Cerakote





