























CONCLUSIONS

12. = The subject contact maker is of simple design and good work-
manship, but it failed to comply with the specification, reference (b), in
the following respects:

(1) Under the endurance test, it was found that
in order to open the contacts of the "micro-
switch® (following a closing operation while
carrying rated.current), it was sometimes nec-
essary to .use more force. Even when the pres-
sure was increased to a high value, the travel
of the actuating arm was not sufficient to open
the switch. This failure might be remedied by
using a "micro-switch" of somewhat different
characteristics.

{(2) The pressure chamber should be cast of ornamental
bronze and should have a 3/8~inch female drainage
connection as well as a 3/B-inch male pressure
connection.

(3) The nameplate furnished is of steel in lieu of
satisfactory plastic material and has commercial

- type data rather than Navy type data and ratings.

(h) The unimpregnated fiber insulation used is not
approved for this use and is not required by the
specification. :

(5) The use of brass composition for the housing appears

to be a violation of the critical material require-
ments.

13. The adequacy of. the two mounting llugs is questionable
in view of the recent emphasis on HI shock resistance.

1h. If resubmitted, it is suggested that the unit be built into
a steel case and be provided with the required cast pressure chamber, fite

ted with a 3/B-inch drainage plug and a 3/8-inch male pressure connection,
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