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VIA MESSENGER Wigoran chrstophar@areatior.com

Jacqueline Glassman, Esq.

Chief Counsel

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration

40( Seventh Street, SW

Washington, DC 20590

Re:  Request for Confidential Treatrnent — Dana Corporation, Commercial Vehicle Systems
Divisiop, PEQ4-062a

Dear Ms. Glassman:

The enclosed docurnents were sebmitted by Dana Corporation, Commercial Vehicle Systems
Division, to Richard Boyd, Chief, Medium & Heavy Duty Vehicle Division, Office of Defects
Investigation, in response to Request Number 11 and 14 of the informstion request to Dana in
the above-referenced investigation. Dana requesta that its response to Request Number 11 be
granted confidentia] treatrment pursuant to Part 512, Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, and
Exermption 4 of the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.8.C. § 552(b)}4), on the ground that it
contains confidential, proprietary information that would likely subject Dana to competitive
harm if disclosed. See 49 CE.R. 512.15(b). (A request for confidential treatment was also made
on November 18, 2004 with respect to documents previously submitted to the agency in this
investigation.)

In accordance with Section 512.5(a), a complete copy of Dana’s subrnission is included at Tab
A, 2 proposed public version of these documents is included at Tab B, the portion of the
submission for which confidential treatment is claimed is included at Tab C, and 8 Certificate in
Support of Confidentiality is included at Tab D.

Dena is seeking confidential treatment for its response to Request Number 11. This response
contains documents relating to Dana’s internal investigation, including quality control processes,
intemal analyses, and testing methods and results. Disclosure of thiz information would give
competitors information about Dana’s quality control processes, and other praduct and defect
evaluation methads and procedures used by Dana to address product quality and performance
igsuzs. Because disclosure of this information would likely cause substantial harm to Dana’s
competitive position, these documents should be protected from FOLA disclosure. 49 C.F.R.

§ 512.4bY3Xvi). National Parks & Conservation Ass’s v. Morion, 498 F.2d 765, 770 (D.C. Cir.
1574); see also Critical Mass Energy Project v. Nuclear Regulatory Comm’n, 975 F.2d 871
(D.C. Cir. 1992),
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For the foregoing reagons, we request that the subject documents be granted confidential

treatment,
ﬁ

stopher Hénz;%—
Enclosures

oo Jeffrey J. Wawtzyniak




CERTIFICATE IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIALITY
1, Michacl Koralewski, pumuant o the provisions of 49 CEFR 512, stade s follows:

(1) Imhm#WWhmmﬂwvmm
Dtﬁﬁnnf'ﬁma"].mdlmmtho:’nudﬁm#dmmﬁmhlﬁﬂnfﬂm;

) [ centify that the information contained = the enclossd. doctrmimts 1s cocfidential
] proprietary date and 15 being submitted with the: claim that bt is engitisd 1o
confidential trostment under S US.C. § S52(b)4);

{3} [hebgnqumthntﬂuln&:muﬁonamﬁimd in these docuncats be protectzd
indefinitely;

) ﬂiswﬁﬁuﬁmhhuedmthchﬁm;ﬂmpmﬁddbﬂ:mﬁblem
persannel who have suthority in the normal course of basiness to relosse the
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(5)  Based upon that Informedion, to the best of my knowledge, mformation wnd belfef,
Mmmmmmwmmmdm
Mmmmmiummmﬁm
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(M Xoutify under penaity of pegury under the kaws of the United States of America
thet the foregoing is true and corect.




