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DDM Consultants

22357 Columbia Street
Dearborn, M1 48124-3431
313-277-5095

1 January 2013 VIA FEDEX AIRBILL 8007-9341-5951

Mr. David L. Strickland, Administrator
NHTSA Headquarters

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20590

202-366-4000

Subject: Chrysler Group, LLC Failure-to-Warn/Comply under 49 CFR § 573.6, et al. :

Reference I:  Toyota Motor Corporation/NHTSA Recall 12V-305 (Public Memo)
Reference 2:  EA12-005 File Update (Chrysler Jeep Fuel Tank System Safety Defect)

Dear Mr. Strickland:

Reference | affirms that agreement to selected historical facts has occurred between the parties. The memo
emphasizes that “a trend” was detected by the Office of Defects Investigation (ODI) by use of Vehicle Owner
Questionnaires (VOQ). Reportedly this alerted the agency to the possible existence of a safety defect involving
floor mats. Reference 1 does not qualify or quantify the associated product liability litigation activity/behavior.
And nowhere does the memo present the injury/death statistics caused by the alleged Toyota safety defect. L

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards (FMVSS) : Comparative Analysis and Discussion

To the best of my knowledge, no FMVSS is directed specifically at floor mats; such a narrow specification is not
necessary given the overriding philosophical and regulatory intentions of the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle
Safety Act. Likewise, no FMVSS is narrowly directed at the issues germane to EA12-005, specifically:

The intrinsic and foreseeable safety defect of an engineering design that allows far direct collision impact/breach
to an unprotected fuel tank system and/or its components. (ATTACHMENT 1)

The agreement reached between Toyota and NHTSA/DOT portends maximizing the awareness and safety of the
public. In this context | am compelled to update EA12-005 with comparative analysis and discussion.

Jeep Vehicle Fire Death/Injury “Trends” Since Not Later Than 1997: Documentation and Events Review

it was known to NHTSA that a trend emerged for severe fire injury and fire death in the Jeep vehicles; one that did
not exist in peer vehicles; a trend that was quantitatively and qualitatively far more lethal than what allegedly
justified Toyota/NHTSA Recall 12V-305. Historical data indicated that EA12-005 defects had caused 69 deaths
within the 1993-1998 ZJ-Body and within the 1999-2004 WJ]-Body Jeep Grand Cherokees data bases alone. g

NHTSA was also fully aware that the trend for Jeep Grand Cherokees became non-existent beginning with the 2005
WK-Body; with extensive design input from DaimlerBenz, the WK- Body addressed all failure modes that are
known to exist in the defectively designed fuel tank system of the prior Chrysler Jeep Grand Cherokee.

Review of the following four documents/events confirms that Chrysler Group LLC was fully aware that a severe
injury and death trend had emerged, but also that they had foreknowledge that such was foreseeable. Despite these
historical facts, spanning over fifteen years, Chrysler failed to warn NHTSA, in clear violation of 49 CFR § 573.6.
Further, as | had made you are personally aware, they actively sought to conceal internal documentation; a behavior
not limited to litigation, but one that confirms that their failure to warn was deliberate.
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I. Document: Original Defect Petition of 2 October 2009 - DP09-005

The original defect petition submitted to NHTSA on 20ct09 by the Center for Auto Safety (CAS) provides
overwhelming evidence that Chrysler was aware of an existing defect trend in their 1993-2004 Jeep Grand
Cherokees. The following salient observations can be made from the CAS petition:

1. Accidents where the Most Harmful Event (MHE) indicated collision-induced fuel tank related fires
were known to Chrysler and NHTSA not later than 1997,

2. Accidents where the MHE resulted from a rear collision-induced fuel tank fire were known 1o Chrysler
by virtue of the fact that such had occurred in Michigan,

3. A majority of the accidents mentioned above, where litigation was commenced, involved not only a
safety defect assertion by the plaintiff, but also a “failure to warn” complaint,

4.  ALL known litigation mentioned in #3 concluded with Chrysler demanding a “Confidentiality Order.”
This fact is called out in the petitioner’s cover letter, but most prominently under his Attachment E. ’

A scar in the history of transportation safety, an open assault upon the philosophical intent of the Safety Act, is the
dynamic orchestrated by the corporate defense bar under the portent of #4 above: The obscuration of public and
Agency knowledge/awareness of a safety defect.

Event and Documents: Compliance Status Revision of ZJ-Body - The “Estes Bracket”

FMVSS-301 compliance status of the 1993-1996 ZJ-Body remains highly questionable if not fraudulent. In my
letter of 27 August 2012 (Page 5 of 7) I advised you to request from Chrysler Group LLC “the transcript and
exhibits to the deposition of Mr. i i I v DaimlerChrysler.” The following salient observation can
be made from those documents:

1. Chrysler expects the agency to believe that a minor change to a fuel tank was approved; a change they
allege was proposed by a supplier to reduce cost. They expect us to believe that this revision alone caused
recertification to FMVSS-301. Legal discovery shows that, at best, FMVSS-301 compliance of the 1993 — 1996
ZJ-Body was/is so incompetent, so marginal, that when certification of essentially a carryover design was
attempted, Chrysler was confronted with the likelihood of a non-compliance status for prior sales and existing
production. Although no field action was offered, these internal developments had resulted in the unexpected
expenditure of hundreds-of-thousands in additional crash testing dollars for the 1997 model year; which then
resulted in the last-minute production release a preposterous, make-shift reinforcement to the right rear frame
rail, nicknamed the “[Jjilf bracket” (ATTACHMENT 2). Please take the time to read Endnote 9. .

This history should be viewed in the context of Chrysler foreknowledge that, beyond narrow FMVSS-301
compliance, the ZJ-Body fuel system had serious real-world issues that would and did provoke a defect trend.

. Documents & Event: Compliance Status Revision of WJ-Body - Safety Defect Recall A-10

In my letter to CAS of 1 June 2010, which was copied to you, 1 discussed the WI-Body recall for, what was,
once again, a marginal FMVSS-301 compliance status. | made the following assertion:

“What remains significant about this document is that it represents the first time that three key words were used
connectedly and simultaneously with respect to the Jeep Grand Cherokee: ‘safety,’ ‘skid plate,’ ‘repaired.’
Although the underlying portent is well-understood internally to Chrysler and its dealers, Safety Recall A10
represented the first admission that Grand Cherokee fuel tank safety/crashworthiness issues could be “repaired”
by existence or installation of a skid plate.”

Alternatively, installation of a “protective impact deflection structure” (i.e. “skid plate™) resolved not only a
narrow non-compliance status, but also the real-world issue of crashworthiness. As you will see in the next section,
an existing internal recommendation for a protective structure had already addressed the FEMAs for the fuel
systems of the EA12-005 vehicles. These failure modes are implicit to the defect trend in FARS for the Jeep Grand
Cherokee. Chryster Group LLC has been aware of these non-regulated failure modes since not-later than 1978.
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11l. Document: Failure to Warn NHTSA: The (Chrysler) ]Il Fuel System Design” Memorandum of 1978

During our face-to-face introduction on 19 May 2010, at the Toyota hearings in the Senate Russell Office Building,
I alerted you to the existence of a document that was relevant and responsive to DP09-005. ' In secret, in prior
lawsuits, and upon plaintiffs’ capitulation to Chrysler demands for Confidentiality Orders, the 1978 oo
was vigorously obscured from public view. In response to your verbal request to receive the o, | copied
you on my | June 2010 letter to CAS. " In that letter [ quoted the |l mermo:

“Where fuel tank location behind the rear axle is all that is feasible, a protective impact deflection structure may
have to be provided whether or not a bumper is provided. An investigation whether to relocate the fuel tank or to
provide impact deflecting structures is presently underway.” (underline added)

The I memo confirms a long-standing foreknowledge of the fact that EA12-005 vehicles, which do not have a
“protective impact deflection structure,” will provoke a defect trend that will cause horrific injury and death:

1. On 21 August 2000, Mr._ was deposed in the litigation of-v DaimlerChrysler
wherein his memo of 24 August 1978 was examined,

2. On 29 September 2005 Mr.- was once-again deposed regarding his memo, this time in the Jeep
Grand Cherokee fire death case of [JIllv DaimlerChrysler,

3. On 29 May 2003 Chrysler defense expert Mr._vas deposed in the ZJ-Body death case of
B+ DaimlerChrysler wherein extensive examination of the [llmemo took place,

4. Both litigations concluded with the obscuration of the existence and content of the -nemo.

Chrysler Group LLC failed to submit the Ml memo under their obligations to DP09-005 and PE10-031. That I
was burdened with its submission to NHTSA affirms that Chrysler actively sought to conceal documentation; a
behavior that confirms that their failure to warn was deliberate. (ATTACHMENT 3). -

IV. Documents & Event: Failure to Warn NHTSA - Chrysler Defense Expert Testimony “7The tank’s on its own.”

My letter of 24Sep2012 reviews the testimony of the highly qualified Chrysler defense expert Mr. Robert Banta.
Referencing photographs that I had forwarded to you on 27jul2012, Mr!Banta testified (ATTACHMENT 4):

Question: Now, in looking at that photo, can you tell me what part of the vehicle protects the part of the tank
that we're looking at in that photograph?

Witness: No. It's covered by the fascia.

Question: So if a vehicle were to strike just that yellow piece of the car, whether it be because it’s lower or

some kind of vehicle that’s not even a car, let’s say it was a recreational vehicle of some sort, what
would protect that portion of the tank that we see here in yellow.

Witness: Just the tank surface itself.
Question: So in other words, whatever the material of the tank is at the time?
Witness: The tank’s on its own.

Chrysler Group LLC has not alerted NHTSA of this testimony of 7Sep2012. The record now confirms that their
own experts agree that the Jeep fuel tank systems identified by EA12-005 only comply with the narrow specifics of
FMVSS-301, but cannot protect occupants and bystanders from fire-injury and fire-death in the real-world. "

Comments Submission to Reference | (Toyota/NHTSA Recall 12V-305)

(1 At no time have Toyota executives, defense lawyers or experts involved with Recall 12V-305 offered a
paraphrasing of the above Chrysler defense expert testimony, such as: “The floor mat’s on its own.”

(2) At no time have Toyota executives or their defense lawyers involved with Recall 12V-305, or any other
safety investigation, sought to engage NHTSA and the Department of Justice (DOJ) in a criminal tripartite effort to
obscure critical safety information from the taxpayer. 1=
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Conclusion Background

This submission offers a ‘comparative analysis and discussion’ between Recall 12V-305 and EA12-005. The
former has resulted in a 17.5 million-dollar maximum civil penalty; a first in the history of the Safety Act. During
the timeframe when NHTSA was formulating that penalty, the following EA12-005 event occurred:

In early 2012, while NHTSA was detecting “a trend” in Toyota floor
mats, | copied you on my letter of 11 April 2012 wherein I declare:

“The details of the fire-death on 6 March 2012 oi Reminir(m are too
horrific to document.” " Four-year-old _

(pictured at left) burned to death in a Jeep Grand Cherokee. Although he
and his aunt both survived the low-speed rear collision, and his aunt was
able to escape through the open driver’s side window, the fuel-fed
flames that instantly engulfed the Jeep were too intense to save

secured in the rear seat. The aunt and neighbors all watched
in horror and helplessness as || BBl burned to death in a vehicle that
Chrysler notoriously claims “has an excellent safety record.”

You and Secretary LaHood received a letter from yd 0
31 August 2010. You and Secretary LaHood are aware that Mrs. B
wife and mother of two, burned to death on 24 February 2007 in a Jeep
Grand Cherokee. You are both in possession of the attachments to the
letter, including the autopsy report which documents the lethality
of the defective Jeep Grand Cherokee fuel system; a lethality that has
taken the lives of 69 American citizens (ATTACHMENT 5). You are in
possession of my letter to you of 2Sep2012, which included an eyewitness report that recounts the final moment of
Mrs I life (ATTACHMENT 6).

Conclusion: A Long-known “trend” that was not reported and is not survivable

In the NHTSA press release of 18 December 2012 for Toyota Recall 12V-305 you state (ATTACHMENT 7):

“It is critical to the safety of the driving public that manufacturers report safety defects in a timely manner. Every
moment of delay has the potential to lead to deaths or injuries on our nation’s highways.”

[ agree with you (and Secretary LaHood). But you must recognize that, in the case of Toyota floor mats, the vast
majority of the VOQ database originated with citizens that had survived the defect. In the case of EA12-005, “the
trend” was established by those who did net survive the defect.

Let us be frank, that in the context of Agency notification requirements, there is no comparison between the
historical lethality of 12V-305 and that of EA12-005. 1t would not be unreasonable for some to allege that Recall
12V-305 was motivated by bias. Given the ‘Documentation and Events’ section above, which is preliminary, |
recommend that the Agency formulate EA12-005 actions that obviate any such allegation(s).

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time.

Respectfully,

ot P penidiom

Paul V Sheridan

Attachments
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ENDNOTES

' Available with active hyperlinks here: http://links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Strickland-9.pdf

? Available reports indicate the unfortunate death of one individual which was allegedly caused by the floor mat entrapment
defect. Reference I, the signed NHTSA/Toyota agreement is available here:
http://www.nhtsa.gov/staticfiles/administration/pdf/NHTSA-Toyota-agreement.pdf

* You were a courtesy copy recipient of my letter of 11 April 2012. That letter, addressed to National Automobile Dealers
Association (NADA) Chairman David Kelleher, made no request of the Agency in the plain direct sense; yet this is the only
letter of ten that provoked response. I received a one-page letter from NHTSA dated 26 Apr2012 which states:

“We do not have the authority to act on isolated problems or resolve disputes between individual owners,
dealers or manufacturers.”

Any credible/integrated reading of my letter to Mr. Kelleher would conclude that no such request, of the kind insinuated by the
quote above, was made. The NHTSA letter concludes with:

“The information you provided has been entered into our database. [t will be considered with future reports
to identify any future safety defect trends that may require our attention.”

Any credible/integrated and sincere reading of my letter would conclude that the past had already demonstrated that a “safery
defect trend” exists. My Conclusion section contains a request that is very plainly directed at the NADA.

However, with content very similar to the ‘Conclusion Background’ section above, my letter to Mr. Kelleher also contained a
section entitled, The Horrific Fire Death of Four-Year-Old dl%‘) Jeep Grand Cherokee).
Presumably this data remains worthy of NHTSA attention.

My letter to NADA of 11Apr2012 is available here: http://links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Kelleher-1.pdf As of this
letter Mr. Kelleher has not responded.

The NHTSA response letter of 26 Apr2012 is available here: http://links. veronicachapman.com/NHTSA2Sheridan-trend.pdf

* Please see my letter to you of 27 July 2012; available here: http:/links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Strickland-5.pdf

° Please see my letter to you of 27 August 2012, Page 2 of 7, first paragraph; available here:
http://links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Strickland-6.pdf

® EA12-005 was extended to also include the 1993-2001 XJ-Body Jeep Cherokee and the 2001- 2007 KJ-Body Jeep Liberty
models, which have a similar fuel system design problem to that of the ZJ/WJ-Body (fuel tank located behind the rear axle and
unprotected from direct collision impact on standard equipment models, but with a different fuel filler hose arrangement, etc.).
These additional model lines should not be statistically agglomerated with the ZJ/WJ, but as separate and distinct, especially at
the level of their respective FEMAs (e.g. the KJ-Body does not have the same fuel tank filler hose FMEA as the ZJ-Body, etc.).

7 A majority of the engineering design and a great number of core components of the 2005 WK-Body were provided by the
Daimler-Benz engineers during the DaimlerChrysler era; a fact openly touted in Jeep advertisements and press releases.
Contrary to the diversions provided to the media by Chrysler Group LLC, the dramatic improvement in the safety of
the fuel tank system of the WK-Body (to that of a ‘no defect’ status versus the ZJ/WJ-Body) had no technical relation to
the ruse about “luggage space.” In litigation and under a competent/complete EA12-005, Chrysler and dealership defense
lawyers, their defense experts, and NHTSA will be hard-pressed to explain how the inclusion of a 3/16” plate steel fuel tank
encapsulation, as standard safety equipment in the WK-Body, has any design correlation whatsoever to “/uggage space.”

Although Toyota was asked to comment under PE10-031, the fact that NHTSA/ODI failed to solicit comments from
DaimlerBenz on the WK-Body and their fuel system engineering design concepts remains egregious. Please see my letter to
you of 9Feb2011, Concern 3, on page 4 of 5, available here: http://links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Strickland-1.pdf

¥ The Center for Auto Safety petition is available here:
http://www.autosafety.org/sites/default/files/JeepGrandCherokeeDefectPetition%282%29.pdf
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ENDNOTES CONTINUED

? An expert in the litigation of Ml v Loman’s Auto Group et al. has testified, based on Chrysler documentation, that the
1993 — 1996 ZJ-Body compliance for FMVSS-301 is invalid. Years prior to this testimony/report 1 directed the [l 'aintits
to confront Chrysler Group LLC discovery defense counsel (Miller, Canfield, Paddock & Stone PLC) with the “rear frame rail
reinforcement bracket” issue. At first, their lead discovery counselor (M. Sheila Jeffrey) feigned complete ignorance of the
question/issue. This is incredulous given that during two full days (26/27 May 2003), in the Jeep Grand Cherokee fire death
case of .-v DaimlerChrysler, the deposition of Mr. had taken place at the law offices of Miller, Canfield, Paddock &
Stone PLC. The focus of that two-day deposition, attended by the Chrysler Office of the General Counsel: Recertification of
the ZJ-Body for FMVSS-301 by use of the [ NI | ater, through the plaintiff, | confronted that same discovery
counsel/firm with photographs of the | N ]}l 2s we!l as the Mopar service part number (52059128AA). At this point
defense counsel was forced to acknowledge prior knowledge of the ‘|JJ|Bracket” issue. Curiously, immediately following
this death case discovery charade, Mopar setvice part number 52059128AA disappeared from the DirectConnect data base
under the guise that the part was suddenly “obsolete.”

However, that obsolescence ploy was merely the attempted endpoint. During the time that the M Bracket” was available
for service, the Mopar DirectConnect database was misleading the public; declaring that the official purpose of this right rear
frame rail reinforcement bracket was not related to ZJ-Body recertification under FMVSS-301, but was listed as a “tail hook.”
Please review the last page of Attachment 9; where you will plainly see that the IINlllBracket” hooks nothing.

The deposition of plaintiff’s expert is available here: http:/links.veronicachapman.com/Hannemann-29Jun12.pdf

The first day of the deposition of Mr.-is available here:
http://links.veronicachapman.com/DepofJlUDSONB.ESTES5-26-20053AustinvDCC.doc

The second day of the deposition of Mr.-s available here:
http://links.veronicachapman.com/DepoflUDSONB.ESTES5-27-2005AustinvDCC.doc

If, while I functioned as an Engineering Programs Manager at Chrysler Jeep-Truck Engineering (JTE), an engineer had
proposed (for a safety issue and for regular production) the engineering equivalent of something as utterly ludicrous as the
I racket” band aid. [ would have proposed retraining and/or unemployment for that engineer.

1% Available here: http://links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Ditlow-1.pdf

"' DP09-005 is available here: http://www-
odi.nhtsa.dot.gov/cars/problems/defect/results.cfm?action_number=DP09005& SearchType=QuickSearch&summary=true

2 Available here: http:/links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Ditlow-1.pdf Upon conclusion of the Senate hearing (on
Toyota) of 19 May 2012, I had a twenty-minute one-on-one meeting with Senator Jay Rockefeller (and his senior staff Jocelyn
Moore?). The senator was especially concerned with my discussion of how my office files had been raided and confiscated,
including my crashworthiness and FMVSS-301 files, during the Christmas holidays of 1994. 1 had shared this Rockefeller-
Sheridan discussion content via 20 May 2010 email with Mr. Clarence Ditlow, Director at the Center for Auto Safety.

' Chrysler submissions as late as 13Dec2012, which continue to divert the Agency and the media/public with the notion
that “location” is the central complaint of the Petitioner and the current plaintiffs should be shunned as a defense lawyer
ruse. It should be emphasized that in August 1978 Chrysler Engineering recognized that although fuel tank location plays
a role, the PRIMARY factor in fuel system crashworthiness is protection or, as Mr. _speciﬁed, use of a “protective
impact deflection structure.” Beginning with the WK-Body the Daimler engineers not only relocated the fuel tank to a mid-
vehicle location (within and above structural elements, i.e. not exposed to direct collision impact), but also added a “protective
impact deflection structure”" as standard (i.e. regardless of the on or off-road intentions of the user).

Although Toyota was asked to comment under PE10-031, the fact that NHTSA/ODI failed to solicit comments from
DaimlerBenz on the WK-Body and their fuel system engineering design concepts remains egregious. Please see my letter to
you of 9Feb2011, Concern 3, on page 4 of 5, available here: http:/links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Strickland-1.pdf

'Y My letter to you of 24 September 2012 is available here: http:/links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Strickland-8.pdf

'* Please see my letter to you of 9Feb2011, beginning with Enclosure 1, PDF page 24 of 245, entitled “Colored Tab,”
available here: http://links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Strickland-1.pdf

' See Page Three of Three, letter to Mr. David Kelleher, Chairman of the National Automobile Dealer’s Association (NADA),
dated 11 April 2012, available here: http:/links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Kelleher-1.pdf (large file).
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1 Record(s) Displayed.

" Report Date © July 12, 2012 at 09:33 PM
NHTSA Action Number : EA12005

NHTSA Action Number : EA12005 NHTSA Recall Campaign Number : N/A

Vehicle Make / Model: Model Year(s):
JEEP / CHEROKEE 1993-2001
JEEP / GRAND CHEROKEE 1993-2004
JEEP / LIBERTY 2002-2007

Manufacturer(s) :
CHRYSLER GROUP LLC
Component(s) :
FUEL SYSTEM, GASOLINE:DELIVERY:HOSES, LINES/PIPING, AND FITTINGS
FUEL SYSTEM, GASOLINE:STORAGE
FUEL SYSTEM, GASOLINE:STORAGE: TANK ASSEMBLY
FUEL SYSTEM, GASOLINE:STORAGE:TANK ASSEMBLY FILLER PIPE AND CAP
Date Investigation Opened : June 12, 2012
Date Investigation Closed : Open
Summary:

NHTSA has conducted extensive analysis of the data regarding fuel tank integrity for the model year (MY) 1993-2004
Jeep Grand Cherokee (JGC). As a result of that work, the agency has decided to upgrade its safety defect investigation to an
Engineering Analysis and to expand the scope of vehicles included in the investigation. NHTSA's assessment of the data
collected during Preliminary Evaluation (PE) 10-031 indicates that rear-impact-related tank failures and vehicle fires are more
prevalent in the JGC than in the non-Jeep peer vehicles. In addition, the agency's analysis of its FARS data for the peer
vehicles and three Jeep models shows a higher incidence of rear-impact, fatal fire crashes for the Jeep products. PE10-031
had focused on the fuel tank system integrity of the JGC vehicles during rear-end collisions and impacts. The fuel tank is
located at the rear of the vehicie, between the bumper and axle, and is manufactured from a plastic material (HDPE). Three
peer vehicles (across the same MY range as the JGC) were identified for comparative assessment: the Chevrolet Blazer, Ford
Explorer, and Toyota 4Runner. ODI has collected and assessed a significant volume of data for the JGC and three peer
vehicles under the Defect Petition (DP) 09-005 and PE10-031, much of which was either provided by the petitioner or by the
subject and peer manufacturers in response to ODl's information request letters. NHTSA has also utilized its FARS database.
Fatal crash data was collected for the JGC and its three peers, along with data for two other Jeep vehicles, the Cherokee and
Liberty, which were also manufactured with rear mounted fuel tanks and assessed by ODI as Jeep peer vehicles. Based on
the agency's current analysis, ODI has upgraded its investigation to determine whether the subject vehicles contain a defect
that presents an unreasonable risk to safety. The subject vehicles for the investigation will be MY 1993-2004 JGC, MY 1993-
2001 Cherokee, and MY 2002-2007 Liberty. The estimated production volumes for these vehicles are shown above, although
attrition is a factor for the older vehicles. Please note that the counts shown in the above failure report summary are for the
JGC only (values shown in the total column are unique). Data for the other Jeep models and possibly other peer models will
be collected during the investigation. The ODI reports cited above can be reviewed online at www-odi.nhtsa.dot.gov/
complaints under the following identification (ODI) numbers: JGC: 506249, 549376, 734783, 869217, 10009553, 10335943,
10351589, 10351980, 10357528. Liberty: 10357195, 10366653 (duplicate of 10357195), 10138726, 10149256, 10181332
Cherokee: 10409104

]mp:«'fu-wu'-udl.nhtsa‘dm.gowcars!probimnsf‘dcfcwdefc.,,QuickSearch&summary true&prod_id=8910&PrintVersion=YES (1 of 2)7/12/2012 9:34:18 PM
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ATTACHMENT 3

Mr. David L. Strickland
Administrator

NHTSA Headquarters

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20590
202-366-4000

1 January 2013

Subject: Chrysler Group, LLC Failure-to-Warn/Comply under 49 CFR § 573.6, et al.

Reference 1: Toyota Motor Corporation/NHTSA Recall 12V-305
Reference 2: EA12-005 File Update (Chrysler Jeep Fuel Tank System Safety Defect)

Two Pages:
Document: Failure to Warn NHTSA

The (Chrysler) Baker “Fuel System Design” Memorandum of 1978
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WONETDENT L AL
Inter Company Correspondence

Fue Coze Tae
August 24, 1978
e L cazareent Sevsgian ’IMIIC-;!:-C-I“.- CIMS Fewrmsar
R. M. Sinclair, Direccor Product Plan. Chrysler 416-20
Incernational Product Development & Design Office Center =15
ym=Name & Se5ar . Oivision PantOn.ce CIMS Numoaer
L. L. Baker, Manager Engineering Chrysler 418-12
Automotive Safety Office Center =34

blect:

Fuel Svstem Design - Chrysler Passenger Cars And Trucks.

Pursuant to the discussions becween Messrs. Vining, Jeffe, Sperlich and
yourself with Mr. Mochida on August 22, the fuel system design for domes-
tic passenger cars and trucks is summarized for Mr. Mochida's information.

Not only are the impact performance requirements of MVSS-301 pertiment to
the design approach but the significant increase in the last few years in
the numbers of product liability cases involving fuel system fires and the
increase in the size of the awards by sympathetic juries has to be recog-~
nized. In the Ford Pinto case the NHTSA Office of Defects Investigation
selected arbitrary performance criteria of minimal or no fuel leakage when
the test car is impacted in the rear by a full size car at 35 mph as a basis
for questioning the safety of a recall modification of the Pinta.

. DPassenger Car

Fuel Tank Location

The front wheel drive configuration in Chrysler's Ommni and Horizon
allowed the fuel tank to be located beneach the rear seat. This
location provides the protection of all of the structure behind

the rear wheels-—as well as the rear wheels themselves-—-to protect
the tank from being damaged in a collision. This same location will
be used in the new 1981 K-Body cars which will alsc have a front
wheel drivs.

The rear wheel drive B-Body scheduled for introduction in 1983 will
have the fuel tank located over the rear axle and beneath the floor
panl

The question of whether M, R or J-Body cars should be converted to
tank over axle prior to their phase-out is a matter under intensive
study at this time.

Filler Neck And Cap

As the fuel tank is moved to a more forward location, the fuel fill
is moved to the side of the car. The fuel cap will be recessed be~
low the body surface and a fuel fill door provided. The fuel filler
neck is designed to break away from the car body with the fuel filler
cap scill i place. A

In this design the filler cap and £ill neck or fill tube remain with
the tank to avoid separation and possible fuel leakage. This side
F111 i< erheadnlad far I and M-Bodies in 1980 and the Y-car in 1981.



Mr. R. M. Sinclair Page 2 August 24, 1978

The fuel fill is less likely to be damaged in a sideswipe when

located on the right side of the car. As new models are introduced,
the fuel £ill will be moved to the right side of the vehicle. This

may also offer greater protection to drivers who run out of gasoline on
the highway, since they will fill the tank on the side away from the
tratrfic.

Struccture

In 1979 through 1983,the M, R, and J model cars which have the fuel
tank under the floor pan behind the rear wheels, structural reinforce=~
ment of che longitudinals on each side of the tank, shielding of any
unfriendly surfaces adjacent to the tank, and the design of straps and
hangers to limit undesired tank movemenr will be employed.

. Truck

Fuel Tank Location

The same principles regarding fuel tank location apply to truck desigm.
It is important that these larger fuel tanks are not only shielded

from damage in a collision but do not break away from the truck and
thereby spread fuel onto the roadway. The approach used by Mitsubishi
on the SP-27 of locating the fuel tank ahead of the rear wheels appears
to provide good protection for the tank.

The front wheel drive ‘T-115 to be introduced in 1982 will have the fuel
tank ahead of the rear wheels and under the rear seat. However, in
rear vheel drive trucks there is no clearance over the axle for fuel
tank installation and in many cases there is insufficienc space ahead
of the axle for fuel tanks of the desired capacity.

Chrysler is investigating fuel tank relocation ahead of the rear wheels
for vans and multi-purpose vehicles, but present plans for pickups

through 1983 and for MPV's and vans through 1985 have the fuel tank
located behind the rear wheels. In vehicles both with and without bum-
pers there is a concern with vertical height differences that create

a mismarch with passenger car bumpers. Where fuel tank locationm behind

the rear axle is all that is feasible, a protective impact deflection stru:
ture may have to be provided whether or not a bumper is provided. An
investigation whether to relocate the fuel tank or to provide impact
deflecting structures is presently underway.

Fill Neck And Cap

All trucks and vans have side fill. The sweptline pickup truck (bW 1-3)
and multi-purpose vehicles (AD-1 & AW-1) will have a recessed fill cap
and fuel filler door beginning in 1981.
) 4
L
%
-~ L. L. Baker
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{g (:)Eigﬁﬁ7 SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
LAW DIVISION -~ MORRIS COUNTY

DOCKET NO. MRS-L-3575-08
THOMAS KLINE, AS ADMINISTRATOR
AD PROSEQUENDUM OF THE HEIRS
AT LAW OF SUSAN MORRIS KLINE,
(DECEASED), AS ADMINISTRATOR
OF THE ESTATE OF SUSAN MORRIS
KLINE, AND THOMAS KLINE,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Plaintiff(s),

g

VICTORIA MORGAN-ALCALA, CARLOS
ALCALA, NATALIE RAWLS, DAIMLER
CHRYSLER CORPORATION, A/K/A
CHRYSLER CORPORATION, LOMAN
AUTO GROUP, BUTLER CHRYSLER,
JEEP, INC., JOHN DOES A THROUGH Z,
(names being fiectitious), ABC
CORPORATIONS 1 through 100,
(names being fictitious),

Defendant(s) .

DEPQOSITION OF: ROBERT BANTA
Volume IT

DATE: September 7, 2012
TIME: 10:10 a.m.
BEFORE: SUSAN DE PALMA, a Notary Public
and Certified Court Reporterx
of the State of New Jersey
LOCATION: CALLAHAN & FUSCO, LLC

72 Eagle Rock Avenue
East Hanover,New Jersey 07936
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APPEARANCES:

GRIECO OATES & DE FILIPPO, LLC
414 Eagle Rock Avenue
West Orange, New Jersey 07052
BY: ANGEL M. DE FILIPPO, ESQ.
and
VANESSA FRIEDHOFF, ESQ.
Attorneys for the Plainuff

LEARY, BRIDE, TINKER & MORAN, PC
7 Ridgedale Avenue

Cedar Knolls, New Jersey 07927

BY: JAMES T. GILL, ESQ.

Attorney for the Defendants ,

Victoria Morgan-Alcala &

Carlos Alcala

CALLAHAN & FUSCO, LLC
72 Eagle Rock Avenue
Fast Hanover, New Jersey 07936
BY: MARK BRADLEY, ESQ.
and

LUCINDA J. MC LAUGHLIN, ESQ.
Attorneys for the Defendant,
Loman Auto Group

ALSO PRESENT: PAUL SHERIDAN

NO COPY OF THIS TRANSCRIPT MAY BE
CONSIDERED CERTIFIED UNLESS SIGNED IN INK
BY THE REPORTER LICENSED BY THE STATE OF
NEW JERSEY WHO RECORDED THIS MATTER. ANY
FACSIMILE MAY HAVE BEEN ALTERED BY MEANS
OF ELECTRONIC MEDIA.
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EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT NO. DESCRIPTION IDENT.
Banta-16 Technical Report 12
Banta-17 Amcnded Technical Report 12
Banta-18 Supplemental Technical Report 12
Banta-19 Technical Report 3-24-11 19

Banta-20 NHTSA EA 53
Banta-21 NHTSA document dated 5-2-97 58
Banta-22 Diagram 92
Banta-23 Photo 93
Banta-24 Photo 93
Banta-25 Photo 115
Banta-26 Photo 115
Banta-27 Sheridan documents
(11 pgs.) 120
Banta-28-33 Six Photos 131

Banta-34 Letter dated 10-15-10 153
Banta-35 15 photos 180
Banta-36 Vehicle Crash Test Letter 211
Banta-37 Vehicle Crash Test Request 219
Banta-38 Vehicle Crash Test Letter 260

Banta-39 Vehicle Crash Test Letter 267
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS:
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MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
continuing objection.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

Q. And when you look at this
photograph, does it appear to you to be —
well, let me ask you this.

Did you have an opportunity
during the pendency of this case, and 1
think you've indicated such in your
reports, to Jook at the CARCO testing that
was done to Jeep Grand Cherokee?

A. Yes,1looked at that.

Q. And when you look at the second
photograph that is in this packet, does it
look to be the vehicle from the CARCO
45-mile an hour test?

MR. BRADLEY: If you know.

Q. Ifyou canrecall.

A. Yes.

Q. Ifyou look at that photograph
and you look at the car itself, can you
identify the tank in that car?

MR. BRADLEY: As depicted in the
photograph?

MS. DE FILIPPO: Yes.

Page 123?

THE WITNESS: Identify the what?

Q. The gas tank.

A. Yes, It's painted yellow.

Q. So the item on the car underneath
the bumper which is painted yellow and has
two straps on either side of it, that's '
the gas tank. Correct?

A. Yes.

Q. In the third photograph are you
able to identify that vehicle as a Jeep
Grand Cherokee?

A. Yes.

Q. IsitaZl?

A. Yeah.

Q. And when you look at that
photograph you see that there's a
yardstick in that photograph but behind
that yardstick is the gas tank depicted?

A. Yes.

Q. And is the gas tank, although
it's not painted yellow, the structure
which is approximately 17 inches from the
ground as per that yardstick?

MR. BRADLEY: If you can tell.

Q. Alittle less than 17.
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A. Ithink --

MR. BRADLEY: It's not very clear.

THE WITNESS: I think it's more.

Q. You think it's more than
17 inches from the ground?

A. Yeah. Maybe close to 20.

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
objection.

THE WITNESS: The bottom surface
of the floor tank?

Q. The bottom surface, yes.

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
objection. I don't see how this has
anything to do with his expert report and
it's beyond the scope of his expert --

MS. DE FILIPPO: Fine.

MR. BRADLEY: You can answer.

Q. You can answer.

A. Yeah, I think that's about right,

17 or 18.

Q. Sonow the -- can you tell by
looking at the photograph whether this
Jeep Grand Cherokee is in the same
configuration as the Kline vehicle?

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my

Page 125
continuing objection.
THE WITNESS: Well, it's the same
type of vehicle.

Q. And is there anything which
encompasses the tank as you look at the
photograph which we have previously marked
as Banta-23 that you are Jooking at right
now, the same one you're looking at?

MR. BRADLEY: Can you repeat that
question? I don't understand it.

Q. Is there any part of the vehicle
which is covering, shielding the tank as
you look at it depicted in Banta-23?

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
objection. This is called an exemplar
vehicle.

THE WITNESS: No, nothing covers
the tank. You mean the bottom and rear
surfaces?

Q. Right.

A. Other than the vehicle structure?

Q. Right. Go to the next photograph
which is the side view of the Jeep Grand
Cherokee. Correct?

A. Yes. Of this Grand Cherokee,
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Page 126
yes.
Q. And can you see the tank in that
photograph?
A. Yes.

Q. And about how much of that tank
hangs below the vehicle structure?

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
objection.

Q. Based on what you can see in that
photograph.

A. Oh, maybe about seven inches in
this photograph.

Q. And is there anything -- when you
look at that tank depicted in this
photograph, can you tell what material
that tank is made of?

MR. BRADLEY: If you know.
THE WITNESS: Yes.

Q. Whatisit?

A. It's high density polyethylene.

Q. And is that the same substance
that the Susan Kline tank was made of?

A. Let me go back and re-answer.
The typical material is high density

polyethylene, at least that's what Susan

Kline had.

Q. Okay.

A. This vehicle appears to have a
production fuel tank and if it's a
production tank, it was also high density
polyethylene.

Q. So it looks like what would have
been the tank in the Susan Kline vehicle?

A, Yes.

Q. Ifyou look at the next
photograph, is that the side frame rail?

A. The left side rail, yes.

Q. lIt's the left side rail?

A. This vehicle had either a trailer
tow or skid plate on it at one time.

Q. Okay. But when you look at the
side rail - is the side rail depicted?

Is that the piece of metal that has an
oval hole through it?

A. Yeah, the pass-through?

Q. Yes.

A. Yes.

Q. When you look at this photograph,
the oval hole is kind of rusty. Right?

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
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objection.
Q. Inthe photograph.
A. Yes.

Q. TI'm just trying to identify what
we're looking at. Is that the hole that
the filler hose passes through to get from
the place where you put the gas into the
car to the tank?

A. Yes,

Q. And if you look at the next
photograph, you've already seen this
photograph, Banta-24. That would be the
bumper that we talked about earlier.
Correct?

A. Yes.

Q. And that's a similar bumper to
what the Susan Kline vehicle would have?

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
objection.
THE WITNESS: Yes.

Q. And then finally, the last
photograph in this is a photograph of --
well, you tell me if you can indicate
what's depicted on the last photograph.

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my

Page 129

objection. 1 don't know what it depicts
and | don't see how it's relevant and it's
beyond the scope of his expert report.

MS. DE FILIPPO: Fine.

MR. BRADLEY: You can answer if
you know what's depicted.

THE WITNESS: This is a post
crash photograph done by CARCO after this
vehicle was hit in the rear by a bullet
vehicle at 40 miles an hour.

Q. You've seen this before.

Correct?
A. 1think I have, yeah.
Q. Okay. And --

A. 1think 1 saw this in black and
white. I've not seen a nice one like this
before.

Q. I'msorry, 1 represented that was
the last photo. There's one more.

The next photograph is -- can you
tell me what that is?

A. That's the same vehicle with a
different view and it appears that in this
test this fuel tank was leaking not
gasoline but some solvent.

a
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Page 1305

Q. Is that stoddard?

MR. BRADLEY: If you know.

THE WITNESS: Probably.

Q. Mr. Banta, if you would look at
the photographs, whichever you prefer,
either photograph number 2, 3 or 4 in this
packet, or any that you need 1o look at,
and would you indicate to me or show me on |
any of the photographs what protected the
portion of the tank that's hanging below
the bumper?

A. The tank --

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
continuing objection as this is not
necessarily depictive of the Susan Kline
subject vehicle. Are you asking what
protected it in this vehicle as depicted,
in the Susan Kline vehicle, any vehicle?

MS. DE FILIPPO: I note your
objection. But he didn't ask me that
question. So he can answer if he
understands my question.

MR. BRADLEY: If you understand
the question, you can answer.

THE WITNESS: If we look at this

Page 131
photograph -- ‘
MS. DE FILIPPO: Why don't we mark
-- I'm thinking we ought to mark all the
photographs so we know what we're looking |
at. So let's mark from the beginning to '
end with the exception of the ones
previously marked.

(Six photographs are received and
marked Banta-28 through Banta-33 for
identification.)
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Q. Let's just start with photograph
which I have marked Banta-29. Would you
Jook at that photograph, Mr. Banta, this
one?

A. Okay.

Q. You've already testified that
that depicts the back of the CARCO Jeep
Grand Cherokee prior to being stuck.
Correct?

A. Yes.

Q. And you've already indicated that
what's yellow in the bottom of the bumper
is the gas tank. Correct?
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A. Yes.

Q. Now, in looking at that photo,
can you tell me what part of the vehicle
protects the part of the tank that we're
looking at in that photograph?

A. No. It's covered by fascia
material.

Q. Soifa vehicle were to strike
just that yellow piece of the car, whether
it be because it's lower or some kind of
vehicle that's not even a car, let's say
it was a recreational vehicle of some
sort, what would protect that portion of
the tank that we see here in yellow?

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
objection.

THE WITNESS: Just the tank
surface itself.

Q. So in other words, whatever the
material of the tank is at the time?

A. The tanks on its own.

Q. Now if'you look at the next
photograph, which we marked Banta-23,
where the bumper has been removed, is the
crossmember depicted in that photograph,

Page 133
Banta-237
A. Yes.
Q. Itis?

A. Yes, the rear crossmember.

Q. So the rear crossmember, that is
the piece of equipment that you indicated
previously protects the tank. Correct?

A. No. The rear crossmember and the
bumper both. They're both back there and
they're tied together.

Q. So with the bumper off are you
saying that the rear crossmember doesn't
protect the tank?

MR. BRADLEY: Just note my
objection. I believe he testified before
there was a box that protected the tank.

THE WITNESS: They're in
combination.

Q. I'm saying with the bumper off as
you see it here in Banta-23, are you
indicating there's no protection for any
part of that tank?

A. Well, I guess --

MR. BRADLEY: From what?

THE WITNESS: There is protection
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ATTACHMENT 5

Mr. David L. Strickland
Administrator

NHTSA Headquarters

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20590
202-366-4000

1 January 2013

Subject: Chrysler Group, LLC Failure-to-Warn/Comply under 49 CFR § 573.6, et al.

Reference 1: Toyota Motor Corporation/NHTSA Recall 12V-305
Reference 2: EA12-005 File Update (Chrysler Jeep Fuel Tank System Safety Defect)

Seven Pages:

Original letter from Mr BB forwarded to NHTSA/DOT on 31 August 2010, includes:
The autopsy report of 9 August 2010 for the Jeep Grand Cherokee fire-death of Mrs._

The Chrysler-Baker memo of 24 August 1978.



August 31, 2010

Honorable David L. Strickland, Administrator
NHTSA

Headquarters/West Building

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE

Washington, DC 20590

Honorable Ray LaHood, Secretary

United States Department of Transportation
1200 New Jersey Ave. SE

Washington, DC 20590

Senator Frank Lautenberg
324 Hart Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510-3003

Mr. Clarence Ditlow

Center for Auto Safety

Suite 330

1825 Connecticut Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20009-5708

Dea.r Sirs;

The recent media reports of the Federal Government’s investigation of the
Chrysler Jeep Grand Cherokee have come to my attention. I am the surviving spouse of
a victim of a post-collision fuel tank fire/explosien. - : e T T

My wife, JJJJfvas travelling on a New Jersey highway and was struck in the
rear while driving a Jeep Grand Cherokee. Upon impact, the rear of the Jeep where the
gas tank was located immediately burst into flames. As you can see from the attached
doctor’s letter, my wife suffered borribly as she burned to death.

The purpose of this letter is to offer my assistance to this investigation. At the
time of my wife's death, in addition to the 1996 Jeep Grand Cherokee she was driving,
we owned a 2003 Jeep Grand Cherokee. This vehicle has remained in my garage since
her death because I will not sell or permit it to be resold to another potentiaily



unfortunate family who is unaware of the fact that the Jeep Grand Cherokee was
designed with an unprotected fuel tank located in the most vulnerable position behind the
axle and below the bumper.

Since -death, 1 have ahtained information which exposes Chrysler’s
knowledge of fuel system fires caused by fuel tank locations behind the axle. Chrysler
knew their cars were dangerous well before Susan’s death. I am cnclosing the 1978
memo authored by L.L Baker, Chrysler's manager of automotive safety A careful
reading of this memorandum also reveals that at the very teast, “...a protective impact
deflection structure may have to be provided...”

As the 1978 Baker memorandum states, “An investigation whether to relocate the
fuel tank or provide impact deflecting structures is presently underway.”

The Jeep that Illlwas driving in 2007 at the time of her death had a plastic fuel

tank located behind the axle and no protection whatsoever, including no impact
deflecting structure. We now know thatp- horrendous suffering and death was

entirely preventable.

M my 2003 Jeep Grand Cherokee is needed for inspections or testing, including
crash testing, my family would be willing tc donate this vehicle.

If you wish to know any further details about -ollision or the ongoing
litigation please contact my attorney, Angel M. DeFilippo at Grieco, Oates & Delilippo,
LLC, 414 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 200, West Orange, NJ 07052, (973) 243-2099.

Again, my intent is to assist you in preventing another family from suffering the
grief and losscs that we continue to experience

cc: Angel M. DeFilippo, Esq.
Paul V. Sheridan



To protect the privacy of
individuals, NHTSA does not
make medical records available
to the public without
authorization. For this reason,
documents falling into this
category have not been included
in this complaint record.
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plact: Fuel System Design ~ Chrvsler Passenger Cars And Trucks.

Pursuant to the discussions between Messrs. Vining, Jeffe, Sperlich and
yourself with Mr. Mochida on August 22, the fuel syscem design for domes-
tic passenger cars and trucks is summarized for Mr. Mochida's informacion.

Not only are the impact performance requirements of MVSS-101 pertinenc cto
the design approach but the significant increase in the last few years in
the numbers of product liability cases involving fuel system fires and the
increase in che size of the awards by sympathetic juries has to be recog-
nized. In the Ford Pinto aase the NHTSA Office of Defects lavestigarion
selected arbitrary performance criteria of ainimal or no fuel leakage when
the test car is impactad in the rear by a full size car at 35 mph-as a basis
for questioning the safery of a recall modification of che Pinto.

. Passenger Car

Fuel Tank Locacion -

The front wheel drive configuration in Chrysler’s Omni and Horizen
alloved the fuel ctank to be located beneatch the rear seat. This
location provides the proteccien of all of the structure behind

the rear wheels—as well as the rear wheels themselves——to protecrt "
the tank from being damaged in a collision. This same location will

be used in the new 1981 E-Body cars which will also have a fromnt

wheel dzrive.

The rear wheel drivé H-Body scheduled for introduction in 1583 will
.. __have the fuel tank.located aver the rear. axle and beseath the -floor

) pan.”

The question of whether M, R or J-Body cars should be convercted to
tank over axle prior to their phase-out is a matter under intensive

study at this cime.

Filler Neck And Cao

Ae the fuel tank is moved to a more forward location, the fuel fill

is moved to the side of the car. "'The fuel cap will be recessed be~

low the body surface and a fuel Eill door provided. The fuel filler

neck is designed to break away from the car body with the fuel filler
e cap scill i: place. A

In chis design the f£iller cap and £ill neck or £1411 zube remain with
the zank to avoid separation and possible fuel leakage. This side
£411 e erhsdulod far 3 and M-Bodies in 1980 and the Y-car in 1981.



Mr. R. Y. Siaclair Page 2 August 24, 1978

The fuel Fill is less likely to be damaged in a sideswipe vhen

located on the right side of the car. As new models are intraduced,
the fuel £ill will be moved to the righe side of the vehicle. This

may also offer greater proceccion to drivers who rum out of gasoline on

the highway, since they will £1i1l the tank on the side away from the
traffic.

Struccure

In 1979 through 1983,the M, R, and J nodel cars which have the fuel
tank under the floor pan behind the rear wheels, structural refnforce-
meat of the longitudinals om each side of the tank, shielding of any
unfrieudly surfaces adiacent to the tank, and the design of straps and
hangers to limit undesired tank movement will be employed. '

. Truck

Fuel Tank Location

The same principles regarding fuel tank locaticn apply to truck design.
Ic is imporcant that these larger fuel tanks are not only shielded

from damage in a collision but do mot break away from the truck and
thereby spread fuel omto the roadway. The approach used by Mitsubishi
on the SP-27 of locating the fuel tank ahead of the reax vheels appears
to provide goocd protection for the tank.

The front wheal drive T-115 to be introduced in 1982 will) have the fuel
caok ahead of the rear wheels and under the rear seat. However, in
cear wvheel drive crucks there is no clearauce aver the axle for fuel
rank installation and in many cases there is insufficient space ahead
of the axle for fuel ranks of the desired capacity.

Chrysler 1s investigaring fuel tank relocarion ahead of the rear wheels
for vans and multi-purpose vehicles, but present plans for pickups
through 1983 and for MPV's and vans through 1985 have the fuel tanmk
. located bebind rha rear.wheels. . In vehicles both with and without bum-—
"'*”'”“"“‘““:3E??“fﬁE??”ﬁ?T?TﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfiﬂﬁiTTE?tttzl“uutzhc-dtfferauces—ahne—creaee—==ﬂ=~
a mismarch with passenger car bumpers. Where fuel rank location behind
the rear axle is all that is feasible, a proteccive impact defleccion struc
ture may have to be provided vhether or not a bumper is provided.
{nvestigarion whether to relocate the fuel tank or to provide impact
deflecting structures is presently underway.

Fill Neck And Cap -

All trucks and vans have side fill. The sweptline pickup truck (DW 1-3)
and multi-purpose vehicles (AD-1 & AW~1) will have a recessed fill cap
and fuel filler door beginning in 1331.
’
-‘/' | QR i inmie s et . e - v e =

":M
L. L. Bakerx



ATTACHMENT 6

Mr. David L. Strickland
Administrator

NHTSA Headquarters

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20590
202-366-4000

1 January 2013

Subject: Chrysler Group, LLC Failure-to-Warn/Comply under 49 CFR § 573.6, et al.

Reference 1: Toyota Motor Corporation/NHTSA Recall 12V-305
Reference 2: EA12-005 File Update (Chrysler Jeep Fuel Tank System Safety Defect)

Four Pages:
One page: Eyewitness reiort of 28 February 2007 that recounts the final moment that led to the

fire-death of Mrs. n a Jeep Grand Cherokee, previously forwarded to NHTSA on
2 September 2012:

“The back of the Jeep immediately burst into flames upon impact. I drove through
the debris and the fireball caused by the Jeep exploding.”

Three pages: Photographs of Mrs. -
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