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IVtLDC~T'" 

A Vermeer Company 

~lT)?Ojl:IN[ED BORE.JlJ.NS • OOkIPOS'11 'PURN11/R8 ••-
Via Facsimile 202-366~7882 


(kiginul viu US l"in.1 Chtss Mail 

To: Mr. Jon White, Chief 


Defects !:1nd Recall Information Analysis Division 
Associate Admjni~trator for Safety Assura1lce 
NmionalHigbwflY Traffic Safet), Administratitm 
400 ill Street, SW 
\Vashingron DC 20590 

PART 573 Defect lIlld Noncompliance Report 

Report Dnte: 4-19-2010 

On or abolH December 15, 2009, Wildcat Mfg. Co.; Incorporated determined thallhere is 
a defect which relates to motor vehicle safety with respect to cel1.ain motor vehicles listed 
below, and is furnishing notification to the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration ill accordance with 49 erR Part 513 Detect and N0l1compliance.R~P9Jt~. 

F'abl'icatillg Munufacturel': 

Wi1dc8r Mtr.;. Co., Incorporated 

420 South Hwy 81 

PO 130x 1100 
Freeman SD 57029 
Telephone; 605-925·4512 Fax: 605-925~7536 

WIL1)OA.rpMll'G 00., INOOI-lPORATED 

PO Box 1100 Freeman. SD 57029 - 800.627.3954/605.925·4512/605·925-7536 Fax 


IVWW. wllcicOitmfg.com / f!mD"~ wfl(fcat@vr;mnccr.com 

I'age 1 of {, 

10V-191 
(6 Pages)

http:wfl(fcat@vr;mnccr.com
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http:BORE.JlJ.NS
delia.lopez
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PART 513 Defect Hnd NoncOflllJIinnce Report 

Report Date: 04-19-2010 

Contact Namt: and Title: 	 Curt Strand, Project Engineer 
Wildcat Mfg. Co., lncorporated 
Email: cstrtUld(ci).vel.lllcer.com,,­

And 

Ltlis Slings, OpenHion.s Manager 

Product Safely & Legal DCpHrlmii:nl 

VCl'mcer Corporalion 

121 0 V Cl'llleer Rd Fast 

}1el1a lA 50219 

Telephone: 641-621-7200 

Email: Islings@vermeer.com 

Parent Corprwmion (~f' Wiidcai !v(fg. Cu" Im;(J/~)(}ra'ed 

NnIl1c and Titl.e of Person Scott Eberts, (Jeneral Manager 

Who Pl'e[)nf'~d Report: WiJck~li Mfg. Co.. Incorporaled 


$ign.d:j~_._u__ 	 Jd!b _____ ..... Date: 

I. hl.eulitV tbe V(~hkl(!M.odcls Involved in the Recull 


IVlallut'acturer's Identification Codc:WCO1-0 II 0 


Vehicle Identification: 


M~ke: Wi'dcat~······TiVjod~'"Y~~-;::~·i~\'OI~:~I2004 -2~??"__.· ---- '~"'1 


Mod,l(s): 510. ;IOLT , ------..·--l 
i ~~~~~:~__~~.i!:~~~_i 04-l!.8~~.____ Ending: 112-31-2009 .......__ 
,,~Hd~,m~~.:","._.~egmt1II:g.: i I W9SS26274F35 1262 En.~!~~l.~:_. _l..~.~~~.:).! ~39i.:'351716 : 

. ~.~t~i.de. ~)'pc: ! TJ'aiJ~!r - Single axle trommel screen . ____________.______..__._ .. u.~._ \I 
Description which characterizes/distinguishes the recalled vchicles fmm those model 

v~hicles not included in thc recall: The V1NRange includes 74 units with Model 

designations of 51 (lor SlOtT The V!N range shown ah~)ve also indudes Ollt(:r units with 

differing {"lode! designlltions not included in this fecalL 


mailto:Islings@vermeer.com
http:cstrtUld(ci).vel.lllcer.com
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PART 5i3 Defect :Iud NOllcompliance Repor!' 

Rl.;~por( Dott': 04-19·,201 {} 

Identify the npproximRtc percentage ofthc producthm of all the re~HUed 
models mall11f~lct\Il'cd by your compl:lny berween the inclusive dutcs of 
manufucl'ure providt!d above, I'hat tile recalled llwdcl popullltlOll 
rcprc!icnts. FOI' eX1lmple, if the recRll invulved Widgets equipped with 
ccrtuin items of equipment from .bmlltry 1, 199<i through April 1, 1997, 
then ...ylnlt was the percentage of the recalled Widgets of HlL Widgets 
111ntlUfacl'tn'ed during that time period. j OOIYrI 

H. I,deutifv the I~(..(.an l~.!l.l!ulatjou 
Total Number of Vehicles Recalled Potentially containing the defect or 
noncompliance: 

Number of Vehicles 
Model Year PotentinHy Involved 

510l.T 2007 4 

510LT 2008 
510LT 2009 
510 2004 18 
510 2005 n 
510 2006 14 

5]0 2007 4 

510 :W08 6 
SIO 2009 8 
Total Number PottntiaUy Affected by the Recall: 74 

ApPfOx.imlltt: percentage of Total Number of V chicles 

Estimated to actually contain tbe det'ect 01' 100% 

noncompliance: 


Identify and desCI'ibe how the recall population \\'IUI dctumincd, in particular ho'w 

thl' recalled models \\-'ere selected and the basis for the heginning am! final dates of 

nUlflufe:lcture of the recalled vehicles: From manufacturing records. ive WC!'c able ro 

detennine thaI dw 74 units were buill with tht,.~ same tongue configuration. 


lB. Dcscl'ibc the Defect or Noncompliance 

Describe the defect or noncompliance. The description should nddress the nature and 
physica.llocHtion of the defect Or noncompliance. Jllu~tl'atjons should be provided as 
appropriate. 
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PART 573 Defect and Noncompliance Report 

Report Date: 04w 19·2010 

Model 510 units, with serial numbers between 351262·351716, and Model 51OLT, with 
serial numbers betwe~11 351527 ~ 351705, were equipped with an adjustable length tongue 
assembly> item number WC~20070 (Exhibit A). The pinlle eye (Item number TRL-·9035) 
use.d in the tongue assembly does not have an adequate vertical or horlzontalload rating 
for the gl'OS,,! weigbt of the vehicle. 
Describe the cause~(j) of the defect or noncompliance conditio11. 


The pintle eye on the hitch was incorrectly sized for the gross weight of the vehicle 

Describe the consequeIlce(s) of the defect or noncompliance condition. 


The pintle eye could fuil resultblg in separation ofthe tong\Ie fi:011l the tnw vehicle. 

Complete separation from the tow vehicle is pi'evented by the dual safety chains. 

Identify !lny warning which can (a) precede or (b) occur. 


(a) 	 Vi.sible cracking of the pintle eye at the tT<msiti<'lll of1he eyt: loup·to the shaft that 
attac"heR the eye to the tongu.e. 

If the defect or lloncomplianec is in a COml)oncnt or assembly pm'chilsed from a 
supplier, identify the sDPlllier by corporate name and address. . 

Not applicable 

Identify the name untI title of the chief executive officer or lruowle<lgeable 
representative of the supplier. 

Not applicable 

IV, Provide the Chronology in Detormining the DefectiNoncompliance 

If the recall is fO J' a defect, compiate item 6, otlterwb:e item 7. 

With respect to a defect, furnish a chronological su.nmary (inclulting dates) of illl the 
principle events that were the basiR for the determination of the defect. The summary 
should inchlde, but not be limited to, the number of reports, accidents, injuries1 

fat~litiE:s, and warranty claims. 

1211512009: During an illterru:tl re"e:valmttion ofUu: GVWR of Models 510 an.d 51 OT,T, 
it was determined that the pintle eye load rating was inadequate for the 
weight of the vehicle. No notification:;: of failures :thnu the field have been 
received. 

01/27/2010: No WO,I1'auty claims have been submitted forrepllicement of the pintle eye 
(PIN TRL-9035) 

With l'espect to a noncompliance, identify and provide tbe test resnli:8 or other data 

(in cbronological ordcl' and includmg dates) on which the noncompliance was 

detcnnined. 

Not applicable. 


It'urniNh a descriptiun of the manufm.11J1"er'N remedy fur tIle defect or IloncompJiance. 

Clcnrly describe the diffcrcl1e~ between the recall condition and the reme(ly. 


r~ec4 of6 
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PART 573 Defect and NoncolllJ!liance Report 

Report Date: 04-19-2010 

RnguJeering has specified a larger pintle eye that has an adequate load rl1ting [0 :mpport the 
mac11ine tongue weight and handle the hOllzontal force fi-om the vehicle. 


Clearly describe the distinguishing characteristics of the remedy component/a.ssembly 

versus the recalled component/assembly. 

Field kit modificatiolls are cunently under deveIopll1e:nt The new pintle eye load rating is 
sufficient to IHll1dle both the vertical and horizontal forces fl:om the vehicle. 


Identify and desclibe how and wheu tIle recall conditioll was conected in production. 

If the production l'eme.{Jy was ide.nncal to the recall rcmedy in the field, so state. If the 

product was discolltllJued, so state. 

The tongue assembly was redeliigned to cillow the Ulj~ ofilia new pilltle eye in Jarrusry, 

2010. 


VI. Identify the Recall Schedule 

Fllruis11. a 8cheduJe or agenda (witb specific dates) for notification to other 
mauufacturers, dealers/retailers, and purchasers. Please, identify !tny foreseeable 
problems Witll iID})lementing the recall. 

05/0711 0: Complete development offield modi:.ficatioll kit~ including procurement of 
rep1acemcnt parts and installation instructiot)s. 

05/12/10: 	 Publish Service Bulletin and Kit Instructions to dealers introducing field 
modification kit via V crr.uccr Corpora.tion ilJternet !lite a.nd email 
notification to Wildcat dealers not affiliated with VaUleer organization. 

05114110: 	 Provide listing of affected units in their area. to dealers via tax. 

05f28/10; 	 Notify owners ofmandatory field modification via certified mail. 

VTI. Furnish Recall COll.lmunjcations 

Furnish a fmal copy of all notices, bulletins, and otbcr communications that relate 
directly to tbe defect or:- Jloncnmpliance and which are sent to more than one 
manufacturer, distributor, or purchaset'o This indudcs nil communications (inclmling 
botb origillal and follow-up) con.ccrniJIg this rccaU from th~ time yuur company 
determines the defect or lloncompliance condition on, not Just the initial notification. 
A DRAFT copy ofthe notijicatioll documertts should be submitted to this office by Fax 
(202-366-7882) j01' review prior to mailing. 
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l'ART 573 Dcfcd and Noncompliance Report 

RepOlt Date: 04-19-2010 

E.XHIIilT ,.. 

UEASSEMBLV 

.~~.~"------' 




