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Re Chrysler vs. Sheridan

L1

Dear Mr. Kienbaum:

I am in receipt of your most recent correspondence regarding the
magistrate’s recommendation and our providing of information to you
regarding office materials. I do not know how you could have
reasonably concluded from the correspondence that was forwarded to
you that we are of the opinion that there is no basis to conclude
that evidence may have been tampered with in this case. 1Indeed,
the anxiety exhibited by the fact that you immediately faxed your
reply to me suggests that in reality you hold the opposite opinion.
Due to the necessity of my attendance at federal court in Wichita,
Kansas this week, I did not pelieve that I was going to be able to
comply with the July 14, 1995 deadline. Now, it appears that we

are in a position to comply.

nder is based upon our limited and
terials which were allegedly seized
from Mr. Sheridan’s work space. That review is neither complete,
nor did it have as its purpose the ferreting out of all details of

evidence tampering which may exist. Lack of inclusinp qf any
specific item in this list shall not be taken as an admission of

the authenticity of such a document or other tangible item.

The information provided hereu
restricted ability to review ma

itted by the plaintiff entitled, "cConfidential

Inventory of Material from Paul V. sheridan’s Cubicle at the
Chrysler Technology Center", dated March 16, 1995, has numerous
general inconsistencies and inaccuracies based on defendant’s

knowledge and cursory examination of the actual inventory:

The document subm
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1. This "inventory" fails to list and does not contain the

following files:

2. The

"inventory"

Liftgate Latch - General
Liftgate Latch - Competitive

Safety Leadership Team - Meeting Minutes
Safety Leadership Team - Preliminary
Liftgate Latch - Safety Office

H. G. Cook Study

FMVSS 206 - General

Seat Back Strength - General

Seat Back Strength - FMVSS 207 Specifications

Offset Impact - General

Rear Crash Survivability - General

FMVSS - 301

Side Crashworthiness Issues

FMVSS - 214

Bumper Issues - General
NS-Body Bumper

Taillamp Studies - Zarowitz
Amber Taillamp - NS-Body

Rear Seat Headrest - General and Zarowitz

Back-up Light - General

lists files but 1inaccurately portrays

their original/current contents:

Box #1 - File '"NS Liftgate System". This file
contained subfiles such as '"Customer Injury",
"Saginaw", et al. Also contains photographs that

were originally in the "Liftgate Latch - General"
file which is missing per #1 above. (see page 4 of

inventory).
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- Box #1 - File "NHTSA News" contains only half its
original contents (see page 4 of inventory).

- Box #1 - File on "Muth Techndlogies" not listed;
subfile "RSZ" not listed (see page 4).
- Entry on page 8 of inventory indicates that a file

contained "correspondence for Dr. Detroit
Motorsports". No correspondence was ever sent to

Mr. Sheridan’s Chrysler office for Dr. Detroit
Motorsports, nor was any on file at that location.

3. The "inventory" identifies files and file locations by
box number but the location identified was found to be inaccurate.

4. The "inventory" fails to explain/list file materials that

were found in the actual inventory by defendant:

- Documents relating to FMVSS-208 dated December 21
were found in Box #1 in file "NS-Restraints". This

file is not listed on inventory. (see page 4)
5. This "inventory" fails to accurately explain/list

documents allegedly found in the cubicle, as described during the
deposition of plaintiff’s investigators.

6. The "inventory" fails to list files that were found 1n

the actual inventory.

7. The "inventory fails to 1list/identify location of
specific video tapes:
- Environmentally Safe 01l Changes

- Formula SAE

- IIHS Bumper Tests

- Etc.
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8. The "inventory" fails to accurately 1list contents of

computer disks and computer hard drive.

This response 1is not complete. Further examinations of
inventory is still pending. Preliminary examinations cover
documents listed through page 18, but not Box #7. Document

listings from page 18 through 39 have not yet been examined.

Sincerely,

f? OVNT / o BV

Courtney E. Morgan, Jr.

CEM/mn
cc: George Googasian, Esqg.
(Via Facsimille)
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