FedEx Express
Customer Support Trace
3875 Airways Boulevard
Module H, 4th Floor
Memphis, TN 38116

U.S. Mail: PO Box 727
Memphis, TN 38194-4643
Telephone: 901-369-3600

August 29,2012
Dear Customer:
The following is the proof-of-delivery for tracking number 8007-9341-5859.

Delivery Information:
Status:
Signed for by:

Delivered
S.HARRIS

Delivered to:
Delivery location:

Receptionist/Front Desk
1200 N.J. AVE SE W41 306
20590

Service type:

FedEx 2Day Box

Delivery date:

Aug 29, 2012 13:51

8007-9341-5859

Ship date:
Weight:

Aug 27, 2012
2.0 lbs/0.9 kg

Shipping Information:
Tracking number:

Recipient:
MR DAVID STIRKCLAND
WEST BUILDING
1200 NEW JERSEY SE
20590 US

Shipper:
PAUL V. SHERIDAN
SHERIDAN, PAUL V
22357 COLUMBIA ST
481243431 US

Reference

EA12 005

Thank you for choosing FedEx Express.
FedEx Worldwide Customer Service
1.800.GoFedEx 1.800.463.3339

FedEx Ground
P.O. Box 108
Pittsburgh, PA 15230-0108

August 28,2012
Dear Customer:
The following is the proof-of-delivery for tracking number 128318100003810.

Delivery Information:
Status:

Delivered

Delivery location:

1000 CHRYSLER DR
Auburn Hills, MI 48326

Signed for by:
Service type:

FDOUGLAS
FedEx Ground-U.S.

Delivery date:

Aug 28, 2012 12:43

128318100003810

Ship date:
Weight:

Aug 27, 2012
1.7 lbs/0.8 kg

Shipping Information:
Tracking number:

Recipient:
1000 CHRYSLER DR
Auburn Hills, MI 48326 US

Thank you for choosing FedEx Ground.
FedEx Worldwide Customer Service
1.800.GoFedEx 1.800.463.3339

Shipper:
PAUL SHERIDAN
SHERIDAN, PAUL V
22357 COLUMBIA ST
DEARBORN, MI 481243431 US

To:

Mr. David L. Strickland *
NHTSA Headquarters
West Building
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20590
202-366-4000

Date:

27 August 2012

From:

Mr. Paul V. Sheridan
DDM Consultants
22357 Columbia Street
Dearborn, MI 48124-3431
313-277-5095 / pvs6@Cornell.edu

VIA FEDEX AIRBILL 8007 – 9341 - 5859

Subject:
Chrysler Public Statements Regarding Reference – WUSA-9 News Report
Reference: EA12-005 File Update (Jeep Grand Cherokee, et al. Fuel Tank System Defect)

Courtesy Copy List
Mr. Clarence Ditlow, Director
Center for Auto Safety - Suite 330
1825 Connecticut Ave, NW
Washington, DC 20009-5708
(202) 328-7700

Mr. Larry Hershman
Office of Defects Investigation, Room W48-306
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
Washington, DC 20590
202-366-4929

Mr. Sergio Marchionne, Chairman **
Chrysler Group LLC
1000 Chrysler Drive
Auburn Hills MI 48321-8004
248-576-5741

Mr. Courtney E. Morgan, Jr.
Morgan & Meyers, PLLC / Suite 320
3200 Greenfield Road
Dearborn, MI 48120
313-961-0130

Mr. David Kelleher, Chairman **
National Automobile Dealers Association
c/o David Dodge Chrysler Jeep
1801 Route 202
Glen Mills, PA 19342
610-358-5300 ext.1000

Ms. Angel M. De Filippo, Esq.
Grieco, Oates & De Filippo, LLC
Suite 200
414 Eagle Rock Avenue
West Orange, NJ 07052
973-243-2099

Senator John Rockefeller IV **
Commerce, Science and Transportation Committee
531 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510
(202) 224-6472

Mr. Mark E. Faris **
Manager - News Litigation
Gannett Law Department
7950 Jones Branch Drive
McLean, VA 22107
(703) 854-6000

* Available with hyperlinks: http://links.veronicachapman.com/Sheridan2Strickland-6.pdf
** By email or USPS)

DDM Consultants
22357 Columbia Street
Dearborn, MI 48124-3431
313-277-5095
27 August 2012

VIA FEDEX AIRBILL 8007 - 9341 - 5859

Mr. David L. Strickland, Administrator
NHTSA Headquarters
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20590
202-366-4000
Subject:
Reference:

Chrysler Public Statements Regarding Reference – WUSA-9 News Report
EA12-005 File Update (Chrysler Jeep Fuel Tank System Defect)

Dear Mr. Strickland:
Since the referenced investigation is ongoing, NHTSA declined to offer comments for two WUSA-9
television news broadcasts (hyperlinked):
21 June 2012: Jeep Grand Cherokee Gas Tank Fires and Deaths Petitioned By Center for Auto Safety
22 June 2012: Jeep Gas Tank Fires; Chrysler Whistleblower Speaks Out
Chrysler Group LLC refused a live interview but provided comments. Two were presented on 22Jun12.
Similar content continues to be forwarded to the Agency with the clear purpose to subvert EA12-005. As a
service to the public and the Agency, I offer rebuttal to the Chrysler comments (ATTACHMENT 1).
The Ruse of that FMVSS-301 is “rigorous”
The first broadcasted comment from Chrysler Group LLC stated:
“Chrysler Group conducted rear impact testing without skid plates and the ‘93 – ‘04 Jeep Grand
Cherokee exceeded the rigorous federal rear impact test requirements and performance.”
Let us first dispense with the claim that the relevant rear impact test requirements were “rigorous.” At a
basic level, one that laypeople appreciate, the original FMVSS-301 was so lax that even the Ford Pinto
complied. Unknown to the layperson, the impact test lauded above included the arbitrary condition of
impacting fully and only the bumper. The “rigorous federal rear impact test requirements” were no more
rigorous for the Jeep Grand Cherokee than that for the Ford Pinto. More importantly, not only is this claim
intending to mislead, it promotes the notion that Jeep Grand Cherokee compliance per se has investigatory
consequence for EA12-005. It does not. This alleged compliance also has no connection to the public’s
right to be truthfully informed of vehicle crashworthiness. i
In media statements, within litigation, and to the Agency, Chrysler executives and Chrysler/Chryslerdealership lawyers have continually promoted the notion that “complying with government standards” is
the essence of crashworthiness. However, a former NHTSA official will soon testify that it is known that
FMVSS does not include all that is needed to protect the public. In 1996 Administrator Dr. Ricardo
Martinez declared that FMVSS were “minimums.” During 1992 to 1994 my Safety Leadership Team
(SLT) documented that “complying with government standards” was a good starting point, but that our
efforts would focus on FMEA and the real world (ATTACHMENT 3).
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The eleven items listed below typify the rigor of the SLT. Having EA12-005 investigatory consequence,
these items merely begin to address real world conditions that were/are not specified by FMVSS-301:
1.

Common everyday traffic conditions where vehicle separation post rear collision is unlikely or not
possible (i.e. restitution values at or close to zero), ii
Doors jammed post rear collision making egress difficult-to-impossible,
High temperature in the collision components of either or both of the bullet and target vehicles,
Electrically charged components/systems in the collision areas of the bullet and target vehicles,
Zero direct flame contact tolerance of plastic fuel system materials even when post collision
leakages are in-compliance / minimal,
Lateral rear offset impact,
Angular rear offset impact,
Foreseeable collision speeds higher than 30mph,
Compact spare versus full-size spare, or no spare present in a rear compartment, iii
No car-to-car test regimen where direct collision impact to the fuel tank, regardless of location or
tank material on the target vehicle, can ascertain the need for an “impact deflecting structure”,
No car-to-car test regimen where mismatched bumper and structural heights between bullet and
target vehicles confirm a high probability of a rear underride collision and the need for an “impact
deflecting structure”. iv

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

With the exception of Item 9, this list is not esoteric to the automotive industry or NHTSA. But when I
review this list with the layperson they are shocked and dismayed, especially those that own a Jeep vehicle
identified by EA12-005. Ironically and predictably, Chrysler/Chrysler dealership defense experts have
promoted some of these items, but doing so as part of their defense strategy (?!).
The Fraudulent Claim that Skid Plates Make “no difference”
The two Chrysler statements are coordinated to undermine EA12-005 by promoting the fallacy that skid
plates make “no difference” to the crashworthiness of Jeep vehicles:
“Chrysler Group conducted rear impact testing without skid plates . . .”
“The overwhelming majority of rear impact fires over the life of the ‘93 to ‘04 Jeep Grand Cherokees
were the result of high speed, high energy crashes in which a skid plate would have made no
difference in the outcome of these tragic events.” v
The insidious part of this diversion also involves the issue of alleged compliance of the ZJ-Body. Prior to
these statements, but hidden from the pubic and the Agency, Chrysler was in possession of the expert report
by Mr. Neil Hannemann. vi The configurations listed below are in-evidence regarding the original ZJ-Body
FMVSS-301 compliance testing. In general, when the ZJ-Body was configured with a:
a.
b.
c.
d.

compact spare, it did not comply. vii
full-size spare, it complied in a few tests.
compact or full-size spare, and a trailer tow package, it complied,
skid plate, it always complied regardless of other possible vehicle configurations.
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Mr. Hannemann has testified that the two compliance tests, submitted for the 1993 Jeep Grand Cherokee,
were invalid. These submissions avoided the “worst case” configurations implied by FMVSS-301. While
assessing a $140,000 fine against Chrysler for a previous invalid FMVSS-301 submission, NHTSA stated:
“Automakers are required to assure that all of their vehicles comply with applicable federal safety standards.
While they do not have to test all possible vehicle configurations in order to ensure that all vehicles will comply,
they must exercise prudent engineering judgment in selecting the ‘worst case’ configurations for testing. In this
case, the configurations tested by Chrysler during development of the 1994 Ram pickup were not in the ‘worst
case’ configuration. Moreover, the tests that Chrysler conducted during product development should have
heightened Chrysler's awareness of the potential for a failure of the fuel system in a crash.” (ATTACHMENT 6)

Evidence that the “no difference” claim is bogus also involves the WJ-Body recall of February 2002. Not
only was recall A-10 the subject of ABC News coverage, it was central to a hearing of 7 May 2010 wherein
I was the only witness. viii My letter to Clarence Ditlow at the Center for Auto Safety (CAS) of 1Jun2010
which was forwarded to Chrysler quotes their A-10 notice:
“Those (Jeep Grand Cherokee) vehicles that have already been repaired by having a skid plate installed
do NOT require any additional service.” (underline added)

Whether discussing crashworthiness or the minimums of FMVSS-301 compliance, it is well-known to
Chrysler that a skid plate has repeatable positive effects. However, the fact that alleged FMVSS-301
compliance of the ZJ-Body is so flimsy, that it may be dependent upon which spare is ordered during
original purchase, should be thoroughly investigated by the Agency (Please see Item 9 above). ix
The Ruse of “high speed, high energy crashes”
The second media comment of 22 June 2012 from Chrysler Group LLC:
“The overwhelming majority of rear impact fires over the life of the ‘93 to ‘04 Jeep Grand Cherokees
were the result of high speed, high energy crashes in which a skid plate would have made no difference in
the outcome of these tragic events.”

Accidents involving Jeep Grand Cherokees and Jeep Cherokees, wherein the most harmful event (MHE)
was fire, have included “high speed, high energy crashes.” Confidentiality agreements aside, the media
claim of an “overwhelming majority” is false. Six accident examples include but are not limited to:
Date of Accident

1 Sep 1999
6 Oct 2001
12 Feb 2006
24 Feb 2007
26 June 2011
6 March 2012

Vehicle

Jeep Grand Cherokee (ZJ)
Jeep Grand Cherokee (ZJ)
Jeep Grand Cherokee (ZJ)
Jeep Grand Cherokee (ZJ)
Jeep Cherokee (XJ)
Jeep Grand Cherokee (WJ)

Severe Injury / Death

2 Injuries / 1 Death
1 Severe Injury
2 Injuries / 1 Death
1 Death
4 Deaths
1 Death

Plaintiff / Litigation Status

Austin / Settled
Smith / Settled
Jarmon / Settled
Kline / Pending
Roe / Pending
Walden / Pending

It cannot be overemphasized that these severe-injury/death accidents all provoked one or more of the
eleven items that were/are not addressed by FMVSS-301. If a rigorous approach to crashworthiness had
been endorsed/adopted by Chrysler executive/engineering management, Items 1 - 11 would have been
intrinsic to the Jeep design. Page 4 of my letter of 9Feb11 discussed the fact that the Daimler-influenced
WK-Body Jeep Grand Cherokee addressed these items, and as a result has had no fuel system MHE fire
accidents, let-alone issues regarding invalid FMVSS-301 compliance. x
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At best, from the Chrysler defense perspective, the issue of speed or energy does not ameliorate the fuel
system defect; it merely increases the probability of confirmation. In any case, the Chrysler media
innuendo that they have conducted high speed crash tests with skid plates, and such confirmed that the
latter “would have made no difference in the outcome of these tragic events” is shameful; they have never
conducted any high speed/skid plate impact testing that could be used as the basis of that media claim.
Diversionary Use of “Skid Plate” Vernacular Versus the Requested/Anticipated Remedy
The Chrysler statements are coordinated to divert attention from what has actually been requested, to the
promotional use of the term “skid plate.” This diversion is directed at the layperson and the Agency:
“Chrysler Group conducted rear impact testing without skid plates . . .”
“The overwhelming majority of rear impact fires over the life of the ‘93 to ‘04 Jeep Grand Cherokees were
the result of high speed, high energy crashes in which a skid plate would have made no difference in the
outcome of these tragic events.”

My use of the term ‘encapsulation’ may have been overlooked/edited by the media and misunderstood by
selected plaintiffs. I can assure you that my precise wording is recognized by Chrysler/Chrysler-dealership
defense lawyers, and this is the context wherein it is purposely avoided in the two statements above.
Specifically, at no time have I requested that an OEM or Mopar “skid plate” be the focus of a recall and
retrofit of the Jeep vehicles. The ABC News report back in 2009 contains the following dialogue:
ABC:

This is a potential retrofit for people? Putting it (the fuel tank) inside this steel?

Sheridan:

Yes, this skid plate does encapsulate the plastic tank. It tends to shield a plastic tank. It will
fix some of the accident scenarios, and it may well have protected Mrs. Kline. xi

On 3 August 2012, I testified regarding encapsulation vs. the design of the Mopar “skid plate”:
Q:

And what about the encapsulation device that you talked about before. It was manufactured
by who?

Sheridan:

The encapsulation concept, which a skid plate can fulfill. In other words if a skid plate is
designed properly, it will completely encapsulate the tank, and I’m emphasizing that with you
because the original skid plate that came with the ZJ doesn’t do a complete job of
encapsulation. It’s not bad but it’s not everything.
As a matter of fact, when you look at the Mopar skid plate, it appears as though they assume
that a full option package was coming with the Jeep; in other words, trailer hitch and skid
plate. And that’s why when you take - - when a trailer hitch is not on a skid plate installed
vehicle, you can still see plastic, because the Mopar does not go all the way up and
encapsulate the tank in the rear section.
It looks as though they said well, the trailer hitch will do that. But on those vehicles that don’t
get a trailer hitch, you want full encapsulation and the one submission I made to NHTSA
shows a skid plate design that encapsulates every aspect of the tank. So that’s the general
idea of what I’m proposing.
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During my 3 August 2012 deposition quoted above I elaborated on at-least 15 occasions regarding the
“skid plate” vernacular versus encapsulation. On page 145 I also addressed what would be “acceptable” in
terms of the anticipated rigor required by EA12-005 (ATTACHMENT 7).
With my letter to you of 27 July 2012 I enclosed a cd which contained several photographs of a ZJ-Body
Jeep Grand Cherokee that had the optional factory-installed Mopar “skid plate,” but without the trailer tow
package. I have discussed these “see plastic” issues via email submission to Mr. Larry Hershman of the
NHTSA Office of Defects Investigation (ATTACHMENT 8).
Conclusions
1. It is disingenuous to claim that a manufacturer can “exceed” the requirements of FMVSS-301; the
compliance results are Pass/Fail.
2. It is spurious or untruthful to claim that the original FMVSS-301 was “rigorous.”
3. The Chrysler emphasis on FMVSS-301 compliance testing “without skid plates” conceals the
historical fact that tests conducted with skid plates always passed, but those vehicle configurations
that comprise the “worst case” are questionable to the point of potentially being invalid.
4. The data refutes the Chrysler notion that an “overwhelming majority of rear impact fires . . . in
1993 to 2004 Jeep Grand Cherokees were the result of high speed, high energy crashes.”
5. The Chrysler claim that “rear impact fires . . . were the result of high speed, high energy crashes in
which a skid plate would have made no difference” is baseless to the point of being fraudulent.
6. In the context of EA12-005, Chrysler emphasis on the marketing term “skid plate” purposely belies
what is requested/required to remedy the lack of crashworthiness on the affected Jeep vehicles.
Current Requests
1.
2.

Please request the transcript and exhibits to the deposition of Mr. Judson Estes in Austin v
DaimlerChrysler, Westbury Jeep-Eagle, et al. of 26/27 May 2005 (PLEASE SEE ENDNOTE IX).
Please request from Chrysler Group LLC all “high speed, high energy” impact tests that support
their public allegations that “a skid plate would have made no difference.” xii

Again, because content such as that detailed above continues to be forwarded to NHTSA, with the clear
purpose of subverting EA12-005, I am offering rebuttal in the context of a public service. Please do not
hesitate to contact me at any time.
Respectfully,

Paul V. Sheridan
Attachments
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Endnotes
i

Another indication of inveracity in the Chrysler comment is the ruse that FMVSS-301 compliance results in gradation. Their
promotion that the ZJ-Body “exceeded” FMVSS-301 requirements contradicts a well-known rudimentary fact: Compliance with
FMVSS is a ‘Pass – Fail’ grading system; the manufacturer is either in compliance or not.

Ironically, in the area of vehicle crashworthiness where it is common practice/knowledge to provide the public with a grade scale
(NHTSA NCAP, IIHS offset impact, etc.), Chrysler executives feign ignorance. In his deposition of 15Jun2011, former
Chrysler Executive Engineer for Chassis Systems Owen J. Viergutz testified as follows regarding vehicle crashworthiness:
Q: If I tell you that the crashworthiness is based on the duty of a manufacturer to make a vehicle safe to protect its
passengers from enhanced injuries after a collision do you recognize that as a definition of crashworthiness?
A: Not at all. I don't have a better one necessarily, but I don't understand what that one says. (---)
Q: So let me just ask you so that I'm clear. During the time when you were Chassis Drivetrain Engineering director and
executive engineer in the Engine Engineering of Jeep, Dodge and Truck, you never discussed or knew what the term
"crashworthiness" meant?
A: I'm saying now sitting at this point in time, I don't have any recollection of it, no. Whether I did 20 years ago, I don't
know.
Q: What don't you have a recollection of, what the term meant, or do you have a recollection of talking to someone about it?
Q: Did you have an understanding of your own idea of what the meaning of crashworthiness was when you were executive
engineer of Jeep, Dodge and Truck or director of Chassis Drivetrain Engineering?
A: The difficulty I'm having is with the term "crashworthiness". To me that's somewhat like a term "goodness", that it is
too unspecific, too amorphous to really get a handle on what it means. You know, I understand the need to have a vehicle
perform in certain adverse conditions, but the term I'm struggling with is the term "crashworthiness". To me it has no
specifics behind it. I'm not saying it doesn't; I'm saying to me it doesn't.
Q: And was that your understanding of how you approached the term "crashworthiness" back in the years from 1987 to '94;
you also felt it didn't have any meaning?
A: I don't -- I'm saying I don't have a way of defining crashworthiness today. I don't know what I thought 20 years ago
on the subject.
During the relevant time, Viergutz was subordinate to the Vice President of Engineering Mr. Francois Castaing (ATTACHMENT 2).
On 14March1996 Mr. Castaing testified as follows regarding his knowledge of crashworthiness:
Q: What does the term crashworthiness mean in terms of design of a product?
A: I don’t know. Tell me.
Q: You don’t know the phrase?!
A: No.
Q: Well, let me make sure I’m clear on this. As the chief engineer of the company, are you at all familiar with the use of the
phrase crashworthiness by the engineers of the company?
A: Crashworthiness is so vague that you have to tell me what you intend by that.
ii

The technical literature is polluted with a misuse of the term ‘restitution’ when the context is crashworthiness or accident
reconstruction. Frequently the term is incorrectly used by experts to describe approximations or measured material rebound to
original dimensionality/shape post collision or post stress/strain. In the context of accident reconstruction the term describes the
elasticity or plasticity of the collision event/constituents. In upcoming correspondence I will detail the values of restitution that I
have estimated for various Jeep crash tests and accidents.

iii

Please see letter section entitled, The Fraudulent Claim that Skid Plates Make “no difference.”

iv

Please see Attachment 4.
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Endnotes Continued
v

It should be noted that these Chrysler comments are offered in the context of a broadcast that was prompted by the news
media, the latter was prompted specifically by the NHTSA escalation of PE10-031 to EA12-005. The comments mislead when
focused only on the “ ‘93 to ‘04 Jeep Grand Cherokees.” It is well-known that EA12-005 includes three vehicle types: Jeep
Grand Cherokee, Jeep Liberty and Jeep Cherokee. It is well-known to Chrysler that the Jeep Cherokee (XJ) is also the subject of
low speed crashes and fires leading to injury and death (ATTACHMENT 5).
vi

As of this letter Chrysler Group LLC is also in possession of the Neil Hannemann deposition of 29 June 2012.

.

vii

This “worst case” was the configuration of the 1996 Jeep Grand Cherokee driven by Mrs. Susan Kline on 24 Feb 2007. The
fact that FMVSS-301 compliance of the ZJ-Body was so flimsy, that it may have depended upon which spare was ordered, was
an issue that was not discussed by the selling dealership (Loman’s Auto Group) at the time of the sale to Kline.
viii

The Kline vs. Butler, et al. hearing transcript of 7 May 2010 is available here.

ix

The truth is that Chrysler has probably known about the non-valid compliance submission issue since the introduction of the
ZJ-Body in August 1992. However, there is no doubt that Chrysler became aware of this issue not later than 26/27 May 2005 at
the deposition of Mr. Judson Estes. For the two-day deposition transcript and all deposition exhibits, including the internal
compliance submission test reports, please contact (Discovery counsel for Chrysler Group, LLC):
M. Sheila Jeffrey, Esquire
Miller, Canfield, Paddock & Stone PLC
101 North Main Street, Seventh Floor
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48104
Tel: 734-663-2445
Fax: 734-747-7147
x

Please note that beginning with the Daimler-influenced 2005 WK-Body version of the Jeep Grand Cherokee a “skid plate” that
encapsulated the mid-mounted polyethylene fuel tank was offered as standard equipment. Please see Jeep television ad here.
xi
xii

Note that my “this skid plate” interview quote is not referring to the Mopar unit.

If such testing exists, and has not been disclosed to plaintiffs in existing or upcoming litigation, then the appropriate remedies
will be sought in those forums. However if such testing does not exist, as I suspect, then their media comments must be
challenged and exposed as fraudulent.

ATTACHMENT 1
Mr. David L. Strickland
Administrator
NHTSA Headquarters
27 August 2012

Subject:
Reference:

Chrysler Public Statements Regarding Reference – WUSA-9 News Report
EA12-005 File Update (Jeep Grand Cherokee, et al. Fuel Tank System Defect)

Video Screenshots of Chrysler media statements made in response to WUSA-9 News broadcasts of
21 and 22 June 2012 on NHTSA defect investigation EA12-005:
“Chrysler Group conducted rear impact testing without skid plates and the ‘93 – ‘04 Jeep Grand
Cherokee exceeded the rigorous federal rear impact test requirements and performance.”
“The overwhelming majority of rear impact fires over the life of the ‘93 to ‘04 Jeep Grand
Cherokees were the result of high speed, high energy crashes in which a skid plate would have
made no difference in the outcome of these tragic events.”
Online video links here:
21Jun2012: Jeep Grand Cherokee Gas Tank Fires and Deaths Petitioned By Center for Auto Safety
22Jun2012: Jeep Gas Tank Fires; Chrysler Whistleblower Speaks Out

ATTACHMENT 2
Mr. David L. Strickland
Administrator
NHTSA Headquarters
27 August 2012

Subject:
Reference:

Chrysler Public Statements Regarding Reference – WUSA-9 News Report
EA12-005 File Update (Jeep Grand Cherokee, et al. Fuel Tank System Defect)

ATTACHMENT 3
Mr. David L. Strickland
Administrator
NHTSA Headquarters
27 August 2012

Subject:
Reference:

Chrysler Public Statements Regarding Reference – WUSA-9 News Report
EA12-005 File Update (Jeep Grand Cherokee, et al. Fuel Tank System Defect)

Please note first and sixth pages of Attachment 3
(i.e. PDF Page 16 of 49, and PDF Page 21 of 49)

ATTACHMENT 4
Mr. David L. Strickland
Administrator
NHTSA Headquarters
27 August 2012

Subject:
Reference:

Chrysler Public Statements Regarding Reference – WUSA-9 News Report
EA12-005 File Update (Jeep Grand Cherokee, et al. Fuel Tank System Defect)

“ Chrysler is investigating fuel tank relocation ahead of the rear wheels for vans and
multipurpose 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 bumpers there is a concern with vertical height differences that create a mismatch with
passenger car bumpers. 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. ” (bolding added)

ATTACHMENT 5
Mr. David L. Strickland
Administrator
NHTSA Headquarters
27 August 2012

Subject:
Reference:

Chrysler Public Statements Regarding Reference – WUSA-9 News Report
EA12-005 File Update (Jeep Grand Cherokee, et al. Fuel Tank System Defect)

Complaints - Search Results | Safercar.gov | NHTSA

Print

Defects - Search Results
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 vehicle, 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 ODI'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 19932001 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

http://www-odi.nhtsa.dot.gov/cars/problems/defect/defe...QuickSearch&summary=true&prod_id=8910&PrintVersion=YES (1 of 2)7/12/2012 9:34:18 PM
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U.S. Department of Transportation
Office of Public Affairs
Washington, D.C.
http://www.nhtsa.dot.gov/
News

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

NHTSA 26-97

Friday, May 2, 1997

Contact: Phil Frame
Tel. No. (202) 366-9550

CHRYSLER PAYS $140,000 CIVIL PENALTY FOR DODGE RAM FUEL SYSTEM FAILURE
The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) today announced that Chrysler Corp. paid a $140,000 civil
penalty to the United States in connection with the failure of 1994 Dodge Ram pickups to comply with a federal fuel system
integrity standard.
A 1994 Dodge Ram 1500 with long wheelbase, lighter gauge frame rails and no rear bumper failed a compliance test
conducted by NHTSA in accordance with Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 301, "Fuel System Integrity." The failure
led to the recall of 7,000 pickups.
Automakers are required to assure that all of their vehicles comply with applicable federal safety standards. While they do
not have to test all possible vehicle configurations in order to ensure that all vehicles will comply, they must exercise
prudent engineering judgment in selecting the "worst case" configurations for testing. In this case, the configurations tested
by Chrysler during development of the 1994 Ram pickup were not in the "worst case" configuration. Moreover, the tests that
Chrysler conducted during product development should have heightened Chrysler's awareness of the potential for a failure of
the fuel system in a crash, NHTSA said.
In the test conducted by NHTSA, the cargo bed bent into a "V" shape and the frame rails buckled, pinching the fuel filler hose
and detaching the fuel filler neck. This allowed four times as much leakage from the fuel tank as is allowed by Standard 301.
Such fuel leakage greatly increases the possibility of fire in a crash, according to NHTSA.
The $140,000 paid by Chrysler was among the top five civil penalties recovered by NHTSA for a violation of a federal motor
vehicle safety standard. NHTSA sought a high civil penalty amount in this case in light of the fact that this was the second
time in recent years that Chrysler manufactured and sold pickups that failed to comply with the agency's fuel system
integrity standard.
The prior failure involving an earlier version of the Dodge Ram pickup led to a 1990 recall of 26,600 model year 1987-1990
vehicles. In connection with that noncompliance, Chrysler paid a $35,000 civil penalty in 1991.
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, West Building, Washington, DC 20590 USA 1-888-327-4236 TTY:1-800-424-9153
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Selected pages from the 3 August 2012 deposition of plaintiff’s expert Paul V. Sheridan emphasizing
the distinction between diversionary Use of “Skid Plate” vernacular versus the requested/anticipated
remedy under EA12-005
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Typical ZJ-Body with factory installed
light-guage MOPAR "Skid Plate"
but without trailer hitch option

Lateral Beam of Trailer Hitch Option resides
here/at this level when installed . . . Between
upper edge of MOPAR "Skid Plate" and lower
edge of rear frame cross member
(Obscured by gray RIM Fascia)

When not protected by a competent "Skid Plate" design, which
includes encapsulation, the rear-mounted polyethylene fuel tank
remains exposed and vulnerable to direct impact/collision.

Factory Installed light-gauge
MOPAR "Skid Plate" on ZJ-Body
Jeep Grand Cherokee but without
trailer hitch option

When not protected by a competent heavy gauge
"Skid Plate" design, which includes encapsulation,
the rear-mounted polyethylene fuel tank remains
exposed and vulnerable to direct impact/collision.
(Right rear corner of fuel tank)

Factory Installed light-gauge
MOPAR "Skid Plate" on
ZJ-Body Jeep Grand Cherokee
but without trailer hitch option

Factory Installed MOPAR "Skid Plate" on
ZJ-Body Jeep Grand Cherokee but without
trailer hitch option

Minimal Side Encapsulation of Polyethylene Fuel
Tank with Factory Installed MPOAR "Skid Plate"
No Encapsulation at Front of Fuel Tank which is
exposed to Suspension and Axle Components.
(Some Aftermarket "Skid Plates" also fail to
encapsulate in these vehicle areas)
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