Dillon dep Exhibit (5 pages)
Isn’t it true that, during a previous defect investigation by NHTSA the issue of employee
whistleblowers was discussed by Chrysler executive management?

Looking at the second page to Exhibit ___ to your deposition, where Chrysler has
redacted the fourth point . . .

Isn’t it true that-that point was presented by Mr. Lewis Goldfarb on Tuesday, December
13, 19947

Isn’t it true that the subject of that point was Kline case plaintiff’s expert Paul Sheridan,
former head of the Minivan Safety Leadership Team?

Isn’t it true that the Chrysler office files of plaintiff’s expert Paul Sheridan were removed
from his office under direction of the Chrysler Legal department a mere 4 business days
later on Monday, December 19, 1994?!

Looking at the fourth PAGE to Exhibit ___ to your deposition . . .

Angel, review paragraph 5!

Review paragraph 6!

Looking at paragraph number 6, just so the jury in this case understands, do you see Mr.
Dillon the sentence that says:

“ ... tell NHTSA to pound sand”
What does that mean?
Looking at the fifth page to Exhibit ___ to your deposition . . . under paragraph number 9

which is entitled “Final Point.” Do you see Mr. Dillon where it states that Chrysler was
seeking to limit the investigations of NHTSA by using the funding issues in Congress?
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an arrangerment\wiereby they will not nyn
weekeand a 8,will agres to give mamﬁ\nd ay lead

if we Tdi?q do a customer-friendly action only (a
vGIU\ call). %

df“w\q_ecidu to take on NHT. K nderstand that

wo\/\ will need to involve all q’l’n at decision. Q_)

it should be noted, hnné@r. if there are more
leaks, or someons als k¥ this story, then the News

will go with thu[rs.s
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A pravie ext Tuesday's meeting:
cail from Bryan Gruley ( News Washington Bureau)

y & ,&&E .« Yostarday we race
ng on a story for th n the “raging debats %/

r

~~ who told us he and Blil Viasic
\gilﬂrv er on whether to re e or take on NHTSA", » which may go on
nnett wire (USA Today) will rate customer and dealer . and could forcs

: leq In. Don't know t urcs,)but the fact that their Washington Bursau got on It sugs Wr
s a NHTSA or a Con r%g CY sourcas. \ &
7. % was little discussion an \uhnlual prasantation Im‘h%. The
consensus is thg: &a new data we presentsd-has us a littie time ... ‘ bably be
another tachnical session to discuss N : P:ﬁ to our data ... but it's unll we have
changed their minds. Accordingly, we wi to operats under the pton-that we will
aventually be requested to do a recall.

i s8 we have chosan O contact extarnal
rough. But Chris vlﬂ\likuty report that we could have
‘91 to 'S4 modeis by tqdnq.lndﬂunawlmchfnrmu
| do not know whaers ‘we on costs.

3. Latch Fix ... Chris Theodora will u
suppliers, our cost/timing estimates
some quantity of latches aval
pre-'91 models in about nine

4. Take On NHTSA Strateqy ... Tem Kowaleski will taks “script® for a media conferancs
laying out our case. Bud Liebler will review the ads in conjunction with a decision to

fight a recall. We will also review dealer/customer co N materials,

5. Rasearch ... We are doing some focus group tm take-on-NHTSA approach. No one has
seen the resuits yet, but early Indicators are that mers “tune out® statistical arguments about

accidants, fatalities, latch pulil tasts, etc., and focus-on *what's Chrysier going to do to address
customer concsms”. There is no dnub};tgc.@fvuaf has a special Image and relationship with
sa :

minivan customers when it comas to
B

8. A Third Aporoach ... In addition to the voluntary recall path and the take-on-NHTSA path, a third
path melding elemeants of a voluntary recail and a take-on-NHTSA approach will be discussed.
Essentially, we would ssize the high ground by going out with an offer to raplace the lstch for any
of our owners who request a replacement (note this wording ... [t Is much softar and less urgent
than the language NHTSA Insists on under their recall procedure) and, at the same time, teil
NHTSA to "pound-sand”. The obvious benefit of this approach is that we address our customer
concarns without admitting to & defect (because there is no defect) and simulitaneousty engage

NHTSA in the fight over principle.
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| shqQuid also point out that we have several other important
Wﬁ]udlnq minivan brakes, that we need to keep in mind

cases under investigation by NH
before we engage them in a fi

8.

%h, continues to be a dhﬁd%u on what we should do oncs we know

that NHTSA will sandus a latter. 1/\—\

® Sales/ rkating ... Wants us to addfess customar/daaler concerns prefers a voluntary
fldld\c.a\ ign to a public fight on princi %

ﬂulaﬁnn: . Agrees wfth

s&qlnuudnq ... Prafars uh /\,S

® Reguiatory Affairs . urn we take on NHTSA i.’but e of the third altamative

described in poin /L\ (_/—\\/

%Q T-%i
® \Washi also sses some adva he
niturn!ﬁvu.: £\<IQ\ i

S. Einal Point ... Rob Liberators makas the raqurd!uu of what course on we takas,
we should mount an aggressive sffort n@ﬂq:un to pravent the &d'vuru use of bursaucratic
power within NHTSA, :peciﬂcalty ng. from Congress, the process which allows NHTSA to
design tasts fg: the public mgiz p{ to the media and trial m}ﬁm ruling on a dsfect,
the lack of objective criteria In whaether a recall ext s to be made, and the very
fact that they can request a establishing that a ufacﬂuﬁm. | could not agree mors.

\/
Ifw-wunttnuupdfﬂcﬂprgmmwmmm:m%’ e need to o now. We cannct

expect to be succassful if we don't activats until we notified that a [etter s coming.
Of course, the risk of sarty action is that it may prm%/ from exercising a close-the-case
option.
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