








Paul V. Sheridan
Note
All Society of Automotive Engineers (SAE) papers authored by Chrysler personnel.



Paul V. Sheridan
Note
Demand WK 301 and other rear tests because these will prove Susan would have survived, and no contact with WK fuel tank.  DEMAND WK.



Paul V. Sheridan
Note
We're asking for 1987 thru 2007.  Since the SLT began in Jan 1993 (not Feb 1993) that means they're shucking 1987 thru Jan 1993!  Demand 1987 thru Jan 1993.AND DEMAND MY FLOPPIES WHICH CONTAIN NON MINIVAN FULE SYSTEM FILES/MEMOS.





Paul V. Sheridan
Note
We want TSB's on ZJ, not just 1996.



Paul V. Sheridan
Note
We want WJ and WK to show that no "fuel tank blocker bracket" type TSB's were ever sent out on WK because there is no rear impact problem on the latter.  That's the point!



Paul V. Sheridan
Note
Given the Baker memo, et al. this response is just STUUUUUUPID.



Paul V. Sheridan
Note
Let this go quiet, and we will resurrect in deps and testimony; we'll have some fun here.Their response is soooo dumb.

Paul V. Sheridan
Note
We want WJ, but we also want WK which will prove their knowledge of fact that no fuel fed fire lawsuits exists EXCEPT on ZJ and WJ which are NOT "substantially different."







Paul V. Sheridan
Note
Response to 12 is LAUGHABLE!



Paul V. Sheridan
Note
Utter bullshit.







Paul V. Sheridan
Note
Lutz is only slightly younger than Sinclair, so their machinations about "old man" is a diversion.And of course, CASTAING was constantly being "harrassed" by multi-million dollar bonus checks derived from ZJ sales. 



Paul V. Sheridan
Note
No, not "portions," produce them all and  complete.



Paul V. Sheridan
Note
I see . . . so the "Product Plan" which contains all product details, and is approved by the PPC, never mentions what they called above to be "substantially different" designs from ZJ to WJ, and then WJ to WK. The highest levels of Chrysler management ala the PPC just lets the lower level people change stuff for the ha-ha's . . . have we got the right?!




