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To:  Senator Frank Lautenberg *    
324 Hart Senate Office Building 
District of Columbia  20510-3003 
202-224-3224 

 
Date:  15 April 2010     VIA FEDEX AIRBILL 8696-6728-3687 
 
 
From:  Mr. Paul V. Sheridan 

DDM Consultants 
  22357 Columbia Street 

Dearborn, MI 48124-3431 
313-277-5095 / pvs6@Cornell.edu

 
 
Subject:  New Jersey Constituent Mrs. Susan Kline and NHTSA DP09-005 Non-Investigation  
Reference 1: Senate Transportation Hearing of 2 March 2010 – Toyota Recall 
Reference 2: History of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) 
 
                                          Courtesy Copy List
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3200 Greenfield Road 
Dearborn, MI 48120 
313-961-0130 
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22357 Columbia Street 
Dearborn, MI 48124-3431 
313-277-5095 
pvs6@Cornell.edu
 
15 April 2010 
 
 
Senator Frank Lautenberg 
324 Hart Senate Office Building 
District of Columbia  20510-3003 
202-224-3224 
 
 
Subject:  New Jersey Constituent Mrs. Susan Kline and NHTSA DP09-005 Non-Investigation 
Reference 1: Senate Transportation Hearing of 2 March 2010 – Toyota Recall 
Reference 2: True History of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA)  
 
Dear Senator Lautenberg: 
 
Thank you for your sincere efforts to maintain the safety & well-being of the general public.  At Reference 1 
you made the following insightful statement to Mr. Yoshimi Inaba, president and chief executive of Toyota 
Motor North America: 
 

“When it comes to safety there is no room for negotiations.” 
 
I contend that Mr. Inaba agrees with you.  However, based on the above quote, it is probable that you and 
many others in the Senate and House have very little direct experience-with or detailed knowledge-of 
NHTSA: Their practices, their reputation or their true history. 
 
To assist you with Reference 2, I am attaching a document that has comprised a substantial portion of my 
testimony in automotive product defect litigation.  The testimony that relates to this document involves the 
long-standing corruption/corruptibility of NHTSA; the latter emerging from both inside and outside. My letter of 
27 October 1999 to the Attorney General of the United States is frequently used as a primer with respect to 
the agency.  As a measure of its veracity, no witness from any quarter has ever attempted to impugn this 
document, despite numerous opportunities during the last decade. 
 
Every judge and jury that has heard my testimony and expertise regarding the attached is utterly infuriated by 
the far ranging negative implications for the safety & well-being of the general public.  That NHTSA would and 
has participated in conspiracies against the very public they are mandated to protect is repulsive, if not 
criminal. A   From behind closed doors, while betraying the public trust, the three co-conspirators Chrysler, 
the Department of Justice, and NHTSA had also privately assessed their situation as a “Regulatory Win.”  
This is merely the documented portion of NHTSA’s history.  In other words, the Toyota hearings are 
symptomatic of an agency that will negotiate just-about anything. 
 
Please review the highlighted bullet-points under the colored tab of the attached.  NHTSA was a full and 
willing participant during this previous safety defect cover-up conspiracy.  With the attached as background, I 
request your assistance with the subject:  The horrific death of New Jersey constituent Mrs. Susan Kline, but 
in the context of the true history of NHTSA. 
 
 

                                            
A  At the time that NHTSA was conspiring with the DOJ (doing so in-behalf of the highest levels of Chrysler corporate managers and 
lawyers), I was attempting to contact the former for the purposes of blowing the whistle on the very safety defect that they had 
secretly agreed to conceal from the public.  In other words, I had no idea that the recipient safety agency of my Whistleblower 
concerns was already deeply committed to making sure that the whistle could not be blown.   Please see Tabs 14 and 15. 

mailto:pvs6@Cornell.edu
http://www.c-spanvideo.org/program/292323-2
http://www.c-spanvideo.org/yoshimiinaba
http://links.veronicachapman.com/DOJ-NHTSA-ChryslerConspiracy-1.pdf
http://links.veronicachapman.com/DOJ-NHTSA-ChryslerConspiracy-1.pdf
http://www.insiderexclusive.com/show-titles/104-chrysler-deaths-flax-v-daimlerchrysler-butler-wooten-a-fryhofer-
http://links.veronicachapman.com/DOJ-NHTSA-ChryslerConspiracy.pdf


15 April 2010                                                                                                           Senator Frank Lautenberg 
                                                                                                                                               Page Two of Two 
 
 
 
Defect Petition DP-09-005: The Jeep Grand Cherokee Fuel System Defect Non-Investigation 
 
Enclosed you will find Defect Petition 09-005 which was submitted to NHTSA on 2 October 2009 by Mr. 
Clarence Ditlow, director at the Center of Auto Safety (CAS).  I assisted with this petition, and would like to 
introduce you to a constituent, Mrs. Susan Kline.   The photographs of her (and her family) that I submitted to 
DP09-005 are under Attachment F.   Please take a moment to review Attachment F to DP-09-005. 
 
The horrific fire death of Mrs. Kline involves a fundamental safety defect that NHTSA has known as-such 
since the moment the “guilty” vehicle arrived in dealer showrooms in late 1992.  The Chrysler Corporation 
Jeep Grand Cherokee, from model years 1993 through 2004, deploys an exposed plastic fuel tank that is 
mounted below the rear bumper, and behind the rear axle.  The 18 gallons of gasoline resides in, what safety 
experts call, the “crush zone.”  No other sport utility vehicle (SUV) deploys such a blatantly defective design; 
not Toyota, not Ford, not Hyundai, and certainly not Mercedes-Benz.  When the parent company of the latter 
(DaimlerBenz AG) acquired Chrysler in 1997, one of their very first priorities was a major redesign of the fuel 
system for the 2005 model year Jeep Grand Cherokee.  The result?  As of this letter not one fire-related 
death has occurred in the revised Jeep Grand Cherokee.  NHTSA is fully aware of this fact. 
 
NHTSA was also fully aware of this fundamental Jeep Grand Cherokee design defect long-before the loss of 
Mrs. Kline on February 24, 2007 on a north New Jersey highway.  As Mr. Ditlow details in DP09-005: 
 

“The design is so bad that Chrysler frequently settles lawsuits without extensive discovery and subject to 
confidentiality agreements. A search of NHTSA’s FARS files for fatal fire crashes where there was a fire 
occurrence in a 1993-2004 Jeep Grand Cherokee from calendar year 1992 through 2008 found 172 fatal fire 
crashes with 254 fatalities. With an additional known fatal fire crash in 2009, there have been at least 44 crashes 
with 64 fatalities where the Most Harmful Event is fire.  In comparison, NHTSA reported a total of 38 fire crashes 
involving only 26 fire deaths in the Ford Pinto when it issued its initial defect report in May 1978.” 

 
I have enclosed a dvd copy of my recent ABC News interview, which was filmed in New Jersey and focuses 
on the avoidable death of your constituent.  Note that the component that I proposed on this ABC News 
program was/is known to Chrysler for several decades, and to NHTSA since at-least 2002.  In a memo sent 
only to their dealers, and shared with NHTSA, Chrysler declares: 
 

“Those vehicles (Jeep Grand Cherokees) that have already been repaired by having a skid plate 
installed do not require any additional service.”   (bolding added) 

 
This crucial safety information was never shared-with or acted-upon in behalf of Mrs. Kline.  
 
From my expertise, a reoccurrence of the accident sequence that took the life of Mrs. Kline is not theoretical; 
it borders on a statistical certainty.  We are currently patiently awaiting public disclosure of the FARS 2009 
database so that we can update DP09-005.  Since we have not had any substantive response to DP09-005, I 
am asking for your formal assistance in that regard:   Please request that NHTSA respond to you directly 
regarding the status of DP09-005.   Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time. 
 
 
          Respectfully, 
 
 
 
 
 
          Paul V. Sheridan 
Attachment/Enclosures 

http://www.autosafety.org/sites/default/files/JeepGrandCherokeeDefectPetition(2).pdf
http://links.veronicachapman.com/JeepGrandCherokeeDefectPetition-Attach-F.pdf
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1OrLV3XdeOk&feature=related
http://links.veronicachapman.com/JeepGrandCherokeeDefectPetition-Smith.pdf
http://links.veronicachapman.com/JeepGrandCherokeeDefectPetition-Smith.pdf
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TH_0izSyPk0
http://links.veronicachapman.com/JeepFuelTankBlockerRecall.pdf
http://links.veronicachapman.com/JeepFuelTankBlockerRecall.pdf
http://links.veronicachapman.com/SheridanSafetyLeadershipAward.pdf


Attachment 1 
 
 
To assist you with Reference 2, I am attaching a document that has comprised a substantial 
portion of my testimony in automotive product defect litigation . . .  As a measure of its veracity, 
no witness from any quarter has ever attempted to impugn this document, despite numerous 
opportunities during the last decade. 
 
Every judge and jury that has heard my testimony and expertise regarding the attached is utterly 
infuriated by the far ranging negative implications for the safety & well-being of the general 
public.  That NHTSA would and has participated in conspiracies against the very public they are 
mandated to protect is repulsive, if not criminal.   From behind closed doors, while betraying the 
public trust, the three co-conspirators Chrysler, the Department of Justice, and NHTSA had also 
privately assessed their situation as a “Regulatory Win.”  This is merely the documented 
portion of NHTSA’s history. In other words, the Toyota hearings are symptomatic of an agency 
that will negotiate just-about anything. 
 



Open Letter of 27 October 1999 to 
United States Attorney General Janet Reno 

 
 

 
From: 
 
Paul V. Sheridan, Former Chairman of the Chrysler Minivan Safety Leadership 
Team (SLT) and 2005 Civil Justice Foundation National Champion 
 
 
Subject : 
 
Department of Justice Assistance to Special Interests : Chrysler Corporation,  
FOIA Lawsuits and the NHTSA Defect Investigation Conspiracy 
 
 
 
 
 
Opening Paragraph: 
 
“I am currently the defendant in the largest damages claim against an individual citizen in the history of 
the United States: $ 82 Million (Tab 1).  The original lawsuit was filed ex parte by Chrysler Corporation 
during Christmas 1994.  Aware that I was never notified of the December 27th hearing, and had no legal 
counsel present, Judge Hilda Gage of Michigan’s Oakland Circuit Court issued a “muzzle order” against 
me.  The damages portion involves my March 1995 interview with ABC News 20/20, and my statements 
regarding the defective Chrysler minivan liftgate latch.  Chrysler lawyer Steve Hantler exclaimed: 
 

“We may ask for more . . .” 
 
President of the Michigan Bar, Thomas Keinbaum, the lawyer who filed the damages claim, refuses to 
comment publicly.  The implicit purpose of the $ 82 Million claim is the intimidation of any employee(s) 
whose opinion(s) regarding safety defects is opposed by Chrysler management.  The theme of 
intimidation is repeated throughout this discussion (Tab 2) . . . 
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Attachment 2 
 
 
 
 
Defect Petition DP-09-005: The Jeep Grand Cherokee Fuel System Defect Non-
Investigation 
 
Enclosed you will find Defect Petition 09-005 which was submitted to NHTSA on 2 October 
2009 by Mr. Clarence Ditlow, director at the Center of Auto Safety (CAS).  I assisted with this 
petition, and would like to introduce you to a constituent, Mrs. Susan Kline.   The photographs of 
her (and her family) that I submitted to DP09-005 are under Attachment F.  Please take a 
moment to review Attachment F to DP-09-005. 
 
The horrific fire death of Mrs. Kline involves a fundamental safety defect that NHTSA has known 
as-such since the moment the “guilty” vehicle arrived in dealer showrooms in late 1992. 



 
 

 

 

October 2, 2009 

 

Ronald Medford, Acting Deputy Administrator 

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 

Washington DC 20590 

 

PETITION 
 
Dear Deputy Administrator Medford: 
 
The Center for Auto Safety (CAS) petitions the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 

(NHTSA) to initiate a defect investigation into and recall all 1993-2004 Jeep Grand Cherokee 

with a fuel tank located behind the rear axle.  Unlike the earlier Jeep Cherokee, the fuel tank of 

the Grand Cherokee is plastic and extends below the rear bumper so there is nothing to protect 

the tank from a direct hit in a rollover or by a vehicle with a low front profile or one lowered by 

pre-impact braking.  

 

The design is so bad that Chrysler frequently settles lawsuits without extensive discovery and 

subject to confidentiality agreements.  A search of NHTSA’s FARS files for fatal fire crashes 

where there was a fire occurrence in a 1993-2004 Jeep Grand Cherokee from calendar year 1992 

through 2008 found 172 fatal fire crashes with 254 fatalities. (Attachment A.) With an additional 

known fatal fire crash in 2009, there have been at least 44 crashes with 64 fatalities where the 

Most Harmful Event is fire.
1
 (Attachment B.)  In comparison, NHTSA reported a total of 38 fire 

crashes involving only 26 fire deaths in the Ford Pinto when it issued its initial defect report in 

May 1978. (Attachment C.)  

 

The fuel system in the 1993-04 Grand Cherokee is defectively designed in that it contains a 

plastic fuel tank subject to rupture, degrades in performance over time, a fuel filler neck that 

tears off in a range of crashes, a hostile environment with sharp objects such as suspension bolts 

that can puncture the tank, extends below the bumper and is unshielded although Chrysler offers 

a optional 3/16" steel shield as a “skid plate” for off road use which would protect the tank in 

rear impacts where there is pre-crash braking of the striking vehicle.  Similar shields are offered 

in the aftermarket by companies like Quadratec and take advantage of OEM holes in the frame 

rail to mount the shields.
2
 

 

With funding from General Motors, the Motor Vehicle Fire Research Institute (MVFRI) has 

performed detailed technical assignments of the fuel tanks and fuel systems in motor vehicles.  

As pointed out in the assessment of the 2003 Grand Cherokee, the rear sway bar link bolt is only 

                                                      

     
1 This excludes FARS Case 60718 on March 16, 1996 in California involving a crash between a 1996 Grand 

Cherokee and a classic 1971 Ford Mustang which also had a known fuel tank hazard. 

     
2 http://www.quadratec.com/products/12500_301.htm 



2 
3 centimeters away from the plastic tank and could easily puncture the tank in a crash.

3
  MVFRI 

also  found that plastic fuel tanks, particularly those like the 1993-04 Grand Cherokee located 

behind the rear axle, degraded in performance over time and were more subject to leakage in 

crashes.
4
 

 

After it became a merged company with Mercedes, DaimlerChrysler moved the fuel tank in 

board of the rear axle in 2005 and shielded it.  Since the relocation of the fuel tank in 2005 and 

later Grand Cherokees, there has only been one fatal fire crash in the redesigned  vehicle.  And 

that fire occurred after both occupants had been ejected in a rollover of a 2008 Grand Cherokee 

so that the deaths were not caused by fire. 

 

Due to confidential settlements, the details of most lawsuits are not available.  What is available 

demonstrates the existence of a safety defect in this vehicle.  In Smith v Chrysler, the attorneys 

identified a common hazard as the location of the tank and a filler neck that easily torn off in a 

crash as fire hazards.  In this case, a 2001 Grand Cherokee was beginning to go through a green 

light when it was struck in the rear by a Town Car traveling at only 20 to 25 miles per hour.  

(Attachment E.)  In FARS case 360720 in Long Island NY on September 1, 1999, a stopped 

1997 Grand Cherokee was struck from behind by a braking Toyota MR2.  Two sisters in the 

back of the Grand Cherokee were severely burned when they could not get out of the Jeep due to 

jammed doors.  The driver of the MR2, a gardener from Whitmore’s, was fatally burned as he 

was enveloped by the burning fuel from the ruptured tank of the Grand Cherokee.   

 

Susan Kline of New Jersey was in a 1996 Grand Cherokee when it was struck from behind by a 

2004 Toyota Sienna.  The doors on the Jeep jammed in the impact.  Mrs. Kline climbed from the 

driver side to the passenger side trying to get out of the burning vehicle but was unsuccessful.  

Her skeletal body was found in the passenger seat.  (Attachment F.)  This crash and the Long 

Island crash both demonstrate the unique hazards of an unshielded tank extending below the rear 

bumper where it can be engaged by the lowered front of a striking vehicle and shoved up into the 

structure of the vehicle above the tank and ruptured.  The low hanging, exposed fuel tank of the 

1993-04 Grand Cherokee is also particular vulnerable in rollover crashes where it can strike 

fixed objects as it rolls.   Later model Grand Cherokees have a 1milimeter brush guard that is 

cosmetic and offers no protection.  The optional skid plate offered by Chrysler and aftermarket 

manufacturers is three times as thick and provides protection in such crashes. 

 

Just like the 1971-76 Ford Pinto and 1973-87 General Motors in which NHTSA made initial 

determinations of safety defects despite both vehicles meeting FMVSS 301, the Grand Cherokee 

purportedly met FMVSS 301 although early 2002 models were subject to a non-compliance 

recall, 02V-032.  However, as show above the Grand Cherokee contains safety defects not 

covered by the performance requirements of FMVSS 301 and should be recalled.   

 

Ironically, New Chrysler tried to escape liability for all future Grand Cherokee crashes occurring 

after the bankruptcy where the vehicle was sold before the bankruptcy.  Just days after the 

bankruptcy, Rodney Wood was killed in his 2004 Grand Cherokee on July 10, 2009 when it was 

                                                      

     
3 www.mvfri.org/Contracts/Final%20Reports/Biokinetics-Phase-II/ReportTool/vehiclefiles/index.html#2.   

     
4
 K Digges, et al, “Fire Safety Performance in Crashes,” ESV Conference 2003. (Attachment D.) 



3 
hit by a transit bus.

5
  The autopsy showed he died by fire, not by the trauma of the impact.  

Under intense public pressure, New Chrysler relented and agreed to cover future product liability 

losses.  (Attachment H.)   However New Chrysler still refused to accept responsibility for 

victims like Susan Klein whose tragic crashes occurred prior to the bankruptcy. 

 

The 1993-04 Grand Cherokee has a fatal crash fire occurrence rate that is about four times higher 

than SUVs made by other companies.  Comparing the 1993-04 Grand Cherokee with the 

exposed rear fuel tank to the 2005 and later Grand Cherokee with the shielded fuel tank in front 

of rear axle in the first five years of use for both vehicles so that it’s an apples to apples 

comparison, the defective old Grand Cherokee has a fatal fire rate six times higher than the new 

Grand Cherokee.   

 

To protect the public from more fire deaths and injuries in the 1993-04 Grand Cherokee as they 

continue to crash and burn, the Center for Auto Safety requests an immediate recall. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 
 

Clarence M. Ditlow

                                                      

     
5
 Attachment G is a copy of the initial police report. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Attachment A 

MY 1993-2008 Jeep Grand Cherokee Fatal Fire Crashes, 1992-2008 

 

 



MY 1993-2008 Jeep Grand Cherokee Fatal Fire Crashes, 1992-2008 

 

This table includes known fire crashes obtained from NHTSA’s Fatal Analysis Crash System (FARS) for Calendar Years 1992-2008 and 

from public records for other years and for crashes not listed in FARS.  Where FARS indicates fire is the most harmful event, that is 

indicated.  Where FARS indicates vehicle in transport, striking tree or other object, that is indicated.   

 



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

Alabama       

09/26/01** FARS  (overturn) Blount Co.  US-SR74 2  2000 Grand Cherokee 10627 

04/12/06
F 

FARS  Montgomery 5466 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 10243 

04/25/07
F 

FARS  Macon Co.  I-85 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 10270 

Alaska       

10/12/02* FARS  Kenai Peninsula I-A3-2 Seward 2  2000 Grand Cherokee 20053 

Arizona       

02/01/98
F 

FARS  Gila Co.  Old Dripping Springs 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 40059 

08/18/98** FARS  (bridge rail) Mohave Co.  I-15 1  1995 Grand Cherokee 40506 

03/13/01
F 

FARS  Mohave Co.  I-40 2  1994 Grand Cherokee 40104 

11/26/06*†(1) FARS  Surprise US-60 R.H. Johnson Blvd. 1  1995 Grand Cherokee 40874 

Arkansas       

09/14/04*†(1) FARS  Carroll Co.  US-62-05 2  1999 Grand Cherokee 50451 

California       

03/06/96*†(1) FARS  Indio Country Club Dr. 2  1993 Grand Cherokee 60665 

03/16/96
F
†(5)

 
FARS  Carson 91 5  1996 Grand Cherokee 60718 

07/07/96
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Poway Espola Rd.  1  1993 Grand Cherokee 61698 

06/14/98**†(1) FARS  (barrier) Victorville I-15 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 60918 

10/27/99
F 

Young Sup Lee Los Angeles SR-170 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 62795 

05/07/00
F 

FARS  Orange Co.  SR-241 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 60499 

07/20/01
F 

FARS  San Bernardino Co.  I-10 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 61708 

08/07/01** FARS  (tree) Los Gatos  SR-17 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 62067 

03/23/02*†(1) FARS  Sutter Co.  SR-99 2  1995 Grand Cherokee 61045 

07/13/02** FARS  San Luis Obispo Co.  Orcutt Rd. 1  2000 Grand Cherokee 60896 

08/30/02
F 

FARS  Bakersfield SR-58 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 62653 

10/11/02** FARS  (overturn) Fresno Co.  I-5 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 62779 

10/04/03* FARS  Anaheim S. Harbor Blvd. 2  2004 Grand Cherokee 62897 

11/27/03** FARS  (utility pole) Commerce Slauson Ave.  1  1996 Grand Cherokee 63251 

02/05/04* FARS  San Bernardino Co.  I-15 1  1995 Grand Cherokee 60339 

05/26/04**†(2) FARS  (overturn) Vacaville I-80 4  2004 Grand Cherokee 61401 

06/08/04** FARS  (parked vehicle) Riverside Co.  I-10 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 61466 

08/18/05
F 

James Lindskog Oceanside Vista Way 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 63236 

05/24/06
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Orange Co.  SR-241 2   2001 Grand Cherokee 61349 



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

06/25/06** FARS  (tree) Sonoma Co.  Petrified Forest Rd. Sharp Rd. 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 62934 

Colorado       

07/24/94* FARS  Denver Martin Luther King Blvd. 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 80258 

09/02/02** FARS  (overturn) Douglas Co.  SR-470 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 80460 

01/10/05
F 

FARS  Mesa Co.  Rim Rock Dr. 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 80025 

07/06/08** FARS  (boulder) Garfield Co.  US-6 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 80229 

Connecticut       

04/10/97** FARS  (tree) Washington 199 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 90062 

04/19/02** FARS  (tree) Hamden New Rd.   1  1994 Grand Cherokee 90113 

Delaware       

09/11/03* FARS  Sussex Co.  CR321 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 100090 

D.C.       

Florida       

11/16/98*†(2) FARS  Hillsborough Co.  SR580 2  1998 Grand Cherokee 122093 

11/17/01** FARS  (overturn) Jacksonville I-295 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 122302 

09/05/07
F 

FARS  N/A SR-944 32
nd

 Ave. 2  1998 Grand Cherokee 122577 

Georgia        

12/04/97* FARS  Wilkes Co.  SR10 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 131268 

07/14/98* FARS  Echols Co.  US-SR89 3  1993 Grand Cherokee 130723 

12/13/98** FARS  (tree) Forsyth Co.  SR-371 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 131315 

05/30/99** FARS (embankment) Jones Co.  US-129(SR-11) 2  1994 Grand Cherokee 130444 

08/13/01** FARS  (barrier) DeKalb Co.  I-20 (SR 402) 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 130795 

10/30/04*†(4) FARS  Tift Co.  I-75 4  1999 Grand Cherokee 131171 

03/08/05
F 

FARS  Paulding Co.  N/A 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 130196 

03/09/05
F 

FARS  Macon Co.  SR-49 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 130197 

03/24/05* FARS  Barrow Co.  SR-11 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 130251 

06/20/06* FARS  Polk SR-101 1  2003 Grand Cherokee 130713 

09/04/07** FARS  (overturn) McDuffie Co.  SR-223 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 130958 

Illinois       

09/04/00
F 

Nguyen, Bui, Vo, Prith Chicago I-90/94 6  1993 Grand Cherokee 170827 

03/02/01* FARS  Elk Grove Village Thorndale Ave. 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 170153 

08/12/02** FARS  (tree)  Barrington Hills Spring Creek Rd.  1  1998 Grand Cherokee 170755 

03/16/03* FARS  Livingston Co.  SR-17 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 170248 



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

10/11/03*†(1) FARS  Union Co.  I-57 2  1996 Grand Cherokee 171040 

02/16/04* FARS  Kankakee Co.  SR-113 7000 West 2  1999 Grand Cherokee 170112 

06/02/05*†(1) FARS  Coles Co. SR-16 2  1999 Grand Cherokee 170556 

10/23/05*†(1) FARS  Iroquois Co.  I-57 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 170921 

01/04/06*†(1) FARS  South Elgin SR-25 2  2001 Grand Cherokee 170006 

03/18/07** FARS  (overturn) Du Page Co.  I-290 WB Ramp to 355S 2  1995 Grand Cherokee 170143 

10/16/07
F 

FARS  La Salle Co.  I-39 2  1993 Grand Cherokee 170830 

Indiana       

04/27/98*†(1) FARS  Clay Co.  I-70 3  1997 Grand Cherokee 180232 

09/16/04
F 

FARS  Warrick Co.  I-64 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 180705 

11/13/04
F 

FARS  Noble Co.  US-33 4  1997 Grand Cherokee 180723 

10/10/08** FARS  (tree) Taylorsville I-65 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 180552 

Iowa       

09/07/01** FARS  (overturn) Patterson US-92 1` 2001 Grand Cherokee 190254 

Kentucky       

02/13/00
F 

FARS  Bourbon Co.  Vemont Ln.  1  1997 Grand Cherokee 210052 

08/07/06*†(1) FARS  Boone Co.  SR-536 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 210489 

Louisiana       

08/31/00* FARS  Livingston Co. I-12 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 220509 

12/10/00* FARS  St. Martin Co. I-10 2  1997 Grand Cherokee 220771 

07/20/03
F
†(3)

 
FARS  St. Martin Co.  I-10 5  2000 Grand Cherokee 220401 

07/16/04** FARS  (utility pole) Bossier City US-80 SR-72 2  1999 Grand Cherokee 220414 

10/09/04** FARS  (tree) Franklin Co.  SR-4 School St. 1  1995 Grand Cherokee 220625 

Maryland       

11/29/98* FARS  Baltimore Co.  SR-147 2  1993 Grand Cherokee 240486 

Massachusetts       

03/04/07** FARS  (overturn) Centerville SR-28 Harrison Road 2  2004 Grand Cherokee 250100 

04/29/07** FARS  (tree) South Easton SR-106 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 250070 

Michigan       

12/04/97* FARS  Dickinson Co. 95 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 261050 

01/03/03** FARS  (tree) Ottawa Co.  Lakewood Blvd. 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 260036 

04/30/05
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Oakland Co.  I-75 3  2004 Grand Cherokee 260239 

08/16/08** FARS  (overturn) Kalkaska Co.  Plum Valley Rd. 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 260547 



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

Minnesota       

02/09/98* FARS  Carlton Co.  SR-33 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 270039 

11/15/98*†(1) FARS  Maple Grove I-94 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 270520 

11/03/02* FARS  Scott Co.  I-35 1  2001 Grand Cherokee 270542 

04/15/03* FARS  Aitkin Co.  28 1  2000 Grand Cherokee 270128 

07/14/03*†(1) FARS  Maple Grove I-94 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 270274 

12/29/03** FARS  (overturn) Lac Qui Parle Co.  T-148 1  1995 Grand Cherokee 270511 

06/06/04** FARS  (overturn) Washington Co.  T92 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 270160 

05/24/05** FARS  (overturn) Carver Co.  13 4  1994 Grand Cherokee 270148 

01/27/06* FARS  Brown Co.  25 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 270038 

03/21/08*†(1) FARS  St. Louis Co.  SR-169 CR88 2  1995 Grand Cherokee 270070 

Mississippi       

12/27/99* FARS  Hancock Co.  I-10 3  1995 Grand Cherokee 280793 

10/08/05** FARS  (tree) Tishomingo Co.  US-72 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 280587 

Missouri       

11/13/98** FARS  (overturn) Gasconade Co.  SR-KK 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 290877 

01/23/00*†(7) FARS  Platte Co.  I-29 10  1996 Grand Cherokee 290069 

12/03/00** FARS  (tree) Greene Co.  SR-13 3  1995 Grand Cherokee 290907 

08/02/02*†(1) FARS  Camden Co.  SR-C 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 290600 

09/04/02*†(1) FARS  Maryland Heights I-270 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 290695 

11/17/02** FARS  (tree) Kansas City 63
rd

 St.  1  1995 Grand Cherokee 290923 

06/05/04** FARS  (overturn) St. Louis Lee Ave. Fair Ave. 1  1995 Grand Cherokee 290473 

06/14/06* FARS  Kennett US-412 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 290392 

02/01/08*†(1) FARS  Osage Co.  US-50 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 290069 

Nebraska       

12/19/06
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Pierce Co.  553 Ave. 849 Rd. 1  2000 Grand Cherokee 310215 

06/24/08** FARS  (overturn) Dawes Co. Slim Buttes Rd. 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 310085 

Nevada       

New 

Hampshire 

      

07/21/00*†(1) FARS  Hampton SR-101 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 330066 

New Jersey       

01/05/01** FARS  (other object) Gloucester Co.  Cedar Swamp Rd. 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 340016 



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

09/23/05** FARS  (parked veh.) Union I-78 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 340462 

03/31/06* FARS  Mansfield US-130 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 340144 

02/24/07
F 

FARS  Parsippany I-287 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 340080 

New Mexico       

03/08/02*†(7) FARS  Guadalupe Co.  I-40 7  1999 Grand Cherokee 350350 

New York       

08/21/99
F 

FARS  Henrietta I-390 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 360956 

09/01/99*†(1) FARS  Southampton SR-27 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 360720 

09/02/99** FARS  (overturn) East Moriches SR-27 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 360153 

12/19/02** FARS  (parked veh.) Yonkers I-87 1  2002 Grand Cherokee 361116 

03/14/04*†(1) FARS  Wyoming Co.  CR-13 CR-16 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 360170 

08/14/04**†(1) FARS  (overturn)  Palmyra SR-21 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 360847 

12/17/06
F 

FARS  Greenfield Center SR-9 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 361158 

08/15/07
F 

FARS  Duanesburg I-88 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 360655 

06/19/08
F 

FARS  Churubusco River Rd. 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 360417 

North 

Carolina 

      

12/19/99** FARS  (tree) Columbus Co.  US-74-76 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 371297 

03/09/02*†(2) FARS  Nash Co.  US-64 2  1998 Grand Cherokee 370211 

North Dakota        

07/24/06** FARS  (overturn) Stark Co.  SR-10 114
th

 Ave. SW 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 380051 

Ohio       

07/30/95** FARS  (culvert) Hilliard Hayden Run Road 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 390650 

09/26/97
F 

FARS  Wood Co.  SR65 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 390948 

09/05/98* FARS  Delaware Co.  US-42 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 390810 

12/17/98* FARS  Guernsey Co.  I-70 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 391178 

11/23/99*†(2) FARS  Tuscarawas Co.  I-77 2  1996 Grand Cherokee 391139 

03/24/01** FARS  (tree) Chillicothe Belleview Ave. 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 390067 

06/29/02* FARS  Sandusky Co.  SR-600 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 390544 

05/28/03*†(1) FARS  Lawrence Co.  SR-378 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 390409 

11/29/03* FARS  Lakeview US-33 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 391018 

Oklahoma       

05/26/01
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Oklahoma City S. Choctaw Rd. 2  1993 Grand Cherokee 400185 



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

Oregon       

09/22/95* FARS  Grant Co. 5 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 410353 

09/20/97** FARS  (overturn)  205/DOT440 2  1994 Grand Cherokee 410303 

Pennsylvania       

10/24/98** FARS  (tree) Franklin Co.  I-76 2  1998 Grand Cherokee 421049 

03/05/00
F 

FARS  Bucks Co.  SR-309 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 420157 

09/21/03*†(1) FARS  Clinton Co.  SR-120 2  1994 Grand Cherokee 421054 

02/27/04* FARS  York Co.  I-83 2  2000 Grand Cherokee 420293 

07/03/05** FARS  (tree) Philadelphia SR-4013 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 420613 

04/05/06** FARS  (overturn) Clarion Co.  Nickleville Rd. 1  1995 Grand Cherokee 420249 

11/30/06* FARS  Warren Co.  SR-0059 1  1995 Grand Cherokee 421006 

11/12/07*†(1) FARS  Lackawanna Co. SR-435 1  2000 Grand Cherokee 421144 

02/16/08** FARS  (tree) Erie Co.  SR-5 1  2002 Grand Cherokee 420105 

Rhode Island       

07/12/02** FARS  (tree) Scituate SR-116 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 440023 

South 

Carolina 

      

08/06/99
F 

FARS  Marlboro Co.  259 2  1993 Grand Cherokee 450527 

05/21/00
F 

FARS  Hampton SR-68 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 450396 

04/25/05* FARS  Richland Co.  I-20 SR-277 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 450360 

07/07/08
F 

FARS  Georgetown Co.  US-17 545 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 450425 

South Dakota       

03/23/07** FARS  (overturn) Moody Co.  SR-34 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 460021 

Tennessee       

08/31/01
F 

FARS  Jackson McClellan Rd. 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 470731 

08/31/02
F 

FARS  Lawrence Co.  Old Jackson Hwy. 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 470669 

05/29/04
F 

FARS  Germantown  Stout Rd.  1  1996 Grand Cherokee 471036 

08/01/05** FARS  (bridge pier) Kingsport I-181 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 471107 

11/18/06*†(1) FARS  Wilson Co.  Saundersville Rd. Cedar Creek 

Village 

1  1998 Grand Cherokee 471136 

12/16/06** FARS  (tree) Mount Juliet South Greenhill Rd. 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 470904 

Texas       



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

06/22/97* FARS  Cass Co.  59 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 481932 

01/16/98
F 

FARS  Brazoria Co.  SR-288 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 480087 

11/11/00** FARS  (tree) Gonzales Co.  SR-97 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 482644 

06/09/04
F 

FARS  Victoria Co.  US-77 1  2002 Grand Cherokee 481205 

12/12/04*†(1) FARS  Dallas I-35E 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 483248 

08/06/05
F 

FARS  Bullard FM344 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 481685 

04/28/06* FARS  Dallas I-30 2  2000 Grand Cherokee 480867 

Vermont        

04/10/00* FARS  Swanton I-89 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 500019 

09/11/08* FARS  Waterbury SR-100 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 500049 

Virginia       

08/08/03* FARS  Washington Co.  SR-75 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 510627 

Washington       

03/15/06** FARS  (tree) Auburn SR-164 2  1995 Grand Cherokee 530101 

West Virginia       

12/06/03** FARS  (tree) Kanawha Co.   US-60 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 540342 

09/30/06
F 

FARS  Charleston Hickory Rd.  Overbrook Rd. 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 540269 

Wisconsin       

05/18/03
F 

FARS  Grant Co.  SR-133 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 550248 

07/03/04** FARS  (tree) Columbia Hopkins Rd.  1  1995 Grand Cherokee 550318 

07/03/07
F 

FARS  Nashotah  SR-16 1  2001 Grand Cherokee 550300 

09/09/07** FARS  (overturn) Greenfield I-43 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 550455 

Wyoming       

04/04/03* FARS  Converse Co.  I-25 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 560022 

 
F 

Indicated in FARS as most harmful: "fire/explosion."  

* Indicated in FARS as most harmful: "motor vehicle in transport" or “motor vehicle in transport in other roadway.” 

** Item in parentheses is most harmful event as indicated in FARS. 
F-A

 Fire listed as cause of  in autopsy report or  certificate 
F-L 

Fire indicated as cause of  in litigation. 
F-R

 Fire indicated as cause of  in accident report.   

† Fatality(s) (#) occurred in bullet vehicle 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Attachment B 

MY 1993-2008 Jeep Grand Cherokee Fatal Fire Crashes with Fire/Explosion as Most 

Harmful Event, 1992-2008 
 

 



MY 1993-2008 Jeep Grand Cherokee Fatal Fire Crashes with Most Harmful Event as Fire/Explosion, 1992-2008 

 

This table includes known fire crashes where fire/explosion is listed as Most Harmful Event, obtained from NHTSA’s Fatal Analysis Crash 

System (FARS) for Calendar Years 1992-2008 and from public records for other years and for crashes not listed in FARS.   

 



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

Alabama       

04/12/06
F 

FARS  Montgomery 5466 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 10243 

04/25/07
F 

FARS  Macon Co.  I-85 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 10270 

Arizona       

02/01/98
F 

FARS  Gila Co.  Old Dripping Springs 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 40059 

03/13/01
F 

FARS  Mohave Co.  I-40 2  1994 Grand Cherokee 40104 

California       

03/16/96
F
†(5)

 
FARS  Carson 91 5  1996 Grand Cherokee 60718 

07/07/96
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Poway Espola Rd.  1  1993 Grand Cherokee 61698 

10/27/99
F 

FARS  Los Angeles SR-170 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 62795 

05/07/00
F 

FARS  Orange Co.  SR-241 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 60499 

07/20/01
F 

FARS  San Bernardino Co.  I-10 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 61708 

08/30/02
F 

FARS  Bakersfield SR-58 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 62653 

08/18/05
F 

FARS  Oceanside Vista Way 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 63236 

05/24/06
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Orange Co.  SR-241 2   2001 Grand Cherokee 61349 

Colorado       

01/10/05
F 

FARS  Mesa Co.  Rim Rock Dr. 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 80025 

Florida       

09/05/07
F 

FARS  N/A SR-944 32
nd

 Ave. 2  1998 Grand Cherokee 122577 

Georgia        

03/08/05
F 

FARS  Paulding Co.  N/A 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 130196 

03/09/05
F 

FARS  Macon Co.  SR-49 1  1997 Grand Cherokee 130197 

Illinois       

09/04/00
F 

FARS  Chicago I-90/94 6  1993 Grand Cherokee 170827 

10/16/07
F 

FARS  La Salle Co.  I-39 2  1993 Grand Cherokee 170830 

Indiana       

09/16/04
F 

FARS  Warrick Co.  I-64 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 180705 

11/13/04
F 

FARS  Noble Co.  US-33 4  1997 Grand Cherokee 180723 

Kentucky       

02/13/00
F 

FARS  Bourbon Co.  Vemont Ln.  1  1997 Grand Cherokee 210052 



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

Louisiana       

07/20/03
F
†(3)

 
FARS  St. Martin Co.  I-10 5  2000 Grand Cherokee 220401 

Michigan       

04/30/05
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Oakland Co.  I-75 3  2004 Grand Cherokee 260239 

Nebraska       

12/19/06
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Pierce Co.  553 Ave. 849 Rd. 1  2000 Grand Cherokee 310215 

New Jersey       

02/24/07
F 

FARS  Parsippany I-287 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 340080 

New York       

08/21/99
F 

FARS  Henrietta I-390 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 360956 

12/17/06
F 

FARS  Greenfield Center SR-9 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 361158 

08/15/07
F 

FARS  Duanesburg I-88 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 360655 

06/19/08
F 

FARS  Churubusco River Rd. 1  2004 Grand Cherokee 360417 

Ohio       

09/26/97
F 

FARS  Wood Co.  SR65 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 390948 

Oklahoma       

05/26/01
F
†(1)

 
FARS  Oklahoma City S. Choctaw Rd. 2  1993 Grand Cherokee 400185 

Pennsylvania       

03/05/00
F 

FARS  Bucks Co.  SR-309 1  1993 Grand Cherokee 420157 

South 

Carolina 

      

08/06/99
F 

FARS  Marlboro Co.  259 2  1993 Grand Cherokee 450527 

05/21/00
F 

FARS  Hampton SR-68 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 450396 

07/07/08
F 

FARS  Georgetown Co.  US-17 545 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 450425 

Tennessee       

08/31/01
F 

FARS  Jackson McClellan Rd. 1  1999 Grand Cherokee 470731 

08/31/02
F 

FARS  Lawrence Co.  Old Jackson Hwy. 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 470669 

05/29/04
F 

FARS  Germantown  Stout Rd.  1  1996 Grand Cherokee 471036 

Texas       



Crash Date by 

State 

Name City/County Road Deaths Make/Model/Year FARS 

# 

01/16/98
F 

FARS  Brazoria Co.  SR-288 1  1994 Grand Cherokee 480087 

06/09/04
F 

FARS  Victoria Co.  US-77 1  2002 Grand Cherokee 481205 

08/06/05
F 

FARS  Bullard FM344 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 481685 

West Virginia       

09/30/06
F 

FARS  Charleston Hickory Rd.  Overbrook Rd. 1  1998 Grand Cherokee 540269 

Wisconsin       

05/18/03
F 

FARS  Grant Co.  SR-133 1  1996 Grand Cherokee 550248 

07/03/07
F 

FARS  Nashotah  SR-16 1  2001 Grand Cherokee 550300 

    68   
F 

Indicated in FARS as most harmful: "fire/explosion."  

† Fatality(s) (#) occurred in other vehicle(s). 
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Ford Pinto Investigation Report 
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Fire Safety Performance of Motor Vehicles in Crashes 
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ABSTRACT 
 
The research reported in this paper is a follow-on to a 
five year research program conducted by General 
Motors in accordance with an administrative 
Settlement Agreement reached with the US 
Department of Transportation.  In lieu of a vehicle 
recall to reduce vehicle vulnerability to post-crash 
fires, a research program was undertaken to provide 
knowledge to assist reducing the fire vulnerability for 
all future vehicles. 
 
In this follow-on research project, GM agreed fund 
more than $4.1 million in fire related research over 
the period 2001-2004.  This paper summarizes the 
projects undertaken and the preliminary results. 
 
Research projects that have been initiated include the 
following:  (1) statistical analysis of field data; (2) 
assessment of state-of-the-art in fuel safety 
technology; (3) test and evaluation of fuel tanks 
exposed to fire and impact; (4) development of 
recommended practices for the fire safety of 42-volt 
electrical systems. 
 
For the year 2001, there were a total of 1,657 fatal 
crashes in which there was a fire.  This is about 2.9% 
of all fatal crashes.  Analysis of FARS data indicates 
that the fire rates in cars has dropped by 43.7% and 
LTVs (pick-ups, vans and SUVs) by 59.7% since the 
1979.  In 2000, the fire rate for passenger cars was 
5.14 fires/million vehicle years, compared to 6.39 for 
light trucks. 
 
For the years 1997-2000 the NASS/CDS contains 
228 cases with fires.  In these cases, frontal crashes 
accounted for 51.3% followed by rollover (24.1%) 
and side (18.4).  Rear impacts accounted for the 
smallest fraction – 6.1%.  The most frequent origin 
for the fire was the engine compartment, accounting 
for 64.5%.  The fuel tank accounted for 11.4%.  
There were a relatively large number of unknown 
sources – 17.1%.  The most frequent object impacted 
before the fire occurred was another vehicle (41.2%).  
However, a variety of roadside objects made up 

48.7%.  Narrow objects such as poles and trees 
contributed more than 25%. 
 
Plastic tanks of three different shapes were evaluated 
to fire and impact testing as required  by ECE R34, 
Annex 5 and US CFR 393.67 (e)(1).  The ECE R34 
fire test appeared to produce repeatable results and all 
tanks demonstrated the capability to withstand the 
test.  All tanks passed the ECE R34 impact test.  The 
US CFR 393.67 (e)(1) requires the tank  containing 
water equal to its rated weight of fuel to be dropped 
on its corner from a height of 30 ft.  All new tanks 
passed the test.  However, two of three tanks that had 
been in service for three years failed the test. 
 
Research is now underway to identify state-of-the-art 
technologies in present day motor vehicles.  Other 
research is oriented to developing test methods to 
assure the fire safety of materials used in vehicles 
with 42-volt electrical systems.  The results of this 
research will be made public as it progresses. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
On March 7, 1995, the U.S. Department of 
Transportation (DOT) and General Motors 
Corporation (GM) entered into an administrative 
agreement, which settled an investigation that was 
being conducted by the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA) regarding an alleged 
defect related to fires in GM C/K pickup trucks 
[NHTSA 1994 and  2001].  
 
Under the GM/DOT Settlement Agreement, GM 
agreed to provide support to NHTSA's effort to 
enhance the current Federal Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standard (FMVSS) No. 301, regarding fuel system 
integrity, through a public rulemaking process.  GM 
also agreed to expend $51.355 million over a five-
year period to support projects and activities that 
would further vehicle and highway safety.  Ten 
million dollars of the funding was devoted to fire 
safety research [NHTSA 2001].   
 
Subsequent to the GM/DOT Settlement, GM agreed 
to fund an additional $4.1 million in research related 
to impact induced fires.  This latter research project 
was included under the terms of a judicial settlement.  
The fuel safety project objectives are defined by the 
White, Monson and Cashiola vs. General Motors 
Agreement dated June 27, 1996 [Judicial District 
Court 1996].  All research under the project will be 
made public for use by the safety community. The 
purpose of this paper is to provide an initial public 
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report on the projects that have been funded under 
this research program, along with results to date.   
 
Research projects that have been initiated include the 
following: 
1. A statistical analysis of field data to determine 

the frequency of fuel leaks and fires by model 
year and by other crash attributes. 

2. A case by case study of fuel leaks and fires in 
NASS/CDS and an assessment of opportunities 
for reduction of vulnerability. 

3. The assessment of the state-of-the-art technology 
to reduce the frequency of fires in motor vehicles 
and/or to delay the time for fires to propagate to 
the fuel or the interior of the occupant 
compartment. 

4. The evaluation of fuel tanks of various shapes 
when subjected to fire and impact testing 
required by ECE or other government standards. 

5. The development of recommended practices for 
the prevention of fires in vehicles equipped with 
42-volt electrical systems. 

 
The status and results of each of the above projects is 
summarized in the sections to follow. 
 
STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF VEHICLE 
FIRES 
 
The occurrence of serious injuries and fatalities from 
fires has remained virtually unchanged over the past 
ten years.  Based on data published by the NHTSA 
for the year 2000, there were a total of 1,657 (2.9%) 
fatal and approximately 5,000 (0.1%) injury crashes 
in which there was a fire [NHTSA 2002].   Of these, 
328 crashes, totaling 552 fatalities, coded 
fire/explosion as the most harmful event.  Between 
1991 and 2000, the percentage of fire related fatal 
crashes has continued to range between 2.6 - 2.9% of 
all fatal crashes, and 0.1 – 0.2% of all injury crashes.  
Although driving exposure has increased over this 
time period, the occurrence of these fatalities and 
serious injuries warrants a more detailed 
investigation into the nature of these crashes.  
 
Previous work has focused on the seriousness or 
severity of fire related casualties, including injury 
and fatality frequencies during impact induced car 
fires.  Additionally, impact induced fuel leakage has 
also been studied, which may be another indicator of 
the performance and crashworthiness of fuel systems.  
Due to the continued occurrence of these events, 
there appears to be a necessity to reevaluate this topic 
as it applies to the current U.S. vehicle fleet.  This 
includes looking at the effects of model year, crash 

severity, fuel leak hazard, impact modes, and vehicle 
types.  Previous studies have not focused on the 
vehicle mix, which has changed dramatically over the 
past decade.  Of particular interest is the increasing 
population of light trucks (pick-ups, vans, and 
SUVs). 
 
Several resources were used to determine the factors 
related to the actual occurrence and impact of fires in 
light passenger vehicles.  These factors  included (1) 
an investigation into the availability of fire related 
data from state, federal, private, and international 
sources, (2) a statistical analysis of national data from 
1975-present, (3)  a statistical analysis of selected 
state accident records from 1978-present.  Results 
from item (2) will be presented here.  Work under 
item (1) and (3) is still underway and results will be 
published at a later date, along with updates in the 
other areas.   
 
Analysis of State and National Data from 1975-
Present 
 
Previously, Malliaris examined FARS 1975-1987 to 
understand certain trends in accidents associated with 
fire events [Malliaris, 1991].  The analysis reported 
in this paper further extends the Malliaris work to 
include the present vehicle fleet and provide a 
differentiation by vehicle type. 
 
Malliaris also examined Michigan state data for the 
years 1978-1984 to assess fire rates and fuel leakage 
rates in police reported crashes [Malliaris 1991].   At 
present the state data study is being updated and 
applied to states other than Michigan.  In 1990, 
Michigan discontinued reporting fuel leakage. 
Consequently, this condition could not be updated.  
Initial studies have confirmed a number of findings 
initially reported by Malliaris.  The extension of the 
analysis to later years in now underway and will be 
reported when completed. 
 
Fire Rates in Vehicles 0-4 Years Old Involved in 
Fatal Accidents  
 
Figure 1 shows the fire occurrence for vehicles 0 to 4 
years old at the time they were involved in fatal 
accidents.  To be counted, a fire had to occur in the 
vehicle after the crash and a fatality had to occur in 
the crash. The fatality may or may not have been in 
that particular vehicle or caused by the fire.  Figure 2 
displays the same data adjusted for vehicle exposure.  
The exposure metric used in the figure is the number 
of registered vehicle years by vehicle class, given as 
million vehicle years or MVY.    
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Vehicle Counts with Fire Occurrence in Fatal Crashes
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Cars Pick-ups Vans SUVs
Figure 1.  Frequency counts of vehicles involved in fatal crashes where a fire occurred in 
that particular vehicle (fatality did not necessarily occur in the vehicle with the fire).  Data 
is from FARS 1979-2000, vehicle age is 0-4 years, and distributions are by vehicle type. 
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Figure 2.  Rates per million vehicle registered years of vehicles involved in fatal crashes 
where a fire occurred in that particular vehicle (fatality did not necessarily occur in the 
vehicle with the fire).  Data is from FARS 1979-2000, vehicle age is 0-4 years, and 
distributions are by vehicle type. 
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Fatality Counts in Vehicles Where Fire Occurred
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Figure 3.  Fatality counts in vehicles where there was the occcurence of a fire/explosion 
(fatalty is not necessarily attributed to the fire event).  Data is from FARS 1979-2000, 
vehicle age is 0-4 years, and distributions are by vehicle type. 
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Cars Pick-ups Vans SUVs
Figure 4.  Fatality rates per million vehicle registered years in vehicles where there was the 
occcurence of a fire/explosion (fatalty is not necessarily attributed to the fire event).  Data 
is from FARS 1979-2000, vehicle age is 0-4 years, and distributions are by vehicle type. 
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Fatality Counts - Fire/Explosion as Most Harmful Event
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Cars Pick-ups Vans SUVs
Figure 5.  Fatality counts in vehicles where there was the occcurence of a fire/explosion 
and the fire event has been coded as the most harful event (i.e. cause of death).  Data is 
from FARS 1979-2000, vehicle age is 0-4 years, and distributions are by vehicle type. 
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Cars Pick-ups Vans SUVs
Figure 6.  Fatality rates per million vehicle registered years in vehicles where there was the 
occcurence of a fire/explosion and the fire event has been coded as the most harful event 
(i.e. cause of death).  Data is from FARS 1979-2000, vehicle age is 0-4 years, and 
distributions are by vehicle type. 
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This study looks at vehicles of age 0-4 years; 
therefore, FARS year 2000 includes models years 
1996-2000.  A significant occurrence took place 
during model year 1976 with the introduction of the 
FMVSS 301 standard for fuel system integrity.  
Based on data in these figures, FARS year 1981 
would be the first year with all vehicles FMVSS 301 
compliant.   
 
Figures 3 and 4 provide the fatality counts and rates 
for fatal crashes in which the fatality occurred in the 
vehicle where there was a fire.  In these figures the 
fatality was not necessarily attributed to the fire 
event.  Figures 5 and 6 relate the number and rate of 
fatalities to the fire event.  In these figures, the fire 
event has been coded as the most harmful event, 
indicating it was the cause of the fatality.  Often 
times it may be difficult to discern the cause of the 
fatality in these crashes (biomechanical trauma vs. 
fire trauma).  This distinction was not investigated 
and the coding was taken directly from FARS.  
Previous studies have attempted to investigate the 
uncertainty and difficulty in coding fire as the most 
harmful event [Davies 2002].  
 
It is positive to note that fire occurrence rates and 
fatality rates, including most harmful event rates, 
have declined since 1979 for all vehicle classes.  
With regard to fire occurrence counts and fatality 
counts, passenger cars and pick-up trucks have 
shown significant declines since 1979.  Vans have 
remained relatively constant, while SUVs have 
shown a slight increase in recent years.  The rise in 
SUVs is offset by the increased number of vehicle 
registrations over the same time period.  SUV 
registrations have increased by 790% since 1979, and 
by over 300% since the early 1990’s.  Even with the 
increased exposure, rates have declined. 
 
Passenger cars have shown the greatest decline in fire 
occurrence counts (207 fires - 51.6%), while pick-up 
trucks have the largest rate decline (9.62 fires/MVY).  
Pick-ups still maintain the highest rate for vehicle 
fires at 8.17 fires/MVY.  In 2000, the fire rate for 
passenger cars was 5.14 fires/MVY, compared to 
6.39 fires/MVY for light trucks.  When looking at the 
overall decline in fire rates, cars have dropped by 
43.7% and LTVs (pick-ups, vans, SUVs) by 59.7%.  
More importantly fatality rates by most harmful event 
have declined by 72.3% for cars and 79.7% for 
LTVs.  Tables 1 and 2 display data from 1979 and 
2000 for fire occurrence rates and fatality (most 
harmful event) rates respectively.   
 
 
 

Table 1. Fire occurrence rates, vehicles age 0-4 in 
FARS 

Cars Pick-ups Vans SUVs All LTVs All Vehicles
1979 9.13 17.79 13.91 7.79 15.86 10.56
2000 5.14 8.17 4.61 5.56 6.39 5.69

Change 4.00 9.62 9.30 2.23 9.47 4.87
Percent 43.7% 54.1% 66.9% 28.7% 59.7% 46.1%  

 
Table 2. Fatality rates by most harmful event, 
vehicles age 0-4 

Cars Pick-ups Vans SUVs All LTVs All Vehicles
1979 3.74 8.22 5.39 8.50 7.72 4.58
2000 1.03 1.45 2.77 0.99 1.56 1.27

Change 2.70 6.77 2.62 7.52 6.15 3.31
Percent 72.3% 82.4% 48.6% 88.4% 79.7% 72.4%  

 
This FARS data is also being reviewed for such 
variables as crash mode (frontal, rear, rollover, etc.), 
impacting object, and more.  Certain vehicle 
characteristics may reveal trends; however the 
relatively low number of fire events may prevent 
significant findings as the data is further categorized. 
 
CASE REVIEWS OF VEHICLE FIRES 
 
For the first phase of this study, the National 
Automotive Sampling System – Crashworthiness 
Data System (NASS/CDS) was used as the source of 
data in the analysis of detailed case studies.  There 
have been two primary tasks completed to this stage.  
These include 1) the development of a NASS 
analysis tool for fire and fuel leakage cases, and 2) 
the application of this tool toward the study of 
NASS/CDS cases. 
 
A crash query and case summary reporting tool is 
currently under development to help researchers 
review historical crash cases collected through 
NASS/CDS.  The web based query page allows a 
user to select a specific subset of crashes from the 
database, based on desired crash conditions.  It has 
been further enhanced to identify cases based on 
fire/fuel leakage variables. 
 
The NASS/CDS tool performs a query based on a 
series of limiting conditions, and then returns two 
sets of information.  First, data relating to the 
generated subset of crashes is available in tabular 
form.  Since a large set of crash variables may be 
returned, a user is able to perform sorting and 
scanning on the data to look for trends and 
relationships between variables not evident during 
the initial query.   
 
The second piece of information returned is a list of 
all cases that meet the query criteria.  A user can 
select a case for further investigation.  Following case 
selection, an automated summary sheet(s) is 
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generated with significant crash variables presented 
along with applicable pictures and scene diagram.   
 
This query tool was used to identify and summarize 
228 cases from 1997-2000 NASS/CDS in which 
there was a fire occurrence.  These cases have been 
further analyzed to identify certain attributes of the 
crashes, which include:  
• Investigate crash mode distribution in these cases 

(frontal, side, rear, rollover, etc.). 
• Identify the ignition sources of the fires, along 

with fire location within the vehicle. 
• Investigate accidents of similar severity and 

impact mode in which there was no fire, looking 
at injury distribution comparisons. 

Although this study is ongoing, some initial results 
are available.  It should be noted that NASS/CDS 
weighting factors were not used in this study due to 
the complexity and relative randomness of fire 
events.  It was felt that the weighting factors could 
not be definitively applied to the fire events.  
 
When looking at impact direction, the cases were 
divided into categories of impact that would be 
associated with the fire event.  For example, if a 
frontal impact occurred with another vehicle 
followed by a side impact to a tree, and the tree 
impact was the source of a ruptured fuel tank, this 
would be classified as a side impact for this study.  
Based on this criterion, frontal impacts accounted for 
117 cases (51.3%), side impacts 42 cases (18.4%), 
rear impacts 14 cases (6.1%), and rollovers 55 cases 
(24.1%).  These results can be seen in Figure 7.  It is 
interesting to note that rear impacts had the lowest 
frequency of fire events. 
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Figure 7. Distribution of fire events by impact 
direction. 
 
Each impact mode is being further investigated to 
identify any possible trends.  This includes impact 
mode in combination with impacting object and 
origin of the fire.  Rollover events are being reviewed 

to understand the various contributions of the role 
events.  This includes roll severity (number of ¼ 
turns), roll direction, and fire origin relative to roll 
events. 
 
The location and/or origin of the fire can provide 
useful information to researchers looking to further 
improve vehicle design and prevent fire events.  The 
distribution of the fire origin within these NASS/CDS 
cases is shown in Figure 8.  Of particular interest is 
that a large majority of fires (147 cases – 64.5%) 
initiated inside the engine compartment.  In 26 cases 
(11.4%) it could be definitively determined that the 
fuel tank was the source of the fire.  Often times it is 
difficult or impossible to determine the fire origin.  
This typically occurs in cases in which the vehicle 
was completely engulfed.  There were 39 cases 
(17.1%) with unknown fire origins.  This distribution 
is similar to previous studies and warrants further 
investigation into specific sources of fire initiation 
within the engine compartment.  
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Figure 8. Distribution of fire origin/location.  
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Figure 9. Distribution of fire events by impacting 
object. 
 
This initial review of the data also identified the 
distribution of impacting objects for fire events 
(Figure 9).  In 94 cases (41.2%) another vehicle was 
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the impacting object that was associated with the fire 
event.  Although Figure 9 shows a more detailed 
breakdown of the impacting object, it can be seen 
that in 111 cases (48.7%) a fixed roadside object was 
the source of impact and the fire event.  In a majority 
of these cases the fixed object is narrow and results in 
significant penetration at concentrated locations 
along the vehicle.  Though further investigation is 
warranted and ongoing, impacts with fixed narrow 
objects account for a larger portion of the fuel tank 
related fires.  
 
Of particular importance in any vehicle safety 
investigation is to study the relationships with 
occupant injury and fatality.  While it is interesting to 
look at injury distributions within a particular type of 
event, it is also necessary to gage the relative 
importance of the findings.  For this study, it can be 
done by comparing all crash events with fire events.  
Injury distributions based on MAIS is shown in 
Figure 10.  The data is displayed for all fire event 
cases along side all non-fire cases.  It should be noted 
that the MAIS for the fire cases is associated with the 
fire event.  For example, if the crash victim had an 
AIS 5 associated with steering wheel contact, and an 
AIS 2 associated with the fire event, the case is 
classified as MAIS 2 for this study.  This attempts to 
normalize to a certain extent for the fire event, but it 
should be noted that it is often difficult to discern 
these injuries at higher severities. 
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Figure 10. Injury distribution by MAIS for fire 
and non-fire cases. 
 
Results show some interesting initial findings.  Fire 
events tend to have a significantly greater percentage 
of MAIS 3+ associated injuries.  While fire events 
are relatively infrequent, their occurrence tends to 
have greater associated harm.  Further investigation 
into the injuries within each case is ongoing. 
 
 
 

 
SURVEY OF STATE-OF-THE-ART IN FIRE 
SAFETY TECHNOLOGY 
 
An investigation of the state-of-the-art in fuel 
systems has been undertaken with a focus on 
identifying fuel system fire safety technologies for 
preventing and/or mitigating post-crash fuel fires that 
may be in use today. An extensive survey will be 
conducted with in-vehicle evaluation and 
documentation of the various systems. Additionally, 
major fuel system components, such as the fuel tank 
itself, will be evaluated.  The project is divided into 
two phases: 
• Phase 1 defines the overall scope of the 

investigation and establishes procedures for 
carrying out the more specific review of 
individual systems. Included is a review of 
existing automotive fuel system standards. 

• Phase 2 comprises the in-depth evaluation of the 
fuel systems from vehicles identified in Phase 1. 

The work performed under Phase 1 of the project is 
discussed herein. 
 
Forty two different fuel system performance 
standards from world wide standards agencies and 
governing bodies were reviewed as part of the 
investigation into the state-of-the-art in fuel systems. 
These standards have been summarized and reported 
previously [Fournier 2001]. 
 
Various design strategies or technologies associated 
with the fuel system, which includes the evaporative 
emissions hardware, have been identified as potential 
countermeasures for preventing or mitigating the 
likelihood of post-crash vehicle fires. These strategies 
or technologies, which may already be employed in 
existing vehicles, include: 
• Filler check valve: If the filler hose is torn from 

the tank a check valve located at the spout on the 
tank would prevent excessive fuel loss. 

• Shielding: Shields may be used to increase the 
fuel system’s resistance to damage resulting 
from direct contact and debris by providing an 
additional layer of protection. 

• Tank materials, thickness: The choice of tank 
materials (plastic vs. metal) and its thickness will 
affect the resistance to punctures, tearing or 
bursting. 

• Multiple layered tanks: Although principally 
used to address emission issues, multiple layered 
constructions may improve robustness. 

• Tank bladders: Compliant and tear resistant 
bladders contained inside a tank prevent fuel 
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leaks if the rigid outer shell of the tank system is 
compromised. 

• Tear away fuel line connections with check 
valves: These connections are designed to 
disengage and seal if excessive tension is applied 
to the fuel lines. 

• Fire shields/blankets: Fire retardant shields, 
affixed to the hood fall into place to smother 
engine compartment fires. 

• Anti-siphoning: The routing of fuel lines are 
such that if severed they would not continue to 
siphon fuel from the tank. 

• EFI Fuel Pump shut off: The fuel pump would 
be deactivated if a crash is detected. 

• Active fire suppression systems: Fire detectors 
would trigger the release of fire suppressant 
chemicals. 

• Tank additives: Reticulate materials placed 
inside the tank to prevent explosions of the tank. 

• Location, tank environment and routing of fill 
and delivery lines: Placement of fuel system 
components relative to potentially intrusive or 
aggressive components to minimize damage in 
the event of a collision. 

• Slip-in-tube drive shaft: In a frontal collision of a 
rear wheel drive vehicle, the drive shaft would 
collapse along its length to minimize damage to 
a rear mounted tank. 

 
The North American fleet comprises over three 
hundred makes and models of vehicles, not including 
variations within a model. The inspection of each one 
is beyond the current scope of the review which 
intends to gain a cross-section view of the best 
practices in fuel system fire safety design. A subset 
of these vehicles has been proposed and consists of a 
cross section of vehicle type (car, SUV, truck, etc.), 
manufacturer, price range, country of origin, etc.  
Also, vehicles with known technology 
implementations will be reviewed. 
 
Information on each vehicle is collected and input 
into a Microsoft Access© database.  This includes, but 
is not limited to: 
• Tank shape and placement 
• Presence of technologies listed previously 
• Routing of fuel lines and components associated 

with the fuel delivery system 
• Type and location of batteries and power sources 
• Proximity of potentially “aggressive” structural 

components 
In addition to visual inspections, vehicle brochures 
and user manuals will be reviewed, along with repair 
and maintenance manuals.  Accompanying digital 
photos are also placed in the database. 

 
A sample vehicle inspection has been completed as 
part of phase 1 of this study.  Phase 2 – the inspection 
of 70 vehicles – is underway and all data will enter 
the public domain upon completion. 
 
EVALUATION OF PLASTIC FUEL TANKS OF 
VARIOUS SHAPES 
 
The purpose of this program is to conduct 
comparison evaluations of existing plastic fuel tanks 
to performance standards applied in Europe and also 
to standards applied to tanks for trucks in the US.  
The tests also examined degradation in service.  Two 
ages of tanks were tested; 1) “conditioned” tanks, not 
older than four years, and 2) “new” tanks, from 
original equipment manufacturers (OEMs).  The 
conditioned tanks were from vehicles that have been 
operated in a warm climate in the vicinity of San 
Antonio, Texas.  The new tanks were purchased from 
the OEM supply and not from an after market 
supplier.  The project evaluated three different tank 
design shapes.   
 
The three tank design shapes are as follows: 1) a 
“pancake” tank typical of tanks in front wheel drive 
cars with a thin shape mounted to an underbody near 
the rear seat area and in front of the rear axle; 2) a 
“long” tank with a narrow shape mounted inside the 
frame rail and in front of the rear axle; and 3) a 
“square” tank mounted behind the rear axle.  The 
three types of tanks are shown in Figures 11-13. 
 
Three types of tests were conducted for new and 
conditioned tanks for each of the three tank shapes.  
The tests were:  fire resistance, concentrated energy 
cold impact, and high energy impact. 
 
The fire resistance tests were conducted in 
accordance with the European Standard for plastic 
fuel tanks, ECE R 34, Annex 5, Fire Resistance 
Section.  This standard requires the plastic tank to 
withstand a pool fire for two minutes without leaking.  
In this test, the tank is mounted on the actual vehicle 
and filled with gasoline to 50% of capacity.  For one 
minute, the vehicle and tank were subjected to the 
full intensity of a fuel-fed pool fire positioned 
directly beneath the tank.  For the second minute, the 
intensity of the fire was mitigated by covering the fire 
pan with a screen.  If the tank survives for two 
minutes it is said to “pass.”  
 
In the research testing conducted under this project, a 
third condition was imposed.  In this third condition, 
the screen was removed and the high intensity fire 
was continued until tank leakage occurred.  Once 
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Figure 11. “Pancake” shaped tank pre-test. 
 

Figure 12. “Long” shaped tank pre-test. 
 

Figure 13. “Square” shaped tank pre-test. 
 

Figure 14. “Pancake” tank after fire test. 
 

Figure 15. “Long” tank after fire test. 
 

 
Figure 16. “Square” tank after fire test. 
 

leakage was observed, the fire was extinguished 
quickly by fire suppressants.  The results reported in 
Table 3 shows the number of seconds after removal 
of the screen at 2 minutes until the tank leakage 
occurred 
 
In these fire tests, all of the conditioned tanks were 
the original tanks installed on the 1998 model year 

vehicles that were subjected to the burn tests.  These 
conditioned tanks were tested before the “new” tanks 
were installed on the same vehicle.  In all cases, the 
fire exposure caused some loss of body material from 
the vehicle.  Consequently, added area for ventilation 
might exist in the second test.  To reduce the effects 
of differences in ventilation, the vehicle with the 
“pancake” tank was rebuilt for the second test.  The 
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other vehicles suffered less degradation and were not 
rebuilt.  The second test of the “square” tank resulted 
in tank leakage at 101 seconds – 19 seconds short of 
the requirement.   This difference could be explained 
by the increased ventilation permitted by the test 
buck.   
 
Table 3.  Number of Seconds After Removal of 
Fire Screen Until Tank Leakage Occurred 

Tank Type New Conditioned 
Pancake 90 90 
Long 38 21 
Square -19 10 

 
Other observations made from the tests included the 
location and size of the initial leak that occurred 
before the fire was extinguished.   The two pancake 
tanks leaked at the same place – the bottom left rear 
corner.  In both cases, the leaks were very small.  The 
two square tanks both leaked in locations that were 
associated with loading by the mounting strap.  Both 
tanks also leaked or were severely weakened at the 
front right top corner due to sagging of the tank.  The 
rate of leakage from the square tank was greater than 
for the pancake tank.  The two long tanks both leaked 
due to sagging of the front part of the tank that 
overhung the mounting straps.  The leakage occurred 
at the front of the tank or at the straps.  The rate of 
leakage was greater than the square tank.  The post 
test deformation of the “pancake” tank, the “long” 
tank, and the “square” tank are shown in Figures 14 
through 16. 
 
Impact resistance was conducted on three new and 
three seasoned tanks.  The impact tests were of two 
types.  First tests were conducted in accordance with 
the European Standard for plastic fuel tanks, ECE R 
34, Annex 5, Section 1 “Impact Resistance”.    
Second, tests were conducted in accordance with 49 
CFR 393.67, “Liquid Fuel Tanks”.   
 
For the ECE R 34 impact resistance test, the tanks are 
filled to rated capacity and chilled to -40 degrees C. 
At this temperature, they are impacted by a pyramid 
shaped 15 kg mass at an energy level of 30.1 Nm.  In 
the research tests, tanks were impacted at the right 
front corner at energy levels ranging from 30.1 Nm to 
43.6 Nm.  No leakage occurred in any of the tests. 
 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulation CFR 393.67 
“Liquid Fuel Tanks” requires an impact test condition 
that has not been applied to passenger vehicles.  
Section (e) (1) of the standard applies to side-
mounted tanks and requires a drop test of the tank.  In 
this test, the tank is filled with water to a weight 

equal to the rated weight of fuel and dropped on its 
corner from a height of 30 ft. onto an unyielding 
surface.  The standard limits the allowable leakage 
after the test to 1 oz per minute. 
 
Table 4.  Leakage rate in oz. per minute for Three 
Types of Tanks After 30 ft Drop Test per CFR 
393.67 (e) (1) 
Tank Type New Conditioned 
Pancake <1 <1 
Long <1 150 
Square <1 900 

 
The results of the 30 ft drop tests are shown in Table 
4.  All of the new tanks and the seasoned pancake 
tank passed the test.  However, both of the other 
seasoned tanks ruptured at the pinch-off separation.  
A typical breach of the tank is shown in Figure 17.  
 

 
Figure 17.  Seasoned “Long” Tank Post Drop Test 
 
This limited research indicates that the tested tanks 
performed in a repeatable manner when subjected to 
ECE R 34, Annex 5, “Fire Resistance” Section.   
However, considerable difference in the margin for 
passing the test was present for the three tank types.  
In addition, the amount of leakage that occurred once 
the leak was initiated was vastly different.  The 
behind the axle location of the “square” tank 
permitted the greatest amount of ventilation, and 
consequently may have been the most severe 
environment.  The overhang of the long tank beyond 
the supporting straps appeared to be the most 
vulnerable feature of that tank shape.  There was no 
identifiable difference between the performance of 
new and seasoned tanks in these tests. 
 
All three tanks performed satisfactorily when 
subjected to the ECE R 34 Impact Resistance test, 
even when subjected to an impact with approximately 
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50% more energy than required by the test.  No 
degradation was noted in the seasoned tanks. 
 
All three new tanks performed satisfactorily when 
subjected to the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Regulation CFR 393.67 (e)(1) 30 ft. drop test.  
However, the seasoned “long” and “square” tanks 
leaked excessively after the drop.  This result 
suggests some degradation of the resistance to severe 
impact with aging for these tanks. 
 
DEVELOPMENT OF RECOMMENDED 
PRACTICE IN 42-VOLT APPLICATIONS 
 
Major auto manufacturers are currently developing 
electrical systems that operate on 36-volt 
architectures, transitioning from the current 12-volt 
systems (14 volts when charging) typically used 
today.  The 36 volt architecture charges at 42 volts, 
with possible voltage peaks as high as 58 volts.  
Current best practice and recommendations from ISO 
restrict the ability for human interface with voltages 
above 60 volts, thus the selection of the 36-volt 
architecture.  Because the normal operating range is 
42-volts, they are typically referred to as 42-volt 
systems.    
 
There are several reasons why this transition is taking 
place.  Power demands have been growing at about 
6% per year for the last 15-20 years [SAE 2002, 
TOPTEC 2002, Intertech 2002].  Modern cars 
consume between one and three kilowatts of power.  
They are near the limit of what can be done with the 
12-volt architecture.  This growth in power demand 
results from the expanding use of electronics in 
autos: radio and hi-fi systems, navigation systems, 
use of electrical outlets for plug-in computers, etc.  In 
the future, there are many conventional systems that 
can be driven electronically.  Electrically assisted 
power steering is now on the market.  Electric brakes, 
electric rear wheel steering, electric suspension and 
stability control, electric drive for water and oil 
pumps, advanced automatic crash notification (ACN) 
systems, electric air conditioning and heating 
systems, and 110 volt AC outlets are all new 
applications which may be attractive after 42 volts 
becomes available.  Some of these new components 
have fuel economy, emissions, and/or safety benefits. 
 
Another major trend is toward “mild hybrids,” where 
the engine is shut off when stopped in traffic, and 
other systems, such as the air conditioning continue 
to operate.  This technology is commonly referred to 
as an integrated starter generator and can provide 
approximately a 10% fuel economy improvement in 
city driving.  

 
Even at 14-volts, there are fires caused by shorts and 
other malfunctions in the electrical systems.  As was 
shown previously in the data analysis, more fires 
occur in frontal impacts, and initiate within the 
engine compartment.  Since batteries are typically 
mounted in that region of the vehicle, and most of the 
under-hood fluids are flammable (including the 
engine coolant), there is reason to suspect that the 
battery may contribute to many under-hood fires.  
Batteries contain a great deal of energy (~ 3 million 
Joules for an 85 Ampere-hour battery).  A short can 
dissipate hundreds of Watts, and can ignite 
surrounding flammable materials.  A crushed battery 
can create either external or internal shorts and begin 
a heat release that can ignite the plastic battery case, 
and then spread to other under-hood materials.  
 
If a circuit is broken with a 14-volt circuit, some 
sparking may occur, but not a sustained arc.  With a 
42-volt system there is likely to be a sustained arc 
when a circuit opens or there is a short to ground.  
This arc has tremendous power associated with it.  It 
can easily produce 1000 Watts of power and release 
1000 Joules per second.  The temperature of the 
plasma can be 6000 C. This level of power can ignite 
most materials and can burn holes in sheet steel. 
 
There is also another phenomenon called “Carbon 
Tracking” which can be present at 14 volts, but will 
be more common at 42 volts.  It is caused by an 
electric field across an “insulator.” “Insulators” can 
conduct small amounts of electricity and gradually 
convert the hydrocarbons in the plastic to carbon - 
which is a good conductor.  After considerable time 
(i.e. 10-15 years of a vehicle lifetime), this deposit of 
carbon can grow until it is capable of conducting a 
large amount of current.  Shortly after the current 
builds up, the material will effectively short and 
cause an arc, and the material can flash into flame. 
 
This process is accelerated by having conducting 
liquids or solids on the surface of the conductor. Oil, 
dirt, grime and moisture, which are readily available 
in the engine compartment, can get on the plastic 
electrical components and speed-up the process.  
Road salt (and battery acid released in a crash) are 
also conductors which can exacerbate the situation.  
42-volt systems (with associated voltage margins) 
will be more susceptible to this phenomenon.   
 
MVFRI is working with the USCAR 42-volt 
Working Group to fund a 42-volt research project at 
Underwriter’s Laboratories (UL).   The purpose of 
this effort is to investigate Carbon Tracking 
phenomena with 25 different plastic samples that are 
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representative of materials used in connectors, 
terminal strips, and wire insulation.  A 5% salt 
solution, typical of spray from salted roads in winter 
conditions, will be used to stress the material.  One 
calibrated drop will fall every 30-seconds.  After 50 
drops (~25 minutes) the material is said to “pass.”  
Some materials will be tested for 500 drops to 
validate that 50 drops is an acceptable stopping point. 
 
The second effort under consideration will be to test a 
selection of materials to determine their flammability 
after being exposed to arcs likely to be created by 42-
volt systems.  These arcs are very high intensity and 
most materials will ignite if exposed long enough.  
The distinguishing factor is how much energy they 
can absorb before igniting.  The number of materials 
is potentially much larger in number than for the 
carbon tracking testing.  Any material that could be 
exposed to arcing needs to be tested - including some 
of the flammable under-hood fluids.   
 
Results from these studies will be published at a later 
date and it is expected that these works may form the 
basis for recommended best practice and/or test 
standards associated with 42-volt systems. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
For the year 2001, there were a total of 1,657 fatal 
crashes in which there was a fire.  This is about 2.9% 
of all fatal crashes.  Analysis of FARS data indicates 
that the fire rates in cars has dropped by 43.7% and 
LTVs (pick-ups, vans and SUVs) by 59.7% since the 
1979.  In 2000, the fire rate for passenger cars was 
5.14 fires/million vehicle years, compared to 6.39 for 
light trucks. 
 
For the years 1997-2000 the NASS/CDS contains 
228 cases with fires.  In these cases, frontal crashes 
accounted for 51.3% followed by rollover (24.1%) 
and side (18.4).  Rear impacts accounted for the 
smallest fraction – 6.1%.  The most frequent origin 
for the fire was the engine compartment, accounting 
for 64.5%.  The fuel tank accounted for 11.4%.  
There were a relatively large number of unknown 
sources – 17.1%.  The most frequent object impacted 
before the fire occurred was another vehicle (41.2%).  
However, a variety of roadside objects made up 
48.7%.  Narrow objects such as poles and trees 
contributed more than 25%. 
 
Plastic tanks of three different shapes were evaluated 
to fire and impact testing as required  by ECE R34, 
Annex 5 and US CFR 393.67 (e)(1).  The ECE R34 
fire test appeared to produce repeatable results and all 
tanks demonstrated the capability to withstand the 

test.  All tanks passed the ECE R34 impact test.  The 
US CFR 393.67 (e)(1) requires the tank  containing 
water equal to its rated weight of fuel to be dropped 
on its corner from a height of 30 ft.  All new tanks 
passed the test.  However, two of three tanks that had 
been in service for three years failed the test.  In both 
cases the failure was pinch off separation, suggesting 
a possible deterioration of this junction with time. 
 
Research is now underway to identify state-of-the-art 
technologies in present day motor vehicles.  Other 
research is oriented to developing test methods to 
assure the fire safety of materials used in vehicles 
with 42-volt electrical systems.  The results of this 
research will be made public as it progresses. 
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