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DearBut& 

MY fin impressIon after having criticaNy reviewed the information provided was that it 
ir & insufkieat depth and icup to mmhte ampktely. This is sp=ificolly tat with 
fe~rpect to the tiuation of overaIl uqtdityn of tht data provided within the rubmission. 

In sane cum cocceedi.~@y bple observations am absent (the time of day) d in others 
mricw omiwioru are evidak e,g., trial 5, what happened to the =thrd cqmdd oxygen 
cabten. The method6 aad mat&lb employed fb each Wst” have not been clearly 
dcfinsd. AddWWy, perbapa nrore disturbingly, the submission appewa to contin Wq 
which hu yet do be “ev&awd”_ 

I we no pmbsional opinions in this a&mission. I believe these rimulationr took NW 
~~ppr~?c,im~ly 18 mu&w q~. The gwemmew chic~sly spent a good deal of money 
and time gene&g the rwuks. I am at d lm co explain why there i8 n0 intetpretW~0n Of 
th@IL 

EPA 



Whotat concluuions, without proMod opinioru, without pfrdctionr, the experimcrrt 
hw r~ intrimic v&e. As ouch, it is diffhlt to cotweti on the vrfidity of data, which 
has no clearly definad putpoae. 

UW the limitatiorar de&bed abovea I have the f~Nowi~g obmwaticma to m&e: 

There iu no bdica!ion as to WOW the ititius0r ~cnct18!~ was actually uacti~$ted-. 
Thir ir I D&W problem with rcqect to experimaul de&n. Are they auggestbag that 
the OxysGllr pwratOn on the Vddct were ttctivued by human intt-etion’l How ehe 
might thuy be wtiv8tod7 Why were n0 trials involving dr~p$n& hkhg or crudhg 
employal? Again there i8 n0 acplanaW3 or intqrtion given fix the adected 

nwcbadsm or mOd8 of activetion (in this cue, human htewention). 



WSJHH FROM IHALAlt9 

Thc~~~reoftbsftdi$aotd~bebindctsil. W@uxdyirit? ‘HThb;tmb 
chemical, phy&al ULd f!re propertim? What is the i@tiQn p&t br the uch mat&l 
type Qf SireI, whrrt Qws of w was tmployedp what g-d amt@emaYt w88 
smplOyeds Wcf8 thef8 any other fbds present directly of indirvct!y, e.g., w88 the 
cardboard imprwed w%h wax 01 did the polymer (in the bubble wrap) eoatain volatile 
pksticizcn? yyhst were the ambient temperawes a the time of the cxperim~nk? What 
time of day wu it? why wudt l cbronolqical record of the wquenm of ah taW, time 
inted ia m each t&l, or tad tength of each t&l includl~g setup, calibmtion UMI 
sxpslr’rmental ~imuksiorr, pc#8atsd? 



WHY-11-99 09:54 FIN HLCJHH FROM IN~LHB 0047 P-05 

Asotdiq to my under- of the NTSB and the FM racordk the acciderrt fligh 
&s&d 9-10 mini. B&m thir, th0 Cockpit Voice bcotdcr (CVk) indicate8 8t fH‘ 
23-24 mhtes elapsed hm push back Born tht pt.t until tab of!E Sometimt befbte 
th&theoxygcncenirtenwec443&dontheoimaft. Thepilotra0tcdtheybdunokcin 
the COCQit 8nd ti abin 4 minutea into the flight. 
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