
Waflington, 336 20515-3517 

July 25, 1997 

Mr.JamuKHan 
chairmall 
National Trpnsportatioll Safety Board 
490 L'Bnlont plaza, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20594 

DearchairmaaHall: 

on Aviatiop I askad you several quCStioa~ regarding tbc NISE's investigation of the July 17, 
1996 crash of TWA plight 800. I lppreciate your taking the time to pppear before tk 
subcommittee. Unfortunately, I ody had five minutes to ask queslions. I h v e  sevenl 
additional questions, and would appreciate it if you could respond in wn&g as so6n u 
possible. "%e questions a listed below. 

At the July lo, 1997 hearing of cbe Transportation d Infrastructure Subcommitt& 

3) 

4) 

.m .. 

I understand that tbe NTSB conducted a test in Augusc of 1996 in tbe Mojave desut 
on the he1 tank temperature ofr 747. Has tbe NTSB conduded any tests to 
errate, as close as possibk, the type of watber c o n d i k  that TWA Flight 800 
e x p e r i d  on July 17,1996 in tbe boun prior to the cnsb? If yw, what wuc tbe 
nsultl of these twts? 

Some NTSB oftlcials have stated that Ibc numbcr thrae fuel tank may have beea tbe 
ignition soum for the explosion, and that thF# of tbe four e n g h  were drawiag 
fuel from tbe number thnc fa&. ff this is, in- h e  themy bciig expounadby 
the NISB, & this dradard openting p d u r c  fop a 7477 

Haa tbe "ISB kea able to find my ucampleofr fuel tank explcaion in an airborne 
~wlmcrcial jet aircnft that was ignited by an 

Is it true that m ofiicial fmm tbe NTSB asserted to ABC News 'Prhnttime' that M 
old wiring problem on U.S. Navy jets related to saltwater corrosion was reas~a to 
suspect I wiring problem on a 747 was a possible internal ignition mum forth: 
explosioo in TWA plight &001 ff (Ne, what evideace das the NTSlB have that tbe 
wiring aystan in a Navyjd is similar to tbatofr 747, rad that the wiring h a  747 

i@ho wum? 

k SUsccptibk b tbe SBmC lypC OfconWh U thu Of 8 mjd? 
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5)  You indicated It tbe July 10th hearing that the NTSB has not yet urnwered any 
physical evidentx of I mechanical malfundon. At b e  samc b e ,  tbc NTSB has not 
beta abk Io rule out the possibility that the cnsb caused by li missile or explosive 
device. IfthitiCthecase, whyhastheNTSB,onsevenloccosiona, indicatedtothe 
media that the likely cause of the cash was mecbanial malfunction? 

Given the lack of physical wideace of a mechaaical rmtfuoch, ad g i v a  the lagc 
number of eyewitnesses who saw an object ascu@ng toward8 TWA ErUght 800 odpl 
to its explosion, why hasn’t the NTSB given mom credeace to the mhrsile theory? 

To follow-up on question #6, why is the NTSB conducting extensive and expensive 
tests to delemine the plausibility of mechanical malfunction, but not conducting t a t s  
to examine the plausibility of a missile or explosive device as tbe cause of tbc cnsh? 

6) 

7)  

JATlpm 

Thank you for your cooperation. I mad to your prompt mponse. : .I 

i 

A 

c: The Honorable Ioha J. Duncan, Jr. 
The Honorable william Lipinski 

.. . *  


