














School at Indian Head, Maryland; and
a charter developer and instructor of
the Hazardous Devices School at
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama. | felt
qualified to take up this challenge.

The ‘Gunderson Device’

“Electro-hydrodynamic Gaseous
Fuel Device” (a.k.a “Barometric
Bomb”) — the name itself is an im-
mediate red flag to anyone with a
passing knowledge of the basics of
improvised explosive devices. Let’s
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break down the name: electric-water
pressure-gas device, or, air-pressure
bomb. Say what? Going back to
“Bombs Basic 101,” we have hydro-
static fuzes, which are found in depth
bombs; they function by the increase
of water pressure as the bomb sinks
toward its submarine target, or deto-
nates from the pressure wave of an-
other underwater explosion. There is
also the barometric fuze that func-
tions by air pressure (same idea, dif-
ferent medium). “Baromefric Bomb,”

though a nifty-sounding name, makes
no sense.

Not content with one titillating
title, Gunderson also refers to this
dream machine as an “A-Nutronic
[sic] device” that is only 9 inches
long and a mere 2 inches in diameter.
Perhaps he was trying to imply some
far-out connection to a neutron bomb.
Neutron weapons achieve their kill-
ing power not from their blast effect,
but through a massive flux of neu-
tron energy — which definitely did
not occur in downtown Oklahoma
City. It’s an absolute fact that noth-
ing anywhere near the tiny size de-
scribed by Gunderson — except for a
genuine nuclear device — could come
close to causing the damage that oc-
curred there. His “device” came from
the mind of someone who has
watched too many episodes of Star
Trek. Neutron I’ve heard of, but
“nutron”? Sorry Ted, your spelling is
as bad as your science.

Speaking of correctness, let’s ex-
amine some of the materials that
make up this so-called “device.” Only
one of the explosives listed in this
“bomb” sounds familiar: PETN
(pentaerythrite tetranitrate). As for
some of the others listed in the re-
port, such as “PBNX5” and “PBNX5
Type 2” — there ain’t no such ani-
mals. Could it be the storyteller got
confused trying to spell PBX (plas-
tic-bonded RDX, a.k.a. plastic-
bonded explosive)? Even if this is
the case, his brain trolley again jumps
the track: In his density table he lists
the two so-called PBNXS explosives
as having respective densities of 3.8
and 4.8 — a far cry from 1.71, the
actual density of PBX. He erred again
by assigning 1.00 as the density of
“amonium” [sic] nitrate instead of the
actual density of 1.725 for ammo-
nium nitrate. Then he mentions
“PDTN,” another non-existent explo-
sive. At first glance it seems he mis-
spelled PETN, but this is hardly the
case because he then comes up with
a name for this mystery explosive,
calling it “pentadirythri-tetra-nitrate.”
And lastly, we find aluminum sili-
cate tossed into this enigmatic mix.
An inert material, aluminum silicate
reduces explosive power, it doesn’t
enhance it.

As for the “device” itself, The
Spotlight’s diagram looks like a cross
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