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1. INTRODUCTION AND REGISTRATION OF ATTENDEES 
Barbara Dennis called the Lubricants Committee Special Standards meeting to order 
and invited attendees to sign the attendance roster (see Attachment 1). Mike See 
reviewed the operating guidelines for the meeting. 
 
2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES AND ACTION ITEMS FROM NOVEMBER 10 

STANDARDS MEETING 
No changes to the November 10, 2008, minutes were reported. A motion to approve the 
minutes as written was made, seconded, and approved. Action items from the 
November 10 meeting and their status [in bold] are listed below: 

 ACC will assemble information on VID stand availability. [TMC report discussed 
below] 

 ACC will look for scenarios for the GF-5 timeline and provide options for Lubricants 
Committee consideration. [discussed below] 

 David Smith will present the D892 foam data at the next ILSAC/Oil meeting. 
[complete] 

 Jerry Wang will deliver the presentation on used oil aeration control for GF-5 at the 
next ILSAC/Oil meeting. [complete] 

 Kevin Ferrick will request that the items above be included in the next ILSAC/Oil 
meeting agenda. [complete] 

 API will add quick tests of bulk oil samples to the 2009 audit program. [underway] 

 API will revise API 1525 and circulate the revisions for Lubricants Committee review. 
[in process] 

 
3. GEOS A AND B CERTIFICATION 
Kevin Ferrick provided the Lubricants Committee with an overview of General Motors’ 
plans to certify engine oils against its Global Engine Oil Specifications (GEOS A and B) 
(see Attachment 2). The specification for gasoline engine oils, GEOS A, received most 
of the attention from the committee. Meeting participants discussed the issue and 
wondered if the use of GEOS A would impact GM’s CAFE certifications. Mr. Ferrick 
plans to review this issue with other API staff. Committee members also questioned 
whether the use of an ILSAC GF-5 engine oil in a new GM vehicle would invalidate the 
vehicle’s warranty. 
 
The discussion on GEOS A then shifted to options for going forward. Kevin Ferrick 
offered five for consideration by the committee (see Attachment 3). Meeting participants 



specifically addressed Option 2 (API operates licensing program for GM). Some 
expressed concerns about licensing against a specification that would be managed 
completely by GM, and others questioned how this would impact current negotiations on 
the next ILSAC specification. To address the question on whether API should operate a 
licensing program for GM, committee members conducted a straw poll in response to 
the following question: Should API operate a GEOS certification program for GM? The 
committee recommended unanimously against API operating a certification program for 
GM. Mr. Ferrick responded that he would share this recommendation with API 
management. 
 
The committee continued its discussions on GEOS A and developed a list of its own 
options for consideration: 
 

 Continue with the development of the next ILSAC specification (as is). 

 Pull out of ILSAC specification development but continue to develop an “S” category 
companion to GF-5 (for example, API SN with improved fuel economy and engine 
and emissions system protection). 

 Develop a GF-4 or SM PLUS (improved version of either GF-4 or SM). 

 Develop an API global engine oil specification. 
 
Committee members are asked to circulate these options within their respective 
organizations and be prepared to discuss them during a to-be-scheduled conference 
call. 
 
ACTIONS: 

 API will determine if GM’s use of GEOS could impact its CAFE certification. 

 Committee members will circulate the options listed above within their 
respective organizations and be prepared to discuss them during a future 
conference call. 

 
4. BALLOT RECOMMENDATION FOR BASE STOCK SLATE DEFINITION 
Dennis Bachelder summarized a recommendation from the BOI/VGRA Task Force to 
ballot a new definition for API 1509 Appendix E paragraph E.1.2.2. This 
recommendation was developed at the task force’s November 11, 2008, meeting in 
Tampa. Mr. Bachelder’s presentation is included as Attachment 4. Mr. Bachelder then 
reported that five revisions to the ballot recommendation were submitted to API after the 
November 11 meeting. These revisions are titled Alternate Definitions A through E in 
Attachment 4. 
 
The members of the committee considered the original recommendation and the five 
alternate definitions. They also reviewed a letter from ACC urging a resolution of the 
E.1.2.2 issue (see letter under Attachment 5). After much discussion, a motion was 
made and seconded to issue a letter ballot to modify E.1.2.2 using Alternate Definition B 
or C. The committee voted eight for B, three for C, and three abstain. To clarify further 
the intent of the committee, members proposed and seconded a motion to letter ballot 
Alternate Definition B. This motion carried with a vote of eleven for, two against, and 



one abstain. Dennis Bachelder agreed to issue a letter ballot to amend E.1.2.2 with the 
following wording: 
 

E.1.2.2    A BASE STOCK SLATE IS A PRODUCT LINE OF BASE 
STOCKS THAT MAY HAVE DIFFERENT VISCOSITIES OR OTHER 
PROPERTIES AND ARE IN THE SAME API BASE STOCK GROUP AS 
DEFINED IN E.1.3 AND FROM THE SAME MANUFACTURER.  THE 
BASE STOCK MANUFACTURER DETERMINES WHICH BASE STOCKS 
ARE IN THE SLATE. 

 
Members of the committee then suggested the BOI/VGRA Task Force be charged with 
the responsibility to consider any comments and negatives that might result from the 
letter ballot. The committee approved the suggestion, and Mr. Bachelder agreed to 
schedule a BOI/VGRA meeting after the closing date of the ballot. 
 
ACTIONS: 

 Mr. Bachelder will issue a letter ballot for E.1.2.2 using the language shown 
above. 

 Mr. Bachelder will work with the BOI/VGRA Chair to schedule a meeting of the 
task force after the closing date for the E.1.2.2 ballot. 

 
5. ILSAC GF-5 
Open action items and decision points: Kevin Ferrick reviewed the open action items 
and decision points from the December 17 ILSAC/Oil meeting (see Attachment 6). In 
the course of the review, the following decisions were made and action items assigned: 

 The committee is not prepared to accept ILSAC’s proposal of 80% in the Sequence 
IIIGB. However, more data from the IIIGB should now be available from TMC. 
Members of the Lubricants Committee asked ACC to evaluate the latest IIIGB data 
from TMC in anticipation of a request from ILSAC. This data might influence the 
discussion on the IIIGB limit. 

 The matrix labs are pulling samples from the VID matrix at the end of FEI2 as 
requested by ILSAC/Oil 

 Thom Smith will ask Subcommittee 6 to begin round-robin testing on the ILSAC GF-
5 elastomers. 

 Oil-side’s acceptance of an 8.3 limit for VG rocker cover sludge is dependent on the 
limits recommended for the VID. 

 
ACTIONS: 

 Harji Gill will inform ILSAC that Oil-side still believes 78% is the proper limit 
for the IIIGB. 

 ACC will evaluate the latest IIIGB data to determine if the committee’s decision 
to advocate a limit of 78% is still valid. 

 Thom Smith will ask Subcommittee 6 to begin round-robin testing on the 
ILSAC GF-5 elastomers. 

 Harji Gill will inform ILSAC that Oil-side’s acceptance of an 8.3 limit for VG 
rocker cover sludge is dependent on the limits recommended for the VID. 



 
Sequence IIIG WPD severity: Dan Pridemore informed the committee that the 
Sequence IIIG has shifted severe for weighted piston deposits (see Attachment 7). This 
parameter is expected to be an important measure of GF-5 robustness. If ASTM cannot 
resolve this severity shift, ACC will find it difficult to support any tightening of weighted 
piston deposit limits for GF-5. 
 
ACTION: ACC should deliver this presentation at the next ILSAC/Oil meeting on 
behalf of Oil-side. 
 
Issues for consideration and further guidance: ACC believes ILSAC needs to restate the 
limits for the VID before technology demonstration begins. Although the technology 
demonstration period is still a few months away, ACC recommends that the timeline be 
amended to show the step. The organization also believes other tasks need to be 
completed that should be added to the timeline. 
 
ACTIONS: 

 Harji Gill will ask ILSAC/Oil to add a line to the GF-5 timeline for ILSAC to 
restate the limits for the VID.  

 Mr. Gill will also remind ILSAC that the time allotted for technology 
demonstration and mandatory waiting before first licensing cannot be 
shortened. 

 ACC will provide for Lubricants Committee consideration a list of tasks that 
should be added to the GF-5 timeline. 

 
Suggestions for agenda items for February 12 ILSAC/Oil meeting: The committee 
reviewed a draft version of the February 12 ILSAC/Oil agenda and suggested that items 
such as VID stand availability be added to the agenda. A report on VID stand availability 
is included as Attachment 8. An amended version of the ILSAC/Oil agenda is included 
as Attachment 9. 
 
6. USED OIL TASK FORCE 
Mr. Bachelder summarized for the committee the Used Oil Task Force’s 
recommendation to conduct a lifecycle analysis on used oil. His presentation is included 
as Attachment 10. The task force believes such an analysis would assist in ongoing 
discussions with the State of California on laws governing used oil collection. The 
committee voiced no objection to the task force continuing discussions on a used oil 
lifecycle analysis with the State of California. 
 
7. NEXT MEETING 
The Spring Lubricants Committee Standards and Business Meetings are planned for 
May 4 and 5 in Houston. 
 


