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1. Call to Order 
Barbara Dennis called the conference call to order. Call participants included Tom 
Olszewski (ExxonMobil); Scott Lindholm, Bob Sutherland, and Jim Newsom (Shell): 
Thom Smith and Dan Dotson (Valvoline); Gail Evans and Chris Castanian (Lubrizol); 
Kirk McNaughton (Safety-Kleen); Harji Gill (Pinnacle); Dan Pridemore (Afton); Steve 
Tarbox (ConocoPhillips); West Alexander and Matthew Ansari (Chevron); Luc Girard 
(PetroCanada); Glenn Mazzamaro (Vanderbilt); Jerry Wang (Oronite); and Kevin 
Ferrick, David Smith, and Dennis Bachelder (API). 
 
2. Options from February 3 Lubricants Committee Meeting 
The Lubricants Committee discussed four options for API’s standards and certification 
programs based on recent standards developments, including the introduction of a 
single OEM oil standard. These options (listed below) were developed during the 
February 3 committee meeting in Houston: 
 

 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 discussed the options, but all expressed support for the first. Many 
commented that ILSAC needs GF-5 and ceasing development of the specification 
would create a void for the industry. Some members questioned again whether GM 
would permit the use of GF-5 oils where GEOS is recommended. Others responded 
that GM has yet to respond to that question specifically. The discussion closed with a 
resolution from the Lubricants Committee to continue with the development of GF-5. 
 
3. Timeline Action Item from February 12 ILSAC/Oil Meeting 
The members of the Lubricants Committee discussed how they would address the 
action item (shown below) assigned during the February 12 ILSAC/Oil meeting. Specific 
comments and actions related to each of the bullet points follow. 
 
ACTION: The groups shown below will review the GF-5 timeline to determine if it 
can be shortened to meet ILSAC’s request for first licensing in August 2010. 
Comments from each group are due to Kevin Ferrick by February 23, and 
ILSAC/Oil will consider all comments and proposals during a conference call at 
11 a.m. eastern on March 2. 



 Sequence VI Surveillance Panel—time needed for statistical analysis of the 
matrix. 

 ASTM PCEOCP—time required for ASTM acceptance. 

 ACC—time needed for initiation of ACC registration. 

 API and ACC—number of months needed for technology demonstration and 
mandatory waiting period. 

 All—time for GF-5 approval. 
 
Sequence VI Surveillance Panel: Charlie Leverett provided an estimate of completion of 
the VID that is included with these minutes as Attachment 1. 
 
ASTM PCEOCP: Thom Smith noted that ASTM PCEOCP acceptance of the VID 
depends on several steps: completion of the statistical analysis of the VID matrix data; 
evaluation of the statistical analysis by PCEOCP members; letter balloting of the VID; 
and reconciliation of the ballot results. Mr. Smith planned to review each of these steps 
and determine how they fit within the GF-5 timeline. 
 
ACC: Members of ACC PAPTG drafted a list of items that need to be resolved before 
the technology demonstration period begins. This list (note that it is only a draft and has 
not as yet been approved by PAPTG) is included as Attachment 2. Lubricants 
Committee members were asked to review the list and forward comments or 
suggestions to Kevin Ferrick. 
 
ACTION: Lubricants Committee members should review the ACC PAPTG list and 
forward comments or suggestions to Kevin Ferrick. 
 
API and ACC: Committee members discussed the time reserved for technology 
demonstration and the waiting period for first licensing, but questions related to the VID 
and other proposed GF-5 tests—for example, how will the VID perform, what limits will 
ILSAC propose for the test, and when will an emulsion test be approved by ASTM—
prevent the committee from agreeing to reducing the length of the timeline. 
 
To respond to ILSAC’s request for an earlier first licensing date, the committee 
suggested that the following points be made during the March 2 ILSAC/Oil conference 
call. Bob Sutherland agreed to make the points on behalf of Oil-side. 
 

 Oil-side understands ILSAC’s desire for an earlier licensing date and wants to 
respond to the request. However, there are issues that need to be resolved before 
Oil-side can respond. When does ILSAC need an answer from Oil-side on an August 
2010 first licensing date? 

 API and ACC are currently reviewing a draft list of issues that need to be addressed 
and expect to have it completed soon. Items on the list are likely to include some 
you’ve heard before: how will the VID perform, what limits will ILSAC propose for the 
VID, and when will an emulsion test be approved by ASTM. 

 ILSAC might have issues that need to be added to the one being developed by Oil-
side. We expect to ask for your input soon. 



 ILSAC’s need for an August 2010 introduction is understandable, but Oil-side wants 
to be sure GF-5 is well-defined and useful to industry and consumers. 

 
ACTION: Bob Sutherland will deliver the points above during the conference call 
on behalf of Oil-side. 


