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1. Call to Order 
Barbara Dennis called the conference call to order. Call participants included Tom 
Olszewski (ExxonMobil); Bob Sutherland (Shell): Thom Smith and Dan Dotson 
(Valvoline); Kirk McNaughton (Safety-Kleen); Harji Gill (Pinnacle); Luc Girard 
(PetroCanada); Greg Raley (Motiva); Matthew Ansari (Chevron); and Kevin Ferrick, 
Dennis Bachelder, and Mike See (API). 
 
2. ACC PAPTG Comments 
The Oil Marketers reviewed the ACC PAPTG bullet items provided below and offered 
comments [in italic] as noted beneath the applicable item: 
 

 The Sequence VID proposed limits are not achievable. To date, there has been no 
data published that meet the suggested performance levels and we question the 
ability of the test to support limits in five separate viscosity grades. 
Oil marketers agreed that the proposed VID limits are unrealistic and noted that they 
might have a detrimental effect on the GF-5 timeline. Participants added that the 
limit for the most difficult viscosity grade should be realistic and achievable and the 
other limits should fit under that target. 
 
The oil marketers also agreed that ACC should allow the VID to be registered. 
 

 The proposed Sequence VID limits need to recognize only data which take into 
account lab/stand severity and hour adjustments as well as appropriate treatment of 
viscosity constraints. 
 

 The proposed ILSAC limits for GF-5 did not take into account the tradeoffs (need for 
balance) between fuel economy and IIIG WPD.   
The ILSAC/Oil Committee will need to balance the tradeoffs between fuel economy 
and IIIG WPD, but this cannot take place until more data is available for 
consideration (for example, at the end of the tech demonstration period). 
 

 No robustness beyond GF-4 has been justified for the inclusion of TEOST 33C and 
the revised limits for MHT-4 and IIIG WPD. 
Chrysler has not brought forward sufficient data to justify the inclusion of the TEOST 
33C test in GF-5, so it should be removed from the specification. 
 

 ASTM needs to address the Sequence IIIG WPD severity issue and the recent shift 
in Sequence IIIGB severity. 



IIIG severity and the IIIGB target will need to be addressed at the end of the tech 
demo period. 
 

 The limit for elastomer tensile strength at 50% elongation has been observed to be 
highly variable and no justification for the additional parameter has been 
documented. 
Oil marketers did not have sufficient information on this issue to comment.  

 

Please share the above concerns with Oil Marketers.  ACC PAPTG suggests that 
ILSAC must propose reasonable Sequence VID and Sequence IIIG WPD limits prior to 
the start of the technology demonstration period.   We propose sending back the May 
12, 2009 draft ILSAC GF-5 specification to ILSAC with the above comments 
ILSAC should not be asked to propose new limits at this time. Some Oil Marketers 
asked whether ACC registration could be started if ILSAC had chosen not to propose 
limits? 
 
3. Draft GF-5 Specification 
Kevin Ferrick provided call participants with a version of the draft GF-5 specification that 
indicates the status of each item proposed. This GF-5 “grid” is included as Attachment 
1. Information added to the grid is printed in red. Several other comments were offered 
for consideration: 
 
Oil marketers at this time are not in agreement on whether the specification should 
allow the use of the IIIGA instead of the ROBO. 
The new batch of Sequence VG test fuel might require a severity adjustment that could 
impact the oil screen sludge limit. Actions within the VG Surveillance Panel should be 
monitored closely. 
The 80% limit in the IIIGB proposed by ILSAC will need to be reconsidered. 
 
4. GF-5 Timeline 
An API first licensing date of September 15 should be proposed to ILSAC if GF-5 (with 
limits) is approved during the December 2009 ASTM meetings. 


