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Ballot Item 01: New API 1509 Paragraphs 5.1.2 and 5.1.3 

 

 Company Member 
Vote 

Ballot Item 01 
1 Afton Dan Pridemore Approve 

2 BP Castrol Barbara Dennis Approve 
3 Chevron Matthew Ansari Approve w/Comment 
4 ConocoPhillips Steve Tarbox Approve 
5 Evonik-RohMax Steve Herzog Approve w/Comment 
6 ExxonMobil Tom  Olszewski Approve 
7 Infineum Joan Evans Approve 
8 Lubrizol Gail Evans Approve w/Comment 
9 Motiva Greg Raley N/R 

10  Petro-Canada Luc Girard Approve 
11 Pinnacle Oil Harji Gill Approve w/Comments 
12 RT Vanderbilt Glenn Mazzamaro Approve 

13 Safety-Kleen Kirk McNaughton Approve w/Comments 

14 Shell Scott Lindholm Approve w/Comments 

15 SK Mike Brown Approve 

16 Valvoline Thom Smith N/R 
 
 
 

Ballot Item Comments  
Ballot Item 1:   
 

Chevron: 
5.1.2  To ensure continued compliance with the API licensing requirements, the Licensed Fingerprint 
of a licensed oil  the data submitted in Form B and Q will be used to determine whether the 
engine oil being marketed is in compliance. with the data submitted in Form B. API may review the 
information furnished by applicants in Form B and Q pursuant to Section 3.4.4 of the EOLCS. This 
will include, where applicable, API securing and reviewing the underlying engine, bench and 
analytical testing data from the licensee and program information with the applicant to confirm that 
the applicable criteria set forth in this publication and in ASTM D4485 are met.  
 
a. Where the applicable information includes engine sequence and/or bench testing, API shall 
confirm that the licensee has passing test results for the licensed product, whether full or provisional, 
that establish that the licensed product met API’s standards for licensure at initial licensure., API 
shall then determine continued compliance with API's standards for licensure by confirming that the 
licensed product, as manufactured and marketed, conforms to the Licensed Fingerprint Form B and 
Q.  As stated in 3.3.2, the marketer is solely responsible for ensuring that the performance 
characteristics of the oil product displaying an API Mark or Marks meet all requirements for the Mark 
or Marks. 
b. Where applicable read across guidelines are employed in lieu of engine sequence testing, API 
shall confirm that the licensee has passing test results for the formulation tested, whether full or 
provisional, that establish that the licensed product met API’s minimum performance standards for 
licensure at initial licensure. API shall then determine continued compliance with API's standards for 
licensure by confirming that the licensed product, as manufactured and marketed, conforms to the 
Licensed Fingerprint Form B and Q and the guidelines have been properly interpreted and applied. 
In addition, in order to ensure proper interpretation and application of read across guidelines, prior to 
and after licensure API may require selected applicants to review in detail with API how such 
guidelines were interpreted and applied by the applicant.  No such review with API shall absolve a 
marketer of the responsibility for correctly applying read across guidelines.  
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5.1.3  To ensure that licensed products, as manufactured and marketed, conform to their respective 
Licensed Fingerprints Form B and Q, API will annually secure samples of brands and viscosity 
grades of randomly selected licensed products. Licensees shall be required to use reasonable 
efforts to ensure that such samples are made available to API. Each of the samples will be analyzed 
according to a standard audit (see Appendix K) that compares the physical and chemical property 
audit data with the Licensed Fingerprint the respective Form B and Q for the licensed product in 
question. Test results must meet the physical and chemical tolerances described in Appendix K. API 
shall consider a sampled oil as in compliance with the API standards for licensure if the oil tested 
matches the Licensed Fingerprint Form B and Q data (see 5.1.2). Of the oils found to meet the 
bench and analytical standards, some will be randomly chosen (see Appendix L) for engine 
sequence testing to determine compliance with engine sequence test standards. Engine sequence 
test results are evaluated using the methodology specified in Appendix M. In cases of engine 
sequence test failure, API shall confirm that the licensed product complies with paragraph 5.1.2. 
This includes a complete review of all engine, bench and analytical testing results supporting the 
licensed product. If API is unable to confirm that the licensed product complies with paragraph 5.1.2, 
API shall notify the licensee and take appropriate action as provided in 5.2.1. 
 
Where the applicable criteria allow the use of read across guidelines in lieu of specified bench and 
analytical testing, licensees may be required to run bench and analytical tests if the licensed product 
fails to conform to the Licensed Fingerprint Form B and Q for that product. 

 
Chevron approves proposed wording in principle, but strongly advises 
that API adopt the changes provided as edits in the body of the ballot for 
the reasons outlined below: 
 

1. It is not clear what is meant by "Licensed Fingerprint."  Is it meant 
to be either an IR trace, or a data based profile?  In the absence 
of defining what "Licensed Fingerprint" means, it makes sense to 
simply refer to Forms B and Q. 

2. In this regard, it is assumed that API will use Forms B and Q 
collectively to ensure compliance.  Therefore, reference should 
be made to both Forms in paragraphs 5.1.2 and 5.1.3. 

3. Unless API intends to audit manufacturing sites, references to 
"manufactured and marketed" should be changed to "marketed."  
Currently, API only samples products in the market, and 
therefore, audit failures should apply to marketed products only.  
It is Chevron's understanding that Form Q is for the purpose of 
enhanced insurance against compliance, and not for the purpose 
of auditing manufacturing sites. 

4. References to "engine sequence testing" should be changed to 
"engine testing."  Paragraphs 5.1.2 and 5.1.3 are all-
encompassing to API EOLCS, while Sequence testing is specific 
to PCMO tests.  "Engine testing" will encompass both PCMO and 
HDMO. 

5. Determination of compliance applies to both initial licensure and 
subsequent licensure triggered by reformulation requiring new 
Form B and Q submittal.  Therefore, reference to "at initial 
licensure" should be eliminated. 

 Evonik-RohMax 
We agree with Chevron’s comments that the term Licensed Fingerprint 
need a clearer explanation such as the phrasing in the Chevron 
comments. We view this as purely an editorial change. 
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 Lubrizol: 
To avoid confusion, we recommend that the wording in 1509 be 
consistent with the information available on the Licensing Forms page of 
API web site.  This revision refers to “Form B” while the application 
instructions and form both use “Part B”. 

 Pinnacle: 
Used terms Form B and Q 

 Safty-Kleen 
5.1.3  10th line: Change “will” to “may” to allow some future discretion 
should engine testing in a particular year be deemed unnecessary, etc. 
“….some may be randomly chosen for engine test results ……” 

 Shell: 
Definition of “licensed fingerprint” needs to be added 

 
 
 
 


