
Business Session Conference Call 
API Lubricants Committee 

October 23, 2009 
 

Barbara Dennis, Chair 
Tom Olszewski, Vice Chair 

 
1. Call to Order 
Barbara Dennis called the conference call to order. Call participants included Tom 
Olszewski, Lisa Yeh, and Gene Hammerle (ExxonMobil); Chris May (Imperial); Scott 
Lindholm and Bob Sutherland (Shell): Thom Smith and Dan Dotson (Valvoline); Gail 
Evans, Mayur Shah, and Chris Castanien (Lubrizol); Kirk McNaughton (Safety-Kleen); 
Charlie Passut and Dan Pridemore (Afton); Chris Cornish (Infineum); Harji Gill 
(Pinnacle); Bernie Kinker (Evonik); Steve Tarbox and Clarence McCollum 
(ConocoPhillips); John Rosenbaum (Chevron); Carl Esche (Vanderbilt); Luc Girard 
(Suncor); Glenn Mazzamaro (Vanderbilt); Jerry Wang (Oronite); Rick Tittel (BP); Larry 
Kuntschik (ILMA); Mike Brown (SK);  and Kevin Ferrick, Mike See, and David Smith 
(API). 
 
2. ACC Response to Oil-Marketer Proposal 
Oil-Marketer Counterproposal: Charlie Passut reported that ACC could not reach 
consensus on the Oil-Marketer counterproposal (see Attachment 1). 
 
Elastomer compatibility: ACC offered a counterproposal on the elastomer compatibility 
limits for consideration by the Oil Marketers. The counterproposal is included as 
Attachment 2. 
 
ACTION: Oil Marketers will consider the ACC counterproposal on elastomer 
compatibility limits. 
 
IIIGB: ACC agrees with the GF-5 requirement that the IIIGB should be run whenever a 
Sequence IIIG is required. However, the organization asked Oil Marketers to consider 
adding the following caveat: “Additional IIIGB testing is not required if at least five 
passing IIIGB results have been obtained on the additive technology.” 
 
ACTION: Oil Marketers will consider the IIIGB caveat noted above for inclusion in 
GF-5. 
 
ROBO: ACC recommended to the Lubricants Committee that it address the concerns 
raised by ILSAC/Oil Chair Tracey King regarding the used oil cold temperature 
performance of an oil tested by Chrysler. ACC also recommended Oil Marketers 
respond to the note accompanying the ROBO and IIIGA requirements by 
recommending the term “final formulation” be tied to requirements for API certification. 
 
ACTIONS: 



 The Lubricants Committee will address concerns raised by ILSAC/Oil Chair 
Tracey King regarding used oil cold temperature performance of an oil tested 
by Chrysler. 

 Oil Marketers will consider tying the definition of “final formulation” to 
requirements for API certification. 

 
3. ILMA Letter 
Larry Kuntschik summarized an October 23 letter from ILMA that stresses the 
importance of maintaining industry standards for engine oil and the API engine oil 
program (see Attachment 3). Committee members expressed support for the ILMA 
letter and recommended that it be forwarded to ILSAC. Mr. Kuntschik agreed to ask 
ILMA to forward the letter. 
 
ACTION: Larry Kuntschik will ask ILMA to forward the letter under Attachment 3 
to ILSAC. 
 
4. Afton Comments 
Dan Pridemore commented that the API Lubricants Committee needs to keep all parties 
engaged and negotiating in good faith. Two of the goals for GF-5, improved engine oil 
robustness and fuel economy, are worth pursuing. Mr. Pridemore noted that ILSAC’s 
proposed 4.0 WPD is a good indicator of improvement in robustness and ILSAC has 
been clear in its desire for significant fuel economy improvement. 
 
Mr. Pridemore added that any counterproposal for fuel economy needs to be closer to 
the limits proposed by ILSAC. Afton believes a proposal with 4.0 WPD and October 1 
fuel economy limits would be a reasonable counter to ILSAC’s October 5 proposal. 
 
5. ExxonMobil Presentation 
Chris May presented an assessment of the Sequence VID limits (included as 
Attachment 4). Committee members offered several comments at the conclusion of the 
presentation: 

 ILSAC has concerns about the Matrix Technology 1 results because the oil was 
intended to be a minimum GF-4 oil. 

 Evaluations of the data must be consistent. The committee cannot change the 
statistical evaluation tools in the middle of negotiations. 

 ExxonMobil should be encouraged to share the presentation with ILSAC after 
industry statisticians have had an opportunity to review the calculations. 

 
The discussion on the ExxonMobil presentation concluded with the following motion: 
Ask industry statisticians to review the ExxonMobil data and, once validated, share the 
presentation with ILSAC. The motion was seconded and approved 12 for and 2 abstain. 
Chris May agreed to deliver the presentation as part of a small group (possibly Bob 
Sutherland, Kevin Ferrick, Chris May, and at least one industry statistician). 
 



ACTION: Kevin Ferrick will schedule a meeting with ILSAC to deliver the 
ExxonMobil presentation. This assumes industry statisticians agree with the 
ExxonMobil methodology. 
 
NOTE: The dataset (Attachment 4a) and methodology (Attachment 4b) are 
attached for industry review. 
 
6. ILSAC Response 
The committee discussed the October 21 letter from ILSAC (see Attachment 5) and 
agreed that a letter asking for additional information is in order. Items to be requested in 
the letter include the following: 

 All available data on the JAMA VID-2 oil ILSAC referred to in its October 21 letter 
(for example, all engine and physical and chemical test results on VID-2 and 
formulary information on the oil including base stock information). 

 All engine and physical and chemical test results on the other JAMA oil. 

 Data on any GF-5 prototype oils that ILSAC might be able to share. 
 
Kevin Ferrick agreed to prepare the letter with help from Mike See and Bob Sutherland. 
 
ACTION: Kevin Ferrick, Mike See, and Bob Sutherland will draft a letter to ILSAC 
requesting the information noted above. 
 
7. Next Meeting 
The Lubricants Committee will meet by conference call at 3 p.m. eastern on Tuesday, 
October 27. 


