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1. Call to order/Attendance/Minutes/Agenda 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Tom Franklin.  Attendance was taken by Chris Mazuca and is included as Attachment1.  The minutes from the 05/04/05 meeting were unanimously accepted. The agenda as sent out by Tom Franklin is included as Attachment2.

2. Presentation

Abdul Cassim reviewed the presentation included as Attachment3.  Abdul Cassim pointed out that the combined RefD and PC-10G data demonstrates discrimination with RefA data.  Abdul Cassim clarified that RefD and PC-10G are the same oils while Ref A is a CI-4 oil.  There was an OC delta misprint on one of the slides.  However, Jeff Clark verified that the data posted on the TMC website is correct.

3. Statistical Presentation

Jim Rutherford reviewed the presentation of the statistical analysis included as Attachment4.  

Jim Rutherford stated that there is only a marginal correlation between deposits and OC.  One test with an OC of eight and TGC of 33 is causing a correlation problem.  Jim Rutherford went on to point out that a test to test correlation within oils is not there.

Tom Franklin asked if the data showed any outliers.  Phil Scinto replied that no outliers were found.

Jim Rutherford, Phil Scinto, and Elisa Santos agreed that there is discrimination on oil consumption.  However, no correlation is currently demonstrated between oil consumption and deposits.

Abdul Cassim stated that individual piston deposits may be worth looking at as the averages may be masking a correlation.

4. Matrix continuation

Tom Franklin asked if the Task Force was willing to recommend to the class panel that the C13 matrix should continue.

Jim Rutherford pointed out that in his earlier presentation Oil E was the basis of the discrimination.  Greg Shank and Steve Kennedy clarified that according to the MOA the pre-matrix work had only to show a p value of <0.05 between oils A and PC-10G on any one parameter to continue.

Phil Scinto stated that if lab differences are removed then the p value for OC is 0.044.  The lab differences were insignificant and therefore could be removed from the equation.

Abdul Cassim put forth the motion that the requirements of the MOA have been met and the matrix should continue.  Greg Shank seconded the motion which passed with no opposition.

5. Build Workshop

Chris Mazuca stated that a build workshop will take place in San Antonio at both PE and SRI.  Chris Mazuca asked that each lab send specific topics to cover in advance to him and Jim McCord so that an agenda could be developed to optimize the workshop time.

The topic of idler gear failure will be discussed at the workshop. 

6. Procedure

Jeff Clark stated that revisions had been made for version 7.  However, some open items still lingered.

The motion to replace the specific Moroso oil weigh bucket part number with a volume specification of 10-13L passed.  That part number is no longer available.

The motion to change the specification of a 30L blowby surge tank with a seven gallon minimum also passed.

Matrix data to determine a proper intercooler delta pressure will be gathered at the end of the matrix.

Jeff Clark will make the changes and post version seven of the procedure on the TMC website.

7. Calibration period

Tom Franklin stated that the Task Force has been asked by TAG to reduce the first reference period to no more than 12 months.

Frank Fernandez elaborated by stating that the primary concern is that it may be unwise to have the additional six months of reference time on a new test type.  Bob Campbell pointed out that in a test as long as the C13 the risk associated with the few additional months is no greater than that of shorter tests in the requested twelve month time frame since only one test per month could be run in each stand.  Also, the stands would most likely go out on runs rather than time in the first round of testing.  

Greg Shank stated that he did not feel that the Task Force should ignore a request from TAG.

Mark Sutherland put forth the motion that the calibration period for the C13 be changed to 12 months or 12 tests.  The motion passed with a vote of 6 For, 3 Opposed, and 1 Abstain.

Bob Campbell pointed out that the original period of 18 months and 12 tests was a compromise between cost and risk previously agreed upon by the task force.  The task force then agreed that the necessity and feasibility of the change will be reviewed near the end of the first calibration period.

8. C13 Surveillance Panel

Tom Franklin announced the development of the C13 Surveillance Panel.  Membership will include the same members as the C13 Test Development Task Force. 

Jim Gutzwiller will chair the surveillance panel.

As of 6/24/05 Tom Franklin will no longer be involved in ASTM issues in preparation for his hard earned and much deserved retirement.  Abdul Cassim thanked Tom for all his hard work and guidance through the rough waters of the C13 test development.   The Task Force concurred with a nice round of applause.

9. Closing Questions/Comments

Mike Griggs asked how the current C13 test will be relevant to the future clean gas induction system.  Abdul Cassim replied that the current hardware was selected for its sensitivity and is believed to be a good compromise.  However, some powertrain hardware may be different from the 2007 engine.

Pat Fetterman asked that 50 hour oil consumption data be made available.  Abdul Cassim asked that the 50 hour data be sent to the TMC on an ongoing basis.  Tom Franklin added that the data should be considered unofficial until EOT.

6. Next meeting/teleconference

The next meeting will be called by the new Surveillance Panel Chairman Jim Gutzwiller.

