Mack Surveillance Panel

Unconfirmed Minutes of the Meeting 
Monday, June 18, 2007
1:00 to 3:00 pm

Loews Miami Beach

Miami Beach, FL

1) Chairman’s Comments –

The meeting was called to order at 1:04 pm by the Chairman, Mark Cooper. He noted that item 5), Projected life of Mack tests had been added to the agenda. A copy of the revised agenda is shown in attachment 1.                                                        

2) Membership / Attendance –

There were no reported changes in membership, but Tono Nasch represented Armel Budd for this meeting. The attendance list is shown in attachment 2.                                                     

3) Approval of Minutes of January 23, 2007 Meeting and May 24, 2007 Teleconference –
Both sets of minutes were approved as issued on a motion by Jeff Clark with a second by Bob Campbell via a voice vote with no negatives.
4) Review and Update Scope and Objectives –

Jeff Clark pulled an older version of the S & O from the TMC website, and this document was revised to reflect the current status of the tests and group. The revised S & O is shown in attachment 3.                            

5) Projected Life of Existing Mack Tests –

Mack Cooper noted that the hardware used in the T-8 / T-11 / T-12 tests is out of current production, and he suggested that the group should establish a timeline and develop a plan to insure the continued availability of these tests. His suggested timing is for September, 2007.
Greg Shank responded that Volvo Powertrain (Mack) has no issues in supporting this hardware, and they are committed to supporting all three tests.

Ron Buck added that TEI sees no current hardware issues, and that Ken Goshorn has assured him that hardware supply should be O.K for the foreseeable future.

Mark Cooper volunteered to develop a “skeleton” plan to assess future needs and identify any potential issues moving forward.
6) TMC Report –

Jeff Clark’s full TMC report is shown in attachment 4, but several topics sparked discussion beyond the report. 

Most Mack tests are running at low activity, but the T-11 reference oil TMC 820-3 now has 9 results with 1 test running. Jeff suggested a conference call following completion of the 10th test to discuss updating the reference oil targets. 

Jeff noted that the T-12 test targets have not been updated since the boost spec was revised, and they should also be updated. This led to a discussion of liner wear versus boost pressure and the observation that we might actually be running with three different levels of liner wear. A teleconference was also suggested to address this issue.
Jeff noted that the TMC supply of reference oil 821 is depleted and he suggested either using 820-2 or extending current calibrations as a temporary solution. Greg Shank replied that he didn’t want to use 820-2 and he noted that we only need to come up with sufficient TMC 821 to allow one stand to calibrate and he asked if we couldn’t do that somehow.

After asking for any objections to this plan and hearing none, Jeff’s report was accepted.

Bob Campbell then initiated a discussion of the continuing issues we face surrounding the re-supply of reference oils. Following several minutes of discussion, Jeff Clark offered to add a reference oil update to the semi-annual TMC reports, and his offer was accepted by Mark Cooper.                                                                            

7) TEI Report –

Ron Buck’s TEI report is shown in attachment 5. During his report, Ron noted that he needs guidance from the panel whether he should allocate T-12 coolers. This led to a discussion of the possible use of a Waukasha cooler could be used as a functional replacement for the specified cooler. Bob Campbell offered to make a run using the Waukasha cooler to see if it works.                                                                             

9) Old Business            
   -Mack T-11A to T-10A Correlation –

Jeff Clark reported that no correlation data had been submitted to the TMC in spite of repeated requests. Bob Campbell suggested proceeding with the analysis using just the TMC 820 data to see if the analysis may flush out any additional data. Jeff’s analysis is shown in attachment 6. 

10) New Business / A.O.B.                                                           

  - Mack T-11 to T-8 / T-8E – 

Jeff also noted that no data had been submitted for this correlation either. Following a discussion of ways forward, the following motion was made by Pat Fetterman with a second by Steve Kennedy:

The Mack Surveillance Panel recommends to the HDEOCP that D4485 should be revised to state that, “A passing Mack T-11 test at the API CI-4 PLUS level may be used in place of either a Mack T-8 or T-8E in the applicable category.” The motion passed with (9) positive, (0) negative and (2) abstain.

Steve Kennedy then asked if a similar motion could be made for the T-11A to T-10A. In response, Jeff Clark suggested that we review the TMC 820 data first, and then address any possible motion in a teleconference.

- TMC 1005 soot window –

A motion was made by Jeff Clark with a second by Jim Moritz to use the same soot windows, i.e. 4.0 – 5.0% at 250 hours and 4.8 – 5.8% at 300 hrs. The motion passed with (10) positive, (0) negative and (1) abstain.
- PC-10 fuel supply –

It was noted that there have been continuing problems with the supply of PC-10 fuel. Jim Gutzwiller reported that he had already talked with Jim McGeehan, and Jim has agreed to add this topic to the HDEOCP agenda tomorrow.                                                        
12) Next Meeting  - 

At the call of the Chairman, but not until after July 4th.

Respectfully submitted, August 8, 2007:

Pat Fetterman

Secretary, Mack Surveillance Panel

