Draft Minutes
PCEOCP Matrix Design and Funding (MDF) Sub-Group

June 5, 2008

Teleconference

Attendance

Andy Ritchie, Bill Buscher, Charlie Leverett, Chris Castanien, Dan Pridemore, David Smith, Doyle Boese, Gail Evans, Hannah Murray, Jerry Wang, Jim Linden, Jo Martinez, John Zalar, Kevin Ferrick, Gene Hammerle, Ron Romano, Tim Miranda, Robert Stockwell, Gordon Farnsworth, Mike McMillan
Agenda

· Review and approve last meeting minutes

· Approve revised 4-25-08 minutes

· Review and approve 5-16-08 minutes

·  Review action items

·  Update status

· BOI/VGRA status update 

· VID proveout matrix update

·  Hypothetical precision matrix discussion - continued w/ new information

· Precision matrix oil consideration

· Precision statement vs. viscosity grades

· Hypothetical matrix discussion - continued

·  Other business

·  Next meeting – 6-16-08, Lord Byron - Hyatt, Vancouver

· Additional agenda items: timeline revision, report to PCEOCP, 

Details

Membership Change:

Hannah Murray of Toyota joined the group.  Gene Hammerle attended for Patrick Lai.

Last Meeting Minutes

Charlie Leverett was added to the May 16 attendance list.  Both April 25 and May 16 minutes were approved.
Action Items from May 16:

The following were added to a list of decisions to be made later pending further information:
· participating lab selection and cost estimates

· number of tests for stand qualification and test donation

The selection of reference oils, VID proveout matrix deisgn, the need for precision to cover all GF-5 viscosity grades, and lab selection guideline were discussed during the meeting.

Update Status:

The email from John Rosenbaum, BOI/VGRA chair, was shared with the group.  It stated BOI/VGRA group will start addressing the issue in its June 17 ASTM meeting.  The group reaffirmed that the key focus is the precision matrix though it is desirable to accommodate BOI/VGRA if timely and possible.  The group expected BOI/VGRA to come forward with design guidelines in time but it will not delay the precision matrix.
Boese presented the VID consortium proveout matrix which included the oil selection (A, B, E) and the number of tests (8 per lab in 2 labs).  

Hypothetical Design

The group first confirmed that the precision matrix will start out with new engines.  It is possible to still use the VID proveout matrix data to assess engine age effect and to consider including those data in the precision matrix data analysis.
Castanien suggested the need to evaluate precision for each viscosity grade as proposed in the draft GF-5 spec.  He proposed to use VIB reference oil TMC 538 5W20 to provide linkage to VIB instead of running the VID proveout matrix oils.  He also proposed to have the GF-5 demonstration oil blended in different viscosity grades to evaluate viscosity effects on precision.  Linden, Romano and Murray proposed to include 2 OEM FF GF-4 oils.  One is JAMA type 0W20 and anther either 5W20 or 5W30 US type oil.  Farnsworth and Romano also proposed all VID consortium oils be candidates for selection because the suppliers have agreed for that purpose.  Linden pointed out that only 8 (A,B,C,D,E,G,H,I) of the oils had confirmation from supplier to support them as reference oils.  Wang proposed to limit types of chemistries as they confound viscosity grade effects.  McMillan proposed to leave the multitude of oils to technology demonstration so the precision matrix is focused on precision.
ACTION: Companies/organizations offering precision matrix oils will provide GF-4/GF-5 support data and the assurance of future supplies for the category as a test reference oil
ACTION: Compile a list of all offered or available oils for final selection in the next meeting 
Lab Selection Criteria

Farnsworth and Ritchie suggested that the core precision matrix program should be run at the consortium contracted labs (2 independent labs - SwRI & Intertec) and industry use this data set as the "gold standard" since all the VID procedure development work was conducted at these two laboratories. Industry contributed funds should only cover the expense of this core minimum matrix activity.  If other laboratories have demonstrated the ability to run the VID procedure and wish to contribute additional test data to the precision matrix, these should be encouraged and designed into the precision matrix as supplemental support information.  The supplemental data should only be included in final matrix statistics if  the results fall within the expected performance (severity and precision) established by the core data set.  Wang suggested the need to either qualify a lab before the precision matrix starts or judge labs after the precision matrix as part of the pooled data.  Time ran out (after 90 minutes)  
ACTION: Determine guidelines to admit participating labs beyond the two core labs
The next meeting will be a face-to-face meeting at 3 pm on Monday, June 16, in Lord Byron room in Hyatt, Vancouver. 

Wang asked the group if they felt the group was making progress or in the right direction.  The silence was deafening.

