Group Memory
ATG Co-Chair Meeting
January 7, 2014
-Dee-17-18 (NOFETHE CHANGE)
Dec 18 meeting cancelled.
Jan 7, 2014
Jan 21, 2014

Update tasks and action items

From 4/30/2013 meeting

47 | Peter 42/3/2043
From July 9, 2013
80 Peter Make sure that changes to the HDM are circulated to industry
94%%94%%%@9&%
before they are posted (Modlfled Binder 11/20/2013
3/17/2014
81 Chuck Make sure that changes to the Construction Manual are circulated
to industry before they are posted. (Modified Binder) 1/21/2014
#23/2043-/27/2013-9/24/
From 8/27/2013 meeting
92 Joe 3/17/2014
new email to DME S cIanfymg when a new mix design is required.
(Hot Drop, RHMA ) 8
44445/2013
Sept 9, 2013
94 Peter Contact Div. of Local Assistance to discuss the possible
elimination of Type B asphalt from all specs 942442013 1/21/2014
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November 19, 2013

97 Chuck Need to see if it is necessary to change contracts with “no 42/9/2013
adjustment” in the language regarding binder set point. . (see 1/7/2014
discussion agenda item # 7) This needs to be discussed at the
next superpave meeting. Check on the section 39 jobs. Is
Caltrans willing to consider making the change for existing
projects?

(Needs to be on the agenda for the 12/19 superpave meeting. —
added 12/5/2013)

January 7, 2014

100 Joe Take the lead to develop a scoping document for Type B 3/17/2014
Aggregate strategy. Deliverable is a draft scoping document.
(See discussion under agenda item # 4)

101 Jack Set up next meeting dated for the PGAR sup task group. (See 1/21/2014
discussion under agenda item # 10)

102 Jack Work with Jim to put a scoping document together to address 3/17/2014
HMA QC/QA, (See discussion under agenda item # 13)

Critique from last meeting:

What went well What Needs Improvement

Industry was there.

Need Joe here.

Critigue from this meeting:

What went well What Needs Improvement

Everything went well. Kept to the agenda. Chuck needs a new phone.

Topic and Presenter Purpose and Process

Purpose of meeting

Agenda Item 1.

0904 Jagenda Review rraversora § |

Agenda Item 2.

Meeting Notes - ATG Co-Chair Meeting January 7, 2014 Page 2



Review and status the upshot OK as written? Corrections needed?
3 0910 Bjist )
Assignments done?

Agenda Item 3.

3. 1. (Seeupshot# 47) Training for smoothness will be developed in-house and provided to industry. This
will be hands on, face to face, presented by Caltrans staff. Locations will be figured out later. Should be
set up some time in February, with presentations to begin in March.

3. 2. (Seeupshot# 97) CT agreed to adjust set point plus/minus 0.2 for superpave at verification. Once
verification is passed, they can do what the need to do to meet the Quality Acceptance criteria.

o015 - ]

Agenda Item 4.

4. 1. Issue: maintaining adequate supply is important to all stakeholders, critical to infrastructure, economy.
We only have about 1/3 of the permitted supply we need for the future. It is important to preserve
aggregate sources as much as we can.

Type B may be eventually eliminated in the spec. Not everyone has Type A available readily.
CalCIMA has presented this issue to RPC, which resulted in brining this issue to the ATG co-chairs.

4. 4. CT: District 1 used a lot of type B (going back twenty years) They were not getting the life out of the
pavement. They were experiencing rutting and other failures, resulting from losing the aggregate air lock.
(Industry comment: cracking was the main problem, not rutting.) There were problems with type B in
district 2, also. At the start of the season, type B was lower or middle range of Type A. At the end of the
season, it was at the lower end of Type B. They eliminated the use of Type B aggregate. Implementation
of this elimination went off without a hitch. For the most part, the rest of the state does not use type B.

4. 5. City and county work which is lower volume roads, would be affected more if Type B is eliminated in the
spec. City and county applications would be affected.

4. 6. CT: State Pavement Engineer has determined that CT will only use Type A aggregate. CT made an
attempt to address this. Minor HMA projects spec was to be a vehicle for cities and counties so they do
not have to do a full blown mix design. Industry requested CT not put this into the spec.

4. 7. CalCIMA: They want to make the case to preserve Type B aggregate. Green book is not universally
used. They want to see if there is any way to keep Type B as an option for different situations.

4. 8. CT response: Currently the Superpave Spec (Section 39 spec) is not /does not include Type B. Crush
count for Type A is now higher, which is following the practice nationwide. There is no intent to include
Type B. If industry wants to have Type B included they need to pursue this at a higher level.
4. 9. Outcome:
4. 9. 1. Caltrans will plot a course for dealing with Type B and will keep CalCIMA in the loop.
Deliverable is a proposed scoping document to be assigned to a STG for 2014-15 as a new item.
(See upshot # 100)

Eal
w N

Agenda Item 5.

5. 1. Last meeting covered issues on standard language in Section 39 rewrite. Superpave goes away. Most
changes are pretty minor in content.

5. 2. Final draft is expected very soon — next week at the latest. It will be in the 2015 format.

5. 3. Technical content is the same, but the layout has been reorganized. You need to read every single word
in it. Track Changes would not work because of all the style guide changes.

5. 4. Most of the existing SSPs have been rolled into the spec.
5. 5. Next meeting is in San Diego on January 27",
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Review progress of Smoothness | Current status, progress since last report, next steps
Subtask Group

Agenda Item 6.
6. 1. Nothing to report.

Review progress of RAP/RAS

Subtask Groun Current status, progress since last report, next steps

Agenda Item 7.
7. 1. Nothing to report. First draft expected in late March.

Review progress of asphalt
binder content scoping Current status, progress since last report, next steps
document (Possibly expedite)

Agenda Item 8.
8. 1. Nothing to report.

Review progress of Intelligent

Compaction Subtask Groun Current status, progress since last report, next steps

Agenda Item 9.
9. 1. Nothing to report.

Review progress of PGAR .
- Subtask Group Current status, progress since last report, next steps

Agenda Item 10.
10. 1. Need to set up next meeting date. (See upshot# 101)

Review progress of asphalt
rubber binder quality control Current status, progress since last report, next steps
Subtask Group

Agenda Item 11.
11. 1. Seeitem 10.

Asphalt aggregate breakdown in asphalt concrete plants needs to

be added to the agenda. This is related to CT 304.

Joe is the lead.

Agenda Item 12.
12. 1. Expect to re-start this work in the middle of January.
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Proposed 14/15 STG Projects

and scoping documents

Agenda Item 13.
13. 1. We are working on the scoping document for Type B aggregate.
13. 2. Industry will put together a scoping document for QC/QA for HMA. (See upshot# 102)

Review upshot and bin list

14 §i1020 Halverson/all

Agenda Item 14.

Next meeting date, location and
15
expected outcome Halverson/all

Agenda Item 15.
15. 1. Set dates at next meeting for Feb and March.

aodsosodagourn
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