RAP AC Subcommittee Meeting Minutes
Wednesday, June 20, 2007
CDOT Region 5 Conference Room
ATTENDEES:   

	NAME
	COMPANY
	PHONE
	E-MAIL

	Denis Donnelly
	CAPA
	303-548-5558
	donnellyde@aol.com

	Kyle Alpha
	United
	970-640-7340
	kalpha@united-gj.com

	Randy Ficklin
	United
	
	rficklin@united-gj.com

	Jeremiah Lemons
	Four Corners Materials
	970-759-1559
	jlemons@4cornersmaterials.com

	Kim Gilbert
	CDOT - HQ
	303-398-6527
	Kim.gilbert@dot.state.co.us

	Mike Coggins
	CDOT- R5
	970-385-1625
	Michael.coggins@dot.state.co.us

	Patrick Murphy
	CDOT – R5
	970-385-1628
	Patrick.murphy@dot.state.co.us

	Bill Schiebel
	CDOT R- 1
	303-398-6801
	Bill.schiebel@dot.state.co.us

	Neal Retzer
	CDOT – HQ
	303-398-6528
	Neal.retzer@dot.state.co.us

	Roy Guevara
	CDOT – HQ
	303-398-6526
	Roy.e.guevara@dot.state.co.us


INTRODUCTIONS & MEETING PURPOSE
Self introductions were made and Roy stated what the purpose of the meeting was and why it was held. The MAC expressed concerns on the Task Force’s recommendation to delete Standard Specification 401.22 thus making CDOT pay for the AC contained in the RAP when AC and mix are paid as two separate items.

The new proposal:  On voids acceptance projects where RAP is used, is to pilot the process and pay for AC and the mix together as a 403 item.  
Proposal Discussion:

The Regions on the western slope like to pay for AC separately because it gives them the flexibility to increase or decrease the AC in the mix when required to give them better control of the volumetric properties. When the voids acceptance spec is used CDOT has plenty of control over the voids properties and the 403 Hot Mix Asphalt worksheet still allows them to adjust the air voids, thus changing the binder content. 

Roy discussed the survey that he had sent out to states that pay AC separately in 2002. The survey asked how they handled certain issues pertaining to RAP. Some of the questions included whether or not they paid for the AC in the RAP and what test methods they use for determining the AC in the mix and in the RAP. The survey results are attached to the bottom of the minutes.
The proposal is to pilot the process of paying for AC inclusive on voids acceptance projects on the western slope, much like the regions on the front range. 
AC will still be paid separately on gradation acceptance projects. According to current CDOT specifications, if the RME wants to allow the use RAP in any quantity or in any lift they must remove the line on the HMA worksheet and include the 401 Reclaimed Asphalt specifications. The line will be removed and the RAP spec will be used on these pilot projects. The contractor may still elect not to use RAP on these projects.
Region 5 does not think this needs to be a “pilot” process considering there will be no specification changes. Region 3 indicated before the meeting that they would like the process to be piloted.  Kyle Alpha indicated that paying AC inclusive on all voids projects may not be the best practice in all instances. There may be some large remote voids acceptance projects where RAP is not likely to be used and that the practice of paying AC inclusive should only be on a project by project basis where it is more likely that RAP will be used. The RME may choose not to include the use of RAP in these locations.
Kyle Alpha indicated that the only contractor representation in the meeting is Old Castle. He indicated that Old Castle approves of paying AC inclusive on voids projects with RAP but can not speak for other western slope contractors. Denis Donnelly said that this is a task force decision and that he will solicit comments from other CAPA members by distributing the minutes and asking for feed back by 7/9/07.
RAP on Gradation Acceptance Projects Discussion:

Region 5 said that they wanted to pilot allowing RAP on gradation acceptance projects while still paying for AC separately. Last task force meeting the group came to the conclusion that this is not disallowed and that the RME may elect to increase the frequency of volumetric testing on these projects to have better control of the mix. The MAC did however expressed concerned on the proposal to pay for the AC on the RAP and in this case Kyle Alpha indicated that it is not worth it for contractors to use RAP. There was discussion about having the cost savings imbedded in the 403 mix item when AC is paid separately but it causes the unbalance bidding issue.
RAP on Gradation projects will be put off for now until Mike Coggins and Patrick Murphy put together a proposal.
Conclusion:
Roy will take the proposal for paying AC as part of the mix on voids acceptance projects to the July 11th MAC. There are however no specification changes as a result. Denis will solicit comments from CAPA members on this proposal. Mike and Patrick will prepare a proposal on using RAP on gradation acceptance projects.

	Survey of States that pay Asphalt Cement Separately and how they handle RAP
	18-Jun-07

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	States*
	#1 Currently pay AC Separately
	#2 Pay AC Separately   if RAP Used
	#3 Pay AC on RAP?
	If "YES" on #3, Method for Determining AC in Mix?
	If "NO" on #3,             How do you Subtract AC in RAP from Mix AC?
	# 6 Do you use Separate Test Methods for Virgin and RAP AC?
	If "YES" on #6, What are Two Separate Methods?

	Iowa
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Tank Stab for Virgin AC and Mix Design for RAP by extraction
	N/A
	Yes
	Tank volume for Virgin AC. Extraction and mix design for RAP AC

	Idaho
	Primarily pay for the mix
	N/A
	No
	(Ignition Furnace)
	Do not subtract AC contained in RAP
	No
	N/A

	Missouri 
	No
	Not Applicable

	Montana
	Yes
	Have not used RAP recently and are in the process of writing a spec for use of RAP.

	North Carolina
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Ignition Furnace
	N/A
	No. Use Ignition furnace for both
	N/A

	Nebraska 
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	N/A
	Pay for AC delivered
	No. Uses ignition furnace for information only
	N/A

	South Carolina
	Yes
	Yes
	Yes
	Ignition Furnace
	N/A
	No
	N/A

	South Dakota
	Yes
	Yes
	No
	(Tank Stabs)
	Only pay for AC from tank stabs
	Yes
	Extractions to calibrate ignition furnaces for spot checks.

	Tennessee
	Yes
	No 
	N/A
	(Extraction)
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Colorado
	Yes in Western Colorado
	Yes
	No
	(Ignition Furnace)
	Looking for accurate method. 
	No. Uses ignition furnace 
	N/A

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	*States that replied in 2002 survey that they paid AC separately
	
	
	


