
 

 

          MEMORANDUM  
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Materials and Geotechnical Branch 
4670 Holly Street 
Denver, Colorado 80216 
 
 
 

August 23, 2006 
9:00 am to Noon 

North Holly Turnpike Conference Room 

Smoothness Task Force 
Meeting Minutes 

Attending the meeting were: 
 

 
 

 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 



 

 

Agenda Topic #1 – Review of 2007 Draft Specifications 
    
The committee reviewed the proposed draft specifications.  Eric Prieve presented a Power Point 
presentation that highlighted the changes of the specification.  These changes were as follows: 
 

1. Asphalt and Concrete will have separate specifications 
2. Asphalt will be under HRI specification 
3. Concrete will be under LPI specification 
4. Corrective work will no longer be required on lifts below the final surface HMA. 
5. HMA Localized Roughness greater than that shown in table 105.6 but less than 150 

inches per mile will fall under the 10 foot straight edge specification. 
6. Concrete QC testing can be done with a California style profilograph, a light weight 

profiler or high speed profiler in profilograph simulation mode. 
7. Neither HMA nor PCCP will be able to grind to get out of disincentive. 
8. Quality Assurance testing will be done before corrective work.  The QA testing will 

determine the incentive, disincentive and corrective work areas.  QC testing will verify 
that the areas identified by the QA testing as needing corrective work have been 
corrected. 

9. On HMA Rural percent improvement projects the Contractor may request to have the 
category changed to HRI category I.  The request will have to be before QA testing 
begins. 

10. Industry Task Force requested that the distance at bridge expansion joints, cattle guards, 
etc… be changed from 5-feet to 25-feet due to amount of travel.  This change will also be 
incorporated into the 2007 specification. 

11. The distance of the distance calibration site shall be a set 1056 ft. instead of a minimum 
of 1056 ft. 

 
In addition to the changes stated above the Task Force reviewed the proposal to change the current tiered 
system of assigning incentive and disincentive to an equation based system.  The charts below illustrate 
the proposal and how it would have affected paving projects in 2005 and 2006.  The task force felt that 
the equation system was a positive change and that it would help eliminate the differences that could 
accrue in the QC and QA numbers.  It would also make it more equitable between Contractors.  The 
HRI, PI, or Percent Improvement numbers may be very close but under the tiered system the amount of 
incentive or disincentives could be very different. 
 
In addition to the review of the changes stated above the Task Force did a page by page, line by line 
review and comparison of both the HMA and PCCP specifications.  The group expressed understanding 
that the two specifications were as close to equitable that could be achieved given that PCCP tinning 
currently precludes the use of the HRI specification.  Tom Clayton requested some statement form 
CDOT as to when we would have the technology to use HRI on PCCP projects.  Glenn Frieler replied 
that it was a mater of development and funding.  As soon as industry develops a system to use the HSP 
on PCCP that is dependable we will request funding to adapt the QA profiler and make the spec changes. 
 In other works, “as soon as we can, depending on technology and funding”. 



 

 

 
 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
A late agenda topic was requested by CAPA.  The request was for information as to how many other 
states have different specifications for HMA and PCCP.  Below are two maps that show the number of 
states those use IRI for HMA and IRI for PCCP.  A quick summary of the map shows that as many as 9 
other states that use IRI specifications for HMA and use PI for PCCP.  Understand that this information 
is a snap shot in time.  Like Colorado other states are changing their specifications and adopting IRI 
specifications.  The information presented below is from www.roadprofile.com. 
  
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
Concrete Pavement Ride Specifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5 States with IRI 
29 States with PI 
 
Asphalt Pavement Ride Specifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
19 States with IRI 
18 States with PI 
9 States with PI for PCCP & IRI for HMA 



 

 

Glenn Frieler asked for a vote from the Task Force to approve the changes as stated above.  These 
changes would be presented to the MAC for their approval during the September meeting.  Eric Jensen 
and Tom Clayton requested that the vote be delayed until Friday to give them time to discuss the issues 
with their members. 
 
 Voting members are advised that an e-vote needs to be emailed to 
glenn.frieler@dot.state.co.us by noon, Friday September 1.  Please include the other 
members of the Task Force in you response.  There is no such thing as a secret 
ballot.  Failure to vote will indicate a vote of approval for the proposed changes. 
 
Other topics that were on the agenda were: 
 
Smoothness Training and Education 
Level D / Level S – 2007 
Profiler Class and Round Up 2007 
Incentive / Disincentive levels 
 
These topics were sent to Sub-Committees for work.  Sub- Committees will meet before the next AIF 
and Joint Co-op meetings.  At the AIF and Joint Co-op meetings a committee representative will discuss 
their work. 
 
Incentive / Disincentive Limits 2007 - This topic was brought up for discussion.  The Task Force felt 
that with only eight projects out of the scheduled 34 completed that the amount of information was 
insufficient to make a determination.  They also felt that with an increase in the smoothness 
requirements an increase in the possible level of incentive should accompany it.  This also was sent to 
Sub-Committee for work. 
 
The next meeting is tentatively scheduled for November 15, 2007    
 
New Draft Specifications will be sent out by the end of the day.  Thursday August 24, 2006 
 
   
 
 
  


