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Joint committee Meeting Minutes
Date/Time: 	Tuesday, January 25, 2022, 2pm to 5pm 
Wednesday, January 26, 2022, 8am to Noon
Location: 	Harry Reid Engineering Laboratory, Room 109: UNR, Reno, NV
	Order
	Item
	Speaker

	1
	Welcome and Introductions

	Megan & Shauna

	2
	Task Group 
· Introduction and Guidelines
· Tasks are to be run with project statements so that the research and presentations can be presented to the conference
· Goal is to focus first on what agencies needs and  issues that need to be addressed
· Task groups will be primarily 4-6 people and then the whole committee will review the task proposal
· Producers/Suppliers can bring ideas to the table that affect the group as a region. Both sides can present their ideas.
· Task Form
A draft version of the Task Form was presented and the following suggestions were made. The updated Task Form is attached
· Change the title to “Task Proposal Form”
· Final deliverable should be a presentation and a report
· Approving committee should be mentioned (Executive or Steering)
· Primary Group Members should be mentioned
· Research Proposal: maybe redefine so it is clearer that the “research” can be literature
· Change all “research” to “task”
· Task proposer should be in the group
· Add Title, Version, and Identification number (to ties proposals together)
· Final deliverable: what is the final goal of the project?
· Task members: This will be asked at the group and identified by representatives
· For research proposal, maybe add a check box or statement that this can be developed with support
· Task Proposal
· Task proposal is kept in a database to get back to with future suggestions
· 501(c) Updates
·  Currently working with a lawyer to get everything straightened out. 
	Co-Chairs


	3
	Executive Committee Report
· General
· Don Powell is stepping away from his commitment to the PCCAS. Producers need to get together during this conference (Jan 25-26) to determine who will take his spot as the Producer representative. Need to have 8 producers to determine a quorum. 
· Brad Neitzke is currently the User’s Co-Chair. His replacement was discussed and the conclusion was made that he will remain as the User’s Co-Chair. 
· The Executive committee has decided to dissolve the recycling committee and absorb the committee into the Paving and Emulsion committee.  If there is push-back from the group we can keep it.
· The goal for restructuring is to get back to task/working groups. The PCCAS would get back together once a year to do report outs on progress.  Then we can look at every 2 years to pull together a conference to present outcomes from the group.
· Historically, main goal for PCCAS has been to unify the Asphalt specifications at the beginning. The question is whether that still is the overarching theme/mission for the PCCAS (to minimize proliferation from state to state)? If not, what is the overarching mission? Something that we can come back to and vet all of our task based focus. 
· PCCAS needs to educate larger and smaller agencies to help them up to speed with current industry specifications 
· Steering Committee
·  Brad Neitzke is the standing committee user co-chair. Need producer co-chair
· Standing Committee
· Has historically been the Asphalt Institute representative in the West. Bob Humer is currently the representative and is willing to step aside if someone else would like to take on the role. Be available to go out and look at catastrophic failures on projects in the region and report back on failure mechanisms and how to fix.

	Bob S.

	4
	Future Tasks
· Oregon Issue
· Antistrip additives in mixes
· Nevada
· Polymer modified spec different for North & South. Looking at ΔTc
· Emulsion – looking at implementing paddle viscometer
· Alaska
· Washington
· Paddle viscometer
· Recycling issue with RAS (proper ways to incorporate recycling agents)
· Asphalt mix Task Group at AASHTO to look at R 30.
· Where should we be going
· M 332? What are the possible issues for implementation by users?
· MSCR: test on elastic properties
· ΔTc
· Focus on the test initially and then see if it can lead to a unification of specifications
· New goal
· Work towards identifying the best specifications for us to reach a performance specification that everyone agrees on, with the final goal of creating longer life pavements.
	

	5
	Action Items
· Identify Producer Co-Chair
· Standing committee: Poll the agencies on what are the hold ups to implementing M 332 
· Update the website. Include the Task group forms and info/updates on the website.

	

	6
	Proposals
· Paddle Viscometer
· Shadow spec (Nevada ran for 2 years) Oregon COOP is still gathering this data from the last couple years
· Conditioning samples is a key factor (difference in testing from cooling down from the project vs. reheating in a lab environment)
· Canon has a software package. Changes the heating profile in the device
· Problem statement: Improve the consistency of the test method
· Description: need to look at temperature conditioning. Discuss with suppliers to make sure that the differences between latex and polymer is understood. Improving the ratio. Metal vs plastic/disposable cups: referee should be metal, if the test fails when tested in plastic cups, then use metal.

	

	Wednesday, January 26, 2022

	7
	Presentation
· NCHRP 09-59: Relating Asphalt Binder Fatigue Properties to Asphalt Mixture Fatigue Performance
· Fatigue Strain capacity (FSC) is important to look at for fatigue performance
· Current intermediate temp G*/sinδ is not relate well to binder failure strain. 
· GRP (Glover-Rowe parameter) correlation with fatigue strain is good. 
· R-Value was looked at as well, but the SDENT test would be cost prohibitive.
· Tentative allowable range for R-Value 1.5 to 2.5 with 20PAV. Can use BBR to develop R-Value. Upper limit is more critical
· Would need to have a definition in associated standards i.e. T315, for GRP
· R-Value would be added to the BBR report
· Higher expected impacts at the lower phase angles, which could cause binders to fail when they would have passed.
· Focused on unmodified binders.
· GRP better picks up fatigue cracking. Block cracking is better picked up by R-value. Per 09-59 report.
· Recycling Committee: SR232 CIR Pilot Project, Presented by Elie Hajj

	Mike Anderson

	8
	Identify New Tasks
· NCHRP 09-60 pavement durability in the form of cracking and raveling
· Add ΔTc as a specification parameter for unmodified binders
· Using the Asphalt Binder Cracking Device(ABCD) according to AASHTO T 387. Also using ΔTf where failure parameter coming from cracking
· ABCD device in the range of $40-$50k
· Unmodified binders will likely fail the ΔTf with PAV40
· NCHRP 09-61 short/long term binder aging methods to accurately reflect binder aging
· T 240 has been modified to take elevation into account (not done as part of this research)
· Using PAV20 12.5 grams instead of the 50 grams
· Continue RTFO for short term aging. For longer aging, PAV20 with thinner films and PAV40 with thicker films
· A Technical report has been developed and will be submitted to AASHTO. AASHTO will then look and see if they want to adopt the recommendations from these NCHRP projects. 
· Mike Anderson will provide a copy of the presentation once he has approval from NCHRP.
· Within AI, they are looking to condense this into a 1-2 page executive summary.
· NCHRP 09-52 has already been adopted into R 30 (short term aging)
· UNR – SR232 NCHRP 09-62
· Used CMS-2s, PMPS-CIRh
· Jaw crusher did not produce expected representative gradation, used UDOT milling spec and batched the material to that spec to better represent the expected fines produced in the field.
· Lime slurry was used in all test samples due to the DOT standard practice
· Chip seal had a positive effect on the Hamburg results of the existing slab tested
· Section 404 NDOT 2021 specials. Polymer modified pavement sealant (emulsion for CIR). Stabilometer is used to make sure the mixture is not getting too soft. 
· Majority of aggregate came from the chip seal. The road mix was primarily patch mix, therefore having a lot of fines.
· A lot of performance issues stemmed from lack of density that came from high moisture contents.  Having a max moisture content is very important
· Prior to surface placement, min 10 days or < 2%MC to go back and recompact
· Hard to get good compaction below 60F. Train functioned better at low temps, harder to compact. Higher temps train gummed up but compaction was easier.
· Double chip was placed over the CIR

	Co-Chairs

	9
	Proposed Task
· Where are the states on adopting the R 30 changes, elevation on RTFO, 6000 PAV? Survey and find out where everyone is at

	

	10
	Action Items
· Shauna and Megan will send out the task list that was developed to the group and request additional tasks from anyone. Then everyone will be asked to say tasks they would like to participate on.
· Form will be updated and sent for approval with the 3 tasks. CIR (lead by Nevada DOT), Antistrip additive (Lead by Megan and Shauna), Paddle Viscometer (Lead by Andy Clayton).
	Megan & Shauna

	11
	Next meeting date and Adjournment
	Megan & Shauna
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