CTQP Asphalt Technical Review Team (TRT) Meeting Minutes

March 18, 2011

Meeting Location: Slash Pine Room, State Materials Office, Gainesville, Florida.

Meeting Attendees: Rich Hewitt (Chairperson), Brian Pickard, Greg Sholar, Wayne Rilko, Scott Tison.
Igor Dubrovskiy and Jeff Fetzko attended meeting remotely using Teleconference & GoTo Meeting.

The meeting began at 10:00am and the following items were discussed:
Agenda Item 1: Oral Presentations By Proposed Instructors
There were no Instructor Presentations.
Agenda Item 2: Review of December 2, 2010 TRT Meetings Minutes
Note: Agenda Items 2 and 3 are combined below due to overlapping issues.

Agenda Item 3: Review e-mails since last meeting; Discuss Actions taken since last meeting of
December 2, 2010.

E-mails since last meeting related to issues listed below in the agenda and those items are
discussed below.

Auditing Providers

Team discussed previous issue regarding Yvonne Collins’ that the Asphalt TRT audit all providers
annually. Due to number of providers and small size of Asphalt TRT this may challenge our
resources. Brian noted Yvonne is asking the Concrete TRT for their spreadsheet to see if we could
use it. The Team discussed several plans for planning an auditing strategy the Team could
accomplish for review with Yvonne. One strategy is to develop an audit plan which focuses on
provider’s receiving low student surveys and/or exam passing rates that are statistical outliers
(primarily low passing rates).

Action Taken

e Rich Hewitt spoke to Mike Bergin (Concrete TRT member) about how they handle provider
audits. Mike said there are only a handful of Concrete providers they have to audit, so this is
handled by each Concrete TRT member auditing a few providers.

o Jeff Fetzko- Audited a provider’s Asphalt Paving Level 2 Course on Jan 20", 2011. Jeff sent
his audit comments in an e-mail to Yvonne Collins (and others) during today’s meeting.

Action ltems

e Rich Hewitt- will ask Yvonne if student evaluations are compiled/summarized so we can
providers with low survey scores (ex. bottom 10%).

e Rich Hewitt- will ask Yvonne and Red Vector if we can obtain passing rates by provider and
exam. This would help focus audits on particular providers or even courses given by a
particular provider.
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Construction Training Qualification Manual (CTQM) Review
Yvonne has tasked Brian Pickard with reviewing the asphalt portion of the CTQM over the next three
months and make recommendations for revisions.

Brian will be asking for modifications in the Proctoring area, (that anyone Proctoring an exam must
hold a current CTQP Certification for that exam course), but is not sure she will agree.

Action Taken

e Rich Hewitt sent e-mail to Yvonne on 12/1/2010 asking if she made decision on this.

e Rich Hewitt spoke to Yvonne and she informed me it would increase course costs
unacceptably if providers have to staff trained in all areas.

e Final Decision: The CTQM will remain as written. Exam Proctors will not be required to hold
a current CTQP Certification in order to proctor an exam.

Replace AASHTO Test Methods in Plant Level 1 Course
Brian noted we must find a way to replace the AASHTO Test Methods in Plant Level 1 and Paving
Level 1.

Past Action Item

o Greg Sholar — Greg agreed to develop PowerPoint slides to cover the test methods.

Action taken-

o Greg Sholar- reviewed Plant 1 and Paving 1 and stated the PowerPoint presentations were
redone in 2009 and contain the Test Methods.

Update Asphalt Mix Design Course

Previously, Brian Pickard mentioned we need to get moving on getting UF and/or Jim Warren to
update the Asphalt Mix Design Course. E-mails in these and previous Asphalt TRT Minutes discuss
update topics in depth.

Actions Taken

e Rich Hewitt - Sent e-mail chain to Yvonne Collins 12/1/2010 asking where we are at with the
contract to update the CTQP Asphalt Mix Designer Course (e-mail chain contained previous
e-mail from Paul Steinman requesting she get quotes on the course update.)

e Rich Hewitt received contact info from Yvonne for Nina Barker at CTQP.

e RichHewitt- contacted Nina (see attached e-mails). Nina will work with Yvonne and Rich to
develop the “Scope of Services” and contract for updating the CTQP Asphalt Mix Design
Course.

Action Item

e Rich Hewitt- will work with Nina Barker and Yvonne Collins as Nina develops the Scope of
Services for a contract to update the CTQP Asphalt Mix Design Course.

Review Paving 1 & 2 Question Failure Rates/Consider Exam Question Replacements
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Brian Pickard previously distributed failure rates of Paving | and Il for the March meeting. Brian
Pickard sent e-mail noting questions with Passing Rate < 50%. Rich Hewitt sent Red Vector
spreadsheet he modified to analyze passing rates or questions, exams, etc. The intent is to
review exam questions and propose any potential replacements. Rich Hewitt received exam
copies form Red Vector for review at today’s meeting.

Action Taken

e The Asphalt Technical Review Team reviewed questions with passing rates less than 50% on
all four versions of the Asphalt Paving Level 1 and Asphalt Paving Level 2 exams.
The Following Questions were reviewed in the Exams and Versions listed below:

Paving 1
e Version1
O Questions 3, 6, & 22 - No changes are needed
e Version 2
O Questions 2, 23, & 29 - No changes needed
e Version 3
O Questions 20, & 24 - No changes needed
e Version4
O Questions 5 - No changes needed
O Questions 12 — No wording changes needed. However, this question has an 18%
passing rate, while the same question in Exam Version 3 (Question 25) has a 55%
passing rate.
Action Item-

e Rich Hewitt will check with Red Vector about the disparity in passing rates
between exams on the same question. It was suggested to ensure the
computer coded answer key is correct to rule that out as a possible source
of the passing rate disparity.

O Question 17- No changes needed

Paving 2

e Version1
0 Question 32 — group felt the answer to the question was not well defined and have
elected to modify this question.
Action Items-

e Rich Hewitt- will modify Question 32 to be about the requirement the mat
temperature must cool before being opened to traffic (<160F). Rich will
send modified question to Asphalt TRT for review before sending proposed
guestion to Yvonne for her review and potential approval.

e Greg Sholar- will e-mail verbiage from Spec to Rich

O Question 43- No change needed
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0 Question 50- Needs modification to be more in line with Specification.
Action Item-
e Rich Hewitt will check Spec 337-7.4 and adjust question to correspond to
Spec language.
e Version 2
0 Question 19- same question as Question 50, Version 1, and requires same
modification
Action ltem
e Rich Hewitt will modify this question as noted in Question 50, Version 1
above.

e Version 3
0 Questions 10, 27, 33, 41, 43, 45 - No changes are needed

e Version4
O Questions 2, 4, 8, 15, 36, 48 - No changes are needed

Establish State Construction Office Contact for Red Vector
Brian noted Kim Smith (Central Office) used to handle the Red Vector contract, so we went through

him for changes to the courses and the exams. He suggested Rich find out if Red Vector contract

will be managed by his replacement (Susan Robeson).

Action Item

e Rich Hewitt — As noted above under Agenda Item #2 Update Asphalt Mix Design Course,
Rich will work with Yvonne Collins (FDOT-SCO) and Nina Barker (CTT) to update the course.

Agenda Item #4: Review of Provider audits since last meeting.
No Provider Audits were performed since the last meeting.

Agenda Item #5: Discussion of recommendations for pending requests for approval as Construction
Training and Qualification Program (CTQP) Asphalt Training Providers.

No pending requests.

Agenda Item #6: Discussion of recommendations for pending requests for approval as Construction
Training and Qualification Program (CTQP) Asphalt Training Instructors.

No pending requests.

Agenda Item #7: Discussion of revisions to, acceptance and approval of current Asphalt Course

Materials.

Action Item-
e Rich Hewitt will modify Asphalt Paving Level 2 Exams as discussed in Meeting 3-18-2011 and
as noted in these minutes above under Agenda Item #3 under the topic titled, “Review
Paving 1 & 2 Question Failure Rates/Consider Exam Question Replacements”,
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Agenda Item #8: Discussion of acceptance and/or rejection of new courses
No New Courses
Agenda Item #9: Miscellaneous discussion.

Wayne Rilko expressed concern that when Asphalt Mix Design course is updated, those
updating it should not include copies of any AASHTO test methods.

Agenda Item #10: Selection of Date, Time, and Location of next Asphalt TRT.

Next Asphalt TRT Meeting will be Tuesday, June 21, 2011 10am — 3pm, at the State Materials Office
in Gainesville, FL.

Action Item

e Greg Sholar - will send June 23, 2011 meeting invitations to Asphalt TRT Members, as well
as, reserve the Meeting Room, Teleconference Bridge, Videoconference Line and Equipment.

The Asphalt Technical Review Team Meeting of Friday, March 18, 2011 was adjourned at 1:30pm.



