
 

3340203 SUPERPAVE ASPHALT CONCRETE 

COMMENTS FROM INTERNAL/INDUSTRY REVIEW 

Scott C. Arnold, P.E. 

(850) 414-4273 

Scott.Arnold@dot.state.fl.us 

Comments: (Internal 6-8-20) 

I spoke too soon, please ignore my previous email (sic) No Comments. Rich Hewitt prepared 

some comments on this spec revision and they are attached for your consideration. Thanks. 
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Response: (Wayne Rilko) Revisions to 334-2.3.6, 334-3.2.1, and 334-5.1.2 are as shown in the 

comments above. Subsequent discussions with Rich Hewitt led to the deletion of the last two 

proposed sentences in 334-5.7.1 

 

****************************************************************************** 

Ananth Prasad 

(850) 942-1405 

aprasad@ftba.com 

Comments: (Industry 6-9-20) 

334-5.1.2 the word “side roads” needs to be added after “ramps” to the areas not requiring 

density if less than 500 feet in length. Also, some clarification on what is meant by “Do not 

perform density testing for acceptance in situations where the areas requiring density testing is 

less than 50 tons within a sublot.” It appears that it is meant to be associated with non density 

areas but has been interpreted to mean that if you go over 50 tons and have pulled 5 or 6 side 
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roads or turn outs and the total is more than 50 tons then they will cut cores and include in 

CPF calculations. There is no way to establish a rolling pattern for this situation. The next 

paragraph describing an intersection as the area inside of stop bars for both mainline and 

sideroads further complicates how sideroads are addressed. 

334-5.7.1 The last sentence of that paragraph that was added to require an EAR needs to be 

struck. Under the current spec, if the FDOT test can’t be corroborated with the PC sample, the 

IV is determined to be invalid. This throws it back to requiring an EAR anyways. 

Response: (Wayne Rilko) 

334-5.1.2  

These concerns were not brought forward by Industry during the preliminary specification 

revision review. These topics will be discussed with Industry and addressed during the next 

round of specification revisions. The conversation should include what to do if a random 

acceptance core falls in one of these areas and how to determine if a minimum density in these 

areas was achieved.  

It is recognized that side roads and turnouts require rolling patterns which differ from those used 

on the mainline. However, these areas need density. Side streets vary in traffic volume. They can 

range from a heavily traveled state or county road to an entrance into a small subdivision. The 

same is true for turnouts. In either case, these areas are often in the FDOT right-of-way and must 

be properly constructed.   

334-5.7.1 

This scenario does not happen often. However, when three separate tests on a split sample, two 

performed by the Department and one performed by the Contractor, all fail but do not compare, 

the most likely cause is improper sampling, which is performed by the Contractor. The concern 

is to determine if a premature failure will occur by requiring an evaluation of the material. 

 


