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1) Call to Order and Introduction 
• Introduction of new Vice Chair – Lukasz Sakowicz – Virginia DOT 
• Manufacturers submit their rapid hardening products. Results get 

reported in DataMine. This program does not pass or fail test 
results; data is available for states to use the data how they want 
to. 

2) Status of lab and field testing 
• Nelson Test Labs. 17 submittals have been received since last June. 

In 2024, 20 total submittals were received, which was a new record 
for products submitted in a calendar year. 

• New horizontal products have field testing performed by Nebraska 
DOT- 1 year data has been uploaded for 2023 products. 2024 
products have had their installation data uploaded. 

• Products can be submitted for lab testing throughout the year. There 
is a specific submission cycle for the products needing to be 
evaluated in the field. 
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3) Should ASTM C672 be added to the program? 
• Review survey questions 
• There was not a need by states for this several years ago. There 

are now several states who would like to have this test added to 
the scope of testing.  

• Currently ASTM C672 is discontinued but is expected to be 
reinstated. 

• Plan is to add ASTM C672 testing as an optional test, which can 
be added by the manufacturer if desired to meet a state 
requirement 

• The RHCP module will be updated accordingly once this test is 
added in 2026. 
 

4) Should AASHTO T97 be added to the program? 
• Review survey questions 
• 4 states would like to see this test added to the testing scope 
• Manufacturers who choose to have this test conducted on their 

product will incur a small additional cost. 
• CT DOT: Responded no to the survey. Interested why states want 

this test added. 
• The Chair explained this is optional and not required for 

manufacturers to have their product evaluated. 
5) Should conventional set products be added to the program? 

• Review survey questions 
• DOTs experience/approach for allowing bagged concrete mixtures 

for small concrete pours 
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• Mark Nelson- can test the normal setting repair materials per 
ASTM C928 with a couple modifications.  The initial reading would 
be done on length change for 24 hours instead of 3 hours and also 
eliminating the 3-hr compressive strength. Some states choose to 
do this on bagged concrete.  

• VT AOT – trying to get clarification on type of material being 
discussed.  Concrete bagged products are different than non-rapid 
hardening products.  Non-rapid hardening products could be 
handled here, but bagged concrete products might be best 
handled on an Agency bases. 

• MA DOT looks for resistivity when they test these types of 
products. 

• MA DOT: Doing the basics would work for their state. Calling it 
conventional, and not rapid hardening, is a suggestion. Strength, 
air, permeability, etc. 

• VA DOT is looking into allowing prepackaged non-rapid hardening 
products as an alternative for small pours when ready mixed 
concrete is not available (electrical or sign foundation, etc.) Freeze 
thaw, permeability, strength is required. 

• CT DOT: It depends on the application. For repair, their state limits 
the use of RSCP.  

• MA DOT is using the term conventional as non rapid hardening. 
• TN DOT: All products are considered “fast” on their QPL 
• What is being asked here is related to rapid hardening. TN DOT  
• Are manufacturers willing to submit products if we change the 

timing from 3 hrs to 24 hrs for these tests? Industry says the 
number of products would be limited. 
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• TN DOT does the same exact testing they do for the conventional 
products. The only difference is these products aren’t coming out 
of the truck. 

• ME DOT suggests whether or not these additional types of 
products should fall under this technical committee or if a new 
technical committee needs to be put together. 

• The test lab said they have the resources to handle these 
additional products. 

• Action Item: Send out a survey to the states to see if there is 
interest with conventional products and also a survey to the 
manufacturers seeing if they have interest in having these types of 
products evaluated. 

6) Industry topic – handling of currently tested products rebranded 
for sale by another manufacturer.  

• From Industry - Currently, when a manufacturer’s product—
already evaluated and reported through the AASHTO Product 
Evaluation and Audit Solutions program—is sold under a new 
name or via a private label partner, the manufacturer (or partner) 
must repeat the full laboratory testing at their own expense, even if 
the formula remains unchanged. This leads to redundant costs 
and effort for both manufacturers and state agencies. 

• Industry - propose the committee consider implementing a process 
that would allow a manufacturer to submit a notarized statement 
confirming the product is identical in composition and formulation. 
For a reduced administrative fee (without additional lab or field 
testing), the product could then be listed for consideration by 
states under a new name or private label. Routine five-year re-
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evaluations would still be required for all products, with a 
mechanism in place for the private label products.  

• VT believes a certified manufacturer letter is sufficient. On their 
APL, they would list both names.  Suggested that manufacturers 
could put old name on package along with new name, but a 
manufacturer brought up that there could be legal reasons that 
couldn’t be done. 

• Product name changes are painful for manufacturers. Most states 
allow for a notarized letter. Packaging plays a part with this as 
well. 

• If this becomes a nightmare for DataMine, a new procedure may 
need to be put in place. 

• IL DOT is concerned with contract administration. Product name 
changes become a logistic nightmare. The cleanest way would be 
to submit the product under the brand new name.  

• Action Item: Survey will be sent to the states. 
7) Establish definition for “formula change” 

• What would be the minimal threshold to trigger a resubmittal for 
testing 

• This item was tabled and will be discussed during the next 
technical committee quarterly call. 

8) Open Discussion 
• LA DOT: Please see Justin to discuss how they handle bag 

mix. 
• Keegan shared some DataMine updates during the session. 
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o Acronym has been updated to “RHCP” to reflect the 
updated program name. All DataMine numbers remain 
the same, except for the change in the acronym.  
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First Name Last Name Employer 
Cassady Allen FDOT 
Dorian Brawner KYTC 
Todd Bennett MoDOT  
Kelly Senger  IL DOT 
Henri Johnson The Quikrete Companies 
David Wingard The Quikrete Companies  
Michael Mellons Tennessee DOT 
Philip Owens  Euclid chemical 
Kyle  Lachney Louisiana DOTD 
Grant Kao CTS Cement Manufacturing Corporation 
Scott Wutzke NDDOT  
Jason  Robertson Massdot 
Steve Esposito New Jersey Turnpike Authority  
Kelly Montoya  NMDOT  
Matt  Needham  Montana DOT  
Temple K Short SCDOT  
Jim Wild State of Vermont Agency of Transportation  
Douglas Miller MS DOT 
Laura Fernwood Vermont aot 
Trey Summers Illinois Department of Transportation  
Tim Stallard Michigan DOT 
Brian Hill Illinois DOT 
Rosa Bravo ncdot  
Cynthia Pearson ARDOT  
Sarah Smith FL DOT 
Terri  Hansen  Idaho Transportation Department  
Joe Royer Henkel 
Scott Nussbaum Utah Department of Transportation 
Sarah Clark Dayton Superior Corporation  



Carly  Mcgee Kta 
Adam Tecken VDOT 
Ethan Mathieu NH DOT 
Shawn  McCormick  SGS TEC Services 
Lukasz Sakowicz Vdot 
Holly Jergens Dayton Superior Corp 
Eghe Igiehon ACPA 
Darin  Hodges  SDDOT  
Mark Nelson Nelson testing  
Susan  Mendola  CTDOT 
John Kosar QUIKRETE  
Jason Krogman  Minnesota Department of Transportation  
Rodney  Klopp  PennDOT  
Earnest  Colvin ALDOT  
Thomas Murphy  NDDOT 
Barry Paye Wisconsin DOT 
Joe Barreres Nevada DOT 
Jesus Sandoval-Gil ADOT 
Robert  Conway  FHWA 
Ashley Yunkun Txdot 
Danny Lane Tennessee dot 
Daniel Huggins Ladotd 
Dawn  Bickford  MaineDOT  
Justin Morris LA DOTD 
Leonard Vader MoDOT 
Dawn  Bickford MaineDOT  
Richard Mulcahy MassDOT 
Amber Landrith Nevada Dept of Transportation 
Domenico  Tedeschi  CTDOT  

Awilda Merced AM Quality Improvement Solutions- AASHTO 
Contractor 

Eliana  Carlson CTDOT 
Sarah Smith FL DOT 
Guohua  Lian  Gdot  
Eric Frempong Maryland State Highway Administration 
Jerry McMahan Vermont AOT 
Eric Frempong Maryland DOT 
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