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Raised Pavement Markers (RPM)
Technical Committee
Meeting Minutes

Working Session # 9
Wednesday, June 11", 2025 10:00AM — 11:00AM

1) 10:00AM-10:05AM: Call to Order and Introduction

2) Program Overview
-Last year DataMine was updated for levels of reflectivity

3) 10:05AM-10:10AM: Review of Current Technical Committee
Members

a) Technical Committee Chair — Connie Coleman, Georgia DOT
b) New Technical Committee Vice Chair — Justin Morris, Louisiana
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4) 10:10AM-10:25AM: Updates and Presentations

Program Status

-GDOT test deck statuses for 2022-2025 shared

-See “Append 1 — RPM Program Status”

-GODT: 2025 submissions 5 white/red 3 yellow/yellow and 2
adhesive

a)

b)

Raised Pavement Markers State Usage Survey results and
discussion

-9 responses

-Is there a need to expand the program field test to include other and
one-sided config? Or, have lab-only option for these?

Presentation — Retroreflectivity 2022 Data Review
-See “Append 2 — RPM Retroreflectivity”
-Takeaway: Concrete is a tougher environment than asphalt

Q: When measuring reflectivity, how do you classify status as poor?
A: We don't classify, we just report findings

Q: How does maintenance dept know how to replace RPM based on
conditions, any guideline?

A: Not sure; if there is enough that are missing, GA DOT replaces
them

Q: In the field how do you count missing units of RPM?

A: During visual assessment it's marked as a 0 if gone completely
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5) 10:25AM-10:35AM: Discussion — Removal/replacement of the
abrasion testing
-Sand is very specific, expensive, and harder to get, so should we go to
some other type of abrasion testing? Or, eliminate it all together?
Q: Has anyone looked at correlation of abrasion testing and the
condition of the time on the road?
Action Item — Florida DOT: Share information of their abrasion testing
with other state TC members
-Industry: Polycarbonate usually passes, acrylic usually fails, and this is
the general reason for this test.
-It is part of the ASTM requirement and many states must meet ASTM,;
what is the reason for maybe removing it?
-The sand is single-use and that is the biggest issue, it is difficult to get it
-Shape analysis from multiple sand usage did not show any change

6) 10:35AM-10:40AM: Examples of how DOTs are using the program
-VA uses it in conjunction with other TC data; they look at the retro and
the images. They have an option to do their own testing
-LA requires it, they have ability to do 3-point loading and standard
raised and rumble strip. LA looks at FL results through DataMine and
GA’s test deck
-LA has a 3-page qualification procedure that anyone is welcome to use

7) 10:40AM-10:50AM: Industry Concerns

8) 10:50AM-11:00AM: Open Discussion
Q: Why did snowplowable testing go away?
A: No one wanted to host a deck, no one submitted a new product, no
one looked at the data
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**Session will end promptly at 11:00AM to allow for the next session
to begin on time**
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Raised Pavement Markers
. Technical Committee

Working Session #9 Updates

Program Status

Raised Pavement Markers State Usage Survey
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Program Updates

GDOT

e 2022 RPM and Adhesive Test Deck
 Completed

e 2023 RPM Test Deck

* White/Red snowplow removal
* Yellow/Yellow 18-month field ratings

e 2024 RPM Test Deck
* White/Red snowplow removal
* Yellow/Yellow 6-month field ratings

e 2025 Submissions
* 5 White/Red
* 3 Yellow/Yellow
e 2 Adhesive

EIPRODUCT
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 RPM retroreflectivity
e 2022 Completed
» 2023 18-month yellow/yellow awaiting
samples

* 2024 6-month yellow/yellow awaiting
samples

*Samples are currently in process of cleaning and
shipping.
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Raised Pavement Markers
Product Usage Survey - Question 2
2025 uestion

Does your state use any RPMs outside of
1. Does your state use raised [white/red] and/or [yellow/yellow] configurations?
pavement markers (RPMs)?

9 Responses

2. Does your state use any RPMs
outside of [white/red] and/or
[yellow/yellow] configurations?

3. Configurations used in your state

4. Does your state use one sided aYes-5 mNo-4
RPMs?
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Question 3 Question 4

Other configurationsused Does your state use one sided RPMs?

11%

P

-l

11%

B Blue/Blue-4 ®Red/Red-1 ®White/White-3 8 Other-1 mYes-6 mNo-3

Discussion: Is there a need to expand the program to include other and one-sided configurations? (limited
space for yellow) -Or- Have a lab only option for other and one-sided configurations?
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2022 Retroreflectivity and Sample data review

Retroreflectivity

* Evaluation intervals
* |nitial
* 6 months
* 12 months
e 18 months
e 24 months

* Retroreflectivity readings
* Entrance Angle O
e Entrance Angle -20
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* Average cd/fc results Number of Samples

e Concrete only

e Evaluation intervals

* Asphalt only e 6 months

* Combined average e 12 months
* RPMs evaluated e 18 months

* Yellow — 4 products e 24 months

* White — 6 products

e Minimum ASTM reference

e ASTM D4280 TABLE 1
Coefficient of Luminous
Intensity RI

 RPMs evaluated
* White combined
* White concrete
* White asphalt
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Raised Pavement Markers (RPM)
Technical Committee

Attendance

June 11, 2025

Rosa Bravo NCDOT
Dorian Brawner KYTC
Jim Wild Vermont Agency of Transportation
Justin Morris LA DOTD
Connie Coleman GDOT
Hemantkumar Shah New Jersey Department of Transportation
Eric Nelson RoadVista
Brandon Boyer DelDOT
Susan Mendola CTDOT
Nathan Rivera Colorado DOT
Thomas Still Potters Industries
Shahid Jenkins GDOT
Guangming Wang FDOT
Cassady Allen FDOT
Thanh Do 3M Company
yong zeng NJDOT
Guohua Lian Gdot
Steve Esposito New Jersey Turnpike Authority
Alex Lewis FDOT
Ryan Mayer WisDOT
Esayas Butta Colorado DOT
Philip Owens Euclid chemical
Andrew Gallegos NMDOT
Lukasz Sakowicz Vdot
Jim Swisher VA DOT
Klyne McCarty Ppg
Jim Reilman Indiana DOT
Chris Gaudette Orafol Americas
Awilda Merced AM Quality ImprO\éirEﬁgtcicr)lunons- AASHTO




Ryan Buck FDOT
Rodney Klopp PennDOT
Sam Frederick NCDOT
Carla Principe WisDOT
Earnest Colvin ALDOT
Bryan Engstrom Massdot
David Howley CT DOT
Jacob Walker GDOT
Amber Landrith Nevada Dept of Transportation
Brenda Waters PennDOT
Sarah Smith FL DOT
Ed Hughes Contractor
Matt Needham Montana DOT
Dennis Warren Michigan DOT
Robert Sarcinella Sarc.engineering & Consulting Services
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