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Please sign the attendance sheet 

Action Items are listed below in red 
 
10:30AM-10:40AM: Call to Order and Introductions (Merrill) 

 
10:40AM-11:20AM: Update-Program Status (Merrill) 

 
 Review of Membership Roster 

• The membership roster was displayed for everyone  
• Membership roster needs to be updated. If you do not see your name 

on the list or would like to join the committee please let Merrill know. 
 

Program benefits from DOT perspective 
• Merrill Zwanka – South Carolina DOT 

o From the DOT perspective in SC industry has stepped up and 
submitted products. Many rebar suppliers are on the SC QPL.  

o SC also has their staff help with the pre audit sampling and 
they also attend the audits.  

o SC still does their own quality control at the project level but 
the NTPEP audit adds an extra check for the suppliers.  

o NTPEP also has stopped SC from having to send inspectors 
out of state which has been a great cost and time savings for 
the state. 

o It also provides the SC DOT with third party test results for 
comparison.  

o WV utilizes NTPEP as a specification for Rebar and has seen 
great cost savings.  

 
2016 Participation (Scott) 

• Rebar 
o In 2015 33 audits were conducted. 
o In 2016 31 audits have been scheduled. 

 IL DOT is the 3rd party testing facility and they have 
received 12 of the 31 comparison samples so far this 
year. 

• WWR 
o In 2015 23 audits were conducted. 



o In 2016 24 audits have been scheduled. 
 IL DOT is also the third party testing facility for WWR 

and the have received 15 or the 24 comparison samples 
so far this year. 

 
Audit Changes (Ed – Sarc - Katheryn) 

• Certificate of Compliance  
o The certificates of compliance are now all being issued on Jan 

1st and expire at the end of the calendar year 
o They will no longer run from the manufacturer’s anniversary 

date 
o As long as the manufacturer has their audit scheduled and has 

paid they will receive a  certificate of compliance and be listed 
as compliant until there is a reason to switch them to non-
compliant 

o It is very important for the DOT’s to check Datamine to ensure 
that a given manufacturer is currently compliant. Just because 
the manufacturer has a Certificate of Compliance does not 
mean they are currently compliant.  

• Audit Reports 
o New grades added to rebar 

 A615 addition of #20 bar 
 A706 80 grade material  

• All of this information has been updated on the 
audit form  

• R18 & R38 status 
o SP-01 is the standard practice for all audit programs. 
o SP-01 works in conjunction with each audit program’s work 

plan. 
o R18 and R38 were initially referenced when the program was 

first being created  
o It was decided that SP-01 is a good standalone document and 

the reference to R18 and R38 will be removed from SP-01. 
 R18 and R38 have already been removed from the work 

plan. 
• Testing speed of parallel plate machine/universal testing machine:   

o QSM will be updated to require the manufacturer to explain 
what speed they are running and how they verify it. 
 The speed of the testing is nonspecific and the 

specification uses  words such as “recommended” and 
“convenient” speed 

 The 2017 manufacturer’s quality manuals will be 
required to have a section about what speed they run 
their testing machine and how they verify that rate 

 The calibration company cannot determine the testing 
rate, the rate will need to be determined by the testing 
lab and told to the calibration technician. 

 Industry indicated that knowing the exact rate the 
machine is running should not matter. As long as it is 
faster than the minimum rate. The rate should be left 
up to the operators’ discretion. The faster the break is 
done the more conservative the results will be. The 
manufacturer does it quickly because they know that 



are way over the minimum so they are ok with having a 
slightly lower break. 

 Ed Hughes discussed with the group that running an 
unknown rate may cause in issue when the data is 
compared to the third party testing facility. 

 Scott Hughes mentioned that IL DOT, who is the third 
party testing laboratory, runs the rate at a half inch per 
minute until yield. 

• NTPEP Designated Lab Audit 
o NTPEP has started auditing the laboratories that perform 

testing for each technical committee 
o The audits will be conducted on a two-year cycle  
o IL DOT had their audit in April 2016.  

 
Samples (Now/Future) (Merrill/Scott) 

• Contact information from DOT’s for sampling 
o Matt Romero – Oklahoma DOT 

o Once a year NTPEP samples in southern OK 
o Matt’s laboratory does not do as much testing as 

they used to so new employees do not have as much 
exposure to the testing as they did in the past. 

o Matt takes personnel to the facility and has them 
assist in sampling and has them watch testing at the 
facility  

o Matt will coordinate the NTPEP auditors so the 
audit occurs when Matt has interns so they can 
learn about NTPEP and gain experience.  

o This experience will allow the young employees to 
see how the program is used as they start taking 
larger roles in the DOTs 

o IN also coordinates their new hires to go to the mills 
in the area and sample when the NTPEP auditors 
are there 

o It is extremely beneficial for young engineers to 
know about NTPEP and the sampling and auditing 
that is done because most do not. 

 
• Issues to discuss: (Ed) 

o Mills who no longer produce rebar 
• A few mills that have changed almost solely to 

structural steel  
• These mills still want to be in the NTPEP 

program  
• They have asked to bring in rebar from a sister 

mill to perform testing on, NTPEP has not 
allowed this.  

• They now only make rebar for the NTPEP audit. 
o Is there interest in shapes (structural)? 

• ME, NC, VA, and NY DOTs would be very 
interested in structural steel  

• There are not any states present that currently 
have a list of structural steel manufacturers.  



• ACTION ITEM: Kevin from Arkansas DOT 
would like a survey  sent out to all states to see 
who is interested in  structural steel (shapes)  

•  
o Stainless Steel Mills 

• ME, NC, VA, and NY DOTs are also interested 
in stainless steel. 

• There are not any states present that currently 
have a list of stainless steel manufacturers. 

• ACTION ITEM: Continue to investigate 
stainless steel as a possible part of this audit 
program 

 
• SOM Update – ASTM A1064 AASHTO Spec development (Merrill) 

o A1064 has now become the industry standard for wire. 
o 4 ASTM standards merged into ASTM A1064. 
o AASHTO SOM TS 4f/g decided they needed an 

equivalent since the previous 4 standards has 
ASTM/AASHTO equivalency.  

o AASHTO is now combining their 4 wire standards and 
later this month it is going to the tech section for ballot. 

o Industry members wanted to know if there would be 
any changes and if they would be able to give input.  

o Merrill suggested they become a friend of the tech 
section and then they will be able to see the ballot  

• WWR – Survey 
o Sent out to the states  
o It looked into the issue of concrete pipe manufacturers 

who make their own cages  
o Of the 50 states it was sent to 37 had replied to the 

survey. 
o The survey asked how the state handles acceptance for 

WWR in concrete pipe  
o Do your specifications require them to meet A1064?  

• About half said they do 
o If you are referencing A1064 how do you address pipe 

manufacturers making their own cages? 
• Most states were not concerned about the cages, 

the hoop wire is load bearing part. 
o Would you support an effort to add wire assembled by 

the concrete pipe manufacturer to the NTPEP audit 
program? 

• Roughly a 50/50 split  
o The WWR industry stated that the DOTs were creating 

an uneven playing field by not making all welded wire 
be audited through the NTPEP program. 

o The concrete pipe industry stated that the wire welds 
are not structural welds and they are only welded to 
hold the cage in place until the concrete pipe is poured. 

o Ed and Sarc explained that this is more of an ASTM 
issue as the language in the pipe specifications need to 
be clarified. 



 
11:20AM-11:30AM: Discuss DataMine 3.0 Items  

 This module is almost complete 
 If you have any question please attend the Datamine 3.0 

meeting 
11:30AM-11:45AM: Industry Concerns 

• Danielle Kleinhans – CRSI 
(a) Safe fabrication of larger bar sizes - fabricators felt there is not 

enough information on bends of the large bars -75 or higher, 18 or 
larger.  It will not be recommended until there is a safety policy 
that addresses it.  

• Rich Wagner – WRI 
(a) Most WWR producers are concerned that an uneven playing field 

is being created  
(b) There is an intersection of two wires that are welded and 

regardless they should be held to the same standard. 
• Chris Lewis – Gerdau Jacksonville, FL 

(a) Not in attendance  
 

11:45AM-12:00PM: Open Discussion 
 

Manufacturer variation report discussed 
• This document is no longer a pdf- it is now aa excel document so 

states can change the comparison criteria to their specific criteria and 
see if the manufacturer falls within their state’s criteria.  

• Ed Hughes gave a brief demo on how to utilize the document. 
• Industry asked what kind of corrective action should they do if IL 

DOT has a failure but they do not? 
o Scott has a resample process that he goes through that is in his 

contract before he sends the report to AASHTO. Sometimes it 
is an issue with the graph. The machine sometimes does not 
select the highest peak on the graph.  

o Kenny Anderson stated that this is why extra samples are 
taken so that the tests can be re-run and verify the initial 
results if there is a discrepancy  

• FL and WV indicated an interest in an audit program for strand. 
• Robert Sacrinella asked how many states have a program for epoxy 

coated rebar? 
o Is there a need for a NTPEP epoxy coated rebar audit 

program? 
 Many DOTs were interested 
 ACTION ITEM: Ed and Robert will put the finishing 

touches on what they have and it will be discussed with 
the TC during the next conference call 

 
Dismiss – Adjourned at 12:00 p.m. 



First Name Last Name Title Email Phone
Ethan Griffiths ethan.griffiths@itd.idaho.gov 208-334-8556
Heather Hall heather.purdy.hall@tn.gov 615-418-3309
Kevin Palmer kevin.palmer@ahtd.ar.gov 501-569-5185
Greg Bausch greg.bausch@ppg.com
Kelly Morse kelly.morse@illinois.gov 217-782-7218
Ryan Pelter VP - Technical & Engineering Services rpelter@ewpinc.com 419-294-3817
Dean Hatley National Sales Manager dhatley@insteel.com 336-918-5003
Kevin Sablan ksablan@aashto.org
David Meggers dave.meggers@ksdot.org 785-291-3845
James Trepanier james.trepanier@illinois.gov 217-782-9607
Ed Hughes edwardehughes@yahoo.com 217-825-7843
Chris Peoples cpeoples@ncdot.gov 919-329-4000
Randy Pace rpace@ncdot.gov 919-329-4000
Brandi Mitchell brandi.mitchell@ky.gov 502-564-3160
Danielle Kleinhans Managing Director dkleinhans@epoxy.crsi.org 847-517-1200
Kenny Anderson kbanderson@indot.in.gov 317-610-7251 x203
Kevin Jones kevin.jones@dot.iowa.gov 515-239-1237
Paul Vinik State Structural Materials Engineer paul.vinik@dot.state.fl.us 352-955-6686
John Buchanan jbuchanan@mt.gov
Merrill Zwanka zwankame@scdot.org 803-737-6682
Kim Spahn kspahn@concretepipe.org 214-507-6767
Ahmad Abu-Hawash ahmad.abu-hawash@dot.iowa.gov 515-239-1393
Danny Pittman dannyp@wmc-us.com
John Eiche Nevada DOT jeiche@dot.state.nv.us 775-888-7598
Temple Short shorttk@scdot.org 803-737-6648
Tim Stallard stallardt@michigan.gov 517-322-6448
Susan Dearborn sdearborn@dot.state.nh.us 603-271-1628
Amanda Dees amanda.dees@ky.gov 502-564-3160
Bin Shi bshi@utah.gov 801-965-4303
Richard Williammee richard.williammee@txdot.gov 817-370-6675
Paul Burch pburch@azdot.gov 602-712-8085
Scott Hughes scott.hughes@illinois.gov 217-782-7208
Greg Halsted ghalsted@crsi.org



Robert Sarcinella sarc.engineering@yahoo.com 512-791-5591
Eric Carleton NPCA - VP Technical servicrs ecsrleton@precast.org 317-903-1920
Brian Hunter bhunter@ncdot.gov 919-329-4092
Joseph Kerstetter joseph.kerstetter.tn.gov 615-350-4193
Michael Sullivan msullivan@mdot.ms.gov 601-359-1666
Dennis Warren warrend7@michigan.gov 517-322-5665
Matthew Mueller matt.mueller3163@gmail.com 217-789-4153
Matt Romero mattromero@cox.net 405-436-0028
Richard Wagner rwagner@insteel.com 336-719-9000
John Bassett john.bassett@txdot.gov 512-506-5881
Brandon Carson brancarson@pa.gov 717-787-2933
Ryan Fragapane rfragapane@aashto.org 202-624-3632
Sundar Chithiraputhiran schithiraputhiran@usg.com 847-970-5126
LaDonna Rowden IL DOT - Engineer Of Tests ladonna.rowden@illinois.gov 217-782-4423
Jay Goldbaum jay.goldbaum@state.co.us 303-398-6561
Barry Paye barry.paye@dot.wi.gov 608-246-7945
Joseph Stilwell joseph.rl.stilwell@gmail.com 207-215-3643
Raymond Rowden raymond.t.rowden@gmail.com 217-622-5407
Kyle Baranowski kyle.b.baranowski@wv.gov
Ross Oak Metcalfe rmetcalfe@mt.gov 406-444-9201
Ashish Dubey adubey@ush.com 8479705256
Marty Downie mdownie@insteel.com 419.310.1271
Joseph Olson joseph.olson@dot.wi.gov 608-266-8488
Tichaundra Harris tharris@aashto.org 202-624-5254
J. Francisco Gudiel francisco.gudiel@la.gov 225-248-4111
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