[image: ]HEAVY HIGHWAY SPECIFICATIONS COMMITTEE MEETING
Ohio Contractors Association
March 20, 2026
9:00 a.m.
	TO:  Heavy Highway Specifications Committee
	FROM:  Chris Engle for Mike Ciammaichella, Chairman

M I N U T E S

1. Call to order -9:02 a.m.

2. Introductions
a) New personnel in Construction Administration
i. Colton Forcum – Pavements
ii. Mitch McDonald – TM3 in Materials Management supervising other asphalt techs.
b) Changes in district personnel
i. Eric Zippay – new DCE in D-12
ii. Michael Butler – new DCE in D-2

3. Approve meeting minutes of November 21, 2025 - Approved

4. General discussion
a) Small Business and External Workforce Development (SBEWD) 
i. PN 014 – SBE Utilization Plan and GFE 
1. Terminations initiated by the SBE firm – Situation where an SBE backs out as affirmations are being completed.  GFEs were required but little time was available to compile.  SBEWD will draft some changes to the process and submit to OCA for comment.
ii. SBE Affirmation Process – forms are quite cumbersome.  Would like to have an opportunity to provide some feedback on streamlining the process.  Meeting will be set to discuss this in more detail.
			
PN 14 was revised in January to allow for an extension of the affirmation form submittal when the SBE fails to complete it on time.
iii. MAMCO case has had injunction dissolved.  Waiting to see if DBE program is involved in reauthorization.
iv. SBE personal narratives – 50 or so have been received out of 967.  ODOT is currently conducting workshops to aid in writing them.  
v. SBE program study has been completed and the consultant included some recommendations which are currently being evaluated.  Over 90% of heavy/highway industry firms have annual revenues meeting the current ODOT SBE threshold.  ODOT is doing well spending with small businesses, but there does seem to be a disparity with firms doing less than $12 million per year.  Document will be posted soon.  Will be putting together a modified SBE program plan for implementation in 2027.  Will be having SBE firms identify which counties they are willing to work in and adding it to the SBE directory.  Also will have SBEs identify the ODOT Work Types that they perform in the directory.
vi. Other States (Oregon, Michigan, Montana) have had personal narratives submitted and all were approved.  They generally had far fewer DBEs than ODOT, and only about 50% of the previously approved DBEs submitted personal narratives.  ODOT does not expect that to be the same in Ohio.  Michigan will begin setting DBE goals again in April.  Their goal went from 8% to 5%.

b) E5 memo and changes in ODOT preference – ODOT now has some reservations about the effectiveness of E5 and is reevaluating its use.  Contractors on active projects that had been sold when the E5 memo was circulating are now being told not to use it in some districts not to use it.  ODOT now believes that it does not provide the internal curing it was said to be providing.  Indiana is seeing some cracking in E5 decks.  Josh Bowman is waiting for the Office of Structures to provide data that supports going either way.  If a Contractor is willing to share the bidding documents that demonstrate the cost difference that they would be subject to by switching to water curing.  The Ohio Turnpike & Infrastructure Commission has been allowing E5 (three decks in 2024) without the cure membrane.  They did not crack.  E5 reps were very specific about doing the process.  It was imperative that E5 was the last element added to the mix.  Superplasticizer could not be added after E5.  In 2025, had an E5 deck with liquid fly ash.  Concrete was getting too stiff, but then E5 reps allowed superplasticizer to be added, and the deck has turned out very badly.  So OTIC is not happy with E5 reps giving two different stories.  OTIC has now found that D-4 and D-11 have been told it’s acceptable to add superplasticizer after E5.  OTIC does not plan to use E5 moving forward.  

There was also discussion of a recently issued RFP for a Comprehensive Evaluation of Concrete Mix Designs and Curing for Bridge Decks and what ODOT’s objectives are for the research. 
c) JMF approvals – ODOT says doing quite well.  Still doing work in the old Materials Management building but moving soon.  One contractor submits a weekly priority list, and all are encouraged to do so.  Some discussion of getting 302 mixes approved bring an extensive process.  This affects prices if a nearby plant has not had its mixes approved.  Concern expressed that OMM asphalt section would be moving at the most critical time of year for design approval.
d) Railroads trying to charge fees with Right of Entry Permits – a couple of projects recently included this.  Will send info to Eric Kahlig.
e) Build America, Buy America 
i. Materials listed on ODOT’s Qualified Products List and Approved Material List are not verified as BABA compliant – ODOT is working to identify those materials on the QPL and APL that are definitely BABA compliant, but it is still the material suppliers’ responsibility to provide and certify BABA compliant materials.  BABA compliance documentation should be delivered with the material.  

5. Committees
i. Hydraulics Spec Committee 
ii. Item 611 corrections after the completion date – treat similar to PN 555? – ODOT concern is that if it’s an issue that needs to be corrected, there’s no sense of urgency and problems could get worse.  PN 555 fixes are generally not perceived to be as concerning from a structural standpoint.  Committee members do not believe that this is a valid concern.  Most repairs are rerounding because of slightly out of tolerance deflections or minor joint problems.  If a pipe has significant deflection, rerounding won’t work.  The big issue remains that there are very few contractors who perform these repairs and many times they do not interfere with traffic.
b) Structure Spec Committee
c) Traffic & Roadway Spec Committee
i. SCD MT-101.90 Drop Offs
ii. Subpart K Related Changes
iii. OMUTCD Related Changes, including removal of Construction Arrow Sign W1-H16 for lane shifts
iv. Emergency Gates
v. Security Specs for Approved Products with Technology
vi. Request to include signs for surface treatments in quantity of traffic signs (e.g., loose stone, grooved pavement, fresh tar)
vii. MT 99.20 – Rolling roadblock prohibition
d) Contract Administration Spec Committee
i. Prime contractor markup on subcontractors
ii. Field Office – allowance versus bid item.  Specs often discourage colocation.
e) Earthwork Spec Committee
f) Pavement Spec Committee

6. Next meeting:	9:00 a.m. June 5, 2026

7. Adjournment 
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