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	Attachment

Number
	Commenter and Company Name
	Comment
	Action Taken
	If No Action Taken, Explain Why

	1
	Kirsten Munch MoDOT-Design
	Numerous editorial comments
	Most editorial changes adopted.
	

	2
	Tom E Hayes  Fred Weber, Inc.
	Section 501.5.8 & 501.5.9:  Wants to increase the discharge time for concrete being used for bridge decks when a 2-hour retarder is utilized.
	Not changed
	Specification on discharge time based on ASTM C94, Section 11.7.  American Concrete Institute (ACI) also refers to ASTM C94.

	3
	Patty Lemongelli MoDOT-RDT
	Section 501.2.2.2 (Note #2): If  PCC mixes allowed to be optimized why restrict the amount of cement reduction possible.
	Not changed
	Team believes minimum cement content is needed to ensure concrete durability.

	4
	Patty Lemongelli MoDOT-RDT
	Section 501.2.2.2 (Note #2): Specify acceptance criteria used to evaluate optimized concrete mixes.
	Not changed
	Need to allow MoDOT flexibility when evaluating concrete mixes.

	5
	Patty Lemongelli MoDOT-RDT
	Section 501.11.1:  Increase the replacement amount of Class C fly ash from 15% to 20-25%.
	Increase allowable replacement amount from 15% to 25%.
	

	6
	Patty Lemongelli MoDOT-RDT
	Section 501.11.1:  Allow cement replacement in high early strength mixes which utilize fly ash or GGBFS.
	Adopted 
	

	7
	Jim Vaughn Lafarge
	Section 501.7.1:  The air content appears high for paving?
	Not changed
	Team believes that requiring a higher air content will improve concrete durability.  Surrounding states have also gone to requiring higher air contents.

	8
	Jim Vaughn Lafarge
	Section 11.1:  Allow the blending of cementitious materials such as fly ash, GGBFS, etc…(Ternary mixes)
	Not changed
	At this time, the team believes we should not allow this.  The use of multiple cementitous materials is relatively new and there are several items (i.e. compatibility and allowable blending portions) that still need to be addressed.  There is considerable amount of research going on to resolve these issues.  When this research is completed and the concerns are addressed, then the team believes the proposal should be considered.

	9
	Jim Vaughn Lafarge
	Section 501.11.1:  Why does MoDOT specify that blended cements such as Type 1P or Type 1(PM) have to use natural pozzolan.  Type 1P using natural pozzolan is a patented material. Also, when other states specify Type 1P with natural pozzolan they also require a water-reducer to be used.
	Not changed
	The specification does not specify that Type 1P or Type 1PM must use natural pozzolan.  However, if planning to replace Type 1P or Type 1PM with fly ash then the Type 1P or Type 1PM would need to utilize natural pozzolan.  Water reducer is not specifically required.  It is the contractor’s responsibility to design the concrete mix which meets strength requirements and other construction requirements.  The specification does allow the use of water reducers when specified in the contract or approved by the engineer.

	10
	Jim Vaughn Lafarge
	Section 501.11.1:  What is the rational for allowing fly ash replacement with blended cement and no other cementitous materials?
	Not changed
	At this time, the team believes we should not allow this.  The use of multiple cementitous materials is relatively new and there are several items (i.e. compatibility and allowable blending portions) that still need to be addressed.  There is considerable amount of research going on to resolve these issues.  When this research is completed and the concerns are addressed, then the team believes the proposal should be considered.

	11
	Wes Woytowich Lafarge
	Section 1019 has been changed to permit Type GU cement.  Section 502.2 states that all materials will comply with section 501.  Section 501.2.1 states that Portland cement will comply with Section 1019.  Does MoDOT intend to use Type GU cement in paving mixes.
	Section 501.2.1 has been changed to exclude the use of Type GU cement in paving and masonry concrete.
	

	12
	Wes Woytowich Lafarge
	Section 501.11.1 & 501.11.1.1: Allow Type 1(SM) cement to be treated similar to Type 1(PM) cement. 
	Not changed
	At this time, the team believes we should not allow this.  The use of multiple cementitous materials is relatively new and there are several items (i.e. compatibility and allowable blending portions) that still need to be addressed.  There is considerable amount of research going on to resolve these issues.  When this research is completed and the concerns are addressed, then the team believes the proposal should be considered.


