CMT/Geotechnical Assessor Meeting Summary
The Sheraton Columbia Hotel

Columbia, MD

Saturday, April 12, 2008
(08:00 AM– 5:00 PM) 

1. Introductions: CMAC Chair and Recording Secretary

2. Review and approval of agenda: Motion Passed
3. Approval of 2007 meeting minutes: Motion Passed
4. Nomination and balloting of a new chairperson.

The committee is late in electing a new chair.  To hold elections a quorum must be present so we will plan on having them in the near future. Attendance at the CMAC meetings in Houston and the Pacific Northwest seems to be dropping and so a question was raised over whether or not this practice should be continued.  It was agreed that the next few meetings will be held via teleconferences or web meetings.

**Action Item: M. Hart to request nominations for CMAC Chair and then issue a ballot to all voting members.   Due:  5/31/08

**Action Item:  M. Hart to survey the membership to determine who is still interested in participating, if there are any issues or updates to discuss, etc.  Due: 5/31/2008

5. Review of action items:
See Attachment 1.  
-Qal-Tek is now accredited to calibrate nuclear density gages.  The action item was to discuss the potential for long turn-around-times since they are the only accredited lab.  To date it is unclear how this is going to go so the issue will be revisited at the 2009 Conclave.  At this point the calibration provider has 2 locations and is saying that there is a 1 week TAT and that they can calibrate 700/month.

-K. Drake updated ASTM D2216 with some wording from the PUG.  N. Zuern will take this item to the ASTM committee.  The group discussed adding this to the program requirements instead of waiting for ASTM.  It would have to go through the CC but would still be faster than ASTM.  
**Action Item: N Zuern to re-write the calibration requirements for ASTM D2216 (The only requirement for calibration in accordance with E145 will be the uniformity requirement.  It will also exclude the electrical and power consumption requirements).  N. Zuern also to take the new standard to the CC and the ASTM committee ( Due Date 3/10, progress report 3/09)

6. Revision of the CMT Checklist (ASTM E329 revision):
-The most current version of E329 is 07a.  The CMT checklist will need to be updated.  Steel equipment and NDT will be added.
**Action Item: K. Drake will add steel equipment and NDT to CMT Checklist.

S Kaiser will review and complete updates for ASTM C1077, concrete.

C Mlodzik will review and complete updates for ASTM D3740, soils.

J Lynch will review and complete updates for ASTM D3666, asphalt/bituminous.

Due date: 9/30/2008

**Action Item: E Carbonella will create a spreadsheet of all action items to be sent out quarterly for updates.

Due Date: 4/30/2008

7. Proficiency testing for steel and fireproofing (5.9):  
-There is still no proficiency testing (PT) available for steel or fireproofing.  At this point the only element that can be tested is density, and most of the other tests are destructive. There are 5.9 checks that are being done for welding.

-Discussed PT that is specifically for TXDoT and the fact that samples are provided to the lab from TXDoT.  A question was raised regarding whether or not assessors are required to look at the TXDoT PT results.  It was confirmed that it is not required that labs participate in TXDoT even when they have it on their scope.  The bituminous program may meet the requirements.  Assessors were reminded to look at the overall program and verify that the lab is meeting its own PT plan.
-A question was raised regarding whether or not A2LA accepts TXDoT 1A certification PT as laboratory PT? There are a lot of items that need to be looked at to decide if this is acceptable or not:  e.g., the sample is sent to an individual not the lab, the main purpose is for the individual to keep a 1A certification, not all technicians are 1A certified, do the results stay with the lab or go with the individual, etc.  It was decided that if it can be shown that the samples were tested in the current lab and that the lab is abiding by its own PT plan, and that the samples are being spread out to all qualified employees that it is acceptable.

8. Review of Test Method Review Matrix completion:
-M. Hart reviewed what is required as a reminder for everyone:  (a) Be sure to list objective evidence; (b) For 4.13 records, list whatever they are recording data on; (c) Asterisks are very important; (d) Be sure to look closely at the scope; (e) The asterisks do not need to be on the method matrix but it saves some confusion.  
**Action Item: T. McInturff will look into moving section 5.5 in with 5.6 on the Method Review Matrix.  Due Date: June 30, 2008
9. A2LA Equipment Verification Program / US Army Corp. of Engineers (USACE) status report:
-USACE/ AASHTO have suggested to us to start the equipment verification program and accredit to it for 1-year and then they will randomly check some labs.  At this point it would be an entirely out-of-pocket expense for A2LA.  P. Unger intends to ask for interim recognition for 1 year so that we can charge for this and it will be accepted.  This way, labs will sign up for it and agreed to be assessed for it which would then allow for random checks by USACE.  
10. Review of laboratories utilizing rental equipment for accredited test methods:
Already covered.
11. ISO/IEC 17020 (Inspection Body Program):
a.) Should steel inspection be considered and handled under ISO/IEC 17020?
-E329 states: “inspection and /or testing labs”

-Labs would mostly like disagree with having to pay for another field

b.) Possible areas of expansion for ISO/IEC 17020
-Threshold inspection (State of Florida)

-S. Medellin raised the potential for billboard inspection

-Wood inspection

12. Geotechnical Program Requirements:   
ASTM D854 - Should it apply to all Geotechnical Laboratories or only Houston in order to comply with D3740?
-The original Geotechnical program requirements were based on requirements for Harris County/ Houston. The requirements will need to be re-written because the engineering requirements do not require certain standards, and labs outside of Houston do not want all the required test methods on their scopes.  

**Action Item: M. Hart to update the R209 – SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS:  GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING TESTING LABORATORY ACCREDITATION PROGRAM to specify that the list of standards only apply to Harris County and Houston, TX laboratories.  To be approved by the Criteria Council.  M. Hart also to review the ASTM D3740 document for possible revision as well.  Due Date: October 31, 2008
13. Actions to be taken on laboratory found to be in poor condition.
-If an assessor is on-site conducting an assessment and has any doubts about the laboratory’s capability the first thing that the assessor should do is call the A2LA AcO for discussion and support.   A2LA staff may then authorize the assessor to inform the laboratory that suspension action will be recommended.  The assessor can also write into the additional comments section of the report that they would like to request a follow-up assessment. It is not required to present the lab with the additional comments section.   
14. Nuclear Density Gage Status Report:
-Qal-Tek is now accredited to do a complete calibration of nuclear density gages.  J. Lynch recently did the surveillance assessment to add the moisture calibration onto their scope.  
15. Old business:  None.
16. New Business:  None.
Minutes prepared by Beth Carbonella, A2LA Accreditation Officer.
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