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T IRIB | TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH BOARD

OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMIES

November 26, 2013

Mr. Victor Mendez

Administrator

Federal Highway Administration

U.S. Department of Transportation

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Room E85-113
Washington, DC 20590

Dear Mr. Mendez:

This is the second letter report of the Transportation Research Board’s (TRB’s) Committee for
Intelligent Construction Systems and Technologies: Program Review. The committee was
established at the request of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) to provide strategic
advice and guidance to FHWA concerning the conduct of its Intelligent Construction Systems and
Technologies (ICST) program. The committee membership has been drawn from the senior
professional levels of state and county highway agencies, private industry, and academia. The
committee’s collective expertise covers a broad spectrum of scientific and engineering disciplines
applied in highway infrastructure construction and management. Three members from the private
sector have been added to strengthen the committee’s field expertise and experience in highway
infrastructure construction and contracting. A roster of the committee is provided as Attachment 1.

The committee held its second meeting on October 3—4, 2013, in Washington, D.C. Fourteen of the
15 members were in attendance. This letter report presents the committee’s assessment of the
program as developed in a closed session at the end of the meeting and completed through
correspondence. As before, the report was reviewed by an independent group of peers in accordance
with the policies and procedures of the National Research Council. The assessment and
recommendations of this report represent the committee’s best collective judgment and are based on
the information provided at the meeting.

ICST Program

The committee appreciates FHWA’s efforts to clarify what constitutes the ICST program in
response to the question raised in the first letter report and concurs with the new definition:

Intelligent Construction Systems and Technologies have the ability to collect, store,
analyze, and process information and to make and execute an action or decision that
results in quality construction. This is in conjunction with components, processes, and
software that assist in a more effective system of construction.

The committee recommends that each of the technologies listed in the original ICST strategic
roadmap be filtered through this definition to determine whether it is included in or excluded
1
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from the program. The relationship of the ICST program to other FHWA efforts, such as the
Every Day Counts (EDC) initiative, remains unclear. The committee is taking the tentative
position that any technology deemed ICST and listed in the ICST strategic roadmap would fall
under the committee’s purview regardless of whether that technology is included in other FHWA
initiatives. The committee needs to know whether FHWA concurs with this position.

The committee’s first letter report encouraged FHWA to develop a framework for determining new
projects, with selection based on how a project relates to ICST objectives and is coordinated with
other activities. The committee reiterates this advice, since the presentations did not make clear how
projects were selected or how decisions concerning implementation activities were made. To
achieve success with a limited budget, FHWA needs to institute a formal transparent project
selection process based on its global ICST strategy. A similar decision process for identifying the
most beneficial implementation activities is also needed.

ICST Strategic Roadmap

In accordance with the recommendations of the committee’s first letter report, FHWA is working
to refine the ICST strategic roadmap (referred to at the meeting as the “tablecloth™) to focus on
technologies clearly within the definition of intelligent construction. The subject matter
technologies in the roadmap have been reduced from seven to six: construction and project
management, earthworks, pavements, structures, surveying, and traffic and safety. Potential
technologies under each of these subjects have been prioritized and summarized in a table that
was shown to the committee in draft form. More than half of the entries in the table were not
funded; therefore, their relevance to the committee’s work needs to be clarified.

FHWA seeks the committee’s guidance on technologies that cut across subject areas as a means
of achieving more with less. The committee suggests that FHWA create a matrix to supplement
the table, with crosscutting technologies being identified in columns and individual technologies
being identified in rows. For example, three-dimensional (3D), 4D, 5D, and 6D technologies
have potential benefits across all six subject matter technologies. This process will help identify
which technologies have the most potential for cross-subject benefits.

FHWA needs to determine which of the 150 technologies included in the strategic roadmap it is
in the best position for advancing. Some technologies may be better suited for advancement by
private industry than by FHWA. After prioritization of the technologies for advancement,
FHWA needs to prepare a summary statement for each of those technologies. The statement
should contain a brief description of the technology, its potential benefits, and why it is included
in or excluded from the current list of applicable technologies. The statements will help the
committee and others understand FHWA’s results and help the committee in its guidance role.
The statements might contain brief references to connections with the Strategic Highway
Research Program 2, EDC, and other programs to help show interrelations. The committee also
suggests that FHWA consider preparing something like a Gantt chart illustrating the various
technologies included in the program and the timeline of the implementation process as currently
planned. Such a chart could show how the pieces fit together and provide metrics for gauging
progress toward the goals.
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Intelligent Compaction Implementation

The committee approves FHWA’s efforts on intelligent compaction (IC) implementation.
Activities being conducted or planned for workshops, training, technical briefs, specification
development, and research will continue to move this initiative forward. The committee supports
creation of the IC Technical Support Service Center (TSSC). The committee recommends that
the TSSC contractor be tasked with user follow-up to identify how the information or assistance
was used and to track successes or lessons learned. User comments may lead to the identification
of new research or development needs.

One of the obstacles to IC implementation by users (both contractors and owners) is cost. The
committee suggests that FHWA quantify the benefits to various target audiences. For example,
FHWA could demonstrate the impact of IC on service life of pavements. The committee also
suggests that FHWA update the EDC implementation plan as goals are met and strategies are
revised or further defined. As stated in the committee’s first letter report, the implementation
plan could be strengthened by clarifying the following:

1. Items considered to have the highest priority and items that need to be funded first,
2. Estimated cost for each activity, and
3. Expected duration for each activity.

A flowchart, or a Gantt chart as suggested in the previous section, might help in showing how all
the activities fit together along with their order of priority and timeline for their implementation.

The committee reiterates its earlier recommendation that FHWA consider related scanning
technologies that would enhance and complement the IC technology, including the paver-
mounted infrared temperature bar and ground penetrating radar.

The committee learned at the meeting that the American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials (AASHTO) is developing a specification on IC. The committee
recommends that FHWA collaborate in this effort. FHWA and AASHTO might consider
providing guidance to states on how to encourage (rather than mandate) capital investment in IC
technologies by contractors. The committee also recommends that FHWA collaborate in the
pooled-fund study TPF-5(233), Technology Transfer Intelligent Compaction Consortium, which
currently has nine partner states.

Civil Integrated Management

FHWA defined civil integrated management (CIM) at the committee’s first meeting as “intelligent
construction + partnering.” The committee endorsed this definition at that time; however, on the
basis of information available now, the committee no longer believes the definition to be accurate.
The committee notes that FHWA presents a new definition of CIM at workshops that reads as
follows:

CIM is the collection, organization, and managed accessibility to accurate data and
information related to a highway facility. The concept may be used by all affected
3
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parties for a wide range of purposes, including planning, environmental assessment,
surveying, construction, maintenance, asset management, and risk assessment.

The committee prefers this definition, since it characterizes the proper use of ICST for “fast,
efficient, and safe delivery of projects” and does not require partnering in its scope. Partnering,
according to the General Services Administration, is a formal management process designed to
enable cooperation among all stakeholders in the delivery of capital projects and to mitigate
litigation claims among the participants (http://www.gsa.gov/portal/content/100822). However,
the new definition of CIM mentions “organization” and “managed accessibility” to data and
information. The committee suggests that the CIM concept retain an emphasis on the human
elements of collaboration and cooperation, without which such organization and accessibility
would be less effective. Other human capital technologies and techniques, such as collaboration
engineering and derivatives of the Tuckman model, may be similar to but distinct from
partnering.

CIM itself is not a technology but rather a set of processes and objectives. Therefore, the new
definition may lend itself to the framework that the committee had recommended in its first letter
report. Although CIM is a process, it needs to be included with the list of technologies in the
strategic roadmap. The committee recommends that the CIM concept be mentioned in these
efforts and that all deployments of ICST program technologies be checked for compatibility with
CIM. The ICST program technologies should be a part of the strategic framework that the
committee had recommended in its first letter report and that FHWA has designated as CIM. The
framework could be specific to agency functional areas as well as life-cycle stages of facilities
designed, built, and operated with the use of ICST.

At the meeting, FHWA presented information about TRB’s National Cooperative Highway
Research Program Project 20-68A, Scan 13-02: Advances in Civil Integrated Management. In
this domestic scan tour, the scan team will examine projects that utilize ICST program
technologies and partnering to document best practices (ICST usage, project performance
measures, successful partnering techniques, etc.). On the basis of information provided at the
meeting, the committee recommends the following:

1. The scan should create objectives and outcomes that are based on the new definition of
CIM noted above.

2. The scan team should examine the audit process for federal-aid contract administration in
light of the CIM process and how the CIM process meets the requirements for auditing
and record keeping required as part of federal-aid contract administration.

3. The scan team should document all aspects of information technology systems used in
CIM (i.e., operating systems, file storage and backup, interoperability of data between
software applications, and ties to other systems such as geographic information systems).

3D Engineered Models

3D models of transportation facilities are the building blocks for CIM and the incorporation of
ICST technologies such as automated machine guidance and IC. 3D engineered models have the
potential to manage a transportation facility at all stages from planning to operation. At the
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meeting, FHWA presented technical briefs that highlighted 3D engineered models and provided
information for agencies seeking education on the technology. The committee is pleased that
FHWA has taken a leadership role in identifying progress in the use of 3D engineered models in
the construction of highway facilities. State departments of transportation (DOT) and highway
facility owners have the greatest potential for benefitting from the use of 3D engineered models
in the long term while contractors and public also benefit from accelerated construction
activities.

In several states, 3D engineered models are being used for construction in two or more projects,
and these states have emerged as national leaders in this area. Several other states are either
exploring or piloting the use of these models. FHWA’s presentation was unclear with regard to
the utilization of other add-ons to 3D design (4D, 5D, 6D, and XD) as well as for which lifecycle
stages the model was to be utilized (pre/postconstruction, operations, maintenance, etc.).

The technical briefs provided insight into the use of 3D engineered models for construction.
Since these models are an integral part of a CIM program and cut across several phases of the
highway infrastructure life cycle, an assessment by the committee of progress with regard to
various other phases in addition to the construction phase would be useful. The committee would
like to see updated information on the following:

1. Status of 3D engineered models for design, construction, and infrastructure management;

2. Promotional and informational products for the use of 3D engineered models for facilities
management;

3. Return-on-investment studies on the use of 3D engineered models from the early stages
of civil infrastructure development;

4. Products for which FHWA and state DOTSs have provided support for the use of 3D
engineered models (especially to smaller contractors or to uninitiated agencies and
contractors); and

5. Continued FHWA efforts to standardize data transfer language across platforms.

Accelerated Bridge Construction and System Technology Deployment

In the read-ahead material provided before the meeting, FHWA acknowledged the committee’s
suggestions that the agency expand its technical assistance and promotion to include a “bridge
system move” suite of products and that it consider helping owners develop detailed specifications
for the initial application of the technology in a state and performance-based specifications in
subsequent applications. FHWA also acknowledged the suggestion that it collaborate in AASHTO’s
Technology Implementation Group (TIG) lead states team process and involve industry to increase
implementation of the suite of available bridge system move products. While FHWA cited limited
resources as a key challenge for technology deployment, it concurred that the TIG lead states model
represented an opportunity for leveraging expertise and resources and noted its partnership with the
Utah and Colorado DOTs in slide-in deployment efforts.

The committee was provided an update on FHWA’s slide-in deployment activities, which are

important for its EDC slide-in initiative. However, FHWA appears not to have broadened its efforts

to include the suite of bridge system move products. Furthermore, what it has reported fails to focus
5
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on intelligent construction monitoring and operational control of the propulsion method to position
the structure correctly. In addition, intelligent construction is needed to ensure that the service life of
the structure is not reduced by the dynamic forces that occur during the system move. The
committee again recommends a broader focus on a suite of intelligent bridge system move products
for accelerated bridge construction, including those for removal of existing bridges. The committee
suggests that FHWA document lessons learned in completed bridge system move projects for use
by bridge owners interested in this technology.

ICST-Related Research Under Way or Planned at FHWA

In its first letter report, the committee sought answers to several questions to help evaluate the
effectiveness of FHWA’s ICST-related research activities. The questions were concerned with
the selection, review, and implementation of research projects as well as with their relevance to
the ICST program. FHWA provided answers to these questions at the meeting. It offered to share
quarterly reports on its research activities with the committee, which would be appreciated. The
committee generally agreed that data sharing and integration across platforms and technologies
remained a major challenge.

The committee suggests that research projects that fall under the ICST program be included in
the “tablecloth” summary document being developed by FHWA’s ICST group. This will help
ensure that projects fit the mandate of the ICST program. For example, the high-speed deflection
testing project may not be a good fit for the ICST program, since it is typically used for asset
management, not construction. However, the committee recognizes that high speed deflection
testing may be more widely used in the future for project level quality acceptance as part of a
performance based specification.

The committee was informed that FHWA had advertised and awarded an ICST-related research
project, Addressing Challenges in Intelligent Construction Systems and Technologies, before its
second meeting. FHWA received only one proposal in response to its solicitation and awarded
the contract to the proposing entity. The committee expresses concern that this solicitation
received only a single response in an open competition and recommends wider solicitation for
future ICST research projects. Bringing fresh perspectives and developing new topic experts in
other research institutions through future studies would benefit ICST in the long term.

Technical Briefs and Web-Based Training for ICST

Although this topic was not included in the meeting agenda, the committee discusses it in the
letter report in view of its importance for the outreach and implementation of the ICST program.
The committee was not informed at this meeting how its recommendations on technical briefs
and web-based training for ICST made at the first meeting had been addressed. One of those
recommendations concerned the costs of producing technical briefs and training material.
Another concerned inclusion of local public agencies (such as county representatives) in
technical working groups in addition to state DOT, university, and FHWA representatives. The
committee also wants more information about technical working groups involved in ICST-
related activities, including their specific topics and makeup.
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The committee’s recommendation on partnering with the National Highway Institute (NHI),
AASHTO, and the Transportation Curriculum Coordination Council in preparing future courses
is apparently yet to be implemented. FHWA indicated that NHI did not have any training related
to intelligent construction. The committee recommends that all FHWA resources, available for
training and education development and marketing, including NHI, be exploited in developing
technical briefs and webinars, especially if they are used as promotional and educational tools.
To avoid overlap between technical briefs and webinars, a strategic approach to information
dissemination needs to be taken. Such an approach would include a medium-range plan (for
example, for 5 years) and would involve all FHWA offices working on projects in a particular
technical area.

Three technical briefs—providing executive summaries on 3D, 4D, and SD engineering models
for construction; automated machine guidance with use of 3D models; and IC—were supplied to
the committee before the meeting. A one- or two-page executive brief accompanying the
presentation on IC implementation that included a list of technical briefs and webinars produced
as well as planned would have been helpful. If possible, such executive briefs on other topics
should also be provided to the committee in the future, preferably prior to the meeting. The IC
technical brief should have acknowledged the pooled fund study TPF-5(233), mentioned earlier
in the IC section of this report. This study is developing a webinar on IC 101 that may be
available by the end of this year. As noted earlier, the presentation on FHWA research related to
ICST discussed a project titled Addressing Challenges in Intelligent Construction Systems and
Technologies, which included developing best practices and case studies (topics that are suitable
for technical briefs). However, how this project related to IC implementation activities presented
earlier was unclear. A more coordinated approach, especially when conveying information to the
committee, would have been helpful.

Concluding Remarks

The ICST program is important. It represents how highways and bridges will be built in the 21st
century. The committee feels privileged to be a part of this endeavor. To enhance its participation
and be more effective in its advisory role, the committee believes that it needs to improve its
interaction with FHWA. It believes that the following suggestions would be mutually beneficial:

1. Focus on strategic issues: The committee and the FHWA ICST group need to focus on
strategic issues that will benefit the ICST effort. For example, there is an urgent need to
focus on the development and upkeep of the strategic roadmap. This document should
provide a clear presentation of projects that are under way or planned. Each project
should be described in a consistent manner, and its [CST priority should be clearly stated.
The committee believes that such an effort would help in identifying opportunities with
the potential to achieve significant results and would allow the committee members to
make a greater contribution to FHWA’s efforts.

2. Internal review:. It would be helpful for the FHWA ICST group to work with a strategic
planning facilitator (if such a resource is available at FHWA) to fine-tune important
documents, such as the ICST strategic roadmap, before their presentation to the
committee. This would result in the committee reviewing documents that have been more
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stringently vetted internally. The committee had the sense that some of the planning
documents were being presented as a first round of review.

3. Written response to committee’s letter report: The lack of a written response to the first
letter report significantly hindered the committee’s ability to determine whether its stated
concerns were addressed. Some concerns were clearly touched on during the meeting,
and some were not. A timely written response that comprehensively addresses all
comments and questions would be beneficial.

4. Meeting agenda: The committee needs to be involved in developing the meeting agenda
and should be able to suggest and discuss any topics it considers necessary.

5. Meeting material: The material provided to the committee about 2 weeks before the
meeting was helpful. This practice should be continued. Copies of presentations should
also be provided before or at the meeting. The committee received copies of some, but
not all, presentations before or at the meeting.

6. Meeting presentations: The presentations should be limited to a few that are necessary,
and those that are given need to be consistent in nature, to indicate clearly which issues
raised by the committee they address, and to be reviewed and vetted by the FHWA ICST
group in-house before they are presented to the committee.

In conclusion, the meeting was productive and useful. The program is making progress on several
fronts. The committee now has a better understanding of the program and a better sense of how it
can help FHWA through its advisory role. Mr. Cawley, Mr. Nieves, and their group at FHWA must
be commended for their dedicated hard work. The committee recognizes the difficulty of bringing
together so many diverse activities from several initiatives under one program and moving forward
in a coordinated manner. The committee appreciates their sustained efforts in managing this
complex task and looks forward to its next meeting, which is scheduled for early spring next year.

Mary Lou Ralls, P.E.

Chair, TRB Committee for Intelligent
Construction Systems and Technologies:
Program Review
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Commiittee for Intelligent Construction Systems and Technologies: Program Review

Chair

Mary Lou Ralls Newman
Principal

Ralls Newman, LLC

2906 Pinecrest Drive

Austin, TX 78757

Phone: 512/422-9080

Fax: 512/371-3788
ralls-newman(@sbcglobal.net

Members

Rachel K. Arulraj

Vice President, Civil Integrated
Management and GIS

Critigen, LLC

72 Colonial Place

New Rochelle, NY 10801
Phone: 720/872-4082

Mobile: 917/446-8449
rachel.arulraj@critigen.com

Audrey Copeland

Vice President, Engineering,
Technology and Research
National Asphalt Pavement
Association

1500 Forbes Boulevard
Lanham, MD 20706

Phone: 301/731-4748

Fax: 301/731-4621
Audrey(@asphaltpavement.org

Brian P. Deery

Senior Director, Highway and
Transportation Division
Associated General Contractors
of America

2300 Wilson Boulevard,

Suite 400

Arlington, VA 22201

Phone: 703/837-5319

Fax: 703/837-5407

deeryb@agc.org

Glenn M. Engstrom

Chief Geotechnical Engineer

Minnesota Department of

Transportation

1400 Gervais Avenue, MS 645

Maplewood, MN 55109

Phone: 651/366-5531

Fax: 651/366-5461
lenn.engstrom(@state.mn.us

James H. Garrett

Dean, College of Engineering, and
Thomas Lord Professor of Civil
Engineering

Carnegie Mellon University

110 Scaife Hall

Pittsburg, PA 15213

Phone: 412/268-5090

Fax: 412/268-6421

garrett@cmu.edu

John J. Hannon

Associate Professor/Interim Director
School of Construction

University of Southern Mississippi
118 College Drive #5138
Hattiesburg, MS 39406

Phone: 601/447-0444

Fax: 601/266-5717
john.hannon@usm.edu

W. Allen Marr, Jr.
President and CEO
Geocomp Corporation
125 Nagog Park
Acton, MA 01742
Phone: 978/635-0012
Fax: 978/635-0266
wam(@geocomp.com

Brenda McCabe

Associate Professor and Chair
Department of Civil Engineering
University of Toronto

35 St. George Street

Toronto, ON MSS 1A4

Canada

Phone: 416/946-3505

Fax: 416/978-6813
Brenda.mccabe@utoronto.ca

Mark Nahra

County Engineer
Woodbury County, lowa
759 E. Frontage Road
Moville, IA

Phone: 712/873-3215
Fax: 712/873-3235
mnahra@sioux-city.org

Clifford Schexnayder

Consultant

(Formerly Eminent Scholar,

Del E. Web School of Construction,
Arizona State University)

P.O. Box 2428

Branford, CT 06405

Phone: 202/997-7246

cliff. s@asu.edu

Melissa Serio

Earthwork Field Engineer

Iowa Department of Transportation
Office of Construction

800 Lincoln Way

Ames, IA 50010

Phone: 515/239-1280

Fax: 515/239-1845
Melissa.serio@dot.iowa.gov

Ranvir (Ron) Singh

Chief of Surveys/Geometrics
Manager

Oregon Department of
Transportation

4040 Fairview Industrial Drive SE
MS#4

Salem, OR 97302

Phone: 503/986-3033
Ranvir.singh@odot.state.or.us

James F. Trost

Vice President of Operations
Gallagher Asphalt, Inc.
18100 Indiana Avenue
Thornton, IL 60476

Phone: 708/877-7160

Fax: 708/877-5222

itrost@gallagherasphalt.com

Leif G. Wathne

Vice President

Highways and Federal Affairs
American Concrete Pavement
Association

500 New Jersey Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20001
Phone: 202/638-2272
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