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Seattle, Washington
January 6, 1950

Mr, Kopp :

In reference to your letter of December 13th submitting
pamphlets showing type of fabricated trusses manufactured by the
Weyerhaeuser Sales Company, Tacoma, and suggesting that I arrange
to call on this company with Mr. Norten at an early date.

As soon as convenient I will arrange to accompany Mr.
Norton to the Weyerhaesuser Flant. In the meantime however, you
should assure the Weyerhacuser Sales Company that Nerthern Pacific
will take into consideration their type of trusses when such
construction can be economically used.

I am sure Mr, Blum has pamphlets of this type in St.
Paul, I am however, sending him one additional print for his in-
formation at this time,

'], N E ~

o

Asgistant Chief Engineer

J10 /m
cet BB - Mr, Blum - One print of pamphlet attached,







Saint Paul, February 237, 1926.
Mr, F. E, Willlamson: = Dy ’\\ﬁ
= Returning file received with your letter
. of the 24th about inquiry of Congressman Guy E. Campbell abcut
methods -of handling construction work.
Mr. Campbell's inquiry is not sufficiently explicit
to secure uniformity in replies he will receive. It is my judge-
ment, however, that what he really wishes to obtain is a gemeral
statement as to our practice in handling major improvement items,
and I do not think we should include in a list of this
character such items as raill relay, reballasting, equipment

items, etec. 1I%, therefore, becomes a question as to where to

I also assume that his inquiry was intended to. include
the total cost of the project, both lsbor and material, although
question 2 mentions "labor and equipment".

I hgve ran through our list of improvements for the
year 1935 and segregated items which in my judgement would be
‘considered major construction improvements. The total of tlese
items is 2 little over $5,000,000.00, of which a little over

$4,000,000.00 was done by contract and $1,000,000.00 by company

force - and I have ingserted these figuree in pencil ss the

answers to questions 1, 2 and 3.

I think, however, in making reply Mr.Campbell should be
advised of the method used, approximately as above outlined, and
perhaps be furnished in addition to the questionnaire, a copy of
Form Al-12 showing the total additions and improvement to the




¥r. F.E. Williamson #2

proplg:ty for the year ended December 31, 1935, amounting to
$14,479,012.00, of which §6,857,000.00 was equipment items and
about $3,000,000.00 rail, track and ballast items.

I think it would also be well to advise Mr. Campbell
that our general practice is to contract major items, except track
work on operated lines. This is being handled almost exclusively
by company force for operating reasons.

My suggested answers t0 gquestions 4, 5 and € have also

been inserted in pencil.

Chief Inginecer.




laint Paul, PFebruary 27, 19236.
i1l1iameons
eturning file received with your letter
of the Z24th sbout inguiry of Congressman Juy Z. Campbell abous
methods of handling congtruction work.
Hr. Campbell®s ifnquiry is not suf7lciently explicit
t0 gooure uniformity in replies he will receive. It is my Juige-
ment, however, that what he really wishes to obtain is o general

statement as %o our practiee in handling major ifsprovement i

and 40 not think we should isclude in o list of this

character such itoms 28 Pail relay, reballacting, equipmont
items, e% . 1%, therefore, becomes ¢ guestion ss to where to
draw the 1line between items to De included and exeluded.
ssume that his Inquiry wao intended to include
the total oos the project, bhoth lobor and materisl, =lthough
sstion 2 mentions "lasbor and sasuipment®.
through our ligt of immrovements for the
r 1925 and segregnted items whioch in my Judgement would be
congsidered major constiuction improvements. he total of thao
temg ig =2 11ttle over 75,000,000.00, of which o little over
4,000,000.00 was done by comtrset and 91,000,000.00 by compeny
gnd I have inserted the:
mestions 1,
shink, however, in making repl; Campbell chould be
uged, aprroximetely ne asbove outlined, and
furnished in adaj 0 the cuestionnsire, =2 copy of

showing the o082l sdditions ond fmmrovement to tie




¥re V.E. Willismeon #3

”~ .
property for the yeer ended December 31, 1935, smounting to

#14,479,012.00, of which %6,057,000.00 wne ecuipment items and
ebout %3,000,000.00 reil, trock snd ballpst items.

I think 1t would flso be well to advise Nr. Campbell
that our genersl prsotice is to controet mojor items, exeept trock
work on opernted lines. This 18 being handled almost exclusively
by company force for operating reagonse.

By suggested anewers to questions 4, 5 and € lmve also

been inserted ian pencil,




QUESTIONNAIRE

Approximately how much money did you expend for conetruotion
in 1825, exclusive of minor additions and mxtnte;)nce?

S S e
&5,vv5,50h.ﬁo

¢h of thie money was expended thru employment of your
bor and equipment?

How mu
own la

$4,005,197.00

How much of thies money wae expended thru the competitive
contract method?

81 O01 200 OO
&1,&»1.&VL0UU

Does the contract method lend itself to earlier completion
than the employment of your own forcee and equipment?

Not necessarily, but it generally works out in favor
of contract.

Do you secure as high a quality of work thru competitive
contracts as by the employment of your own forces and
equipment?

Yes,

¥hich, in your judgment, ie¢ the most economical method of
gongtruction - day labor or competitive contracte?

Contract for major items.

Return to
Guy E, Campbell, M.C
Room 207 House Offic

e Building
Washington, D. C.
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Saint Paul, February 24, 1926.

Mr. He E. Stevens:

Attached letter of the 23rd from lMr,., Donnelly

with letter from Congressman Guy E. Campbell, together with

copy of questionnaire in connection with construction work.
Will you kindly furnish information for reply,

with return of questionnaire.
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t. faul, December 29, 1913. WLD-D

Gemmell:

Réferring to your memorandum of the 19th instant
relative to clause covering free transportation in general
grading contracts:

The clause requiring full tariff rates on supplies
has reference to:any supplies that would ordi‘narily pass
through the contractor's .stores, as for instance: groceries,
0il for lamps, and bedding; but not for coal purchased from

the Railway Company nor for lumber used in contractor's camp,

would apply to lumber used in the boarding cagps.

W. L, D&




St « Paul, Dec. 19th, 1913.,

||
|

\
Mr, Darling:

In our contracts which provide Xor)free transportation
for contractors' outfit and equipment but for full tariff rates
for supplies the question often arises as to what comes under the
heading of supplies.

In addition to commissary supplies such as provisions,
soap, lye etc. and goods sold the men, should coal for cooking
and for heating bunk cars, oil for lighting same be charged at
tariff rates.

I presume blankets are properly considered as part of
the camp equipment if furnkshed the men free by the contractors,
otherwise not.

R. E. Gemmell,










Stanton N D Dec 12 1913

Mr ,W,L.Darling,
Chief Engineer,
St Paul =-- Minn,,
Dear Sir:-

Replying to your letter of the 8th referring to my voucher
1726 ED-10673 $25203.16 covering AD=-7712:

Regarding the charge on blankets: $6.72 I have certified
for free haul on this believing the same to properly come within the
scope of the Contract, which provides for "outfit and equipment"

My experience with the Contractors has been that they maintain that
blankets do not become an incidental factor to board for the reason
that the amounts realized by them from board is as of meals only,

They make no charge for the facbbr of sleeping. Please advise if

you wish me to make bill,

Regarding the question of collecting on that portion of

#il shipments where the same is used for lighting purposes, The con=-

-tract provides that tariff rates will be charged on all "groceries

and supplies for men"™ I have regarded that portion of 0il shipments
used for lighting purposes, =-- principally in lanterns, as conducive
to the proper carrying on of the Contractor's work, and reflecting
to the benefit and upkeep of outfit and equipment. It is probable
I can secure statements from Contractors as to such quantities and
arrange to bill, Please advise if I shall do this.

Regarding coal used in their kitchens: The contract provides
for free transportation of coal without reference to its specific use,
beyond using same in the work,

Please advise if you wish me to bill on the Contractors
for the above,

Yours truly, ¥,

-7

/A-’Q» é/f,,/é«'é/( £ (

_ 7/ ,
Assistant Engineer




Minn. Dec.

¥re A.C.Terrell,
Assistant Ergineer,

Stanton, North Dakota.

Referring to your voucher 1726 ED 10673 amount 25203.16
covering AD 7712 freight charges account Spring Creek Ling.

Northtown Transfer-Stanton WB 12822 Sept 27th amount

6.72 covers 3 bundles of blankets for Cook Con'st Company. Please
o

bill on contractors or advise.

Note several shipment of o0il for lighting, a portion .
of which I think would come under the head of “Suppliesg" on
which contractors should pay freight. This also applies to coal
used in kitchen and bunk house

Pleasge advise invoice reference covering spikes on,

8t. Cloud-Stanton WB 740 October 27th car 28130 amo nt § 130.00.

REG K
Yours truly,

Chief Engineer.




Stanton N D Dec 12 1913

Mr.¥V.1.,Darling,
Chief Engineer,
St Paul -~ Minn,,
Dear Sir:-

Replying to your letter of‘the 8th re my voucher 1640
ED-10582 AD-#249 $4353.88:

In regard to charge on blankets under Minnesota 'Transfer
Stanton 8/22/13 W/B 11881 $5.06, amount chargeable $4.03;
The same explanation holds in'this connetion as in regard to the
blanket shipment for Cook Constn Co which I have explained in another

letter, I shall await your further instructions on this,

In regard to Sidney-Richardton W/B 50 7/15/13. $120.00

on "1l camp car and supplies™ The supplies cover utensils used

in kitchen maintenance.

Yours truly,

2

Q.7 _ ———— A 2 ,fd P
7 e L.

Assistant EngiRneer




Paul, Minn. Dec. 8th, 1913

¥r. A C Terrell,
Assistant Engineer,
Stanton, Worth Dakota.
Dear “ir:e
Referring to your voucher 1640 ED 10682 AD 7249
amonnt 4353.88 covering freight charges account Spring Creek Line.
Vinnesota Transfer-Stanton W B 11881 August 22nd amount

5.06 includes 1 box hlankets amount § 403. Pleaze bill on con-

tractors or advise.

Sidney-Richardton WB 50 July 15 amount § 120.00
covers car 66071"1 camp car and supplies". Please advise what
supplies cover,

REG K
Yours truly,

Chief Engineer.
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Wt local p 1a8es

P 1 P P '] , 4 N | & . 2 A ) : T
fresh meat and vegetables as mrovided in Form

*‘inear.
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