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TO: Hem‘y ol Kalbenbach REFNO: (Hfany).
Solici thr Vfashlnp'ton D C. A

k' FROM L REF, NO. (If.any)

: Dl‘VlSlOl’l 8, Por tland, Ore. Sl

S T ACTION
{note AND FILE" R A PREPARE REPLY'FOR MY S | GNATURE
[Z)noTe AND. RETURN 0 ME . [Z] TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

“CIRETURN W1 TH MORE pETAILS. ] .PER YOUR REQUEST

[ noTe aND. SEE ME ABOUT THIS :[Isienature

‘I PLEASE ANSWER: L L] FOR YOUR, INFORMATION
&1 FOR YOUR APPROVAL '/ (1 INVESTIGATE 'AND REPORT
T eeR oUR CONVERSAT:IOI:l : :

COMMENTS

Agrreemen‘b for assis tance, in ‘the a'oprove-

o ment of pru;]ects in Tongas$ Natlonal
Forest-—Alaska.

Jf‘unds avallable pendlngr recelpu of

funds es per Standard Form 115'1 ’
dated -18-‘16 No. 57 -17. -
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' vlve agreensnt poli

A eooperative agreement is groster in svope

A1 8 Forest hish ol
Gooperabive sgreements on g roue
Tinitlal project,
Cdyor time Yo bing,

dng te sssist you in prosecubing the werk thore with a minlmom of proce g

TURRAY OF PURGIO RoADS (Lsclen e

Lt T g g 4

Mpe Do He Swick, Reglonal Sngineer Rocanber 26, 15T
Jfunegu, Alasks ' . 1

vaul F, Royster, Adsistant Comissioner
Vashington 25, D, €, Paul F Royster
L : » u uiA

Fovest liighvey Dooperative ipreements Aisska

fAeference ir made o yowr memorandun of December 13, 1957 in whieh
you vequesh elavification of the Svoperabive loveesent procadure for
Forest hiphway projects. L
 Favagraph hn of PPH E5+5 siates under whab condliions a Ferest ‘
highvay project nay be advanced do eonstruetion, One of the prevequie
sltos is that the sot be coversd Ty s fully execubed sgreenmont bebween
Public Roads and the cooperater o | S

é?::&é.@; mggwmﬁéiémgmww;mw mfﬁ ’i;zésm k;zm&agnmﬂ; authority to excoute
cooperative neroeneniy, as distinguished from project spn 1£8y  Bugle
form FRw2y 1p to cover the nt botween

cally & projocy spreencut, I  to cover 1 ;
the Dureau and a State for the oon *amgtim;mﬁ & partloular project wnder
eference AH .

# progran epvroved by Public Roade

I% can covey p ¥

ib flexible enough be cover &)l fulvre projects th
ame Lo uiné, might be progremsd for lmprovement wnder direc
muporyision, e have rov replaced $his procedur with a Biptey
Gy for ¥oresh highweys in the wentern State: eby
the Bureeu and State enter inke genersl terms of agreement eovéring finane .
cing, rightwofevay scquisibion, construetion and maintenases, Voristions
Prog thio basle agresment for particular projoots will be handled by
& new Form Pledwil which, as yet, has nob been fully developed, Ve have
his lattar typs of proceduve in mind for Povesh highwey work in Alaske,
ad will advise you in the pear future. In the interval, we gre atbewpie

durel requlrenents, Velving of RBe0W¥ and maintenance provisions
Alaske vork hos been done in osdain cases sach a8 Projech 240,
4T the Tsrritory was to seoure right of way and maintain
o6 gompletion, then these provisions would alse heve to b
the cecperative srresasent. In the present
heoanssry Lo seb forth the manner in whieh

bive funds were to be expended,

18 mwﬁﬁﬁal@ﬁ&aﬁﬁﬁ,@zﬁimﬁ to awvard sction it 18 nocepssyy thab
the projset be coversd by & fully exscubed agreenent botwesn the Bureasu
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w @ -

and the coopersbor. 1T preversbion of the ammmﬁ is withbeld maml

i prices ave koown AV ¢ould soball a delay in mekilog the swerd
ingemuch &8 the agreement dovument i for Vashingbon office approvals

With respect to Alagka Forosh mgmw Project 240, the agrossent
hes besn reviewed by the Oepersl Counsel and the following comnents
are offered i‘w your sonsiderabion.

M%m:%}a thls spreement s been spproved, 3% is belleved Lhat
4t would heve baon @r@;ﬁ‘wamﬂ bo have §zm:1 Lhe opaning perapraph resd
Pt mi&mvm

‘.’é’h:’m ammmﬁi% aprooment bebwesn the Buveau of
Public Roeds, United States Dopariment of Comerce,
hereinnfter called "ublic Foads,! and the Aleske
Higtway snd Pablie Yorks Uspartment, Territory of
‘Aluska, bereinefter galled the 'ooperator,’
witnesseth thate

Tt is mmw believed that it mmm hewe heen preferable o have
bad Seetion 2 of the RO, THERN FORE,™ parsgraph rezd:

Aw‘bﬁmm of the cost of the project will be
‘ :fummmi by Porest Hlebweay Punds.
,&m it is xx% stabed, this Ingbrusent bas the appesrance of obliew
g&mm Public Hosds o the expenditure of » definite sum of Yederal
w&xwy éaml o mmmw% the ymsﬁ%* Xaak&:mae it is tfmm mm MEM Raaéﬁ&

;i‘xmem, m:mh mm, hmwvw shouls xm, be m@a 8 wﬂx of this mem

Instesd it vowld be a mﬁmr_w of adninistrative deterninebion as the

gireunstances nay wartant,

e ordginel and one signed topy of the npreenend are enolosed,
The priglnal should be velained in your office for site andit purposes
and the signod copy send to the Alsskas Mgh@mg apd Pubdie Yorks
depardment,

Attachnenhs

TLHaSl;él}m,] d /
cc - Files (2)

Federal Huy. Projs. Div.
yr. Roysterj - Room 6019

s
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sravonno romavo. & {090 BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS ¢ ’

Oﬂice MEMOWMJZ%% * UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

TO : Mr. F, E. Andrews, Division Engineer DATE: July 9, 1956
Portland 8, O2egon

FROM : A, C. Clark, Deputy Commissioner
Washington 25, D. Q.

SUBJECT:

ot

Reference is made to thé joint field letter dated.June 22 in
which the Alaska Road Cormissior\requests our assistance in the cone

struction of approximately L7 miles of road in the Tongass National
Forest at an estimated cost of $80,Q00,

We presume that the purpose of Nhis letter is to indicate
your willingness to undertake the work hg requested and that a formal
agreement will be prepared and forwardedXo the Washington office
for execution before funds are obligated, “n accordance with para-
graph lia of Administrative Memorandum 1-10)\ Delegation of Authority,
A single agreement covering all projects will\ suffice,
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Form CD-14 DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE | DATE
(10-15-46) : :
TRANSMITTAL SLIP 7= 5 56
. P ~ | REF. NoO.
T Mr, D, Burich & anp)
: . v Rm. 6039
. . REF, NO. (f
FROM: 5 ¢ Booth (I any)
ACTION
[ note anp'FiLE L {1 pREPARE REPLY FOR MY SIGNATURE
- L] noTE AND RETURN To ME " [] TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION
[ RETURN wiTH MORE DETAILS * | [J per Your REQuEST
1 NoTE AND SEE M= ABOUT THIS | [ sieNATURE ,
[] PLEASE ANSWER : [J For Your iNFORMATION
[ For Your approvaL [T] INVESTIGATE AND REPORT
COMMENTS:
AN
¥
/0
v ‘
/ /U)
L,
hd
/h ot
.
0 / b
97 Ay
o
A2.49 : Comm-DC 5847
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v UNITED STATES
IEPARTMENT OF THE INTBRIOR
Alesks Road Commisaion
P. 0, ﬁcm 1963
Juneau, Alsske

June 22, 1986

JOINT FIELD LETTER (BPR)

Yir, F. B, Andrews
Myision Engineer
Bureau of ?u‘blm Roads
?a;@t&m& 8, @mgan

Dear Mr. Andrews:

Conforming to the poliey established for the improve-
ment of Minor Roads in the region, your maﬁ.ﬂm@ is retmaatad
in the lmprovement of:

Forest Rosd Nane

Lepgth  Est. Cost

Tongass Roogevelt Drive hiken 1.4 $46,000,00
Pongass Wood Road Near Kewhikan 0.5 20,000,006/

Tongass Sandy Peach Near Petersburg 2.2 10 ,0@9.00
Tongass Point Stephens Near Jupeau 0.6 4,000

; 7
Your concurrence will be appreciated, 7
Very tmily yours,
s/ A, F. Chiglione
A, F. Ghiglimné

Dirachor
A
I A
L eonours ) , _JVV& {,gj
) 6;:"73 o
28/ B, B. Andrews B oy
F. E ] n&mﬁa Tivieion Bngh ,@J
Burean of Pub:t.ie Roads "

5
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?! Qq Eﬁ?ﬁ 3«9&3,
Jm&m; &WM

Point Stephens

Your concurrence W

Est. COSt‘

’ﬁ&fg*twuzy'wmuxa,
/8/ A. ¥, Ghigiione

o Py &i@m
mmm
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1. DAfE OF RECOQRD ‘ . ‘{-4. DATE OF RECORD
Y az/ sy | 1 /,1/4:'4
2. CLASSIFICATION i ! N | 2. CLASSIFICATIO :
' ,2 . Mx) ;Q’Mi«w% /?Z%"‘;fau /~

Q‘mﬁé@umx 7’%\«& i !/ f ,/\J%:)/ﬁ | e @WJM’/&«“‘ -
~n' WLJ/MMM 03) v atdeseb (30,02 ///"/")

5. SUMMARY, ;gﬁfﬁ /ﬁ /
(Doneemind e (laeh. fo

4 f £ /i
Mm (ioaved Bd /Wf[pmmu

ﬁ___ﬁén__hr “___ﬂt& T e
Al fmw

6. CHARGED ;?TO

7. DATE CHARGED OUT 7 X%K ?\N\ 7. DATE CHARGED OUT -
: > X -
(67378517 /}/M\m
/ { i ‘ N
Form PR-852 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
(4-18-55) BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS

CORRESPONDENCE CHARGE-OUT FORM

NI010d M1 RNI1ERAL FHBINAN NI 30Vd

PLACE. IN UPRIGHT POSITION IN FOLDER

g
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30-02 BUREAU OF PUBLIC BOADS

m, F. B+ Andyews, Divieion Engineey m %9, 1956
Portland 8, Oregon

Henyy J. Kaltenbach, Solicitor

Construetion Contracts {Standard Yorm 234)

ASNRY Jo KALIERB&CH

it

This will scknowledge your memovandum o  the attached
copy of & letter from Mr. Hben H. mm, A%ww»-&&v&wr, jw Mm m K,
Ghiglione, Director of m Alasks Hoad Commlssion. (77 ?*“ oy / Sy Ky "9

Note is taken of My, Lewls' comments mam‘é.mg Article 4.2(a)
of ¥P-41. We have previously recognized thet a sirict loterpretation
of this clavse would indicate some variance fxom the provision in old
Standard x’am 23 and new Stendard Foxm 23A relsting to subsurfsce or
latent conditions, However, it has caused no perticular problem, snd
on the several oucasions when soy question arose the metter wes handlsd
within the general framework of the provisions of Stendard I%w& 23 and 234,

Tn ‘the mﬁmm of the Public Rosds' stendard amcifiemmm,
the lenguage in previous Artlele 4.2 ham been eliminated and ceviain
other changes were made in this section to accomplish the desirved
results. Answering the last sentence of your memorsudum, uo chenge is
considered necessary in the curvent contract assemblies and Special
Provisions relating to this point. ;

Nﬁ/ HEC ;mb S
‘ ce: DlVlSl% of Enginee rlng

1
Sriee e rary Wy
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form: CD-1% DEPARTMENT. OF  COMMERCE " [DATE

(10-27.53) \&7’7
- TRANSMITTAL SLIP .

mﬁg% . : REF. No0. (If any)
’ 1Y .

FROM: , U REF. NO, (If any)

ACTION
{71 NoTE AND FILE [ PREPARE REPLY FOR MY'S ; GNATURE
[] NOTE: AND RETURN TO ME T TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

[ RETURN W1 THMORE DETAILS .- 1 PER YOUR REQUEST

[ noTe anD sEe ME ABouT THIS - [ s1eNATURE

] pLEASE ANSWER OR YOUR INFORMAT!ON
[T For Your .APPROVAL 1 INVESTIGATE AND REPORT
[ PER OUR- CONVERSATION

COMMENTS ¢

M‘)ﬂ_—

COMM-DC- 3822
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08-00 BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS

, N
S 5% \NDARD FORM NO. 64

Mr. Henry J. Kaltenbach, Solicitor DATE May L4, 1956
Washingbon, D. C, j%? // w/@umﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ gﬁ??s
., Andrews, Division Engineer aﬁ/ ﬂﬁéﬁ

land, Oregon wg

( SUBJECT: nstruction Contracts (Standard Form 23A)

Enclosed hereéith is a copy of District Engineer Wyller's
memorandum of May 2.%ogether with enclosure for your information
and comments.”

The Mr. DelaHunt referred to is assistant to the chief engineer
of the Alaska Road Commission and Mr. Baxber is also an engineer in the
employ of the Alaska Road Commission.

Unless advised to the contrary; no - change will be made in oyr §
.eurrent practice regarding contract assemblies and special provisions. %

QA

Weso

Encl.

i .

é - iy e

F G N T é
RPN sjefst

&
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08-49 BUREAU OF POUBLIC ROADS
OPY

Mr. F. E. Andrews, Division Engineer May 2, 1956
Portland, Oregon ‘,

Chr. F. Wyller, District Engineer
Juneau, Alaska /s/ RK

There is attached copy of April 2, 1956 letter from Eben H. Lewis,
attorney advisor, Department of the Interior te Mr. A. F. Ghiglione,
Director, Alaska Road Commission, in regard to Interpretative provisions
in Specifications FP-U1 of Articles 3 and 4, Standard Form 23A, General
Provisions (Construction Contracts).

Please note that on the basis of Mr. lLewis' inberpretation that
the Alaska Road Commission is deleting all of Article 4.2 in the Speeial
Provisons, as it now appears on page WP-2.

The abtached letter is being sent you as infommational and for any
further condideratien which you might believe is warranted.

Att.

Ed

““iganaly (euonen sl ;b’éﬁujp[OHfpé‘g‘;‘gs‘sepaql/‘:;ﬁ)gugks's‘e]o‘uhfgq};wp;;%ﬁ‘aqnpOst '




C Alaska Road Commission - Juneau, Alaska
P A. F. Ghiglione, Director : April 2, 1956
Eben H. lewis, AtﬁorneyzAdviser

Interpretative provisions in specifications FP-Ul of Articles
3 and 4, Standard Form 23a, General Provisions (Construction
Contracts) :

The request has been made by the contracts branch of your
agency that I furnish information concerning the applicability of
interpretative provisions in specifications FP-41 to Articles 3 and
I, “"Changes" and "Changed Conditions", respectively, in Standard Form
23a, the uwniform general provisions for federsl construction conbracts.
A development of the historical basis for the use of standard forms is
pertdnent to this inguiry. Underscoring, where it appears, has been added.

The employment of the old Standard Form 23 (Revised April 3,
1942) was pursuant to rules and regulations of the Treasury Department,
promulgated under Executive Order No. 6166 of June 10, 1933, (5 U.S.C.
Sec. 132 note). By Section 102 of the Federal Property and Administrative
ServicesAct of 1949 (63 Stat. 380; 5 U.S.C.A. 630a) the functions, per-
sonnel and pertinent records of the Bureau of Federal Supply of the
Treasury Department were transferred to the General Services Administration
which was established by Section 101 of that Act (5 U.S.C.A. 630). The
employment of the 1942 Form 23 was required by Title 4k C.F.R. Section
54.1(c)(1) and continued until revised by General Regulation No. 13, dated
March 19, 1953, issued pursuant to the Federal Property and Adminisbrative
Services Act of 1949 (Public ILaw 152, 8lst Congress) under authority of
Executive Order 6166, #f Jine 10, 1933 to which reference was made zbove.

As stated in Section 4 of General Regulation 13 the use-of the
Stendard Forms (including the new 23a) is mandstory except in certain in-
stances not applicable to this discussion. The new Article 3 of 23a
eliminated the requirement that changes in excess of $500 must be approved
in writing by the head of the department or his duly authorized representa-
tive, and increased from 10 to 30 days the time in which the claim for
adjustments under the clause must be asserted. The new Article L "Changed
Conditions" imposes upon the contractor the burden of notifying the con-
tracting office in writing of (1) "subsurface or latent physical conditions
at the site differing materially from those indicated in (the) contract, or
(2) unknowm physical conditions at the site of an unusual nature differing
materially from those ordinarily encountered and generally recognized-as
inhering in work of the character provided for in (the) contract.” Tn the
old Article t the difference in subsurface and/or latent conditions is re-
‘garded as being from those "shown on the drawings or indicated in the speci-
fications" and the unusual or unknown conditions as those "differing materially
from those ordinarily encountered and generally recognized as inherent in
work of the character provided for in the fans and specifications."”

5
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D
The contracting officer could modify the contract with the *
approval of the head of the department, et cetera, "to provide for any
increase or decrease of cost and/or difference in time resulting from
such donditions." The new Article 4 permits the contraeting officer to
make an "equitable adjustment" if "he finds that such conditions do so
materially differ and cause ah increase or decrease in the cost of, or the
time required for, performance of the contract with a modification in
writing of the contract.

Alaska Road Commission contracts contain in the Special Pro-
vision section, Part 1, a provision that "specifications FP-41 are adopted
as general specifications to govern this contract", subject to the modifi-
cations set forth in Part IT of the special provisions. The construction
contract (Standard Form 23) as execubed between the parties in the Alaska
Road Commission contracts, under "Statement of Work'" provides "the contractor
shall furnish all labor, equipment and materials and perform the work above
described for the amount stated above in strict accordance with the general
provisions (Stendard Form 23a), specifications, schedules, drawings, and
conditions all of which are made a part herecof and designated as follows:

Special Provisions for the above-named project
Specifications FP-41, Public Roads Administration, Revised
July 15, 1941.

Drawings for the Project consisting of 61 sheets."

The question with which we are confronted is: +to what extent
may the contracting office incorporate in the contract specifications which § wwe
are, or may be, in conflict with the provisions of Standard Form 23a,

General Provisions? :

A
S 3

g

As hitherto outlined, General Regulstions No. 13 of March 19,1953,
was lssued by the General Services Administration pursuant to subsisting
authority, conferred by Congress and as such prims facie has the force of :
statutory law. Section 5 of the regulation states, under Terms, Conditions .
and Provisions: "Additional berms, conditions and provisions considered by
any agency to be essential to its contractual relabionships and not incon-
sistent with those comtained in the forms may be incorporated in Tnvitations
in which these forms are used by so providing an Addendum to the forms, in the
"alterations" paragraph of Standard Form 23, or in the specifications, as may
be appropriate...”. TItem b of Section 5 "Imconsistent Terms, Conditions and
Provisions: Terms, conditions and provisions which are inconsistent with those
of the foregoing forms may not be used unless authorized by the head of the
federal agency”". Sectlon 6 of The regulation provides that the old Shtandard
Form 23 Construction Contract, is superseded. A

Mr. Baxter's memorandum of March 28 to Mr. DelaHunt containg a
number of references to Articles in FP-41 which are interpretative of the
old Form 23 Construction Contract. Mr. Baxter's concluding paragraph states
in relation to his citations from FP-L1 "it is my contention that all of the
above constitutes a completely legal interpretétion of the provisions of
Articles 3 and 4 of Standard Form 23 (now 23a), and we are bound to follow
these instructions in FP-41 when considering claims presented by econtractors on ro:

£
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—3-

- road comstruction." I will concur with Mr. Baxter to the extent that,

where such specifications are merely explanatory of idenbtical provisions in
- the old and new forms, they furnish a guide in construing the intent of the
contracting parties. However, if the new Form 23a is in any menner in con-
Tlict with any provision in FP-Ul either as to procedure relating to payment
to the contractor, or in delineating the work to be performed, the new
Form 23a must be held to superséde the FP-41 provision. To quote from the
syllabus in Moorman vs United States, 1949, 82 F. Supp. 1010, "the Standard
Government contract, duly wepared and approved by proper authority of the
Government, is binding upon the writer of specificabions covering a specific
broject, and such contract provisions control uniess they are modified or
changed by the proper provision, approved by proper authority, inserted in
the Article of the contract provided for thab purpose.  The fact that the
specifications, which are intended to delineate the work to be done and the
procedures to be followed, are made a part of the Standard Government con-
tract (by reference in "statement of work",) does not warrant the conclusion
that they override an express provision of the contract.”

As 1t was held in the case of Pfotzer vs United States, 1948,
77T F. Bupp. 390, "the provisions of the standard form of construction contract
and the policies stated therein are paramount to the specifications and govern
in case of inconsistency or conflict.®

These cases are grounded upon two principles of law: (1) that the
interests of the Govermment are best served by adoption of a uniform contract
procedure which denies to contracting officers, without specific authority,
the prerogative of inserting conflicting specifications to those adopted by
the supervising authority arer Government contracts, in this case the General
Services Administration. And (2), that every contract must be read as a
whole, and the limiting provisions of the specifications must be read in the
light of the "changes" and "changed conditions" articles of the standard form
Government construction contract so that effect will be given to all the pro-
visions of the conbract. Appeal of Carson Construction Co., IBCA-12, 1955.

The Board of Contract Appeals, in its decision in that case cited TofEis ve
United States, 110 Ct. Cl. 551 (1948), as follows: "The purpose of speci-
fications and drawings is to supplement the formal contract by delineating

the details of the work to be performed thereunder snd not to void an expressed
provision written into the contract...". Even if there should be a conflict bed
tween the language of (the specifications) and the provisions of Article b

of the contract, the latter would prevail.

The General Services Administration, therefore, having seen fit ‘o
revise the wording of Articles 3 and U4, and require the use of such revised
articles by promilgation of a regulation pursuant to proper authority, has
in effect made ingpplicable any provisions in FP-U1 which are inconsistent.
Since Article k.2(a) is restrictive of the interpretation to be given the
new Article It in Standard Form 23a, it is unenforceable, and shoitld be de-

leted by reference, in the special provisions in Future contracts. Articles ﬁ
k.3, 9.3 and 9.4 contain both substantive and procedural provisions which do ¥
not appear to be ineconsistent with the new prescribed forms and may be re-

tained unless it later develops that factual inconsistencies do exist. i

/s/.

Eben H. Lewis
Attorney-Adviser
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BURBAU OF PUBLIC ROADS

- FA T

Hre We J, ‘mm% Reglonal Enginesr jw:i;y El,wm

1000 Jungau, Alasia

S : Peul P, Royster, Assistant Commlssloner Pyl £ Unyele
- 2%=10 W&mim@@n Eﬁ: e Gs ; ?gig F R !

Annuel Repord, Burean of Public Roads »
 Plgeal Tear 1959

; Recelpt 1s acknowledged of your July 1% memorandum
in reply to our reguest of July 2 for daba to be considersd
in the proparation of the subjsed report,

The informatlon received is quite satisfactory,
however, the statistlical data relative to Federalmald cone
struetion and the forest highway sysbtem milespge recussted
dJuly 2 by reference to our June 30, 1958 memorandws was
ot submitted. We shaell asppreeiate your prompt submisslon
of these data to complete the report from Repgion 10, In
the event our Jume 30, 1950 memorandum msy have baen mige
Filed, we have atbached snother copy and alse a copy of
Jour reply of July 11, 1958 for your reference use and
guidance in order %;%m% the preperation of the supplemental
report nay be oxpedibed, ‘

Your memorandum of July 15 sdviges of having also
recolived a reguest from Mr, Stromberg under dats of Jupe 9
for mabtoripl in connection with this same ammuial roport.
Undoubbedly you have just recelved his memorendum of JFuly 20
in thig vegard velative to the routing of mabterial o be
submitted. In order to avold confusien, this subjest bas
been discussed with Mr, Strowberg. As bls o mamorandums
weore sent becmpse of a misunderstending of our responsibilie-
tles on FPederalwald construction work in Aleska, Mr. Stromberg
has asked thab we advise you to disregerd his memoranda on

this subject,

Abbachments (2)

S CALawis:bj;\\\“
//f - cer Files (2)
K Federal Highway Projects Division

Mr, B, A, Stromberg = Room 1001
Mr. Royster =~ Room 81l ~
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ﬂ{;& ; BUREAT OF PUBLIC ROADS ; :
| L Loty Joneilr Mooy 9
Ff.;ﬂfjﬁ

- Mr., W, J. Nlemi, Reglonal Enginser
Junesu, Alaska

July 2, 1959’_

Paul ¥, Royster, Assistant Commissioner

23-10  Washingbton 25, D. . o]
: ’ paul F. Roystél J
Anrmual Report, Buresu of Publlc Roads « Filscsl Year 1059

Jmm”\wmw-\\

Reference ls made to our memorandum of June 30,
1958 to Mr, Swick requesting information for use in the
1958 report "Burcau of Public Roads.” This is to serve
as a reminder that corregponding statistical data are
required for our use in a similar report Ffor fiscal

A brief narrative description of one or two
projects completed (or under construction) which may
be considered ns highlights of construetion durling
the year, will also be appreclabed,

It 1s desired that the sbove reguested infop-
mation be recelved here not later than July 15,

POV Y

/ v‘fu_‘.:igf)}ﬁ,

,’9/\
,(;(f‘f’““‘ CALewis/tb
cc: Files (2)
Federal Hwy. Projs. Div.
Mr, Roystér - Room 81l

- / P
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BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS
2SOy

Y. W. J. Meml, Regional Engineer Yoy 29, 1950
[ Juneaw, Alasha ‘ i

Peul ¥. Royeter, Assistant Comnlssioner &
2330 Yashington 25, B. C, Paul r. HUYSLE

Federel-uld Programg for Alash

Following an exchange of correspopfence with Me. Swick in
Janusry 1958, ve made an srraengement with the Office of Engineering
whereby that office would furnish us coples of spproved progreams
for Alsske Fedeval-aid projects. The dsbta we recelve are guick
coples which nre frequently fourd to be 1llegible.

To belp this situstion in the case of fubure program
subnissions please forward sn exbra copy of ench PR 1. This
extre copy shounld be proverly narked for roubing directly to this
office. Sxtra coples of meps which you prepare to support Form PR-1
are nob reguired. Proprem revislon iuformetion reported by Form PR-3T
will be secured by us frowm the Progrem Aualysls Division.

Your cooperation in furnishing the sbove inforamtlion will be
grestly appreciated,

#
!

o

&

~ /s
EEErhart::nk /
4 cc - Files (2)

% ‘Federal Hwy.Projs.Div.
Mr. Royster - Room 81k
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