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Trench Cost Review

Based on the question, “In a buried copper cable environment, as a market entrant into the telephony business, what placing functions would you expect to face and what percentage would you assign to the universe of customers?”

Listed below are the functions and the percentages assigned to them based on these discussions.

Activity List

Trench & Backfill

5%

Rocky Trench


5%

Backhoe


5%

Hand Dig


5%

Bore Cable


50%

Push Pipe & Pull Cable
5%

Cut & Restore Asphalt
10%

Cut & Restore Sod

15%

Participants were from Network Corporate and Network Engineering.  The following comments are representative of the responses from these participants.

· “All of the functions would occur in the replacement world.”

· “Directional boring would be the first choice to avoid high cost landscaping requirements.”

· “Boring, cutting & restoring sod and asphalt would dominate the activities.”

· “For maintenance reasons, not all aerial areas would be placed aerial.”

· “Because of the three cable architecture, Omaha is not representative of this question.”

· “Some regular buried placement could be done.”

· “40% bore, 30% cut and restore, equal percentage for the rest.”

· “80% directional bore.”

· “40-70% flow-mo” (a form of directional bore)

· “High percentage of bore, cutting sod and some cutting asphalt.”

· “Restricted access and landscaping will favor directional bore.”

· “All of the activities will occur, higher percentage of cut and restore sod, asphalt and bore.”

· “Mostly boring, more sod cutting than asphalt cutting.”


