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Southern California Joint Pole Committee 
279 E. Arrow Hwy. Suite 104 

San Dimas, CA 91773 
Phone (909) 599-3801 
Fax (909) 599-3825 

 
August 21, 2019 

 
 A regular meeting of the Billing Process Simplification took place on the 
above date, at 11:43 a.m., at the Committee office. 

 
Those in attendance were: 
   

Mr. Jeff Williams   City of Los Angeles 
Mr. Ronald Schram  City of Los Angeles 
Mr. Wayne Brown   Southern California Edison 
Ms. April De Barge  Southern California Edison 
Ms. Valerie Mitwasi  Southern California Edison 
Mr. Brett Plaskey   Frontier Communications 
Mr. David Campo   City of Lompoc 
Mr. Joe Serrato   Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

Mr. Hector Aguilera . Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

  Ms. Angela Pranata  Committee Staff 
  Ms. Kathleen Allen  Committee Staff 
    
Those attending via teleconference were: 
  

 Ms. Cory Crawford  AT&T California 
Mr. Glenn Leckie   Frontier Communications 
Mr. David Patterson  City of Azusa 
Mr. Bobola Akerson  City of Burbank 
Ms. Maria Ortiz   XO Communication/MCI Telecom/MCI Metro 

  Ms. Lupe Hernandez  Teleport Communications America  
Ms. Alicia Smith   Sprint Nextel/Sprint Communications   

  Ms. Linda McLean   Extenet Systems 
Ms. Shawn Henderson  T-Mobile USA 
Ms. Yvonne Johnson  AT&T Mobility 

  Ms. Racheal Torres  Mobilitie, LLC 
 
  

 Ms. Pranata opened and inquired if the name of  ad hoc should be changed.  
Mr. Serrato replied yes and to change it to Billing Process Simplification. 

 
Mr. Serrato called the meeting to order at 11:43 a.m. He stated this is the first 

meeting and still thinking of what to talk about in here.  The purpose of this meeting 
is to streamline the billing.  He continued we have many items that take a lot of time 
to bill and perhaps the juice is not worth the squeeze.  
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There were no previous minutes to review.  
 

 The first agenda item is Item 1662: Billing Process Simplification.  
 

 Form 44 Summary 
  
 Mr. Serrato opened and inquired what he previously ask about this. Was this to 
summarize the past billing cycle’s Form 44 and see what all the charges were between 
all the utilities? Ms. Pranata commented for her action item she was to gather the 
summary of the Form 44. She was unsure what the committee is to do with the 
information. Mr. Serrato stated to take this back and look at it and see if you have 
ideas and what would be the best item we spend our time on to streamline. Mr. Plaskey 
commented for Frontier the Form 44 is the end product of the entire process.  The way 
it is today you have the JPA, the credits, and the debits. That is pretty straight forward. 
He does see that there are several accounts between E and AT&T perhaps consolidating 
some of those codes might be something to simplify. He then commented other than 
that he does not know if you can make a Form 44 much simpler.  Mr. Williams stated 
he thinks what Mr. Serrato was wondering is how many times is there $10 or $15 
charges. Stuff like that.  Mr. Williams commented a JPA showed one $2 charge. He 
then inquired how long did it take to process to get that $2. Ms. Pranata commented 
we can go into that one.   

This item has been tabled and will be discussed more at next month’s meeting. 
  
 

Most time consuming JPAs 
 
 Mr. Williams opened and stated to lets develop a working group to go over some 
of the stuff that Ms. Allen and Ms. Pranata have.  He continued to state Ms. Prescott 
and DWP have volunteered to be part of the working group.  He then solicited for 
additional volunteers. Mr. Plaskey, Mr. Brown, and Ms. Hernandez volunteered.  Mr. 
Williams inquired if Ms. Pranata has those names.  She replied that she has Ms. 
Prescott, Mr. Brown, Ms. Hernandez, SCE, Mr. Williams, and Mr. Serrato. Ms. Crawford 
commented to include her as well.  However, she may ask Ms. Black to participate.  
Ms. Pranata displayed the list on the screen that Ms. Allen created.  Mr. Brown asked 
if Ms. Pranata could send that to the working group. Ms. Pranata commented it is in 
the packet but she can send out as well.   

This topic was tabled and will be discussed further at next month’s meeting. 
 
 

 
Review 4+ parties with small amount dues (e.g. less than $15) – perhaps set flat 

rate price 
 
Ms. Pranata presented JPA NG-ASP63-01 on the screen for review.  Mr. Plaskey 

inquired if we want to go from a higher level and say if your bill is under $100 or under 
$1,000 it rolls over to the next month.  Mr. Williams commented that he thinks in the 
past that $2 never got recovered. They would not have to do all these reverse 
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calculations in order to get them that $2.  Ms. Allen stated that in the past the base 
owner would bill for the extra foot, then it came about a few years back that everyone 
wanted to bill for their lost footage.  Mr. Williams commented that if someone is 
purchasing 1’ in the safety clearance zone (SCZ) everybody is billing.  The calculations 
are really hard and time consuming. It is taking an hour to get everybody a couple of 
dollars. In the past it was just the base owner billed.  The person purchasing that foot 
would bill the base owner.  Mr. Serrato inquired if there is a way to recognize that early 
on. Ms. Allen continued to explain since NG is coming in and buying additional interest 
the billers have to allocate record side of JPA with grade and space and SCZ and then 
allocate proposed side of JPA with grade and space and SCZ to see what company loses 
and then gain footage. In the past she commented base owner billed.  In this example, 
Ms. Allen stated, that interest is being purchased into the SCZ as well making the 
allocations on record and proposed necessary.  Mr. Williams commented there is no 
way that we can digitalize that process. Mr. Brown inquired if they have too much in 
the SCZ.  Ms. Allen commented that there is a note on the JPA that states the SCZ is 
adequate and the billers do not question.  Mr. Plaskey inquired, for example, if Frontier 
owns all the comm space and Crown Castle purchases 1’ of space, in this scenario, the 
proposal would be they would just pay the base owner the 1’.  Ms. Allen commented 
that currently they would pay Frontier. Previously they would pay the base owner. She 
explained that caused conflict because the members who owned that space wanted 
their money.  Mr. Plaskey commented it would be easier if it is a two person and Crown 
Castle would be purchasing 1’ it would be an easier calculation. Mr. Williams 
commented because they are going into the SCZ. Ms. Allen stated if it is just 1’ it is cut 
and dry. But because Crown Castle is purchasing 5’ and purchasing into the SCZ is 
the reasoning of the difficulty.  Ms. DeBarge inquired about going into the SCZ and if 
we cannot just adjust.  Ms. Allen stated that the billers do not touch the allocation of 
grade and space. Ms. Serrato explained because of the actual points of attachments 
the actual grade and space that correlates with that is looks like 3’.  Ms. DeBarge 
inquired if SCE’s grade and space can be changed to 43-9.  Mr. Serrato commented it 
would not compass the actual attachments. Mr. Brown stated that SCE or ECS can 
adjust their own safety clearance but they cannot.  They can only purchase interest. 
Mr. Williams explained that in this example Edison originally had 14’ and not they 
have 12’, so they would be purchasing 2’ from Edison and then the rest from someone 
else.  The SCZ is shifting up a bit and they are purchasing a part of that.  The real 
issue is when they are purchasing into the SCZ and how to divvy it up. That is what is 
taking the time because they have to go into the proposed and figure it all out and then 
into record and figure it all out. Mr. Serrato inquired if anyone has objections with 
paying just the base owner. Mr. Williams commented we would be reverting back to 
2012.  Mr. Serrato inquired if this needs to go on discussion calendar so it can be voted 
on. Mr. Plaskey inquired if there would be a change to the Routine to do that. Mr. 
Williams replied no and inquired if it was voting on.  Ms. Allen did not know and Ms. 
Pranata commented it was probably in the Routine Revision meeting.  Mr. Serrato 
suggested to make the decision in the ad hoc and take to board.  Ms. Pranata inquired 
if we have to show them the calculations the old way and the new way. Mr. Serrato and 
Mr. Plaskey stated it should be part of the discussion/update. Mr. Williams stated to 
revert back to 2012 immediately. Mr. Serrato commented that then Crown Castle 
would just pay Edison and no one else would be effected. Mr. Plaskey stated that as 
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long as anybody purchasing that foot of space from Frontier and pays them their space 
is fine with them. Mr. Serrato commented that only for the case where they are 
purchasing the foot of SCZ which when traditionally way back when we use to buy 
from the base owner, which everyone it is splitting the foot.  Now we are saying it took 
too much time the juice is not worth the squeeze.  Mr. Plaskey stated that we definitely 
have to run it by the Administrative Board. Mr. Serrato commented if someone has an 
idea bring to the table and all talk about it, then talk about it in front of Admin and 
see if everyone is ok with it.  And in addition to forming long term projects to simplify 
billing, maybe talk about hiring some sort of specialist.  Mr. Williams agreed and 
commented that next month they can sit down with Ms. Allen and go over other ideas 
she has suggested.  Mr. Williams then inquired if reverting back to 2012, or the date 
that was, would that have an immediate impact.  Ms. Allen replied yes.  Ms. Pranata 
and Ms. Allen inquired if they should show the current way that E bill NG $33, H bill 
NG $48, and LAC bill NG $2, and then the simplified billing way so they can see the 
difference in dollar amount.  Ms. Allen stated that Edison would bill about $70 -$80 
and no one else would bill. H would NOT bill NG $48, LAC would NOT bill their $2, and 
Edison would bill it all.  Mr. Campo commented that the base owner would always 
make out whether they owned the space or not. Ms. Allen stated yes. Ms. Pranata 
commented that HLA would NOT be billing $48. Mr. Williams’s inquired isn’t NG 
purchasing a foot from HLA.  Ms. Allen replied yes; however, if it is reverted back to 
the previous way of billing only the base owner billed no matter what.  Mr. Williams 
commented what he would like to do is get rid of billing for the foot purchased into the 
common area. If they own 6’ and now only 5’ they should get paid for that.  Ms. Allen 
stated that was the disagreement back then. Mr. Williams commented he would like to 
eliminate purchasing into common area which is causing all the issues. So if they are 
purchasing 5’ and Edison and HLA are losing 2’ and 1’ is in the SCZ HLA and Edison 
should get their billing and eliminate billing for the 1’ in SCZ. Mr. Serrato inquired if 
that would save time.  Ms. Allen explained not really because we still would have to 
allocate grade and space and figure SCZ. Mr. William inquired about the calculations 
and wondered why we still would need to do them if they are purchasing 5’ and taking 
2’ from SCE and 2’ from HLA.  He figured all the other calculations were to divvy up 
for SCZ.  Ms. Allen explained in this example, LAC is also gaining 1.5’ as well.  It is not 
stated on the JPA; however, the staff needs to find out where Crown Castles 5’ is 
actually coming from. Actually ½’ is in SCZ, common area, and then E and H are losing. 
She continued to explain, that on record it is shown more is being lost because LAC is 
gaining. This is the way the billing is calculated to get down to the where the actual 
footage is coming from. Ms. Pranata inquired how many minutes does it take to figure 
out. Ms. Allen commented its take roughly 15 minutes to do the calculations, not the 
actual billing, but the prebilling of figuring out who is billing who. MS. Pranata 
explained that there is more time involved when printing the second pages, pulling 
cards and the actual billing. For this one JPA it takes 30 minutes to bill. She continued 
to explain there is a checker to verify the billing. 

Mr. Brown inquired about the Date Prepared and Date Sent and how it can be 
so far apart. It is four years later.  Mr. Serrato commented that the Date Prepared is 
auto populated for their system. Mr. Brown inquired if it is backwards.  It is sent before 
it is prepared. Mr. Serrato inquired how to fill out Date Prepared and Date Sent. Mr. 
Brown stated what is important about that is if two JPAs are sent in simultaneously 
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then we go by the Date Prepared. If we are sending one to you and you to us who is 
going to supersede who? We are to go by Date Prepared.  Mr. Williams commented it 
should be Date Sent.  Ms. Allen commented that SCJPC was told to ignore Date 
Prepared and go by Date Sent. Mr. Serrato inquired about a standard way of notating 
Date Prepared and Date Sent. Mr. Williams commented that they are putting Date 
Prepared the date they prepared the final not the preliminary.  Mr. Serrato replied yes. 
Ms. Hernandez stated that the Date Prepared is the preliminary date. Mr. Serrato then 
inquired how we know when we sent the final. Ms. Pranata replied from the date 
stamped from SCJPC. For this JPA, June 17, 2019 is the date we received it. Mr. 
Serrato replied for us we would have no record on sending. MS. Hernandez inquired 
again about the Date Prepared.  It shows prepared in July, but SCJPC received it in 
June so something is not right. Ms. Pranata reiterated that SCJPC only goes by Date 
Sent. Ms. Hernandez stated again the Date Prepared should be the preliminary and 
not the final date.  

Ms. Pranata commented that this needs further discussion and Mr. Williams 
agree and then commented they just need to understand more.  
 

Miscellaneous Items. 

 

There were no miscellaneous items: 
 

Review of Action Items 

 

• Ms. Pranata to distribute the list on Most Time Consuming JPAs.  
 

• Everyone to further brainstorm. 
 

• Committee to consider bringing in accounting specialists to review the billing 
calculation and process (discussed and moved from NJUNS meeting). 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 12:11 p.m. until next month. 

 
Ms.  Kathleen Allen – Committee Transcriber 



Account Code Name Amount Code Name Amount
601 E Southern California Edison Co. $1,980,850.02 HLA AT&T California $94,202.00 Net Amount Due E $1,886,648.02 Net Amount Due HLA -$1,886,648.02
602 E Southern California Edison Co. $775,412.00 HSO AT&T California $46,637.00 Net Amount Due E $728,775.00 Net Amount Due HSO -$728,775.00
603 E Southern California Edison Co. $952,817.67 T AT&T California $83,976.00 Net Amount Due E $868,841.67 Net Amount Due T -$868,841.67
604 E Southern California Edison Co. $34,374.00 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $2,479.00 Net Amount Due E $31,895.00 Net Amount Due MM -$31,895.00
606 E Southern California Edison Co. $8,601.00 A City of Glendale $2,293.00 Net Amount Due E $6,308.00 Net Amount Due A -$6,308.00
608 E Southern California Edison Co. $33,996.17 NXT XO Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due E $33,996.17 Net Amount Due NXT -$33,996.17
611 E Southern California Edison Co. $3,661.00 MP City of Pasadena $0.00 Net Amount Due E $3,661.00 Net Amount Due MP -$3,661.00
615 E Southern California Edison Co. $343,785.68 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $11,223.00 Net Amount Due E $332,562.68 Net Amount Due NG -$332,562.68
618 E Southern California Edison Co. $17,831.44 D City of Anaheim $0.00 Net Amount Due E $17,831.44 Net Amount Due D -$17,831.44
619 E Southern California Edison Co. $5,636.00 MA City of Azusa $0.00 Net Amount Due E $5,636.00 Net Amount Due MA -$5,636.00
620 E Southern California Edison Co. $2,779.00 COB City of Banning $1,039.00 Net Amount Due E $1,740.00 Net Amount Due COB -$1,740.00
621 E Southern California Edison Co. $2,816.00 F City of Colton $230.00 Net Amount Due E $2,586.00 Net Amount Due F -$2,586.00
622 E Southern California Edison Co. $4,862.00 V City of Vernon $0.00 Net Amount Due E $4,862.00 Net Amount Due V -$4,862.00
629 E Southern California Edison Co. $144,290.10 ATS MCI Metro/ATS $481.00 Net Amount Due E $143,809.10 Net Amount Due ATS -$143,809.10
631 E Southern California Edison Co. $8,857.00 MCI MCI Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due E $8,857.00 Net Amount Due MCI -$8,857.00
632 E Southern California Edison Co. $203,254.08 ATC Verizon Wireless $534.00 Net Amount Due E $202,720.08 Net Amount Due ATC -$202,720.08
633 E Southern California Edison Co. $25,368.42 LAC AT&T Mobility $0.00 Net Amount Due E $25,368.42 Net Amount Due LAC -$25,368.42
634 E Southern California Edison Co. $6,956.00 ICG M-POWER $0.00 Net Amount Due E $6,956.00 Net Amount Due ICG -$6,956.00
637 E Southern California Edison Co. $16,027.17 SPR Sprint Nextel Corporation $520.00 Net Amount Due E $15,507.17 Net Amount Due SPR -$15,507.17
645 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $47,771.00 HLA AT&T California $10,586.00 Net Amount Due MM $37,185.00 Net Amount Due HLA -$37,185.00
684 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $15,025.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $1,398.00 Net Amount Due MM $13,627.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$13,627.00
685 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $231.00 LAC AT&T Mobility $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $231.00 Net Amount Due LAC -$231.00
695 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $974.00 ATS MCI Metro/ATS $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $974.00 Net Amount Due ATS -$974.00
852 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $178.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $368.00 Net Amount Due NG -$190.00 Net Amount Due TWN $190.00
854 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $2,972.00 HLA AT&T California $17,478.00 Net Amount Due NG -$14,506.00 Net Amount Due HLA $14,506.00
855 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $19,772.00 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $2,186.00 Net Amount Due MM $17,586.00 Net Amount Due NG -$17,586.00
865 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $693.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $656.00 Net Amount Due NG $37.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$37.00
866 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $598.00 LAC AT&T Mobility $1,105.00 Net Amount Due NG -$507.00 Net Amount Due LAC $507.00
870 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 HSO AT&T California $1,510.00 Net Amount Due NG -$1,510.00 Net Amount Due HSO $1,510.00
871 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 MCI MCI Communications $707.00 Net Amount Due NG -$707.00 Net Amount Due MCI $707.00
880 E Southern California Edison Co. $34,796.16 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $253.00 Net Amount Due E $34,543.16 Net Amount Due TWN -$34,543.16
883 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $209.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $209.00 Net Amount Due TWN -$209.00
895 E Southern California Edison Co. $31,436.83 NPN NewPath Networks $6,234.00 Net Amount Due E $25,202.83 Net Amount Due NPN -$25,202.83
923 E Southern California Edison Co. $5,265,721.11 FTR Frontier Communications $303,619.00 Net Amount Due E $4,962,102.11 Net Amount Due FTR -$4,962,102.11
925 E Southern California Edison Co. $31,739.17 TWS Time Warner Cable (S Zone 8-12 $0.00 Net Amount Due E $31,739.17 Net Amount Due TWS -$31,739.17
936 E Southern California Edison Co. $62,346.94 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $2,078.00 Net Amount Due E $60,268.94 Net Amount Due TCA -$60,268.94
937 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $256.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $256.00 Net Amount Due TCA -$256.00
940 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $1,792.00 Net Amount Due NG -$1,792.00 Net Amount Due TCA $1,792.00
961 NPN NewPath Networks $0.00 MCI MCI Communications $300.00 Net Amount Due NPN -$300.00 Net Amount Due MCI $300.00
967 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $3,851.00 FTR Frontier Communications $9,958.00 Net Amount Due NG -$6,107.00 Net Amount Due FTR $6,107.00



970 FTR Frontier Communications $693.00 TWS Time Warner Cable (S Zone 8-12 $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $693.00 Net Amount Due TWS -$693.00
971 FTR Frontier Communications $408.00 HSO AT&T California $576.00 Net Amount Due FTR -$168.00 Net Amount Due HSO $168.00
972 FTR Frontier Communications $366.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $366.00 Net Amount Due TCA -$366.00
975 FTR Frontier Communications $3,654.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $3,654.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$3,654.00
978 FTR Frontier Communications $27.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $27.00 Net Amount Due TWN -$27.00
982 FTR Frontier Communications $383.00 NXT XO Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $383.00 Net Amount Due NXT -$383.00



No. Description Recommendations

1 Pole class.  Members have their own prices and once 

they depreciate we have to refer to up to 4 or 5 

sheets and then reference up to 10 prices.

Bill by Structural Value - 

Weighted Average.

2 4.1A or B.

Current Rule: 

Less on Record More on Proposed - Purchasing 

Interest bill by Proposed Penalty by Anchor.

More on Record Less on Proposed - Purchase 

Interest by Record Penalty by Record

Bill both Purchase of Interest 

and Penalty by Proposed

3 4.2 Puchase of Interest concurently 

w/relinquishment

Have extra account for salvage of relinquished 

No account for salvage unless 

monies are owed.

4 Percentage on multi party JPAs with AT&T 

California and Frontier. AT&T needs for accouting 

purposes but

Only AT&T

5 SCZ not adequate. Less than 4' Bill as stated with what SCZ 

states.  No note needed

6 Defaults:

Section 7.7 - No 4.1A or B defaults to 4.1B

Section 7.7 - No space on record side defaults to 1'

Item 83 - 2017 to current defaults to 83A

Do not bill

Do not bill

Do not bill

Most Time Comsuming JPAs
Item 1662:  Billing Process Simplification (6/18/19)
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Southern California Joint Pole Committee 
279 E. Arrow Hwy. Suite 104 

San Dimas, CA 91773 
Phone (909) 599-3801 
Fax (909) 599-3825 

 
September 17, 2019 

 
 A regular meeting of the Billing Process Simplification took place on the 
above date, at 9:00 a.m., at the Committee office. 

 
Those in attendance were: 
   

Mr. John Bacon   City of Los Angeles 
Mr. Ronald Schram  City of Los Angeles 
Mr. Joe Serrato   Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

Mr. Saad Khalid   Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

 Ms. Lynn Prescott   Verizon Wireless 
Ms. Angela Pranata  Committee Staff 

  Ms. Kathleen Allen  Committee Staff 
    
Those attending via teleconference were: 
  

Mr. Wayne Brown   Southern California Edison 
Ms. Valerie Mitwasi  Southern California Edison 
Ms. Cory Crawford  AT&T California 
Mr. Josh Mathisen  AT&T California 
Mr. Bret Plaskey   Frontier Communications 
Mr. Glenn Leckie   Frontier Communications 
Mr. Ben Coffey   City of Banning 
Ms. Maria Ortiz   XO Communication/MCI Telecom/MCI Metro 

  Ms. Lupe Hernandez  Teleport Communications America  
Ms. Alicia Smith   Sprint Nextel/Sprint Communications   
Mr. Aarize Dizon   Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

Ms. Linda McLean   Extenet Systems 
Mr. Daniel Luty   Extenet Systems 
Ms. Yvonne Johnson  AT&T Mobility 

  Ms. Racheal Torres  Mobilitie, LLC 
 
  

Mr. Serrato called the meeting to order at 9:06 a.m. He stated there were previous 
minutes to review.  However, was not on the agenda to address.  Ms. Pranata stated 
she will add to next month’s meeting agenda.  Mr. Serrato then inquired whether the 
members had reviewed the minutes and if there were any comments, additions, 
deletions, or revisions.  There were no questions or comments. 

Mr. Serrato then summarized what has been previously discussed.  He started 
on how to simplify the Form 44 and how much more can be done to simplify it.  It 
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was discussed possibly to hold off the Form 44 until the next billing period if under a 
certain dollar amount.  Also discussed, most time consuming JPAs and how they are 
to be billed. He explained an example of purchasing into the safety clearance zone 
and how it should be billed.  Should it be split amongst the current owners or paid to 
the base owner.  He stated this is how it was done in 2012 and if a change was made 
to go back to the previous way billed it would have to be proposed to the Admin. 
Board.  He continued to summarize by stating there were a few action items too; 
members to further brain storm, Ms. Pranata to distribute the list on Most Time 
Consuming JPAs, which is part of the current packet and previous packet as well, 
and lastly possibly bringing in an accountant specialist to review the billing 
calculation process.  Mr. Plaskey inquired if pole prices were included on the agenda. 
He commented that was a big part of it too.  Having to flip through the books and 
everything.  Ms. Allen commented that it is Number One on the Most Time Consuming 
JPAs list, Pole Prices/Pole Class.   
  
 

The first agenda item is Item 1662: Billing Process Simplification.  

 

 Most Time Consuming JPAs 
 
 Ms. Allen opened and explained that she created some examples for review. Ms. 
Pranata brought up the first example JPA 3456.  Ms. Allen stated she billed the JPA 
the current way and also the proposed way to show the difference in amounts.  This 
particular example is to show the difference in prices with using a particular member’s 
pole price against weighted average.  It was discussed previously that it was thought 
using weighted average would save on time flipping through pole prices.  The first 
example, pole 45678920E was billed by current rules using SCE Pole Prices.  Section 
4.0 is billed by Date Sent 2018, SCE Pole Prices, go down to year 2017, and then to 
class H2 prices.  E would bill NG $674 and H bill NG $809.  She then showed and 
explained that she billed the pole again by the proposed way by Weighted Average.  E 
would then bill NG $368 and H bill NG $442. The difference for E billing NG would be 
-$306 and for H billing NG -$367.  Mr. Plaskey commented that he is not sure his 
leadership would go for that and that example shows a substantial drop of cost 
recovery.  Mr. Plaskey inquired how many years the billers go back.  Ms. Allen stated 
it really depends.  The billers use the prices for 15 years of depreciation. Ms. Pranata 
then commented that pending on the Date Sent of the JPA. Mr. Plaskey then inquired 
if the Date Sent of the JPA was 2012 the billers would have to go back to 2012 and use 
those prices. Ms. Allen commented correct.  Ms. Allen also commented that we still 
receive JPAs with dates of 1990’s, 1980’s, and 2000.  The billers do go back to those 
year prices to bill.  The books date back to 1906.  We do get some with older years, but 
mostly the office receives year 2000 to current from SCE. Mr. Plaskey then inquired 
what happens if the prices were capped and the billers only went back five years or 
seven years maximum. Would that provide any benefit to the billers in simplification?  
Ms. Pranata and Ms. Allen both commented yes. Mr. Serrato inquired if Mr. Plaskey is 
proposing to choose a number amount of years and beyond that would be weighted 
average.  Within those years would me member specific pole prices.  Mr. Plaskey 
commented right and to see what that looks like.  In this case the pole is 2017 so FTR 
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would lose probably the same amount as H would be losing.  Which is almost $400 -
$500 a pole.  That is a pretty substantial loss with a pole that is so new.  If we can 
come up with a five year average then anything beyond that would be weighted. Ms. 
Pranata commented that is simplifications for the staff it is beneficial that they don’t 
have to go through that many books. However, the companies have to look at it from 
their point of view and see if you are going to get less money or more money.  Mr. Bacon 
stated that the question will be asked if this is long term over many years.  Both sides 
will be at a reduced amount.  It may be less across the board but when one company 
bills another company and that billed company bills back monthly does it even itself 
out or is it unfair to one particular company. Mr. Plaskey stated that is his concern as 
well and that he does not want to bill anyone $1 more than they are owed and he 
doesn’t want to be billed $1 more that they owe. Volumes need to be taken into consider 
too. He continued to state in this example with NG is minimal for Frontier.  In the 
grand scheme of things most of their transactions are with Edison. If we were to go to 
weighted average we would probably want to see what that looks like too. If Frontier 
were losing $100 or more every pole that stacks up really quick; especially with 
Edison’s volume.  Ms. Prescott commented about weighted average that billers go back 
to using the oldest pole prices.  In other words, you can use Edison’s pole prices or 
DWP prices instead of weighted average because at that point you are not losing that 
much money.  Ms. Pranata clarified that we would keep each individual pole prices but 
we would cap it after a certain amount of years. Ms. Prescott commented yes and every 
year we review the prices and knock off the last one. It would be fairer. Mr. Bacon 
inquired why it was changed in 2012.  Ms. Pranata explained that the base owner use 
to charge. Ms. Allen commented that after further research it was 2008 that the billing 
was changed and that she met with a NG rep at that time and the billing was incorrect 
and was changed.  Ms. Serrato stated that currently NG does not have those same 
concerns.  Mr. Serrato inquired if anyone else expressed concerned of how it was 
before.  Ms. Hernandez commented for example if ATC purchased four feet and an 
incoming member took the space of ATC before it was giving back to the base owner. 
But ATC paid for that foot and were not getting any refund. That is why it was changed. 
She continued that she is sure the dollars are not that much for that foot but can be 
looked at again. The originally issue was space was bought and dollars back to the 
base owner.  Mr. Brown stated that looking at the presentation that this is something 
Edison is not going to go for. He will take to his accounts payable team and will get 
back to the committee.  At this point, Edison will not accept. Edison’s position is not 
in the business to lose money. Additionally, they do not purchase interest into a lot of 
poles so this is not favoring them.  They are not in it to simplify for the billers and not 
make money.  Mr. Mathisen commented to consider that cost of recovering some of 
those dollars.  Many of those costs are paid by Edison. How much money are you 
recovering verses how much money is being spent. Mr. Plaskey commented that he 
agrees with Mr. Brown and are not in it to lose money either.  However, an analysis to 
how much the overtime is costing. How much this impacts that overtime being paid.  
Mr. Plaskey asked if Ms. Pranata or Ms. Allen knows how much this impacts the 
workload.  Ms. Pranata wanted to clarify that how much time it takes the billers spend 
on billing these type of JPAs?  Mr. Plaskey commented yes and then inquired that if 
we simplify this process to a five or seven year mark, so you don’t have to go back 
thumbing through all the different books through all the years, how much of a benefit 
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would it be to the billers. How much value would that add from a committee perspective 
and a staff perspective?   How many hours would you save in a given week? Then they 
can kind of extrapolate out if four hours a week are being saved that can be multiplied 
against 52 weeks. They we can quantify what the savings would be that each member 
is billed.  Mr. Serrato proposed for a biller to bill a set of JPAs the proposed way and 
then the current way.  Calculate the time saved. Then they can extrapolate that to 
cover the week. How much time saved and how much money they are paying them. 
Ms. Prescott commented that maybe Ms. Pranata and Ms. Allen can figure out the 
percentage of JPAs that are older than seven years. If 10% do the other 90% fall sooner.  
This will also help in the decision making of capping a certain year. Ms. Prescott 
continued that maybe we are not really losing money.  Whoever is paying may actually 
be paying more because we are using a later year rather than an earlier year.  It might 
be ok we might not be losing money. If we knew how many were older.  Try five years 
and seven years and take a look at that. If there is a lot about 30-40% back it up to 10 
years.  Mr. Plaskey commented that if it is one percent problem beyond seven years, if 
it is only one percent of the volume then it is kind of a mood issue.  There is not going 
to be a lot of value added.  But if there is like 20-30% beyond seven years there will be 
a significant impact.  Ms. Prescott agreed.  Then commented that maybe then back off 
to 10 years to give an idea where that cap should possibly be.  Ms. Pranata stated that 
she wanted to add the most time consuming is figuring out whose member is losing 
the space and which member is billing the other member.  
 Ms. Pranata brought up the second example JPA Number 1234 and explained 
the most time consuming part is the pre billing which is figuring out the safety 
clearance zone, who is losing on record, and who is gaining on proposed.  She 
continued, once this is figured out then we do the actual pricing.  Mr. Serrato inquired 
what was being proposed.  Ms. Allen explained this was discussed in February 2012 
and for section 4.1X there are two sets of rules.  If the purchase of interest footage is 
less on record and more on proposed we are to bill the purchase of interest by proposed 
and the penalty by record.  If the purchase of interest footage on record is more and 
less on proposed we are to bill the purchase of interest by record and the penalty by 
record as well.  Billing the JPA the current way means we have to allocate grade and 
space with footage, who is losing and who is gaining, on both the proposed side as well 
as the record side to determine proper cost.  The proposed way is to bill the pole by 
proposed side. Purchase of interest and penalty would be based on the proposed side 
only.  Ms. Allen continued that for this particular JPA the difference is very minimal.  
Each member would be losing about $3 for this pole.  She stated that it is about 15 to 
20 minutes of a biller’s time per pole to prebill. Ms. Prantata wanted to be clear to 
members that it is 15 minutes per pole to prebill.  That does not include searching and 
printing out the pole records, preparing and printing out billing pages, and the actual 
pricing of the pole.  Mr. Bacon inquired if on the proposed let’s say in November the 
pole is going to be changed out don’t you need the record to bring the billing up to date 
for November on what they have to pay for that pole.  Ms. Allen replied no and explained 
on replacements this prebilling is not necessary.  Mr. Serrato solicited questions and 
comments.  He then stated that at the very least that 15 minutes per pole costs paying 
the staff more than the difference of the $3 per member.  These are the kind of things 
he wanted to focus on and make a quick decision to alleviate the staffs time.  Mr. 
Serrato fells comfortable with moving forward with this. Mr. Plaskey inquired in the 
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example shown if M, H, ATC, LAC gaining $3.  Ms. Allen explained they would lose $3. 
Mr. Plaskey inquired if that amount should be a negative $3 and Ms. Allen replied yes 
it is a loss of $3 from the current way to proposed way.  Ms. Pranata suggested for next 
month to include time spent on the entire process.  For example, break down and 
record induvial times on how long it takes the preparation and printing of second 
pages, grade and space, and the actual billing.  Ms. Crawford inquired if this would be 
for a Biller II to bill.  Ms. Allen replied this is the work for a Biller Level III. Ms. Crawford 
inquired if Ms. Pranata can give the average rate of pay is.  Ms. Pranata replied yes.  
Ms. Crawford commented then everyone can see it is probably a wash.  Mr. Serrato 
and Mr. Plaskey both stated that further analysis is required.  Mr. Plaskey stated that 
if he shows $1 loss the local engineering leadership would not go for it. However, if he 
can show we are spending more processing the JPAs then the $3 loss then that is an 
easy yes. The net gain to us would be through deduction and labor to process those. 
So we would be paying less on our monthly invoices to the SCJPC.  Ms. Pranata asked 
for clarification on how the members would like Ms. Pranata and Ms. Allen to do the 
analysis?  Mr. Serrato replied one biller would bill the JPAs the current way and the 
same biller would bill the JPAs the proposed way.  Ms. Pranata then inquired if this 
information is for tomorrow or next month.  Mr. Serrato replied next month.  He then 
stated there will be a list of ideas and next to it the analysis the dollar amount saved 
verses gained.  We do want to show that due diligence was done.    
 Ms. Pranata brought up the next example JPA 2345 Section 4.2 which does not 
involve money but involves a lot of time.  Ms. Allen explained that section 4.2 is when 
one member is purchasing interest as another member is relinquishing interested.  The 
billers have to make an additional account for each member remaining on the pole with 
the relinquishing member.  She continued, that she is proposing to eliminate the 
accounts where salvage is due of $0. Section 4.2 of the Routine Handbook does not 
talk about salvage being billed.  Ms. Pranata inquired if it is important to members to 
see they are not receiving any salvage.  Mr. Plaskey commented he thinks that would 
be ok we can kind of assume if we do not see a salvage value that there is no salvage 
on the pole.  He then inquired from an accounting perspective do we need to have this 
for SCJPC’s books?  He then commented if maybe we should run this by the accountant 
and pay him for that.  Ms. Prescott stated that there may be a few more questions we 
have and perhaps wait and make a list and present to the accountant all at once.  Ms. 
Pranata explained that internally we don’t do anything with the 4 $0.  We simply enter 
it into the Form 44 and it will show with the JPA number and $0. Mr. Serrato 
commented he will have to take it back and discuss internally.  Mr. Brown stated that 
he would have to make sure it did not affect the books in any type of way. He then 
inquired if we would delete the bill codes and the $0 if no salvage value. Ms. Allen 
stated the accounts would not be created or shown at all.  No accounts, bill codes, or 
$0 shown. Ms. Plaskey inquired how often it happens.  Ms. Allen replied a lot.  She 
then explained if salvage is to be charged we would charge it.  Mr. Plaskey commented 
that the billers are probably saving a minute or two not doing that.  Ms. Pranata replied 
yes.  
 Mr. Serrato inquire if there are any more examples to be discussed.  Ms. Allen 
replied that she thinks it is best to save the remaining examples until next month until 
further analysis is completed.  
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 Ms. Prescott inquired if these examples are the toughest ones and of we can find 
out how many we do each month.  A percentage would be fine just so the members 
have an idea.  She continue, that there is going to be some give and take and it might 
come all out as a wash. We have to see we weigh out their time and the paying of 
overtime for the billers to stay and do their backlog.  Weigh out some of $2 and $3 less 
but if we have a certain year cap they are paying more with the existing owners on 
record.  She commented she thinks we should walk through it and see how many JPAs 
there are and no an analysis on the dollars. Mr. Bacon stated it sounds like most of 
the members do not want to lose that much money.  So we are going to analyze this 
and do a lot of field work just to have it rejected anyway. He does not want the SCJPC 
have to go get data, how many of this and how many of that, and percentage wise if it 
is going to take away from doing what we do every day.  If it is obvious most of the 
members do not want to lose that amount of money he does not want SCJPC to waste 
their time trying to figure it out.  Ms. Prescott stated then we are going to have to decide 
if we are going to spend $50,000 to do billing electronically.  She added that is kind of 
where we were going with it.  If we could simplify it.  If we leave it the same and no one 
wants any changes that is what we are looking at.  Ms. Prescott stated that the billing 
has gotten out of control and something has to be done.  Mr. Plaskey stated once we 
start getting some of the analyses with the cost benefits for some of these proposals 
will probably get a better feel on it.  Mr. Bacon commented that he does like putting a 
cap on it whether it’s five, seven, or ten years and ending it there.  Ms. Prescott agreed.   
  
 

Miscellaneous Items. 
 

Backlog 
 
Mr. Bacon inquired how much the backlog costs the members. Ms. Pranata 

commented that she does not have the amount off hand.  However, she will be able to 
have it for the members for next month.  Mr. Bacon commented that it might make a 
difference if we are six months behind and then become only two months behind.  Ms. 
Pranata explained that our backlog is different. We are only one month behind. Any 
JPAs not billed from the previous month are held over into the current month and will 
be billed first. There is never a six month backlog. She reiterated we are always one 
month behind.  

 
Separated Weighted Average for Power Companies and for Communication 

Companies 
 
Ms. Hernandez opened up the discussion and stated currently the Weighted 

Average is both Powers and Communication prices average out together.  Then she 
inquired would it be beneficial to have the Power Companies pole prices as a weighted 
average and then a separate weighted average for Communication companies?  Two 
separate prices?  Ms. Pranata stated it can be added to the agenda for future 
discussion.  
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Review of Action Items 
 

• Ms. Pranata and Ms. Allen to start a list of questions for the accountant.  
• Ms. Allen to come up a percentage of JPAs that are over five, seven, and ten years 

old. 
• Ms. Pranata to come up with the average rate of pay for a Level III Biller.  
• Ms. Allen to come up with a comparison on the current way verses proposed way 

on time on billing.  
• Ms. Allen to come up with percentages on the most time consumed JPAs that 

were presented.  
• Members to continue to brainstorm.  

 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 10:03 a.m. until next month. 

 
Ms.  Kathleen Allen – Committee Transcriber 



Account Code Name Amount Code Name Amount
601 E Southern California Edison Co. $1,980,850.02 HLA AT&T California $94,202.00 Net Amount Due E $1,886,648.02 Net Amount Due HLA -$1,886,648.02
602 E Southern California Edison Co. $775,412.00 HSO AT&T California $46,637.00 Net Amount Due E $728,775.00 Net Amount Due HSO -$728,775.00
603 E Southern California Edison Co. $952,817.67 T AT&T California $83,976.00 Net Amount Due E $868,841.67 Net Amount Due T -$868,841.67
604 E Southern California Edison Co. $34,374.00 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $2,479.00 Net Amount Due E $31,895.00 Net Amount Due MM -$31,895.00
606 E Southern California Edison Co. $8,601.00 A City of Glendale $2,293.00 Net Amount Due E $6,308.00 Net Amount Due A -$6,308.00
608 E Southern California Edison Co. $33,996.17 NXT XO Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due E $33,996.17 Net Amount Due NXT -$33,996.17
611 E Southern California Edison Co. $3,661.00 MP City of Pasadena $0.00 Net Amount Due E $3,661.00 Net Amount Due MP -$3,661.00
615 E Southern California Edison Co. $343,785.68 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $11,223.00 Net Amount Due E $332,562.68 Net Amount Due NG -$332,562.68
618 E Southern California Edison Co. $17,831.44 D City of Anaheim $0.00 Net Amount Due E $17,831.44 Net Amount Due D -$17,831.44
619 E Southern California Edison Co. $5,636.00 MA City of Azusa $0.00 Net Amount Due E $5,636.00 Net Amount Due MA -$5,636.00
620 E Southern California Edison Co. $2,779.00 COB City of Banning $1,039.00 Net Amount Due E $1,740.00 Net Amount Due COB -$1,740.00
621 E Southern California Edison Co. $2,816.00 F City of Colton $230.00 Net Amount Due E $2,586.00 Net Amount Due F -$2,586.00
622 E Southern California Edison Co. $4,862.00 V City of Vernon $0.00 Net Amount Due E $4,862.00 Net Amount Due V -$4,862.00
629 E Southern California Edison Co. $144,290.10 ATS MCI Metro/ATS $481.00 Net Amount Due E $143,809.10 Net Amount Due ATS -$143,809.10
631 E Southern California Edison Co. $8,857.00 MCI MCI Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due E $8,857.00 Net Amount Due MCI -$8,857.00
632 E Southern California Edison Co. $203,254.08 ATC Verizon Wireless $534.00 Net Amount Due E $202,720.08 Net Amount Due ATC -$202,720.08
633 E Southern California Edison Co. $25,368.42 LAC AT&T Mobility $0.00 Net Amount Due E $25,368.42 Net Amount Due LAC -$25,368.42
634 E Southern California Edison Co. $6,956.00 ICG M-POWER $0.00 Net Amount Due E $6,956.00 Net Amount Due ICG -$6,956.00
637 E Southern California Edison Co. $16,027.17 SPR Sprint Nextel Corporation $520.00 Net Amount Due E $15,507.17 Net Amount Due SPR -$15,507.17
645 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $47,771.00 HLA AT&T California $10,586.00 Net Amount Due MM $37,185.00 Net Amount Due HLA -$37,185.00
684 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $15,025.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $1,398.00 Net Amount Due MM $13,627.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$13,627.00
685 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $231.00 LAC AT&T Mobility $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $231.00 Net Amount Due LAC -$231.00
695 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $974.00 ATS MCI Metro/ATS $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $974.00 Net Amount Due ATS -$974.00
852 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $178.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $368.00 Net Amount Due NG -$190.00 Net Amount Due TWN $190.00
854 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $2,972.00 HLA AT&T California $17,478.00 Net Amount Due NG -$14,506.00 Net Amount Due HLA $14,506.00
855 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $19,772.00 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $2,186.00 Net Amount Due MM $17,586.00 Net Amount Due NG -$17,586.00
865 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $693.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $656.00 Net Amount Due NG $37.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$37.00
866 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $598.00 LAC AT&T Mobility $1,105.00 Net Amount Due NG -$507.00 Net Amount Due LAC $507.00
870 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 HSO AT&T California $1,510.00 Net Amount Due NG -$1,510.00 Net Amount Due HSO $1,510.00
871 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 MCI MCI Communications $707.00 Net Amount Due NG -$707.00 Net Amount Due MCI $707.00
880 E Southern California Edison Co. $34,796.16 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $253.00 Net Amount Due E $34,543.16 Net Amount Due TWN -$34,543.16
883 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $209.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $209.00 Net Amount Due TWN -$209.00
895 E Southern California Edison Co. $31,436.83 NPN NewPath Networks $6,234.00 Net Amount Due E $25,202.83 Net Amount Due NPN -$25,202.83
923 E Southern California Edison Co. $5,265,721.11 FTR Frontier Communications $303,619.00 Net Amount Due E $4,962,102.11 Net Amount Due FTR -$4,962,102.11
925 E Southern California Edison Co. $31,739.17 TWS Time Warner Cable (S Zone 8-12 $0.00 Net Amount Due E $31,739.17 Net Amount Due TWS -$31,739.17
936 E Southern California Edison Co. $62,346.94 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $2,078.00 Net Amount Due E $60,268.94 Net Amount Due TCA -$60,268.94
937 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $256.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $256.00 Net Amount Due TCA -$256.00
940 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $1,792.00 Net Amount Due NG -$1,792.00 Net Amount Due TCA $1,792.00
961 NPN NewPath Networks $0.00 MCI MCI Communications $300.00 Net Amount Due NPN -$300.00 Net Amount Due MCI $300.00
967 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $3,851.00 FTR Frontier Communications $9,958.00 Net Amount Due NG -$6,107.00 Net Amount Due FTR $6,107.00



970 FTR Frontier Communications $693.00 TWS Time Warner Cable (S Zone 8-12 $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $693.00 Net Amount Due TWS -$693.00
971 FTR Frontier Communications $408.00 HSO AT&T California $576.00 Net Amount Due FTR -$168.00 Net Amount Due HSO $168.00
972 FTR Frontier Communications $366.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $366.00 Net Amount Due TCA -$366.00
975 FTR Frontier Communications $3,654.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $3,654.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$3,654.00
978 FTR Frontier Communications $27.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $27.00 Net Amount Due TWN -$27.00
982 FTR Frontier Communications $383.00 NXT XO Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $383.00 Net Amount Due NXT -$383.00
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Southern California Joint Pole Committee 
279 E. Arrow Hwy. Suite 104 

San Dimas, CA 91773 
Phone (909) 599-3801 
Fax (909) 599-3825 

 
October 15, 2019 

 
 A regular meeting of the Billing Process Simplification took place on the 
above date, at 9:00 a.m., at the Committee office. 

 
Those in attendance were: 
   

Mr. Jeffery Williams  City of Los Angeles 
Mr. Ronald Schram  City of Los Angeles 
Mr. Hector Aguilera  Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

 Ms. Angela Pranata  Committee Staff 
  Ms. Kathleen Allen  Committee Staff 
    
Those attending via teleconference were: 
  

Mr. Joe Serrato   Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

Mr. Bret Plaskey   Frontier Communications 
Mr. Glenn Leckie   Frontier Communications 
Ms. Lynn Prescott   Verizon Wireless 
Mr. Ben Coffey   City of Banning 
Ms. Maria Ortiz   XO Communication/MCI Telecom/MCI Metro 

  Ms. Lupe Hernandez  Teleport Communications America  
Ms. Alicia Smith   Sprint Nextel/Sprint Communications   
Ms. Linda McLean   Extenet Systems 
Mr. Daniel Luty   Extenet Systems 
Ms. Yvonne Johnson  AT&T Mobility 
Mr. Pedro Garganera  MCI Telecommunications 
Mr. Rey Lopez   Time-Warner Cable 
Ms. Sherri Duchateau  Golden State Water  
Mr. Mina Shehata   City of Burbank 
 
 
  

 Chairperson, Mr. Serrato called the meeting to order at 9:04 a.m. by 
addressing the first item on the agenda, the review of Previous September meeting 
minutes.  There were no questions or comments. 
 
 

The second agenda item is Item 1662: Billing Process Simplification.  
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Form 44 Summary 
  
 Mr. Serrato opened and inquired about this item.  Mr. Pranata stated this was 
put on the agenda two months ago for discussion.  However, if the topic no longer 
needs to be discussed she can remove the bullet from the agenda.  Mr. Serrato 
commented this was probably for the committee to look at everyone’s expenses 
everyone had.  He added this has involved into other things that are trying to be analyze 
and the item can be removed.  Mr. Serrato asked if anyone has any concerns removing 
this item from the agenda. There were no comments or concerns.  Ms. Pranata stated 
she will remove from the agenda.    
 

Most Time Consuming JPAs 
 
 Ms. Pranata opened and explained the Most Time Consuming JPAs list has not 
changed.  It’s a continuing list that everyone can see.  
 Mr. Serrato stated that we will start with the action items from last month.  Ms. 
Pranata agreed and skipped the JPA samples from last month.  She informed the 
committee she kept the samples in the packet just in case further discussion was 
needed.   She then opened Percentage of Most Time Consuming JPAs/Reasons. Mr. 
Serrato reminded everyone why the data was collected. He commented that the 
committee was trying to figure out where they could shave time off at.  It was expressed 
that maybe it doesn’t matter if a certain pole is this many years old that the billers do 
not have to go back into the books to find those prices.  Ms. Pranata explained that 
Ms. Allen and staff review 245 JPAs to come up with the information displayed. Mr. 
Serrato stated that 60% were less than five years old. Ms. Pranata confirmed that 
60.73% are less than five years old and the percent is based on poles. Mr. Plaskey 
inquired if 33.69% were over ten years old?  Ms. Pranata stated the data is not based 
on age of pole rather based on pole prices and authorized costs used when billing.  She 
added that she included two sample to be discussed. One JPA may require to use 
different pole price years.  Ms. Pranata displayed JPA ATC12BAR3679-D6. Ms. Allen 
then explained for this particular JPA which is section 4.0 we bill by date sent 2012. 
The billers will use the 2012 billing book for the entire JPA.  However, they would need 
to go to different pole prices pending base owner and year set of the pole. For example, 
the first pole 4379773E year set is 2006 and is an Edison pole.  Therefore, Edison pole 
prices would be used. The second pole on the page is an Edison pole as well.  But the 
year set is 1979.  The billers would then have to use the Weighted Average Pole Prices 
to determine cost. She explained the rest of the JPA of how the billers would use the 
same book but have to flip through different sheets or pricing pending base owner and 
year set of pole. Mr. Williams inquired if the reasoning of different pricing sheets is 
because of the date sent.  Ms. Allen replied correct. In 2012 multiple companies 
submitted their own pole prices.  Thus, having to reference multiple sheets during 
billing.  Mr. Williams proposed that billing should be based on date received in the 
SCJPC office and not date sent.  The billers would not have to refer back to different 
books or back to back years. He continued to state that even though the JPA was date 
sent 2012 they should have to pay 2019 prices.  He added that to him this should help 
companies bill their JPAs in a timely manner and help simplify the billing using only 
one book. You still would have different price sheets and would use weighted average 
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for the old poles and the newer poles use the 2019 prices.   Mr. Serrato inquired how 
we would get Mr. Williams proposal passed.  Mr. Plaskey commented that anything 
brainstormed should be outlined so it can be discussed in more detail.  He then 
commented there are so many different facets of simplifying the billing.  He would hate 
to miss an opportunity that may work out really well for everybody.  Mr. Serrato 
inquired if someone could outline that in writing. Ms. Pranata commented that Ms. 
Allen has it down.  
 Mr. Williams opened up on section 4.1A and B and commented those should be 
simplified as well. He added this would be one of the easiest ones to change.  Ms. Allen 
explained for section 7.7 with 4.1B purchase of interest and penalty is currently billed 
by DATE SENT.  However, the original proposal was to bill by YEAR SET of new pole.  
Then she explained for 4.1A or B alone billing is different pending what is being 
purchased on proposed versus the unauthorized attachment on record side.  Grade 
and space needs to be allocated on both record and proposed sides of the JPA.  The 
original proposal was to bill purchase of interest and penalty by proposed side of JPA 
only.  Prior to 4.1B being implemented the billing was based off proposed side only. 
When 4.1B came into effect the record side was taken into consideration when figuring 
out billing.  Mr. Williams stated that he is good with that and go back to billing prior 
to 4.1B.  Mr. Serrato stated those proposals will be added to the List of Ideas as well.    
 

Current 2019 Average 
 
 Mr. Serrato inquired why this information was requested.  Ms. Pranata stated 
that the members wanted to compare the time saved against the average hourly rate.  
Mr. Serrato stated that with each of the ideas we have to put an estimated time saved 
per hour or at least per minute. Then they can extrapolate how much money we are 
going to save pending who they are paying to do it. Mr. Serrato inquired on the samples 
discussed earlier if we could come up with a time saved from current way of billing to 
the proposed way of billing.  Ms. Pranata stated that Ms. Allen did a comparison and 
just finished yesterday. She added that it is on the website and she just uploaded it 
this morning. Mr. Williams inquired about the rate of pay if it included vacation, time 
off, sick time, retirement, and benefits? Ms. Pranata replied no. He stated that that 
needs to be a part of the calculation. There should be a percentage determined of what 
it is costing the company and add that on to the current hourly rate.  Ms. Prescott 
commented to include workers’ comp and payroll taxes as well. Ms. Pranata stated that 
she will have it ready next month.  
 Ms. Pranata opened up the excel file on time saved billing the current way against 
billing the proposed way.  Ms. Allen explained for JPA NG365242-02-41 it took 52.58 
minutes to bill the JPA from start to finish the current way.  By billing the proposed 
way it only took 42.58 minutes from start to finish. She added you can find the 
explanation of billing on the Most Time Consuming JPAs list. A difference of 10 minutes 
for billing.  Ms. Allen stated she also compared times on checking.  A total of 8 minutes 
were saved by billing the proposed way.  She continued to explain she showed the 
transacted amounts from current way to proposed way and the monies gained or lost 
if any.  For the current way account 615 E bill NG $8,019 and the proposed way E bill 
NG $5,370.  A difference of $2,649 that Edison would lose.  For account 854 H bill NG 
$345 shows no difference from current way to proposed way.  Lastly, for account 855 
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M bill NG $2,421 the current way and for the proposed way M bill NG $2,522.  In this 
scenario M would gain $101. Then she explained she came up with the difference in 
minutes against the current rate of pay.  For billing and checking a combined total of 
17.67 minutes were saved which equals $8.71.  Ms. Pranata commented this is prior 
to Mr. Williams asking her to include the retirement, vacation, payroll taxes, etc. to the 
current rate of pay average.  Mr. Williams also commented that this is not using the 
most up to date book either.  Mr. Williams commented it should level itself out using 
2019 book.  Mr. Serrato wondered everyone’s immediate thoughts on the analysis.  We 
are seeing that Edison is going to lose out over $2000 to save paying the staff $8.  Ms. 
Allen stated that if you do go through the examples you will see that Edison at times 
does gain.  However, she is not sure if this is beneficial to Edison.  Ms. Pranata pulled 
up the information on JPA E4405-408320252 that shows account 615 E bill NG $5,674 
the current way and E bill NG $9,180 the proposed way.  Additionally, it shows Edison 
will gain $3,506. Mr. Williams commented that on the other example Edison would get 
less.  Ms. Allen replied yes.  Mr. Serrato commented that overall SCJPC would save 
more time and bill more JPAs so maybe Edison’s cost recovery would come in quicker.  
Ms. Allen commented that would be a goal to bill more JPAs.  
 Mr. Williams inquired if an analysis can be done on his earlier proposal bill by 
2019 prices.  Ms. Allen and Ms. Pranata replied yes.  He then stated what members 
need to understand is if we have to hire more people that we will have to get into a 
bigger office.  There is no more room for staff in this building. We also have to think 
about the cost of the facility and take that into consideration as well.  If this does not 
digest well we may have to get in an accounting person, as previously suggested, to 
figure out costs and what it would entail. Ms. Pranata inquired if we can just do two 
examples. For example, an example on the one where Edison loses JPA NG365242-02-
41 and one on where Edison gains JPA E4405-408320252.  Mr. Williams replied yes 
and to compare to the current way of billing, proposed way, and the new proposed way 
suggested earlier. Mr. Williams requested percentage of difference and total time.  Ms. 
Allen stated she does not have on this analysis.  However, she will add the percentage 
on next month’s analysis.  
 

Questions for Accountant 
  
 Ms. Pranata brought up the Questions for Accountant sheet and explained that 
she and Ms. Allen have developed a list of questions for the Accountant. So far there is 
one question For Section 4.2 do we need to show the salvage value of $0 on the JPA?  
She explained last month it was discussed if SCJPC needs to show on the JPA the $0 
for salvage value.  By not adding the $0 to JPAs it will save on the cost of paper.  She 
added this will be an ongoing list and updated when new questions come up.   
 

Proposed one Power Pole Price and one Communications Pole Price 
 
 Ms. Pranata opened and stated this was discussed in Authorized Costs 
September meeting and not sure if it is to be discussed here.  Mr. Serrato commented 
that it makes sense to keep discussing it in Authorized Costs but leave it as a bullet 
point here for updates on what was discussed. Ms. Pranata brought up the Summary 
of 2019 Pole Prices and explained how she came up with the figures presented. She 
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also showed and stated that she has the detailed report attached in the packet for 
everyone’s review. She added that she did not include H3 prices because she was asked 
by Mr. Mathisen not to factor H Class in.  She stated for a 45’ pole for example, the 
Weighted Average Wood Power 2019 cost would be $5,175, for H Class Average Price 
Power would be $5,868, and lastly, for 2019 Published Weighted Average wood pole 
prices (no class) the cost is $3,709. The Weighted Average Wood Communication 2019 
cost would be $2302 for 45’ pole. Ms. Pranata then showed the individual prices and 
the price comparison. Power members could review the 2019 published price versus 
the Weighted Average Wood Power 2019 price. Mr. Serrato stated this will be discussed 
further in Authorized Costs.  
 Mr. Williams then asked the Committee for feedback in regards to new proposed 
changes. Mr. Plaskey stated that he would need to take any proposed changes to 
Frontier’s leadership. Mr. Williams commented that we will move forward, continue 
discussing the proposed changes, as long as the majority of the Billing Process 
Simplification committee is OK. There were no further questions or comments. 
 
Miscellaneous Items. 
 

There were no miscellaneous items. 
 
 
 

Review of Action Items 
 

• Ms. Allen to keep running list of ideas.  
• Members to continue to brainstorm.  
• Ms. Pranata to calculate current rate of pay for Biller Levels. Rate to include the 

cost of benefits, vacation, retirement, etc.  
• Ms. Allen to come up with two JPA examples where billing is based on “Date 

Received” by SCJPC. 
 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 9:43 a.m. until next month. 

 
Ms.  Kathleen Allen – Committee Transcriber 

 



Account Code Name Amount Code Name Amount
601 E Southern California Edison Co. $1,980,850.02 HLA AT&T California $94,202.00 Net Amount Due E $1,886,648.02 Net Amount Due HLA -$1,886,648.02
602 E Southern California Edison Co. $775,412.00 HSO AT&T California $46,637.00 Net Amount Due E $728,775.00 Net Amount Due HSO -$728,775.00
603 E Southern California Edison Co. $952,817.67 T AT&T California $83,976.00 Net Amount Due E $868,841.67 Net Amount Due T -$868,841.67
604 E Southern California Edison Co. $34,374.00 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $2,479.00 Net Amount Due E $31,895.00 Net Amount Due MM -$31,895.00
606 E Southern California Edison Co. $8,601.00 A City of Glendale $2,293.00 Net Amount Due E $6,308.00 Net Amount Due A -$6,308.00
608 E Southern California Edison Co. $33,996.17 NXT XO Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due E $33,996.17 Net Amount Due NXT -$33,996.17
611 E Southern California Edison Co. $3,661.00 MP City of Pasadena $0.00 Net Amount Due E $3,661.00 Net Amount Due MP -$3,661.00
615 E Southern California Edison Co. $343,785.68 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $11,223.00 Net Amount Due E $332,562.68 Net Amount Due NG -$332,562.68
618 E Southern California Edison Co. $17,831.44 D City of Anaheim $0.00 Net Amount Due E $17,831.44 Net Amount Due D -$17,831.44
619 E Southern California Edison Co. $5,636.00 MA City of Azusa $0.00 Net Amount Due E $5,636.00 Net Amount Due MA -$5,636.00
620 E Southern California Edison Co. $2,779.00 COB City of Banning $1,039.00 Net Amount Due E $1,740.00 Net Amount Due COB -$1,740.00
621 E Southern California Edison Co. $2,816.00 F City of Colton $230.00 Net Amount Due E $2,586.00 Net Amount Due F -$2,586.00
622 E Southern California Edison Co. $4,862.00 V City of Vernon $0.00 Net Amount Due E $4,862.00 Net Amount Due V -$4,862.00
629 E Southern California Edison Co. $144,290.10 ATS MCI Metro/ATS $481.00 Net Amount Due E $143,809.10 Net Amount Due ATS -$143,809.10
631 E Southern California Edison Co. $8,857.00 MCI MCI Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due E $8,857.00 Net Amount Due MCI -$8,857.00
632 E Southern California Edison Co. $203,254.08 ATC Verizon Wireless $534.00 Net Amount Due E $202,720.08 Net Amount Due ATC -$202,720.08
633 E Southern California Edison Co. $25,368.42 LAC AT&T Mobility $0.00 Net Amount Due E $25,368.42 Net Amount Due LAC -$25,368.42
634 E Southern California Edison Co. $6,956.00 ICG M-POWER $0.00 Net Amount Due E $6,956.00 Net Amount Due ICG -$6,956.00
637 E Southern California Edison Co. $16,027.17 SPR Sprint Nextel Corporation $520.00 Net Amount Due E $15,507.17 Net Amount Due SPR -$15,507.17
645 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $47,771.00 HLA AT&T California $10,586.00 Net Amount Due MM $37,185.00 Net Amount Due HLA -$37,185.00
684 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $15,025.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $1,398.00 Net Amount Due MM $13,627.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$13,627.00
685 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $231.00 LAC AT&T Mobility $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $231.00 Net Amount Due LAC -$231.00
695 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $974.00 ATS MCI Metro/ATS $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $974.00 Net Amount Due ATS -$974.00
852 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $178.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $368.00 Net Amount Due NG -$190.00 Net Amount Due TWN $190.00
854 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $2,972.00 HLA AT&T California $17,478.00 Net Amount Due NG -$14,506.00 Net Amount Due HLA $14,506.00
855 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $19,772.00 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $2,186.00 Net Amount Due MM $17,586.00 Net Amount Due NG -$17,586.00
865 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $693.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $656.00 Net Amount Due NG $37.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$37.00
866 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $598.00 LAC AT&T Mobility $1,105.00 Net Amount Due NG -$507.00 Net Amount Due LAC $507.00
870 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 HSO AT&T California $1,510.00 Net Amount Due NG -$1,510.00 Net Amount Due HSO $1,510.00
871 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 MCI MCI Communications $707.00 Net Amount Due NG -$707.00 Net Amount Due MCI $707.00
880 E Southern California Edison Co. $34,796.16 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $253.00 Net Amount Due E $34,543.16 Net Amount Due TWN -$34,543.16
883 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $209.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $209.00 Net Amount Due TWN -$209.00
895 E Southern California Edison Co. $31,436.83 NPN NewPath Networks $6,234.00 Net Amount Due E $25,202.83 Net Amount Due NPN -$25,202.83
923 E Southern California Edison Co. $5,265,721.11 FTR Frontier Communications $303,619.00 Net Amount Due E $4,962,102.11 Net Amount Due FTR -$4,962,102.11
925 E Southern California Edison Co. $31,739.17 TWS Time Warner Cable (S Zone 8-12 $0.00 Net Amount Due E $31,739.17 Net Amount Due TWS -$31,739.17
936 E Southern California Edison Co. $62,346.94 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $2,078.00 Net Amount Due E $60,268.94 Net Amount Due TCA -$60,268.94
937 MM Dept. of Water & Power, L.A. $256.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $0.00 Net Amount Due MM $256.00 Net Amount Due TCA -$256.00
940 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $0.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $1,792.00 Net Amount Due NG -$1,792.00 Net Amount Due TCA $1,792.00
961 NPN NewPath Networks $0.00 MCI MCI Communications $300.00 Net Amount Due NPN -$300.00 Net Amount Due MCI $300.00
967 NG Crown Castle NG West Inc. $3,851.00 FTR Frontier Communications $9,958.00 Net Amount Due NG -$6,107.00 Net Amount Due FTR $6,107.00



970 FTR Frontier Communications $693.00 TWS Time Warner Cable (S Zone 8-12 $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $693.00 Net Amount Due TWS -$693.00
971 FTR Frontier Communications $408.00 HSO AT&T California $576.00 Net Amount Due FTR -$168.00 Net Amount Due HSO $168.00
972 FTR Frontier Communications $366.00 TCA Teleport Communications Americ $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $366.00 Net Amount Due TCA -$366.00
975 FTR Frontier Communications $3,654.00 ATC Verizon Wireless $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $3,654.00 Net Amount Due ATC -$3,654.00
978 FTR Frontier Communications $27.00 TWN Time Warner Cable (N Zone 1-7) $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $27.00 Net Amount Due TWN -$27.00
982 FTR Frontier Communications $383.00 NXT XO Communications $0.00 Net Amount Due FTR $383.00 Net Amount Due NXT -$383.00









































Billing Process Simplification Ad hoc 

(9/17/19) 

 

Questions for Accountant 

1.  For section 4.2 do we need to show the salvage value of $0 on the JPA? 



Percentages of
‐ Most Time Consuming JPAs/Reasons

‐ JPAs billed by date (year): under 5 yrs, 5‐6 yrs, 7‐9 yrs, and 10+ yrs (using different year of pole prices)

JPA NUMBER
Billed 

by Date
FTR Date Recd

# OF POLES 
(Required)

OWNERS
Most Time 
Consume

No. 1
PolePrice
Pole Class

No. 2
4.1A or 

4.1B

No. 3
4.2

(Salvage)

No. 4
7.7 

w/4.1B

No. 5
Percentage

No. 6
Defaults

No. 7 SCZ 
Adequate

Under 5 
Years

5-6 Years 7-9 Years
10 Years 
and older

HLB8576295-04 2008 9/13/2019 27 3 1 1 1 24
A-09-13924 2009 9/10/2019 9 3 3 6
E6032-0454 2009 9/10/2019 4 3 4
E6044-0800 2011 9/26/2019 3 6 2 1
E8455-403123207 2011 FTR 9/26/2019 7 5 X 1 7
ATC12BAR3679-C7 2012 FTR 9/26/2019 7 3 X 6 7
ATC12BAR3679-D5 2012 FTR 9/26/2019 15 3 X 12 12
ATC12BAR3679-D6 2012 FTR 9/26/2019 13 3 X 11 2 1 10
ATC13BAR3679-F5 2012 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6029-403833074 2012 9/26/2019 16 3
E6034-403957225 2012 9/26/2019 31 3 31
E6026-405022686 2013 FTR 9/26/2019 12 4 X 1 12
E6031-405099350 2013 9/13/2019 12 3 12
E6034-404455842 2013 FTR 9/26/2019 33 3 X 2 27 6
E8455-404905536 2013 9/26/2019 10 3 8 2
E8455-404905539 2013 9/26/2019 12 3 2 10
E8458-405654603 2013 9/13/2019 24 3 X 5 1 1 22
NG1037-01-6154 2013 FTR 9/6/2019 15 5 X 14 2 1 2 10
E4405-406112948 2014 FTR 9/10/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6022-406219193 2014 9/10/2019 7 4 1 6
E6034-405876174 2014 FTR 9/13/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6035-406299993 2014 9/10/2019 20 3 20
E6035-406402413 2014 FTR 9/26/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6035-406485742 2014 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6036-405639995 2014 9/26/2019 6 3 6
E6039-406504707 2014 9/10/2019 2 3 2
E6044-405589528 2014 9/13/2019 14 3 14
E6044-406158225 2014 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6079-406145593 2014 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E8455-406632314 2014 FTR 9/13/2019 25 4 X 13 2 23
E4305-406011687 2015 9/26/2019 12 6 12
E4305-406169707 2015 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E4305-407039672 2015 9/26/2019 10 3 X 10
E4605-406802250 2015 9/26/2019 10 4 X 5 10
E4605-406821759 2015 9/26/2019 12 5 12
E4605-406984898 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 8 4 X 3 8
E4605-406997060 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 4 3 4
E4805-406761305 2015 9/13/2019 6 3 6
E4805-406854245 2015 9/13/2019 2 3 2
E4805-406937253 2015 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E4805-406973976 2015 9/26/2019 4 3 4
E6022-406391475 2015 9/13/2019 14 5 14
E6026-406602836 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 10 4 X 2 10
E6026-407202697 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 10 3 8
E6026-407404887 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 2 3 X 2 2
E6027-406922864 2015 9/26/2019 8 3 8
E6029-406548354 2015 9/26/2019 20 3 20
E6029-406548403 2015 9/10/2019 10 3 10
E6029-406683949 2015 9/26/2019 8 5 6
E6029-406775845 2015 9/18/2019 1 3 1
E6031-406614930 2015 9/13/2019 9 3 8 1
E6031-407430756 2015 9/13/2019 4 3 4
E6032-407119960 2015 9/26/2019 6 3 6

Most Time Consuming Reasons (# of Poles) # of Poles ‐ bill by date:
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E6033-406669700 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 34 3 34
E6033-407663252 2015 9/13/2019 4 3 4
E6033-407722484 COR 2015 9/26/2019 4 3 4
E6034-406585356 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 19 3 X 5 16
E6035-406436556 2015 9/10/2019 8 3 8
E6035-406625533 2015 FTR 9/10/2019 14 4 X 5 14
E6035-406753120 2015 9/13/2019 4 3 4
E6035-406797540 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 10 3 X 2 10
E6035-406974651 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 6 4 X 1 6
E6035-406976688 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 4 4 X 2 4
E6035-407001596 2015 9/10/2019 8 5 8
E6035-407003380 2015 9/10/2019 8 5 6
E6036-406461997 2015 9/10/2019 16 3 X 4 16
E6036-406544144 2015 9/10/2019 6 3 6
E6039-406490415 2015 9/10/2019 2 3 2
E6042-407253270 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 23 4 X 2 23
E6042-407253303 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 16 3 X 4 16
E6042-407404507 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 6 3 X 1 1 6
E6043-406465526 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6043-407013642 2015 9/26/2019 2 5 2
E6044-406064893 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 35 3 X 1 35
E6044-407119099 2015 9/26/2019 2 4 2
E6044-407120918 2015 9/26/2019 16 3 16
E6047-406838704 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 8 3 X 2 8
E6047-407035528 2015 9/26/2019 6 3 6
E6047-407123961 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6048-407040579 2015 9/26/2019 4 3 2
E6048-407115317 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 14 3 X 1 14
E6051-406569435 2015 9/10/2019 6 3 6
E6059-406728757 2015 9/26/2019 8 3 8
E6059-406747278 2015 9/26/2019 16 4 16
E6059-407199672 2015 9/13/2019 1 3 1
E6059-407257879 2015 9/10/2019 2 4 4
E4403-406203251 2016 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4405-406397457 2016 9/10/2019 2 5 X 1 2
E4405-406913473 2016 9/26/2019 6 4 X 3 6
E4405-407025543 2016 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4605-406011980 2016 9/10/2019 6 3 X 3 4
E4805-406086351 2016 9/13/2019 8 3 X 4 8
E4805-406086353 2016 9/26/2019 10 4 X 5 10
E4805-406949502 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E4805-407107243 2016 9/26/2019 6 3 X 3 6
E4805-407343350 2016 9/26/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E4805-408081584 2016 9/18/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6022-406735171 2016 9/26/2019 1 3 X 1 1
E6026-407012835 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 8 3 X 6 3 8
E6026-407256149 2016 9/13/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6026-407428664 2016 9/13/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6027-406611829 2016 9/26/2019 4 4 X 2 4
E6027-407151753 2016 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6029-405124491 2016 9/26/2019 6 4 X 3 6
E6029-406917290 2016 9/13/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6029-408234284 2016 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
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E6030-407970580 2016 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6031-406540241 2016 9/13/2019 12 3 X 6
E6031-407038946 2016 9/26/2019 4 3 X 2 4
E6032-406679258 2016 9/13/2019 26 3 X 13 22 4
E6033-407094853 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 6 3 X 3 1 6
E6033-407192141 2016 9/26/2019 8 3 X 4 8
E6034-406275171 2016 FTR 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E6034-406919409 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 7 4 X 3 3 7
E6035-406806054 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 8 4 X 1 4 8
E6035-406814067 2016 9/26/2019 10 5 X 1 4 10
E6043-407762640 2016 9/26/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6044-407097252 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E6048-406786608 2016 9/13/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6059-407015290 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E6077-407767789 2016 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
LAC-00015-10 2016 9/19/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-22 2016 9/19/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-26 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-27 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-30 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-34 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 X 1 1
LAC-00015-39-02 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 1
LAC-RLOS-00015-42 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 X 1 1
M227949 2016 9/9/2019 3 4 3
M231452 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 4 3 X 2 1 4
M233859 2016 9/9/2019 8 3 X 4 8
M234006 SUP1 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 10 3 X 5 3 6
NG0750-04-03 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 6 3 X 6 1 6
NG0775-04-01 SUP 1 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 6 3 X 6 6
NG0775-04-14 SUP 1 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 8 3 X 6 1 7
NG0797-04-14 2016 9/9/2019 11 4 X 4 1 2 2 7
NG0823-04-01 2016 9/9/2019 19 7 X 13 19
NG0823-04-11 2016 FTR 9/13/2019 4 3 X 1 4
NG0826-04-08 2016 FTR 9/13/2019 2 3 2
NG0834-04-06 2016 FTR 9/13/2019 2 3 X 2 1 1
NG0834-04-147 2016 9/16/2019 5 3 X 1 5
NG0834-04-173 2016 9/16/2019 7 3 1 1 5
NG0834-04-182 2016 9/16/2019 1 3 1
NG0834-04-53 2016 9/16/2019 6 3 1 5
NG0834-04-57 2016 FTR 9/24/2019 2 3 X 2 2
NG0834-04-61 2016 FTR 9/24/2019 11 3 X 11 2 3 8
NG0851-04-07 2016 FTR 9/24/2019 2 3 X 2 2
NG0852-04-07 2016 FTR 9/23/2019 2 3 X 2 2
NG313209-02-08 2016 9/12/2019 27 3 27
NG313212-04-17 2016 9/6/2019 4 3 1 3
NG339012-03-07 2016 9/11/2019 7 3 1 6
NG348329-02-04 2016 FTR 9/12/2019 29 3 X 14 29
NG365241-02-09 2016 9/12/2019 15 3 2 13
NG365241-02-97 2016 9/12/2019 23 5 23
NG365242-02-103 2016 9/12/2019 15 4 X 1 1 14
NG365242-02-150 2016 9/12/2019 5 3 X 1 1 4
NG365242-02-192 2016 9/12/2019 8 3 X 4 4 4
NG365242-02-30 2016 9/12/2019 10 3 X 5 10
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Percentages of
‐ Most Time Consuming JPAs/Reasons

‐ JPAs billed by date (year): under 5 yrs, 5‐6 yrs, 7‐9 yrs, and 10+ yrs (using different year of pole prices)

JPA NUMBER
Billed 

by Date
FTR Date Recd

# OF POLES 
(Required)

OWNERS
Most Time 
Consume

No. 1
PolePrice
Pole Class

No. 2
4.1A or 

4.1B

No. 3
4.2

(Salvage)

No. 4
7.7 

w/4.1B

No. 5
Percentage

No. 6
Defaults

No. 7 SCZ 
Adequate

Under 5 
Years

5-6 Years 7-9 Years
10 Years 
and older

Most Time Consuming Reasons (# of Poles) # of Poles ‐ bill by date:

NG365242-02-41 2016 9/6/2019 18 4 X 9 5 13
NG365242-04-08 2016 9/16/2019 34 3 X 17 2 32
NG365242-13-02 2016 9/17/2019 6 3 X 3 8
E4305-406815886 2017 9/18/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4605-407186445 2017 9/19/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4800-405320231 2017 9/19/2019 5 3 X 2 4 1
E4800-408755213 2017 9/26/2019 2 5 X 1 2
E4805-405328632 2017 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4805-407314747 2017 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6026-408251874 2017 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6026-408297116 2017 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E6027-408048184 2017 9/10/2019 6 3 X 3 6
E6027-408291702 2017 9/10/2019 4 3 X 2 4
E6039-408995984 2017 9/18/2019 38 3 X 19 36 2
E6039-409019459 2017 9/19/2019 38 3 X 19 38
E6042-408400225 2017 9/10/2019 16 3 X 8 8 8
E6049-408415043 2017 FTR 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
LAC-DNE06-06 2017 9/12/2019 1 3 1
M234883 2017 9/9/2019 34 3 X 17 34
M235241 2017 FTR 9/9/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
M235312 2017 9/9/2019 2 3 2
MOB1703MOB 2017 9/23/2019 1 4 1
MOB1753MOB 2017 FTR 9/23/2019 1 4 X 1 1
NG0834-04-41 2017 9/16/2019 7 3 7
NG286956-06 COR 2017 9/9/2019 2 3 2
NG325104-008 COR 2017 9/9/2019 2 3 1 1
NG365242-02-109 2017 9/12/2019 13 3 X 13 13
NG365242-02-161 2017 9/12/2019 8 3 X 4 8
NG451476-03-03 2017 9/11/2019 20 5 X 10 6 14
NG451476-03-03 SUP2 2017 9/11/2019 10 5 X 10 10
NG451476-03-08 2017 9/11/2019 5 3 X 5 5
NG451476-03-09 2017 9/11/2019 22 3 X 22 22
NG451481-04-62 2017 9/16/2019 6 3 X 6 1 5
E4405-408320252 2018 9/18/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E4405-408668041 2018 9/10/2019 4 4 4
E6022-407982281 2018 FTR 9/10/2019 2 3 2
E6026-406091433 2018 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6027-408421365 2018 9/10/2019 4 3 X 1 3 1
E6029-409274369 2018 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6029-409275256 2018 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6031-409467712 2018 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6032-409383539 2018 9/26/2019 2 3 X 2
E6034-408721602 2018 FTR 9/13/2019 4 3 X 2 6
E6035-409141555 2018 9/10/2019 2 4 2
E6035-409335114 2018 FTR 9/26/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6046-409068288 2018 FTR 9/18/2019 12 3 X 1 12
E6046-409167254 2018 FTR 9/18/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6047-408981569 2018 9/18/2019 2 3 2
E6048-409024480 2018 9/18/2019 2 4 2
E6049-408279237 2018 FTR 9/10/2019 8 3 X 1 8
E6049-408396088 2018 FTR 9/26/2019 4 3 X 1 4
E6049-408398347 2018 FTR 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6049-408624706 2018 FTR 9/18/2019 4 3 X 1 4
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Percentages of
‐ Most Time Consuming JPAs/Reasons

‐ JPAs billed by date (year): under 5 yrs, 5‐6 yrs, 7‐9 yrs, and 10+ yrs (using different year of pole prices)

JPA NUMBER
Billed 

by Date
FTR Date Recd

# OF POLES 
(Required)

OWNERS
Most Time 
Consume

No. 1
PolePrice
Pole Class

No. 2
4.1A or 

4.1B

No. 3
4.2

(Salvage)

No. 4
7.7 

w/4.1B

No. 5
Percentage

No. 6
Defaults

No. 7 SCZ 
Adequate

Under 5 
Years

5-6 Years 7-9 Years
10 Years 
and older

Most Time Consuming Reasons (# of Poles) # of Poles ‐ bill by date:

E6059-409014407 2018 9/18/2019 8 3 8
E6059-409345080 2018 9/18/2019 4 3 X 1 4
LAC-00015-24 2018 9/19/2019 2 3 1
LAC-00015-31 2018 9/12/2019 1 3 X 1 1 1 1 1
LAC-00015-43 2018 9/12/2019 1 3 X 1 1
LAC-DNE02D-02 2018 9/12/2019 2 3 2
LAC-DSW16-016 2018 9/19/2019 2 4 2
M223068 2018 FTR 9/9/2019 4 3 X 2 4
M236002 2018 9/9/2019 4 3 4
M236276 2018 9/9/2019 10 4 5
M236861 2018 9/9/2019 3 3 3
NG0834-04-47 2018 9/16/2019 9 3 X 9 6 3
NG455327-13-03 2018 9/17/2019 6 4 X 5 1 5
NG455327-13-04 SUP1 2018 9/17/2019 2 4 X 2 1 1
NG455327-13-08 2018 9/17/2019 8 3 X 1 1 7
NG455327-13-10 2018 9/13/2019 10 4 X 9 1 2 7
NG455327-13-11 2018 9/17/2019 11 3 X 1 3 8
E6026-409572017 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 3 3 X 1 3
E6026-409604337 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6027-410177308 2019 9/18/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6029-410153989 2019 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6034-410169097 2019 9/26/2019 2 5 2
E6035-410081013 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6042-409344531 2019 9/18/2019 4 5 X 1 4
E6044-409285480 2019 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6044-410209562 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6059-409788848 COR 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 28 3 X 12 28
HLB8911841 2019 9/9/2019 33 3 X 33 1 4 28
NG295647-01-01 2019 9/9/2019 1 4 1
NG311694-006 COR 2019 9/9/2019 2 5 1
NG311694-043 COR 2019 9/9/2019 6 5 6
NG315288-09-19 2019 9/6/2019 29 3 X 29 1 1 27
VZ1RPR-0560-14023 Varies 9/19/2019 22 4 X 18 1 1 1 20

1882 150 375 23 18 11 211 0 8 1143 34 23 634
Percentages 61.22% 19.93% 1.22% 0.96% 0.58% 11.21% 0.00% 0.43% 60.73% 1.81% 1.22% 33.69%

Sample data: 245 JPAs, 1882 poles
Out of 245 

JPAs
Out of 1882 

Poles

Out of 
1882 
Poles

Out of 
1882 
Poles

Out of 
1882 
Poles

Out of 1882 
Poles

Out of 
1882 
Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Sample JPAs included in packet:  ATC12BAR3679-D6, HLB8911841
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HEIGHT
WEIGHTED AVERAGE 
WOOD POWER 2019

H CLASS AVERAGE
PRICE POWER H CLASS

Difference
(H Class Minus

Weighted Ave Power)

2019 PUBLISHED 
Weighted Average wood 

pole prices (no class)

WEIGHTED AVERAGE
WOOD COMMUNICATIONS 

2019 (no class) HEIGHT
25 3668 N/A N/A 2476 1837 25
30 3724 N/A N/A 2412 1657 30
35 3944 N/A N/A 2702 1833 35
40 4784 5626 H3 842 3293 2183 40
45 5175 5868 H3 693 3709 2302 45
45 5175 2986 H4 -2189 3709 2302 45
50 5242 3386 H2 -1856 4395 3797 50
50 5242 5613 H3 371 4395 3797 50
50 5242 3694 H5 -1548 4395 3797 50
55 5243 6534 H1 1291 5118 4133 55
55 5243 3430 H2 -1813 5118 4133 55
55 5243 5915 H3 672 5118 4133 55
60 5785 6674 H1 889 6161 5127 60
60 5785 4778 H2 -1007 6161 5127 60
60 5785 6945 H3 1160 6161 5127 60
60 5785 4432 H5 -1353 6161 5127 60
65 6877 7468 H1 591 9791 9791 65
65 6877 3985 H2 -2892 9791 9791 65
65 6877 6172 H4 -705 9791 9791 65
70 7138 7943 H1 805 7693 None 70
70 7138 4385 H2 -2753 7693 None 70
70 7138 8257 H3 1119 7693 None 70
70 7138 5364 H5 -1774 7693 None 70
75 7472 8341 H1 869 None None 75
75 7472 4691 H2 -2781 None None 75
80 7883 5494 H2 -2389 None None 80
85 8089 5932 H2 -2157 None None 85
90 9623 6514 H2 -3109 None None 90
90 9623 6746 H3 -2877 None None 90
95 9321 5814 H2 -3507 None None 95
100 9804 9541 H1 -263 None None 100
100 9804 9301 H3 -503 None None 100
105 11982 N/A N/A None None 105
110 10449 12834 H1 2385 None None 110

COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average wood power pole costs based on 2019
POWER MEMBERS submitted prices vs H class average power pole submitted 

prices.

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

SUMMARY OF 2019 POLE PRICES ‐ COMPARING POWER AND COMM PRICES



25' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 5 251.74 4.00 8.20 3071.24 236.76 12.15 * 251.74 139.66 3712 -43.42 4 947 14846 E
MP 5 121.92 3.00 8.00 1341.12 290.21 64.64 186.94 191.88 1419.67 3494 173.67 1 290 3494 MP

Salvage 247 TOTALS 7206 5 1237 18341
Wgt Ave 3668 247

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

3668

30' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS
LLW 3 181.00 4.00 7.50 2081.50 275.01 19.25 312.30 * * 2688 1036 1 275 2688 LLW

E 5 251.74 4.00 8.20 3071.24 291.31 14.94 * 251.74 141.90 3771 -47 25 7283 94278 E
MP 5 121.92 3.00 8.00 1341.12 348.18 90.65 186.94 191.88 1419.67 3578 145 1 348 3578 MP

Salvage 293 TOTALS 10038 27 7906 100545
Wgt Ave 3724 293

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

3724
Wgt Ave 2019

2412 54.39%

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019
PUBLISHED PRICE

2476

PUBLISHED PRICE

48.15%

% CHG FROM
Wgt Ave 2019

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

Weighted average pole costs are computed as follows:  The pole costs submitted for each pole height are multiplied by the number of poles, per pole height, set by the 
submitting members in the last year.  The total of these costs are then divided by the total number of poles, per pole height, set by each submitting member in the last year.  The 
resulting figure is the weighted average pole cost.  The weighted average of Cost F.O.B.  becomes the salvage value.  
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2019 POWER POLE PRICES H CLASS vs POWER WEIGHTED AVERAGE vs COMM WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

2019 WOOD POWER Wgt Average



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

35' POLE LOADED O. OF HOURS LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS
LLW 3 181.00 4.00 7.50 2081.50 384.42 26.91 312.30 * * 2805 1139 1 384 2805 LLW
SCW CL3 235.98 1.00 4.00 1179.90 547.00 0.00 519.40 218.58 473.78 2939 1005 20 10940 58773 SCW

E 3 251.74 4.00 8.20 3071.24 468.12 24.01 * 251.74 149.17 3964 -20 1215 568766 4816600 E
M 3 181.40 4.00 16.65 3745.91 398.80 75.77 330.03 232.13 * 4783 -839 9 3589 43044 M 
V 2 96.63 1.00 4.00 483.15 460.00 46 455 230 115 1789 2155 3 1380 5367 V

MP 5 121.92 3.00 8.00 1341.12 405.88 107.44 186.94 191.88 1419.67 3653 291 15 6088 54794 MP

Salvage 468 TOTALS 19933 1263 591148 4981384
Wgt Ave 3944 468

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

3944

40' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS
LLW 3 181.00 4.00 10.00 2534.00 420.24 29.41 380.18 * * 3364 1420 1 420 3364 LLW
SCW CL1 235.98 1.00 4.00 1179.90 825.00 0.00 519.40 218.58 473.78 3217 1567 10 8250 32167 SCW

E 2 251.74 4.00 10.40 3625.07 701.49 35.99 * 251.74 180.42 4795 -11 1740 1220593 8342795 E
M 3 181.40 4.00 16.65 3745.91 486.15 92.37 330.03 232.13 * 4887 -103 90 43754 439793 M 
V AVE 96.63 1.00 4.00 483.15 545.00 54.5 455 230 115 1883 2901 6 3270 11296 V
B AVE 130.00 1.50 31.83 4332.9 785.83 ** 256.96 108.924 5485 -701 9 7072 49362 B

MP 5 121.92 3.00 8.00 1341.12 779.00 201.63 186.94 191.88 1483.3 4184 600 1 779 4184 MP

Salvage 692 TOTALS 27813 1857 1284138 8882960
Wgt Ave 4784 692

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

4784
Wgt Ave 2019

3293 45.26%

Wgt Ave 2019
2702 45.97%

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM

NO. OF HOURS 

PUBLISHED PRICE

PUBLISHED PRICE
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2019 POWER POLE PRICES H CLASS vs POWER WEIGHTED AVERAGE vs COMM WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

2019 WOOD POWER Wgt Average



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

45' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS
LLW 3 181.00 4.00 10.00 2534.00 641.93 44.94 380.18 * * 3601 1574 13 8345 46814 LLW
SCW CL1 235.98 1.00 5.00 1415.88 1050.00 0.00 519.40 218.58 473.78 3678 1498 40 42000 147106 SCW

E 2 251.74 4.00 10.40 3625.07 1056.71 54.21 * 251.74 195.02 5183 -8 12506 13215215 64815472 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 16.65 3745.91 660.85 125.56 330.03 232.13 * 5094 81 284 187681 1446832 M 
V 1 96.63 1.00 5.00 579.78 790.00 79 455 230 115 2249 2926 4 3160 8995 V
B AVE 130.00 1.50 31.83 4332.9 884.56 ** 256.96 108.924 5583 -408 57 50420 318250 B

MP AVE 121.92 3.00 9.00 1463.04 850.21 252.94 186.94 191.88 1483.3 4428 747 4 3401 17713 MP

Salvage 1047 TOTALS 29816 12908 13510222 66801182
Wgt Ave 5175 1047

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

5175

50' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS
LLW 3 181.00 4.00 10.00 2534.00 844.36 59.11 380.18 * * 3818 1424 1 844 3818 LLW
SCW CL1 235.98 1.00 8.00 2123.82 1116.00 0.00 519.40 218.58 473.78 4452 790 25 27900 111290 SCW

E 2 251.74 4.00 10.40 3625.07 1126.40 57.78 * 251.74 197.88 5259 -17 4337 4885197 22807719 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 16.65 3745.91 765.30 145.41 330.03 232.13 * 5219 23 321 245661 1675228 M 
V 1 96.63 1.00 8.00 869.67 980.00 98 455 230 115 2748 2494 18 17640 49458 V
B 2 130.00 1.50 31.56 4297.54 979.96 ** 271.93 108.92 N/A 5658 -416 8 7840 45267 B

MP 3 121.92 3.00 10.00 1584.96 988.23 280.32 186.94 191.88 1546.94 4779 463 7 6918 33455 MP
Salvage 1101 TOTALS 31932 4717 5192000 24726234

Wgt Ave 5242 1101

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

5242
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019

4395 19.27%

Wgt Ave 2019
3709 39.53%

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 

PUBLISHED PRICE
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2019 POWER POLE PRICES H CLASS vs POWER WEIGHTED AVERAGE vs COMM WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

2019 WOOD POWER Wgt Average



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

55' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

SCW CL1 235.98 1.00 8.00 2123.82 1135.00 0.00 519.40 218.58 473.78 4471 772 7 7945 31294 SCW
E 2 251.74 4.00 10.40 3625.07 1147.13 58.85 * 251.74 198.74 5282 -38 1290 1479798 6813174 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 16.65 3745.91 898.55 170.72 330.03 232.13 * 5377 -134 125 112319 672168 M 
V 1 96.63 1.00 8.00 833.22 1050.00 105 455 230 115 2788 2455 25 26250 69706 V
B 2 130.00 2.00 29.64 4113.2 1261.35 ** 309.89 108.92 N/A 5793 -550 1 1261 5793 B

MP 2 121.92 3.00 10.00 1584.96 1208.23 325.04 186.94 191.88 1546.94 5044 199 1 1208 5044 MP
Salvage 1124 TOTALS 28755 1449 1628781 7597178

Wgt Ave 5243 1124

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

5243

60' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.00 10.40 3625.07 1690.56 86.73 * 251.74 221.08 5875 -90 478 808088 2808336 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 16.65 3745.91 1029.35 195.58 330.03 232.13 * 5533 252 60 61761 331980 M 
V 1 96.63 1.00 8.00 869.67 1500.00 150 610 230 115 3475 2311 12 18000 41696 V
B 2 130.00 2.00 30.02 4162.86 1598.26 ** 332.52 108.92 N/A 6203 -417 1 1598 6203 B

MP 2 121.92 3.00 10.00 1584.96 1379.24 377.13 186.94 191.88 1546.94 5267 518 1 1379 5267 MP
Salvage 1614 TOTALS 26353 552 890826 3193482

Wgt Ave 5785 1614

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

5785
Wgt Ave 2019

6161 -6.10%

PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019
5118 2.44%

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 

PUBLISHED PRICE
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2019 POWER POLE PRICES H CLASS vs POWER WEIGHTED AVERAGE vs COMM WEIGHTED
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2019 WOOD POWER Wgt Average



SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

65' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.00 12.60 4178.90 2194.68 112.59 * 251.74 263.45 7001 -125 220 482830 1540299 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 1233.30 234.33 381.17 232.13 * 6407 469 35 43166 224256 M 
V AVE 96.63 1.00 8.50 917.99 1700.00 170 610 230 115 3743 3134 3 5100 11229 V
B 2 130.00 2.00 30.19 4185.22 1995.55 ** 362.81 108.92 N/A 6653 224 1 1996 6653 B

MP 2 121.92 3.00 12.00 1828.8 1345.60 393.83 186.94 191.88 1546.94 5494 1383 1 1346 5494 MP
Salvage 2056 TOTALS 29298 260 534436 1787931

Wgt Ave 6877 2056

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

6877

70' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.00 12.60 4178.90 2461.92 126.30 * 251.74 274.44 7293 -155 255 627790 1859792 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 1358.10 258.04 381.17 232.13 * 6556 583 60 81486 393350 M 
V AVE 96.63 1.00 9.00 966.3 1785.00 178.5 610 230 115 3885 3254 1 1785 3885 V
B 2 130.00 2.00 30.26 4193.28 1995.36 ** 393.11 108.92 N/A 6691 448 1 1995 6691 B

MP 2 121.92 3.00 12.00 1828.8 1938.79 567.45 186.94 191.88 1610.57 6324 814 1 1939 6324 MP
Salvage 2248 TOTALS 30749 318 714995 2270041

Wgt Ave 7138 2248

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

7138

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019

9791 -29.77%

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019

7693 -7.21%

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

75' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.00 12.60 4178.90 2688.13 137.90 * 251.74 283.74 7540 -68 288 774181 2171638 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 1573.30 298.93 381.17 232.13 * 6812 660 23 36186 156674 M 
V 1 96.63 1.25 9.00 990.46 1890.00 189 782 230 115 4196 3276 1 1890 4196 V
B 2 130.00 2.00 30.33 4202.64 2324.23 ** 423.04 108.92 N/A 7059 414 1 2324 7059 B

MP 2 121.92 3.00 12.00 1828.8 2269.50 664.25 186.94 191.88 1610.57 6752 720 1 2270 6752 MP
Salvage 2601 TOTALS 32360 314 816851 2346319

Weighted Ave Wgt Ave 7472

POWER 2019
7472 NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

80' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.25 12.60 4241.83 3012.73 154.55 * 251.74 299.54 7960 -78 224 674852 1783127 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 1817.95 345.41 381.17 232.13 * 7103 780 12 21815 85237 M 
V 1 96.63 1.25 9.00 990.46 2980.00 298 782 230 115 5395 2487 3 8940 16186 V

MP 2 121.92 3.00 14.00 2072.64 2478.49 718.4 186.94 191.88 1674.21 7323 560 1 2478 7323 MP
Salvage 2950 TOTALS 27781 240 708085 1891873

Wgt Ave 7883

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

7883 NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

85' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.25 12.60 4241.83 3368.79 172.82 * 251.74 314.18 8349 -261 108 363829 901731 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 2020.45 383.89 381.17 232.13 * 7344 745 3 6061 22032 M 
V 1 96.63 1.25 10.00 1,087.09 3020.00 302 782 230 115 5536 2552 10 30200 55361 V

MP 2 121.92 3.00 14.00 2072.64 2753.54 798.13 186.94 191.88 1674.21 7677 411 1 2754 7677 MP
Salvage 3302 TOTALS 28907 122 402844 986801

Weighted Ave Wgt Ave 8089

POWER 2019
8089 NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

90' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.25 15.50 4971.88 3977.87 204.06 * 251.74 367.76 9773 -150 43 171048 420252 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 2428.65 461.44 381.17 232.13 * 7830 1793 1 2429 7830 M 
V AVE 96.63 1.25 10.00 1,087.09 3905.00 370.5 782 230 115 6490 3133 1 3905 6490 V

MP 2 121.92 3.00 14.00 2072.64 3071.43 890.27 186.94 191.88 1674.21 8087 1536 1 3071 8087 MP
Salvage 3923 TOTALS 32180 46 180453 442659

Weighted Ave Wgt Ave 9623
POWER 2019

9623 NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

95' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.25 15.50 4971.88 4137.99 212.28 * 251.74 374.34 9948 -627 9 37242 89534 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 2710.60 515.01 381.17 232.13 * 8165 1156 1 2711 8165 M 
V 1 96.63 1.25 10.00 1,087.09 2740.00 274 782 230 115 5228 4093 1 2740 5228 V

MP 2 121.92 3.00 14.00 2072.64 3722.12 1078.88 186.94 191.88 1674.21 8927 395 1 3722 8927 MP
Salvage 3868 TOTALS 32268 12 46415 111854

Wgt Ave 9321

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

9321 NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

100' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.25 15.50 4971.88 4786.31 245.54 * 251.74 400.99 10656 -852 6 28718 63939 E
M 2 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 3024.40 574.64 381.17 232.13 * 8539 1265 1 3024 8539 M 
V AVE 96.63 1.25 11.00 1,183.72 3175.00 470 782 230 115 5956 3848 1 3175 5956 V

Salvage 4365 TOTALS 25151 8 34917 78433
Wgt Ave 9804

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

9804 NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE
COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 POWER MEMBERS submitted prices

Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting

105' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

E 1 251.74 4.25 15.50 4971.88 5999.73 307.79 * 251.74 450.87 11982 0 1 6000 11982 E

Salvage 6000 TOTALS 11982 1 6000 11982
Wgt Ave 11982

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

11982 NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

110' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm PRICE vs. POWER $ POLES COSTS COSTS

M 1 181.40 4.00 19.85 4326.39 4630.05 879.71 381.17 232.13 * 10449 0 1 4630 10449 M 

Salvage 4630 TOTALS 10449 1 4630 10449
Wgt Ave 10449

Weighted Ave
POWER 2019

10449 NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

NOTES:
LLW Engineering & Planing and General & Admin included in column Direct Labor (Loaded)
E Equipment Expense included in column Direct Labor (Loaded)
M General & Admin included in column Direct Labor (Loaded)
B Supply Expense included in column Material Cost (FOB). General & Admin N/A.

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 
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25' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
ATC 85.00 5.00 6.00 935.00 485.81 194.32 * N/A 174.64 1790 2476 -639 1 486 1790 ATC
TCA 85.00 5.00 6.00 935.00 485.81 194.32 * N/A 174.64 1790 2476 -639 1 486 1790 TCA
SPR 72.00 6.00 12.00 1296.00 572.00 (**) 468.00 78.00 194.40 2608 2476 -639 1 572 2608 SPR
FON 72.00 6.00 12.00 1296.00 572.00 (**) 468.00 78.00 194.40 2608 2476 -639 1 572 2608 FON
NXT 4 237.38 2.00 6.00 1899.04 1537.00  147.13 3583 2476 -639 1 1537 3583 NXT
LAC 85.00 5.00 6.00 935 485.81 194.32 * N/A 174.64 1790 1790 47 1 486 1790 LAC
H/T 128.00 1.00 9.00 1280 247.00 79 151 75 1832 1832 5 3 741 5496 H/T
FTR 61.52 8.00 11.00 1168.88 151.00 21.00 75.86 28.00 1445 1445 392 8 1208 11558 FTR

Salvage 358 TOTALS 17446 17 6087 31223
Wgt Ave 1837 358

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
2393 1837 -23 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR

30' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
ATC 85.00 5.00 6.00 935.00 619.17 247.64 * N/A 174.64 1976 2412 -755 2 1238 3953 ATC
TCA 85.00 5.00 6.00 935.00 619.17 247.64 * N/A 174.64 1976 2412 -755 2 1238 3953 TCA
SPR 72.00 6.00 12.00 1296.00 660.00 (**) 468.00 78.00 194.40 2696 2412 -755 1 660 2696 SPR
FON 72.00 6.00 12.00 1296.00 660.00 (**) 468.00 78.00 194.40 2696 2412 -755 1 660 2696 FON
NXT 4 237.38 2.00 6.00 1899.04 1537.00  147.13 3583 2412 -755 1 1537 3583 NXT
LAC 85.00 5.00 6.00 935 619.17 247.637 * N/A 174.64 1976 1976 -319 1 619 1976 LAC
H/T 128.00 1.00 9.00 1280 288.00 92 151 75 1886 1886 -229 81 23328 152766 H/T
FTR 61.52 8.00 11.00 1168.88 222.00 21.00 75.86 28.00 1516 1516 141 171 37962 259192 FTR

Salvage 259 TOTALS 18307 260 67243 430816
Wgt Ave 1657 259

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
3207 1657 -48 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR2412 -31.30%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG
PUBLISHED PRICE FROM 2019

2476 -25.82%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE

COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 COMMUNICATIONS MEMBERS submitted prices
Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting (LAC, H/T, FTR ADDED)

Weighted average pole costs are computed as follows:  The pole costs submitted for each pole height are multiplied by the number of poles, per pole height, set by the submitting 
members in the last year.  The total of these costs are then divided by the total number of poles, per pole height, set by each submitting member in the last year.  The resulting figure 
is the weighted average pole cost.  The weighted average of Cost F.O.B.  becomes the salvage value.  
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE

COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 COMMUNICATIONS MEMBERS submitted prices
Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting (LAC, H/T, FTR ADDED)

35' POLE LOADED O. OF HOURS LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
ATC 85.00 5.00 6.00 935.00 754.42 301.75 * N/A 174.64 2166 2702 -869 1 754 2166 ATC
TCA 85.00 5.00 6.00 935.00 754.42 301.75 * N/A 174.64 2166 2702 -869 1 754 2166 TCA
SPR 72.00 6.00 12.00 1296.00 680.00 (**) 468.00 78.00 194.40 2716 2702 -869 1 680 2716 SPR
FON 72.00 6.00 12.00 1296.00 680.00 (**) 468.00 78.00 194.40 2716 2702 -869 1 680 2716 FON
NXT 4 237.38 2.00 6.00 1899.04 1701.00 147.13 3747 2702 -869 1 1701 3747 NXT
LAC 85.00 5.00 6.00 935 754.42 301.75 * N/A 174.64 2166 2166 -332 1 754 2166 LAC
H/T 128.00 1.00 12.00 1664 352.00 112 151 75 2354 2354 -521 38 13376 89452 H/T
FTR 61.52 8.00 11.00 1168.88 252.00 21.00 75.86 28.00 1546 1546 288 85 21420 131388 FTR

Salvage 311 TOTALS 19577 129 40120 236517
Wgt Ave 1833 311

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
2663 1833 -31 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR

40' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
ATC 85.00 5.00 10.00 1275.00 981.13 392.44 * N/A 238.14 2887 3293 -1110 1 981 2887 ATC
TCA 85.00 5.00 10.00 1275.00 981.13 392.44 * N/A 238.14 2887 3293 -1110 1 981 2887 TCA
SPR 72.00 8.00 14.00 1584.00 935.00 (**) 572.00 78.00 237.60 3407 3293 -1110 1 935 3407 SPR
FON 72.00 8.00 14.00 1584.00 935.00 (**) 572.00 78.00 237.60 3407 3293 -1110 1 935 3407 FON
NXT 4 237.38 2.00 6.00 1899.04 1833.00 147.13 3879 3293 -1110 1 1833 3879 NXT
LAC 85.00 5.00 10.00 1275 981.13 392.44 * N/A 238.14 2887 2887 -704 2 1962 5773 LAC
H/T 128.00 1.00 12.00 1664 458.00 146 151 75 2494 2494 -311 22 10076 54868 H/T
FTR 61.52 8.00 11.00 1168.88 358.00 21.00 75.86 28.00 1652 1652 531 26 9308 42945 FTR

Salvage 491 TOTALS 23498 55 27012 120052
Wgt Ave 2183 491

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
3382 2183 -35 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR3293 -33.71%

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019

2702 -32.14%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE

COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 COMMUNICATIONS MEMBERS submitted prices
Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting (LAC, H/T, FTR ADDED)

45' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
ATC 85.00 5.00 10.00 1275.00 1246.89 498.74 * N/A 333.40 3354 3709 -1407 1 1247 3354 ATC
TCA 85.00 5.00 10.00 1275.00 1246.89 498.74 * N/A 333.40 3354 3709 -1407 1 1247 3354 TCA
SPR 72.00 8.00 18.00 1872.00 990.00 (**) 676.00 78.00 280.80 3897 3709 -1407 1 990 3897 SPR
FON 72.00 8.00 18.00 1872.00 990.00 (**) 676.00 78.00 280.80 3897 3709 -1407 1 990 3897 FON
NXT 4 237.38 2.00 6.00 1899.04 1995.00 147.13 4041 3709 -1407 1 1995 4041 NXT
LAC 85.00 5.00 10.00 1275 1246.89 498.74 * N/A 333.4 3354 3354 -1052 1 1247 3354 LAC
H/T 128.00 1.00 12.00 1664 535.00 170 151 75 2595 2595 -293 13 6955 33735 H/T
FTR 61.52 8.00 11.00 1168.88 441.00 21.00 75.86 28.00 1735 1735 567 21 9261 36430 FTR

Salvage 598 TOTALS 26227 40 23932 92061
Wgt Ave 2302 598

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
3632 2302 -37 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR

50' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
ATC 85.00 5.00 16.00 1785.00 1356.40 542.57 * N/A 333.40 4017 4395 -598 1 1356 4017 ATC
TCA 85.00 5.00 16.00 1785.00 1356.40 542.57 * N/A 333.40 4017 4395 -598 1 1356 4017 TCA
SPR 72.00 10.00 20.00 2160.00 1430.00 (**) 780.00 78.00 324.00 4772 4395 -598 1 1430 4772 SPR
FON 72.00 10.00 20.00 2160.00 1430.00 (**) 780.00 78.00 324.00 4772 4395 -598 1 1430 4772 FON
LAC 85.00 5.00 16.00 1785 1356.40 542.57 * N/A 333.4 4017 4017 -220 1 1356 4017 LAC
H/T 128.00 1.00 12.00 1664 708.00 225 151 75 2823 2823 974 1 708 2823 H/T
FTR 61.52 8.00 14.00 1353.44 682.00 21.00 75.86 28.00 2160 2160 1637 1 682 2160 FTR

Salvage 1188 TOTALS 26579 7 8319 26579
Wgt Ave 3797 1188

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
4720 3797 -20 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR4395 -13.61%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019

3709 -37.95%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE

COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 COMMUNICATIONS MEMBERS submitted prices
Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting (LAC, H/T, FTR ADDED)

55' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
ATC 85.00 5.00 16.00 1785.00 1520.28 608.09 * N/A 448.20 4362 5118 -985 1 1520 4362 ATC
TCA 85.00 5.00 16.00 1785.00 1520.28 608.09 * N/A 448.20 4362 5118 -985 1 1520 4362 TCA
SPR 72.00 10.00 26.00 2592.00 1880.00 (**) 936.00 78.00 388.80 5875 5118 -985 1 1880 5875 SPR
FON 72.00 10.00 26.00 2592.00 1880.00 (**) 936.00 78.00 388.80 5875 5118 -985 1 1880 5875 FON
LAC 85.00 5.00 16.00 1785 1520.28 608.09 * N/A 448.2 4362 4362 -229 1 1520 4362 LAC
H/T 128.00 1.00 15.00 2048 999.00 150 151 75 3423 3423 710 3 2997 10269 H/T
FTR 61.52 8.00 14.00 1353.44 612.00 21.00 75.86 28.00 2090 2090 2042 1 612 2090 FTR

Salvage 1326 TOTALS 30348 9 11930 37194
Wgt Ave 4133 1326

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
4905 4133 -16 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR

60' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
ATC 85.00 5.00 20.00 2125.00 1693.34 677.45 * N/A 396.90 4893 6161 -1034 1 1693 4893 ATC
TCA 85.00 5.00 20.00 2125.00 1693.34 677.45 * N/A 396.90 4893 6161 -1034 1 1693 4893 TCA
SPR 72.00 10.00 30.00 2880.00 2700.00 (**) 1340.00 78.00 432.00 7430 6161 -1034 1 2700 7430 SPR
FON 72.00 10.00 30.00 2880.00 2700.00 (**) 1340.00 78.00 432.00 7430 6161 -1034 1 2700 7430 FON
LAC 85.00 5.00 20.00 2125 1693.34 677.45 * N/A 396.9 4893 4893 234 1 1693 4893 LAC
H/T 128.00 1.00 15.00 2048 1097.00 349 151 75 3720 3720 1407 1 1097 3720 H/T
FTR 61.52 8.00 14.00 1353.44 1150.00 21.00 75.86 28.00 2628 2628 2498 1 1150 2628 FTR

Salvage 1818 TOTALS 35886 7 12727 35886
Wgt Ave 5127 1818

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
5965 5127 -14 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR6161 -16.79%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019

5118 -19.25%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE

COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 COMMUNICATIONS MEMBERS submitted prices
Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting (LAC, H/T, FTR ADDED)

65' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen 2019 COMPARE

A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & PUBLISHED OWNER $ NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 
MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL PRICE vs. COMM $ POLES COSTS COSTS
SPR 72.00 18.00 38.00 4032.00 3200.00 (**) 1876.00 78.00 604.80 9791 9791 0 1 3200 9791 SPR
FON 72.00 18.00 38.00 4032.00 3200.00 (**) 1876.00 78.00 604.80 9791 9791 0 1 3200 9791 FON

Salvage 3200 TOTALS 19582 2 6400 19582
Wgt Ave 9791 3200

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018 WEIGHTED AVE 2019: ATC, TCA, SPR, FON, NXT
5242 9791 87 PUBLISHED OWN PRICES 2019: LAC, H/T, FTR

70' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen
A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 

MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL POLES COSTS COSTS
0 0 0 0

Salvage #DIV/0! TOTALS 0 0 0 0
Wgt Ave #DIV/0! #DIV/0!

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018

7693 #DIV/0! #DIV/0!

75' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen
A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 

MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL POLES COSTS COSTS

Salvage #DIV/0! TOTALS 0 0 0 0
2018 Weighted Ave % CHG Wgt Ave #DIV/0!

PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018

0 #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

80' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen
A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 

MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL POLES COSTS COSTS

Salvage #DIV/0! TOTALS 0 0 0 0
Wgt Ave #DIV/0!

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018

0 #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 

7693 -7.21%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019

9791 0.00%

NO. OF HOURS 

WEIGHTED AVE 2019 % CHG FROM
PUBLISHED PRICE Wgt Ave 2019
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE

COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 COMMUNICATIONS MEMBERS submitted prices
Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting (LAC, H/T, FTR ADDED)

85' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen
A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 

MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL POLES COSTS COSTS

Salvage #DIV/0! TOTALS 0 0 0 0
2018 Weighted Ave % CHG Wgt Ave #DIV/0!

PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018

0 #DIV/0! #DIV/0! OR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

90' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen
A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 

MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL POLES COSTS COSTS

Salvage #DIV/0! TOTALS 0 0 0 0

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG Wgt Ave #DIV/0!
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018

0 #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

95' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen
A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 

MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL POLES COSTS COSTS

Salvage #DIV/0! TOTALS 0 0 0 0
Wgt Ave #DIV/0!

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018

0 #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

100' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen
A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 

MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL POLES COSTS COSTS

Salvage #DIV/0! TOTALS 0 0 0 0
Wgt Ave #DIV/0!

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018

0 #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 

NO. OF HOURS 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA JOINT POLE COMMITTEE

COMPARE PRICES: Weighted average pole costs based on 2019 COMMUNICATIONS MEMBERS submitted prices
Action item from Authorized Costs committee meeting of Sep 2019 for Oct 2019 meeting (LAC, H/T, FTR ADDED)

110' POLE LOADED LOADED  ENG Gen
A.S.A LABOR TRANS. DIG LABOR COST SUPPLY EQUIP and & NO. OF F.O.B. TOTAL 

MBR CLASS RATE HDLING ERECT DOLLARS F.O.B. EXP EXPENSE PLNG Adm TOTAL POLES COSTS COSTS

Salvage #DIV/0! TOTALS 0 0 0 0
Wgt Ave #DIV/0!

2018 Weighted Ave % CHG
PRICE COMM 2019 FROM 2018

0 #DIV/0! #DIV/0! NO PUBLISHED PRICE FOR 2019/2018 WEIGTHED AVERAGE

NOTES:
ATC Equipment expense included in column Direct Labor (loaded)
TCA Equipment expense included in column Direct Labor (loaded)
LAC Equipment expense included in column Direct Labor (loaded)
SPR Supply expense included in column Material Cost (FOB)
FON Supply expense included in column Material Cost (FOB)
LAC, H/T, FTR - PUBLISHED INDIVIDUAL PRICES

NO. OF HOURS 
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CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

Enter into Friend 0.25 0.25
Verify records
against JPA 4 2

Pull cards 2 2 Grade and space 5 5
Verify records
against JPA 5 4 Who's billing 3 2

Grade and space 7 7 Percent 3 2

Who's billing 6 6 Verify Billing 11 7.33

Percent 6 6 Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

Second pages 2 2

Billing 24 15
Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

TOTAL TIME 52.58 42.58 TOTAL TIME 26.33 18.66

Time is in minutes

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

615 615 854 854 855 855

E BILL NG E BILL NG H BILL NG H BILL NG M BILL NG M BILL NG
$8,019 $5,370 $345 $345 $2,421 $2,522

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

DIFFERENC
E IN TIME

Billing 52.58 42.58 10
Checking 26.33 18.66 7.67
TOTAL 78.91 61.24 17.67

E LOSES $2649

NG365242-02-41

CHECKING

10 MINUTE DIFFERENCE

M GAINS $101NO DIFFERENCE

BILLING

8 MINUTE DIFFERENCE

B
ill
er

 

Le
ve

l 

III .4
93

CURRENT
WAY
COST

PROPOSED
WAY
COST

DIFFERENC
E IN TIME

COST

Billing 25.92$     20.99$       4.93$       
Checking 12.98$     9.20$         3.78$       
TOTAL 38.90$    30.19$      8.71$      



CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

Enter into Friend 0.25 0.25
Verify records

against JPA 1 1

Pull cards 0.33 0.33 Grade and space 1 1
Verify records

against JPA 0.33 0.33 Who's billing 1 1

Grade and space 2 2 Percent 1 0.23

Who's billing 3 3 Verify Billing 7 4

Percent 2 2 Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

Second pages 1 1

Billing 8 5
Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

TOTAL TIME 17.24 14.24 TOTAL TIME 11.33 7.56

Time is in minutes

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

615 615 854 854

E BILL NG E BILL NG H BILL NG H BILL NG
$1,643 $1,567 $1,513 $1,601

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

DIFFERENC

E IN TIME

Billing 17.24 14.24 3
Checking 11.33 7.56 3.77
TOTAL 28.57 21.8 6.77

E LOSES $76 H GAINS $88

NG355951-02-14

BILLING CHECKING

3 MINUTE DIFFERENCE 4 MINUTE DIFFERENCE

B
ill
er

 

Le
ve

l 

III .4
93

CURRENT
WAY
COST

PROPOSED
WAY
COST

DIFFERENC

E IN TIME

COST

Billing 8.50$        7.02$        1.48$        
Checking 5.59$        3.73$        1.86$        
TOTAL 14.09$    10.75$    3.34$      



CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

Enter into Friend 0.25 0.25
Verify records
against JPA 0.33 0.33

Pull cards 0.25 0.25 Grade and space 0.33 0.33
Verify records
against JPA 0.33 0.33 Who's billing 0.17 0.17

Grade and space 0.25 0.25 Percent 0.25 0.25

Who's billing 0.17 0.17 Verify Billing 1 0.5

Percent 0.33 0.33 Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

Second pages 1 1

Billing 3 2
Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

TOTAL TIME 5.91 4.91 TOTAL TIME 2.41 1.91

Time is in minutes

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

615 615 854 854 865 865

E BILL NG E BILL NG H BILL NG H BILL NG ATC BILL NG ATC BILL NG
$15 $13 $15 $13 $15 $13

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

866 866 867 867 818 818

LAC BILL NG LAC BILL NG PBM BILL NG PBM BILL NG SPR BILL NG SPR BILL NG
$15 $13 $15 $13 $0 $0

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

637 - 644 - 810 -

SPR BILL E SPR BILL H SPR BILL ATC
$0 $0 $0

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

811 812 -

SPR BILL LAC SPR BILL PBM
$0 $0

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

DIFFERENCE IN 

TIME

Billing 5.91 4.91 1
Checking 2.41 1.91 0.5
TOTAL 8.32 6.82 1.5

.5 DIFFERENCE

E LOSES $2

E LOSES $2 E LOSES $2 NO DIFFERENCE

E LOSES $2 E LOSES $2

JPA2345

BILLING CHECKING

1 MINUTE DIFFERENCE

B
ill
er

 

Le
ve

l 

III .4
93

CURRENT
WAY
COST

PROPOSED
WAY
COST

DIFFERENCE IN 

TIME

COST

Billing 2.91$             2.42$            0.49$            
Checking 1.19$             0.94$            0.25$            
TOTAL 4.10$           3.36$           0.74$          



CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

Enter into Friend 0.25 0.25
Verify records
against JPA 0.25 0.25

Pull cards 0.33 0.33 Grade and space 0.17 0.17
Verify records
against JPA 0.17 0.17 Who's billing 0.17 0.17

Grade and space 0.5 0.5 Percent 0.17 0.17

Who's billing 0.33 0.33 Verify Billing 5 3

Percent 1 1 Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

Second pages 0.5 0.5

Billing 8 5

Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33
TOTAL TIME 11.41 8.41 TOTAL TIME 6.09 4.09

Time is in minutes

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

615 615 936 936 940 940

E BILL NG E BILL NG E BILL TCA E BILL TCA TCA BILL NG TCA BILL NG

$5,674 $9,180 $1,367 $1,367 $386 $402

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

DIFFERENCE IN 
TIME

Billing 11.41 8.41 3
Checking 6.09 4.09 2
TOTAL 17.5 12.5 5

E4405-408320252

2 MINUTE DIFFERENCE

E GAINS $3506 TCA GAINS $16NO DIFFERENCE

BILLING CHECKING

3 MINUTE DIFFERENCE

B
ill

er
 

Le
ve

l 

III .4
93

CURRENT

WAY

COST

PROPOSED

WAY

COST

DIFFERENCE IN 
TIME
COST

Billing 5.63$       4.15$       1.48$           
Checking 3.00$       2.02$       0.99$           
TOTAL 8.63$      6.16$      2.47$          



CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

Enter into Friend 0.25 0.25
Verify records
against JPA 7 5

Pull cards 2 2 Grade and space 6 6
Verify records
against JPA 6 6 Who's billing 4 4

Grade and space 9 9 Percent 3 0

Who's billing 7 7 Verify Billing 20 20

Percent 8 0 Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

Second pages 4 4

Billing 35 22
Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33

TOTAL TIME 71.58 50.58 TOTAL TIME 40.33 35.33

Time is in minutes

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

615 615 865 865 967 967

E BILL NG E BILL NG ATC BILL NG ATC BILL NG FTR BILL NG FTR BILL NG
$1,977 $1,869 $764 $737 $747 $720

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

940 940 975 975 946 946

TCA BILL NG TCA BILL NG FTR BILL ATC FTR BILL ATC ATC BILL TCA ATC BILL TCA
$765 $738 $0 $0 $0 $0

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

972 972 632 632 923 923

FTR BILL TCA FTR BILL TCA E BILL ATC E BILL ATC E BILL FTR E BILL FTR
$0 $0 $141 $141 $141 $141

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

936 936

E BILL TCA E BILL TCA
$141 $141

CURRENT
WAY

PROPOSED
WAY

DIFFERENCE IN 

TIME

Billing 71.58 50.58 21
Checking 40.33 35.33 5
TOTAL 111.91 85.91 26

NO DIFFERENCE

TCA LOSES $27 NO DIFFERENCE NO DIFFERENCE

NO DIFFERENCE NO DIFFERENCE NO DIFFERENCE

NG1037-01-6154

E LOSES $108 ATC LOSES $27 FTR LOSES $27

BILLING CHECKING

21 MINUTE DIFFERENCE 5 MINUTE DIFFERENCE

B
ill
er

 

Le
ve

l 

III .4
93

CURRENT
WAY
COST

PROPOSED
WAY
COST

DIFFERENCE IN 

TIME

COST

Billing 35.29$          24.94$            10.35$         
Checking 19.88$          17.42$            2.47$           
TOTAL 55.17$        42.35$          12.82$        
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Southern California Joint Pole Committee 
279 E. Arrow Hwy. Suite 104 

San Dimas, CA 91773 
Phone (909) 599-3801 
Fax (909) 599-3825 

 
November 19, 2019 

 
 A regular meeting of the Billing Process Simplification took place on the 
above date, at 10:00 a.m., at the Committee office. 

 
Those in attendance were: 
   

Mr. Jeffery Williams  City of Los Angeles 
Mr. Joe Serrato   Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

 Ms. Angela Pranata  Committee Staff 
  Ms. Kathleen Allen  Committee Staff 
    
Those attending via teleconference were: 
  

Mr. Wayne Brown   Southern California Edison 
Ms. Camile Bowie   Southern California Edison 
Ms. Aarize Dizon   Crown Castle NG West Inc./NewPath/CA-CLEC LLC 

Mr. Bret Plaskey   Frontier Communications 
Ms. Cory Crawford  AT&T California 
Ms. Kay Black   AT&T California 
Mr. Todd Daily   AT&T California 
Ms. Lynn Prescott   Verizon Wireless 
Mr. Ben Coffey   City of Banning 
Ms. Maria Ortiz   XO Communication/MCI Telecom/MCI Metro 

  Ms. Lupe Hernandez  Teleport Communications America  
Ms. Alicia Smith   Sprint Nextel/Sprint Communications   
Ms. Linda McLean   Extenet Systems 
Mr. Daniel Luty   Extenet Systems 
Ms. Yvonne Johnson  AT&T Mobility 
Mr. Pedro Garganera  MCI Telecommunications 
Mr. Yesenia Delgago  Time-Warner Cable 
Mr. Mina Shehata   City of Burbank 
 
 
  

 Chairperson, Mr. Serrato called the meeting to order at 10:03 a.m. by 
addressing the first item on the agenda, the review of Previous November meeting 

minutes.  There were no questions or comments. 
 

The second agenda item is Item 1662: Billing Process Simplification.  
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Most Time Consuming JPAs 
 
 Ms. Allen was asked to come up with two JPA examples where billing is based 
on “Date Received” by SCJPC.   Ms. Pranata brought up JPA example NG365242-02-
41.  Ms. Allen explained this was billed by “Date Received” using 2019 pole prices that 
was per the proposal from last month.  Currently, billing for section 4.0 is to bill by 
“Date Sent” which is 2016.  She continued to explain billing procedures would be the 
same but just using 2019 prices.  She showed with the new proposed way of billing 
purchasing interest per “Date Received” for account 615 E would lose $1040, for 
account 854 H would gain $163, and lastly for account 855 M would lose $379 for this 
one JPA. She added only six minutes, 11% of time was saved by billing the new 
proposed way. The money saved for that time was $5.08 from the new proposed way 
to the current way. Mr. Serrato thanked Ms. Allen for her time and analysis.   
 Ms. Pranata brought up JPA example E4405-408320252 and Ms. Allen 
explained this was for a new pole set.  Currently we bill by “Year Set” of new pole; 
however, the example is based on “Date Received” by using 2019 pole prices per the 
proposal.   She added all billing procedures are the same. The difference is using 2019 
pole prices. She showed with the new proposed way of billing purchasing interest into 
a new pole per “Date Received” for account 615 E would gain $3,765, for account 936 
E would gain $3,995, and lastly for account 940 TCA would lose $5 for this one JPA. 
She then showed that it took 4.17 minutes longer to bill by the new proposed way.  Mr. 
Serrato thanked Ms. Allen again for her time and analysis. 
   
 Current 2019 Average 
 
 Ms. Pranata opened and explained that she updated the table. The current Biller 
Level I, II, and III averages are listed on the agenda. The new totals include time off, 
retirement, workers’ comp, payroll taxes, benefits, and etc.  Mr. Serrato commented 
the new totals will help make a decision on things to see if it’s worth it.   

There were no further questions or comments.  
 

Questions for Accountant 
  
 Mr. Serrato inquired about the list of questions for the accountant. Ms. Pranata 
commented that no new questions have been added.  

There were no further questions or comments.  
 

List of Ideas for Billing Simplification 
 
Ms. Allen stated that in the packet the List of Ideas are included. Ms. Pranata 

brought up the file to show the ideas currently pending. Mr. Serrato commented that 
eventually these should end up on Admin. Board meeting to be voted in.  Mr. Williams 
stated that these would need to be voted in to change the billing process. He added it 
will be further discussed in Admin. Board once things are dialed in and see the 
consensus of the members.   Mr. Williams also stated that once ideas are presented to 
give members time to go back and discuss internally so no harsh decisions are made 
that go against the companies.  
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Mr. Williams inquired if the members knew why he proposed to bill by “Date 
Received”. He then read the first idea off the list.  Mr. Williams’s proposal:  Using DATE 
RECEIVED in SCJPC office opposed to Date Sent or Year Set of new pole for billing 
incoming JPAs.  (10/15/19) He explained that if just “Date Sent” was used that 
sometimes these jobs don’t get built for years. Even though the JPA is supposed to be 
redone it is not happening. Sometimes we are dealing with things five years old; 
however, the work was just recently done. He added he thinks this may get the billing 
done sooner and the billers will not have to reference so many books. Ms. Crawford 
inquired if there is a benefit of getting their billing sent in earlier if they use a date 10 
years out which is at a higher rate.  Mr. Williams stated that is something that would 
need to be worked on as well the billing portion of it.  He added there are things built 
out there for years and has never been billed. Moving forward by using “Date Received” 
we can work on routine revision and helping getting people to start billing their stuff 
as soon as possible.  Mr. Plaskey commented the main concern from Frontier is that 
one member is driving the vast majority of the work and if we switch from date sent, 
which can go back several years, and go to date receive that favors one member to 
receive more income for something that was agreed upon many years ago.  Ms. Black 
inquired if “Year Set” should be really included in idea number one.   Mr. Williams 
stated that he didn’t mean for it to be included. He explained that if someone set a pole 
in 1998, 1998 prices should be used. Ms. Allen explained when she prepared the 
examples for review she used 2019 pole prices per “DATE RECEIVED” then went down 
to 2018 prices for the year set. She explained currently for a new pole or replacement 
and the year set is 2018, 2018 pole prices would be used.  Mr. Williams clarified what 
he really meant was for purchase of interest into a pole to use “Date Received” date.   
Mr. Williams then inquired if anyone can think of any other ideas to simplify this 
portion of it. The staff is going back to books from 1998 and he would like to avoid 
multiple books being used.  Mr. Shehata commented that he feels this would be seen 
differently from a power company opposed to a communication company point of view.  
He added for example, power companies mainly set pole whereas communication 
companies attached to poles.  Ms. Pranata suggested that perhaps we should specify 
which sections or is it purchase of interest into a new pole or purchase of interest of 
an existing pole in field.  Ms. Black stated that would be great because this sentence 
is very confusing and as it is today AT&T California would not go with this.  Ms. Pranata 
commented it can be separated and Mr. Shehata agreed.  Mr. Plaskey stated that he 
and Mr. Brown were discussing the changes and how it would affect their companies. 
From an SCE perspective if it was $1.00 more to pay they would not agree to pay for 
it. From a Frontier stand point if they were to pay $1.00 more they would not be 
interested in changing as well. He added that it really is a DOA scenario for a lot of 
these suggestions going on out there.  Mr. Williams stated that he realizes it but that 
is why they were talking about what it was costing to go through this to kind of level it 
out.  There is no way the committee can move to a digitalize billing system if no one is 
willing to budge a little. It has to be looked at that the billing might change, but what 
it is costing monthly to run the SCJPC.  If they continuing running at full capacity 
more people will need to be hired and the office would need to move to a new building. 
Overhead keeps rising but nothing is being done to slow it down.  He then explained if 
we are going to move forward you may not collect more on the JPA side.  However, on 
the cost side we may be breaking even or even becoming more efficient.  Mr. Plaskey 
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agreed and stated what are the sections and the impacts and hit that against the cost 
of the SCJPC that is allocated amongst the members. Exercises still need to be 
completed to see what it looks like so it can be taken back to leadership for discussion. 
Mr. Plaskey stated further that if Edison is not willing to pay $1.00 more to gain some 
efficiency then we are dead in the water. We need to keep that in mind of how much 
effort needs to be put in as we are going through this.  Mr. Williams stated that is what 
this proposal is going to do. Show us what is needed. He added that after reading idea 
number one it wasn’t what he was envisioning. For new year sets if you wait three 
years to send the bill you are going to pay more.  Mr. Shehata suggest for new pole sets 
to bill by “Year Set” which makes more sense and for all other JPAs bill by event date, 
attachment date or “Date Received”.  Ms. Pranata clarified that he is suggesting to add 
a new field to the JPA for the attachment date. Ms. Prescott commented maybe bill by 
bill of sale date.  Mr. Serrato inquired is there a way not to add a new field to the Final 
but it is stamped when it is received by SCJPC. Ms. Pranata stated that we bill it on 
based on “Date Received”.  Mr. Serrato stated on the List of Ideas number one should 
be stated:  Mr. Williams’s proposal:  Using DATE RECEIVED in SCJPC office opposed 
to Date Sent on JPAs for purchase of interest on existing poles. Ms. Pranata added 
there would be no change to new pole sets billing by “Year Set”.  Mr. Williams explained 
he wants to keep the billers in one book. Ms. Black inquired if this is being proposed 
for all section codes.  For example, 4.0 and 4.1A? She added those have traditionally 
been tied to “Year Set” and 4.1B to “Received Date”.  Ms. Allen clarified section 4.0 and 
4.1X are all billed by “Date Sent” of the JPA. She explained that 4.1A or B or both billed 
by “Date Sent” of the JPA. When there is a 7.7 and 4.1B the purchase of interest of the 
unauthorized is billed by “Year Set” of the new pole and the penalty is billed by “Date 
Sent” of the JPA.  Ms. Black inquired where 4.0 would fall in the new proposed billing.  
Ms. Allen commented it would be billed by “Date Received”.  Ms. Black commented for 
AT&T California to bill 4.0 on their own initiated JPAs by “Date Sent” would be a very 
difficult thing to swallow.  Ms. Pranata clarified the current process is to bill 4.0 by 
“Date Sent”.  Ms. Allen stated all existing sections including 4.0 is all billed by “Date 
Sent” and billing by “Date Received” is what is being proposed.  Ms. Pranata suggested 
an illustration to show sections and how they are billed.  Mr. Williams asked Ms. 
Pranata to bring up City of Los Angeles pole prices for 2019.  He explained the billing 
and what prices are used and the reasoning for the staff to stay in one book.  Ms. 
Pranata then explained on the current billing procedures and on billing new pole sets 
are when they have to change books.  Mr. Serrato suggested an Excel expert to create 
a program that will spit a price out per basic information input.  Ms. Black stated that 
if Ms. Allen gives them the hard copy books that can be added into the formula then 
we don’t have to change how anything has been priced then because it will all be easy. 
Mr. Serrato commented let’s see how much time it will save first.  Ms. Pranata 
commented that will be added to the list, but billing still needs to be simplified. Mr. 
Serrato and Mr. Williams both agree.  Ms. Pranata reiterated that illustrations with 
screen shots explaining sections and billing will help the members understand since 
they do not bill every day.  

Mr. Serrato moved on to idea number two.  Bill 7.7 with 4.1B YEAR SET of new 
pole.  Ms. Allen explained that at the first meeting examples were explained on this 
idea. She added that Edison was against the idea because they were losing too much 
money.  Ms. Pranata brought up the JPA and explained that for this example, section 
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7.7 & 4.1B, Edison lost $4. Mr. Brown inquired why they should give up money.  
Someone is unauthorized on one JPA or 1,000 JPAs we would continue to lose more 
money as the time goes on.  We don’t want to reward someone for being unauthorized. 
Mr. Williams stated might not be losing money in the long run and that what needs to 
be looked at.   

Mr. Williams stated that these ideas are a no go. He added that a $1 to him is 
not that big of a deal.  But when you are talking thousands of dollars it’s a lot.  $6 is 
not much.  But when you are talking of hundreds and thousands of dollars to only 
save a couple minutes it’s a no go.  

Mr. Serrato read idea number three and inquired if it should be addressed or are 
we going in a new direction.  4.1A or B to be billed by proposed side of JPA only for 
purchase of interest and penalty. Mr. Williams commented this will not be able to be 
done on an excel spreadsheet. The billers have to allocate grade/space and safety 
clearance zone on both proposed side and record side of JPA. Mr. Williams inquired 
why are we billing by proposed and penalty by record.  Ms. Allen explained from her 
understanding that companies did not want to pay any extra money because the 
footage can vary from proposed to record.  She explained there may be ½’ on record 
but on proposed a full foot is to be purchased. Therefore, companies only wanted to be 
penalized ½” of what is on record and not the full foot from proposed. Mr. Williams was 
under the impression we do not bill by ½ a foot and only full a full foot unless 
purchasing interest into the safety clearance zone.  Ms. Allen and Ms. Pranata both 
replied no and that partial foots are charged when sharing.  Ms. Allen explained the 
complexity of billing when one member is unauthorized and sharing a foot with two 
other members.  For the billing to be correct the unauthorized party would be charge 
1/6 of a foot by each of the other two members they are sharing the foot with.  She 
added that 1/6’ from one member and 1/6’ from the other member equals the 1/3’ 
they are unauthorized on. Ms. Allen stated that she originally presented an example 
on this idea at a previous meeting.  Mr. Williams asked Ms. Pranata to pull up the JPA.  
Ms. Pranata pulled up JPA example 1234 and Ms. Allen explained that the idea was to 
eliminate the allocation and billing on the Record side of the JPA and bill only by 
Proposed side of JPA. Mr. Williams inquired about the difference of price on this one 
and the time saved. Ms. Allen stated about 15-20 minutes.  Mr. Williams and Mr. 
Serrato both agreed this one is worth willing to change. Ms. Allen stated that this 
example was done prior to the cost comparison and time saved analysis was requested.  
She will do a cost comparison and time saved analysis using a Biller Level III average 
pay on the JPA and present next meeting. Mr. Williams inquired if there were any 
objections on this one. There were no objections.  Mr. Serrato inquired if we can use 
this example to show the larger group to show what is trying to be accomplished.  Mr. 
Plaskey inquired about the salaries and if they are proportionate.  Ms. Pranata replied 
proportionate. He then requested a cost comparison be put together and sent out on 
this JPA example would be great. He added any changes made he would have to take 
back to leadership to make sure they are good with. He would also have to figure out 
his own proportionate cost.  Mr. Plaskey then inquired about the volume of mutlis. Ms. 
Pranata replied three percent of the billing.  She added it takes a long time to do the 
three percent. Mr. Williams stated that this is just the cost of the person.  How about 
the facility and stuff like that.  Should we be thinking about that as far as what it is 
costing us?  Should it be added in? Mr. Plaskey replied power, internet, and phone are 



Billing Process Simplification Committee– November 19, 2019– Page 6 of 7 
 

fixed costs and not variable costs; not like labor is. He thinks that the only variable 
costs are the labor rate and should only be included. Mr. Williams explained that 
loaded labor rates would include a portion of the Office Manager’s job and 
Administrative Aide’s job as well.  Mr. Plaskey stated that the costs shown did not 
include fix costs and only variable costs. Mr. Serrato inquired when this can be ready 
and how soon is can be put on Discussion for Administrative Board. Ms. Allen stated 
she can have this example ready for by the next meeting in January 2020 and possibly 
for Discussion at Admin. Board pending conversation at this ad hoc in January 2020.  
Mr. Williams’s solicited any questions.  There were none.   

Mr. Serrato inquired when looking for pole prices to charge each party what 
factors are you looking for? Everything that is laid out on the pole pricing index?  If 
that can be put on one long sheet and add columns and some other factors a VLOOKUP 
search can capture that information Mr. Serrato added that he envision it or will sit 
down with Ms. Pranata and discuss further.  Ms. Crawford inquired if the staff is excel 
savvy and can use VLOOKUP and macros.  Mr. Pranata replied that none of the staff 
can do it. Mr. Serrato stated VLOOKUP and Pivot Table is simple and if they learned it, 
it can shave off a lot of time.                

Ms. Pranata inquired if she could add to the List of Ideas and the committee 
commented yes.  She explained going off of what Mr. Serrato stated earlier about the 
Excel expert and programing, the way it is now our desks are set up with two monitors, 
keyboard, and a mouse.  Perhaps each staff member can have a tablet so we don’t have 
to go back and forth to the computer and billing book and also print them. As of now 
we print the pole prices and put them into books. If we have a tablet we can put it next 
to our JPAs when we bill and not have to pull billing books.  Mr. Williams inquired 
about a third monitor and Ms. Pranata replied a tablet would be more beneficial. It 
would be used for billing only. Ms. Crawford was confused and commented that on one 
monitor would be excel and on the other monitor would be the JPAs she then inquired 
what would be the need of a tablet.  Ms. Pranata explained it is a piece of equipment 
where we can sit it next to our JPAs when billing. So they staff don’t have to move 
around the desk and have to look up to the monitor then down to the JPA and having 
to grab different printed billing books from our bookcase.   Mr. Williams stated the 
JPAs are not on the monitor they are on the desk. Ms. Crawford inquired in addition 
to two monitor what a tablet is going to do what?  Mr. Williams replied it will keep them 
from having to look up at the monitor and then down to the desk. She then inquired 
the two monitors don’t prevent that how? Ms. Pranata explained the way the desks are 
set up.  Where the monitors are at you can only fit a keyboard and a mouse.  It does 
not fit JPAs or billing books. We cannot bill in front of the monitors and have to bill at 
a 90 degree angle. Mr. Serrato inquired about showing an illustration of the desk set 
up.  Ms. Pranata commented she can take a picture. Mr. Serrato commented okay and 
put your idea together. Ms. Allen added the monitors are to the right.  We want to have 
more space and have it in front of us without going back and forth.  Our monitors are 
to the right and work to the left. Mr. Serrato inquired if the current computers are 
outdated. Ms. Pranata replied yes.  He then inquired what if a new tablet/laptop was 
your new computer.  You would have a doc and then a monitor. Ms. Pranata replied 
yes and that no new computers would be purchase but a device like Mr. Serrato has. 
Mr. Serrato stated it’s a Think Pad that bends backwards. He added we can replace 
the current computers with something like his and will take care of both issues.   
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Mr. Serrato then reviewed the two new ideas to add to the current List of Ideas. 
New idea one:  Contact an Excel Expert to devise a program to assist with billing.  New 
idea two:  Purchase new laptops/tablets for the billers to replace their aged hardware.               

 
 

Miscellaneous Items. 

 

Old Pole Prices not online 
 
Ms. Black stated she was talking with Ms. Allen via email regarding pole prices 

beyond what is online.  Ms. Allen informed Ms. Black that SCJPC has hard copies of 
pole prices back to 1906 in a container in the office.  Ms. Black requested that it should 
be put into a soft copy for efficiency and redundancy.  Ms. Pranata explained the plan 
is to have those scan in when moving forward with the scanning project next year. She 
added she is not sure if they will be on excel because of its age.     

There were no further questions or comments.  
 
 
 

Review of Action Items 

 
• Ms. Allen to do a cost comparison and time saved analysis on JPA 1234. 
• Ms. Pranata to research both lease and purchase costs on La Nova ThinkPad 

and or Tablet with Touchscreen.  
• Ms. Crawford to recommend an Excel Expert to devise program to assist in 

billing. 
• Ms. Pranata to send Ms. Crawford dates for a consultation with Excel Expert.  
• Ms. Pranata and Mr. Serrato to have an offline meeting in regards to the Excel 

Expert.  
 
 
 
The meeting adjourned at 11:32 a.m. until next month. 

 
Ms.  Kathleen Allen – Committee Transcriber 

 















J/P Form 2-1B PAGE
BILL NO. NO.

1. PLACED CURRENT YEAR

2. PLACED PRIOR YEAR J.P. AUTH. NO. 
3. UNAUTHORIZED ATTACHMENT

  4. SALVAGE VALUE   
5. AUTHORIZED COST

BILL NO. BILL NO. BILL NO. BILL NO. BILL NO.

UTILITY UTILITY UTILITY UTILITY UTILITY UTILITY UTILITY UTILITY UTILITY UTILITY

TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT TOTAL AMT

1. 1. 1. 1. 1.  1.

2. 2 2. 2 2. 2. 2. 2.

3. 3. 3. 3. 3. 3.

4. 4. 4. 4. 4. 4.

5. 5. 5. 5. 5. 5.

6. 2 6. 2 6. 6. 6. 6.

7. 7. 7. 7. 7. 7.

8. 8. 8. 8. 8. 8.

9. 2 9. 2 9. 9. 9. 9.

10. 10. 10. 10. 10. 10.

11. 11. 11. 11. 11. 11.

12. 2 12. 2 12. 12. 12. 12.

13. 13. 13. 13. 13. 13.
COL COL COL COL COL

TOL TOL TOL TOL TOL

JPC-6/27/2011TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
PAGE

PAGE NO. 1A
PAGE PAGE

BILL2-1B.XLS
PAGE PAGE

-41 -49

61 74

102 123

-29 -35

186 223

215 258

AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT      ACCOUNTING DIRECTIONS:AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

EM NG NG H

AMOUNT DUE AMOUNT DUE AMOUNT DUE AMOUNT DUE AMOUNT DUE

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

B
IL

L 
C

O
D

E

4567

855 854

COSTS and BILLING DATE
1A

FINAL BILLING CODES



























Questions for Accountant 
Billing Process Simplification Ad hoc 

 

1. For section 4.2 do we need to show the salvage value of $0 on the JPA? 
(9/17/2019) 



List of Ideas for Billing Simplification 
Billing Process Simplification Ad hoc 

 

1. Mr. Williams’s proposal:  Using DATE RECEIVED in SCJPC office opposed 
to Date Sent or Year Set of new pole for billing incoming JPAs.   
(10/15/19) 
 

2. Bill 7.7 with 4.1B by YEAR SET of new pole.  (10/15/19) 
 

3. 4.1A or B to be billed by proposed side of JPA only for purchase of 
interest and penalty. (10/15/19) 
 
 



Percentages of
‐ Most Time Consuming JPAs/Reasons

‐ JPAs billed by date (year): under 5 yrs, 5‐6 yrs, 7‐9 yrs, and 10+ yrs (using different year of pole prices)

JPA NUMBER
Billed 

by Date
FTR Date Recd

# OF POLES 
(Required)

OWNERS
Most Time 
Consume

No. 1
PolePrice
Pole Class

No. 2
4.1A or 

4.1B

No. 3
4.2

(Salvage)

No. 4
7.7 

w/4.1B

No. 5
Percentage

No. 6
Defaults

No. 7 SCZ 
Adequate

Under 5 
Years

5-6 Years 7-9 Years
10 Years 
and older

HLB8576295-04 2008 9/13/2019 27 3 1 1 1 24
A-09-13924 2009 9/10/2019 9 3 3 6
E6032-0454 2009 9/10/2019 4 3 4
E6044-0800 2011 9/26/2019 3 6 2 1
E8455-403123207 2011 FTR 9/26/2019 7 5 X 1 7
ATC12BAR3679-C7 2012 FTR 9/26/2019 7 3 X 6 7
ATC12BAR3679-D5 2012 FTR 9/26/2019 15 3 X 12 12
ATC12BAR3679-D6 2012 FTR 9/26/2019 13 3 X 11 2 1 10
ATC13BAR3679-F5 2012 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6029-403833074 2012 9/26/2019 16 3
E6034-403957225 2012 9/26/2019 31 3 31
E6026-405022686 2013 FTR 9/26/2019 12 4 X 1 12
E6031-405099350 2013 9/13/2019 12 3 12
E6034-404455842 2013 FTR 9/26/2019 33 3 X 2 27 6
E8455-404905536 2013 9/26/2019 10 3 8 2
E8455-404905539 2013 9/26/2019 12 3 2 10
E8458-405654603 2013 9/13/2019 24 3 X 5 1 1 22
NG1037-01-6154 2013 FTR 9/6/2019 15 5 X 14 2 1 2 10
E4405-406112948 2014 FTR 9/10/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6022-406219193 2014 9/10/2019 7 4 1 6
E6034-405876174 2014 FTR 9/13/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6035-406299993 2014 9/10/2019 20 3 20
E6035-406402413 2014 FTR 9/26/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6035-406485742 2014 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6036-405639995 2014 9/26/2019 6 3 6
E6039-406504707 2014 9/10/2019 2 3 2
E6044-405589528 2014 9/13/2019 14 3 14
E6044-406158225 2014 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6079-406145593 2014 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E8455-406632314 2014 FTR 9/13/2019 25 4 X 13 2 23
E4305-406011687 2015 9/26/2019 12 6 12
E4305-406169707 2015 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E4305-407039672 2015 9/26/2019 10 3 X 10
E4605-406802250 2015 9/26/2019 10 4 X 5 10
E4605-406821759 2015 9/26/2019 12 5 12
E4605-406984898 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 8 4 X 3 8
E4605-406997060 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 4 3 4
E4805-406761305 2015 9/13/2019 6 3 6
E4805-406854245 2015 9/13/2019 2 3 2
E4805-406937253 2015 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E4805-406973976 2015 9/26/2019 4 3 4
E6022-406391475 2015 9/13/2019 14 5 14
E6026-406602836 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 10 4 X 2 10
E6026-407202697 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 10 3 8
E6026-407404887 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 2 3 X 2 2
E6027-406922864 2015 9/26/2019 8 3 8
E6029-406548354 2015 9/26/2019 20 3 20
E6029-406548403 2015 9/10/2019 10 3 10
E6029-406683949 2015 9/26/2019 8 5 6
E6029-406775845 2015 9/18/2019 1 3 1
E6031-406614930 2015 9/13/2019 9 3 8 1
E6031-407430756 2015 9/13/2019 4 3 4
E6032-407119960 2015 9/26/2019 6 3 6

Most Time Consuming Reasons (# of Poles) # of Poles ‐ bill by date:
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‐ JPAs billed by date (year): under 5 yrs, 5‐6 yrs, 7‐9 yrs, and 10+ yrs (using different year of pole prices)

JPA NUMBER
Billed 

by Date
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Percentage
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Under 5 
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10 Years 
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Most Time Consuming Reasons (# of Poles) # of Poles ‐ bill by date:

E6033-406669700 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 34 3 34
E6033-407663252 2015 9/13/2019 4 3 4
E6033-407722484 COR 2015 9/26/2019 4 3 4
E6034-406585356 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 19 3 X 5 16
E6035-406436556 2015 9/10/2019 8 3 8
E6035-406625533 2015 FTR 9/10/2019 14 4 X 5 14
E6035-406753120 2015 9/13/2019 4 3 4
E6035-406797540 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 10 3 X 2 10
E6035-406974651 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 6 4 X 1 6
E6035-406976688 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 4 4 X 2 4
E6035-407001596 2015 9/10/2019 8 5 8
E6035-407003380 2015 9/10/2019 8 5 6
E6036-406461997 2015 9/10/2019 16 3 X 4 16
E6036-406544144 2015 9/10/2019 6 3 6
E6039-406490415 2015 9/10/2019 2 3 2
E6042-407253270 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 23 4 X 2 23
E6042-407253303 2015 FTR 9/13/2019 16 3 X 4 16
E6042-407404507 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 6 3 X 1 1 6
E6043-406465526 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6043-407013642 2015 9/26/2019 2 5 2
E6044-406064893 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 35 3 X 1 35
E6044-407119099 2015 9/26/2019 2 4 2
E6044-407120918 2015 9/26/2019 16 3 16
E6047-406838704 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 8 3 X 2 8
E6047-407035528 2015 9/26/2019 6 3 6
E6047-407123961 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6048-407040579 2015 9/26/2019 4 3 2
E6048-407115317 2015 FTR 9/26/2019 14 3 X 1 14
E6051-406569435 2015 9/10/2019 6 3 6
E6059-406728757 2015 9/26/2019 8 3 8
E6059-406747278 2015 9/26/2019 16 4 16
E6059-407199672 2015 9/13/2019 1 3 1
E6059-407257879 2015 9/10/2019 2 4 4
E4403-406203251 2016 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4405-406397457 2016 9/10/2019 2 5 X 1 2
E4405-406913473 2016 9/26/2019 6 4 X 3 6
E4405-407025543 2016 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4605-406011980 2016 9/10/2019 6 3 X 3 4
E4805-406086351 2016 9/13/2019 8 3 X 4 8
E4805-406086353 2016 9/26/2019 10 4 X 5 10
E4805-406949502 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E4805-407107243 2016 9/26/2019 6 3 X 3 6
E4805-407343350 2016 9/26/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E4805-408081584 2016 9/18/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6022-406735171 2016 9/26/2019 1 3 X 1 1
E6026-407012835 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 8 3 X 6 3 8
E6026-407256149 2016 9/13/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6026-407428664 2016 9/13/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6027-406611829 2016 9/26/2019 4 4 X 2 4
E6027-407151753 2016 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6029-405124491 2016 9/26/2019 6 4 X 3 6
E6029-406917290 2016 9/13/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6029-408234284 2016 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
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E6030-407970580 2016 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6031-406540241 2016 9/13/2019 12 3 X 6
E6031-407038946 2016 9/26/2019 4 3 X 2 4
E6032-406679258 2016 9/13/2019 26 3 X 13 22 4
E6033-407094853 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 6 3 X 3 1 6
E6033-407192141 2016 9/26/2019 8 3 X 4 8
E6034-406275171 2016 FTR 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E6034-406919409 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 7 4 X 3 3 7
E6035-406806054 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 8 4 X 1 4 8
E6035-406814067 2016 9/26/2019 10 5 X 1 4 10
E6043-407762640 2016 9/26/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6044-407097252 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E6048-406786608 2016 9/13/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6059-407015290 2016 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E6077-407767789 2016 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
LAC-00015-10 2016 9/19/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-22 2016 9/19/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-26 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-27 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-30 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 1
LAC-00015-34 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 X 1 1
LAC-00015-39-02 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 1
LAC-RLOS-00015-42 2016 9/12/2019 1 3 X 1 1
M227949 2016 9/9/2019 3 4 3
M231452 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 4 3 X 2 1 4
M233859 2016 9/9/2019 8 3 X 4 8
M234006 SUP1 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 10 3 X 5 3 6
NG0750-04-03 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 6 3 X 6 1 6
NG0775-04-01 SUP 1 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 6 3 X 6 6
NG0775-04-14 SUP 1 2016 FTR 9/9/2019 8 3 X 6 1 7
NG0797-04-14 2016 9/9/2019 11 4 X 4 1 2 2 7
NG0823-04-01 2016 9/9/2019 19 7 X 13 19
NG0823-04-11 2016 FTR 9/13/2019 4 3 X 1 4
NG0826-04-08 2016 FTR 9/13/2019 2 3 2
NG0834-04-06 2016 FTR 9/13/2019 2 3 X 2 1 1
NG0834-04-147 2016 9/16/2019 5 3 X 1 5
NG0834-04-173 2016 9/16/2019 7 3 1 1 5
NG0834-04-182 2016 9/16/2019 1 3 1
NG0834-04-53 2016 9/16/2019 6 3 1 5
NG0834-04-57 2016 FTR 9/24/2019 2 3 X 2 2
NG0834-04-61 2016 FTR 9/24/2019 11 3 X 11 2 3 8
NG0851-04-07 2016 FTR 9/24/2019 2 3 X 2 2
NG0852-04-07 2016 FTR 9/23/2019 2 3 X 2 2
NG313209-02-08 2016 9/12/2019 27 3 27
NG313212-04-17 2016 9/6/2019 4 3 1 3
NG339012-03-07 2016 9/11/2019 7 3 1 6
NG348329-02-04 2016 FTR 9/12/2019 29 3 X 14 29
NG365241-02-09 2016 9/12/2019 15 3 2 13
NG365241-02-97 2016 9/12/2019 23 5 23
NG365242-02-103 2016 9/12/2019 15 4 X 1 1 14
NG365242-02-150 2016 9/12/2019 5 3 X 1 1 4
NG365242-02-192 2016 9/12/2019 8 3 X 4 4 4
NG365242-02-30 2016 9/12/2019 10 3 X 5 10
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‐ JPAs billed by date (year): under 5 yrs, 5‐6 yrs, 7‐9 yrs, and 10+ yrs (using different year of pole prices)

JPA NUMBER
Billed 

by Date
FTR Date Recd

# OF POLES 
(Required)

OWNERS
Most Time 
Consume

No. 1
PolePrice
Pole Class

No. 2
4.1A or 

4.1B

No. 3
4.2

(Salvage)

No. 4
7.7 

w/4.1B

No. 5
Percentage

No. 6
Defaults

No. 7 SCZ 
Adequate

Under 5 
Years

5-6 Years 7-9 Years
10 Years 
and older

Most Time Consuming Reasons (# of Poles) # of Poles ‐ bill by date:

NG365242-02-41 2016 9/6/2019 18 4 X 9 5 13
NG365242-04-08 2016 9/16/2019 34 3 X 17 2 32
NG365242-13-02 2016 9/17/2019 6 3 X 3 8
E4305-406815886 2017 9/18/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4605-407186445 2017 9/19/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4800-405320231 2017 9/19/2019 5 3 X 2 4 1
E4800-408755213 2017 9/26/2019 2 5 X 1 2
E4805-405328632 2017 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E4805-407314747 2017 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6026-408251874 2017 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6026-408297116 2017 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E6027-408048184 2017 9/10/2019 6 3 X 3 6
E6027-408291702 2017 9/10/2019 4 3 X 2 4
E6039-408995984 2017 9/18/2019 38 3 X 19 36 2
E6039-409019459 2017 9/19/2019 38 3 X 19 38
E6042-408400225 2017 9/10/2019 16 3 X 8 8 8
E6049-408415043 2017 FTR 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
LAC-DNE06-06 2017 9/12/2019 1 3 1
M234883 2017 9/9/2019 34 3 X 17 34
M235241 2017 FTR 9/9/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
M235312 2017 9/9/2019 2 3 2
MOB1703MOB 2017 9/23/2019 1 4 1
MOB1753MOB 2017 FTR 9/23/2019 1 4 X 1 1
NG0834-04-41 2017 9/16/2019 7 3 7
NG286956-06 COR 2017 9/9/2019 2 3 2
NG325104-008 COR 2017 9/9/2019 2 3 1 1
NG365242-02-109 2017 9/12/2019 13 3 X 13 13
NG365242-02-161 2017 9/12/2019 8 3 X 4 8
NG451476-03-03 2017 9/11/2019 20 5 X 10 6 14
NG451476-03-03 SUP2 2017 9/11/2019 10 5 X 10 10
NG451476-03-08 2017 9/11/2019 5 3 X 5 5
NG451476-03-09 2017 9/11/2019 22 3 X 22 22
NG451481-04-62 2017 9/16/2019 6 3 X 6 1 5
E4405-408320252 2018 9/18/2019 2 3 X 1 1 2
E4405-408668041 2018 9/10/2019 4 4 4
E6022-407982281 2018 FTR 9/10/2019 2 3 2
E6026-406091433 2018 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6027-408421365 2018 9/10/2019 4 3 X 1 3 1
E6029-409274369 2018 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6029-409275256 2018 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6031-409467712 2018 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6032-409383539 2018 9/26/2019 2 3 X 2
E6034-408721602 2018 FTR 9/13/2019 4 3 X 2 6
E6035-409141555 2018 9/10/2019 2 4 2
E6035-409335114 2018 FTR 9/26/2019 2 4 X 1 2
E6046-409068288 2018 FTR 9/18/2019 12 3 X 1 12
E6046-409167254 2018 FTR 9/18/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6047-408981569 2018 9/18/2019 2 3 2
E6048-409024480 2018 9/18/2019 2 4 2
E6049-408279237 2018 FTR 9/10/2019 8 3 X 1 8
E6049-408396088 2018 FTR 9/26/2019 4 3 X 1 4
E6049-408398347 2018 FTR 9/10/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6049-408624706 2018 FTR 9/18/2019 4 3 X 1 4
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Percentages of
‐ Most Time Consuming JPAs/Reasons

‐ JPAs billed by date (year): under 5 yrs, 5‐6 yrs, 7‐9 yrs, and 10+ yrs (using different year of pole prices)

JPA NUMBER
Billed 

by Date
FTR Date Recd

# OF POLES 
(Required)

OWNERS
Most Time 
Consume

No. 1
PolePrice
Pole Class

No. 2
4.1A or 

4.1B

No. 3
4.2

(Salvage)

No. 4
7.7 

w/4.1B

No. 5
Percentage

No. 6
Defaults

No. 7 SCZ 
Adequate

Under 5 
Years

5-6 Years 7-9 Years
10 Years 
and older

Most Time Consuming Reasons (# of Poles) # of Poles ‐ bill by date:

E6059-409014407 2018 9/18/2019 8 3 8
E6059-409345080 2018 9/18/2019 4 3 X 1 4
LAC-00015-24 2018 9/19/2019 2 3 1
LAC-00015-31 2018 9/12/2019 1 3 X 1 1 1 1 1
LAC-00015-43 2018 9/12/2019 1 3 X 1 1
LAC-DNE02D-02 2018 9/12/2019 2 3 2
LAC-DSW16-016 2018 9/19/2019 2 4 2
M223068 2018 FTR 9/9/2019 4 3 X 2 4
M236002 2018 9/9/2019 4 3 4
M236276 2018 9/9/2019 10 4 5
M236861 2018 9/9/2019 3 3 3
NG0834-04-47 2018 9/16/2019 9 3 X 9 6 3
NG455327-13-03 2018 9/17/2019 6 4 X 5 1 5
NG455327-13-04 SUP1 2018 9/17/2019 2 4 X 2 1 1
NG455327-13-08 2018 9/17/2019 8 3 X 1 1 7
NG455327-13-10 2018 9/13/2019 10 4 X 9 1 2 7
NG455327-13-11 2018 9/17/2019 11 3 X 1 3 8
E6026-409572017 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 3 3 X 1 3
E6026-409604337 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6027-410177308 2019 9/18/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6029-410153989 2019 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6034-410169097 2019 9/26/2019 2 5 2
E6035-410081013 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6042-409344531 2019 9/18/2019 4 5 X 1 4
E6044-409285480 2019 9/26/2019 2 3 2
E6044-410209562 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 2 3 X 1 2
E6059-409788848 COR 2019 FTR 9/26/2019 28 3 X 12 28
HLB8911841 2019 9/9/2019 33 3 X 33 1 4 28
NG295647-01-01 2019 9/9/2019 1 4 1
NG311694-006 COR 2019 9/9/2019 2 5 1
NG311694-043 COR 2019 9/9/2019 6 5 6
NG315288-09-19 2019 9/6/2019 29 3 X 29 1 1 27
VZ1RPR-0560-14023 Varies 9/19/2019 22 4 X 18 1 1 1 20

1882 150 375 23 18 11 211 0 8 1143 34 23 634
Percentages 61.22% 19.93% 1.22% 0.96% 0.58% 11.21% 0.00% 0.43% 60.73% 1.81% 1.22% 33.69%

Sample data: 245 JPAs, 1882 poles
Out of 245 

JPAs
Out of 1882 

Poles

Out of 
1882 
Poles

Out of 
1882 
Poles

Out of 
1882 
Poles

Out of 1882 
Poles

Out of 
1882 
Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Out of 
1882 Poles

Sample JPAs included in packet:  ATC12BAR3679-D6, HLB8911841
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CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

NEW

PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

NEW

PROPOSED

WAY

Enter into Friend 0.25 0.25 0.25
Verify records
against JPA 4 2 2

Pull cards 2 2 2 Grade and space 5 5 8

Verify records
against JPA 5 4 5 Who's billing 3 2 4

Grade and space 7 7 5 Percent 3 2 2

Who's billing 6 6 4 Verify Billing 11 7.33 9

Percent 6 6 6 Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33 0.33

Second pages 2 2 2

Billing 24 15 22

Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33 0.33

TOTAL TIME 52.58 42.58 46.58 TOTAL TIME 26.33 18.66 25.33

10 min = 21% 6 min = 11% 8 min = 29% 1 min = 4%

Time is in minutes

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

 NEW 

PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

 NEW PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

 NEW 

PROPOSED

WAY

615 615 615 854 854 854 855 855 855

E BILL NG E BILL NG E BILL NG H BILL NG H BILL NG H BILL NG M BILL NG M BILL NG M BILL NG

$8,019 $5,370 $6,976 $345 $345 $508 $2,421 $2,522 $2,042

E LOSES $2649 E LOSES $1040 SAME H GAINS $163 M GAINS $101 M LOSES $$379

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

 NEW 

PROPOSED

WAY

Billing 52.58 42.58 46.58

Checking 26.33 18.66 25.33

TOTAL 78.91 61.24 71.91

NG365242-02-41

CHECKINGBILLING

B
ill
er

 

Le
ve

l I
II

.7
25

CURRENT

WAY

COST

PROPOSED

WAY

COST

 NEW 

PROPOSED

WAY TIME

Billing 38.12$      30.87$       33.77$      

Checking 19.09$      13.53$       18.36$      

TOTAL 57.21$     44.40$      52.13$    



CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

NEW

PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

NEW

PROPOSED

WAY

Enter into Friend 0.25 0.25 0.25
Verify records
against JPA 0.25 0.25 0.25

Pull cards 0.33 0.33 0.33 Grade and space 0.17 0.17 1

Verify records
against JPA 0.17 0.17 0.17 Who's billing 0.17 0.17 1

Grade and space 0.5 0.5 0.5 Percent 0.17 0.17 0.17

Who's billing 0.33 0.33 2 Verify Billing 5 3 8

Percent 1 1 1 Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33 0.33

Second pages 0.5 0.5 1

Billing 8 5 10

Log out of Excel 0.33 0.33 0.33

TOTAL TIME 11.41 8.41 15.58 TOTAL TIME 6.09 4.09 10.75

3 min = 26% 2 min = 33%

Time is in minutes

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

 NEW 

PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

 NEW PROPOSED

WAY

CURRENT

WAY

PROPOSED

WAY

 NEW 

PROPOSED

WAY

615 615 615 936 936 936 940 940 940

E BILL NG E BILL NG E BILL NG E BILL TCA E BILL TCA E BILL TCA TCA BILL NG TCA BILL NG TCA BILL NG

$5,674 $9,180 $9,439 $1,367 $1,367 $5,362 $386 $402 $381
E GAINS $3506E GAINS $3765 SAME E GAINS $3995 TCA GAINS $16 TCA LOSES $5

CURRENT

WAY

TIME

PROPOSED

WAY

TIME

 NEW 

PROPOSED

WAY TIME

Billing 11.41 8.41 15.58

Checking 6.09 4.09 10.75
TOTAL 17.5 12.5 26.33

E4405-408320252

CHECKINGBILLING

B
ill
er

 

Le
ve

l I
II

.7
25

CURRENT

WAY

COST

PROPOSED

WAY

COST

 NEW 

PROPOSED

WAY TIME

Billing 8.27$       6.10$       21.49$        

Checking 4.42$       2.97$       7.79$          

TOTAL 12.69$    9.06$      29.28$       
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, p9435296a";_ """'!50 99
FT/

CL4

39  - 9

22-4

43  - 4

24  -  2
[

3!'-  t
22  -  2

43j4
28  -  4

20  - i
93RD  ST  S/S  294'  W/O  A/W/O  VERMONT 15 I

/
TN  22

C 24
]

19-1

C 26
16

] C 25

C 24
17

TN  23 18

19

i' i Gil t' t
COL
TOT :2-'!5 ._D____

r=suzlnembii)  (:[XX)=FOmAi;tl;lJi

oPB=PULLBUTT  SCZ=SAFaYCLEAJ'lANCEZONE

T =TRANSPORT  (Item 5B)

S=SALVAGE  ffiCHORtARMLEGEND:

D=DISPOSElnmsii)  AR=ANCHOR/ARMREMOVEII)

TN =TENANT  AT=ANCHOR/ARM  TRANSFERRED

GEOGRAPHICAL  LOCATION

WESTMONT

COMMUNITY

sihi:AoG.ENO. {(53 7/7F -fi/b6 '

rPo"rGS l  h



J/P  Form  2-2B

BILL  N0.  855 BILLN0,  854 BILL  NO.

AMOUNT  DUE

:
8

UTILITY UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

40

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

AMOUNT  DUE

UTILITY UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

40

Il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

AMOUNT  DUE

g UTILITY

M
:,:
0

UTILITY

NG

I

2 ! , &4
3

l'

4

5

6

7

8

9 1, &'i r

10

-I

Il

12

13

14

151 -,[/(o
16

T r "T-

17

18

19

COL

TOT l'/-'!- o

AMOUNT  DUE

:,:
0

UTILITY

NG

UTILITY

H

'1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT o 4

AMOUNT  [UE

UTILITY
:!,O

UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

"70

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

PAGE W
TOTAL  AQj[L

PAGE
TOTAL

O<) PAGE

TOTAL

BILL  NO.

PAGE
TOTAL

BILL  NO.

BILL  NO. 10-19-855,  854

PAGE N0.  3A

J P. AUTH.  NO.  NG365242-02-41

ACCOUNTING  DIRECTIONS

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

"10

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

"18

19

PAGE
TOTAL PAGE  NO  3A

BILL2-1  B XLS

JPC-6/27/11



J.P.  FOFM  2-1 ReV 07/13 FINAL

I

POLE  NO.

I Pola

Length

Anthor

!iize

I
Year

Set

I I%eTa Record 1,:j ,,, Proposed

Item
No.

LOCATION AND NATURE OF WORK
If nolin accordance vrilh Joint Pole ag+eemsnl anti mulina-s(ate raasong. _l. '

"F
AMOUNT

- _l_
.7]TGCmsg

llnchor

II)mcL

E M HLA
q;,=l"

M HL_A NG
19  (

AMOUNT

,'0
L L .W

6 .&l
NG TO PU RCH SEC  4_4; NG TO PL CA SEC 14_'l:  NG

TO REARRANGE  SEC  1 0_9
I

,7-_
'146020M ."] '90 72

G/

CLI

33 - 4

22 - 'I

43-10

21 - 3

/i

A

3r- '1
22  - i

j7
43-10

2Ei -  4

-N

22-1 93RD  ST S/S  150'  W/O  jVW/O  VERMONT  AV 21 ,(:>'),_-
TN 22 23-1

C 23 !
//"

I TN 22 21 - 3

C 24
3

 ' - r

ARM X' .50

FREE !l
.50

164a 4 / pf;Eg
Thill",'7

5

. o7
L L .X€ ;W .b

NG TO  PURCH  SEC  4_4: NG TO  PL CA SEC  14.1 6

/ -"

'issosou k 7 50 72
G/

CL4

33 - 4

22-1

43-10

21 - 2
133 f'2

-f-l

43 _ It)
27 - 9

2 €i -  'l
93RD  ST S/S  150'  W/O  VERMONT  AV 7 1 - 67,,}

i/" TN 22 24 - 2

C 24 -"ti
C 27

C 26
8

/r

)  -  (.  )l

TN 25 9

ARM
.5[)

FREE
_50

'I 64a 1 €

ffi 11

,41
L L 'I 14., .ks

NG TO  PtJRCH  SEC  4.0 '12

i38D59M  7 /! 50 72
FT  / .

CL3

33-1 43-10
23 - 5

,1

35-1
sJT

43 - 8

29 - 4

25-1 93RD  ST  S/S 10'  W/O  VERMONT  AV 13 a2, 55-
26 - 3

C 26 /X.
24  - 6

C 29
14

1,1

/' C 28

C 27
15

lEi

I 17

18

19

k J

ij '1 ; 1
k".

I
COL

TOT T.,-7=D 0
t  = suip  (uem 5A) C(XX) i  FOOTAGI Ulll-

PB = PULL BUTT SCZ .  SAFETY CLEARANCE ZONE

T = TRANSPORT [llem 5B)

S=SALVAGE  ANCHORjARMLEGEND:
D =  [)ISPOSE (lleii5[))  AR=ANCHOR/ARM REMOVEO

Show Qu EOGRAPHICAL  LOC.ATION

Items lo be bled  I l WEST

in the Column of l

J.P.  AUTH.  NO.  NG365242-02-41 Bll'JpN,rs%!,!" !  Gr? 6

TPOATGAEL /7Q
TN =  TENANT AT =AN(.HOR/ARM TRANSFERRED



J/P  Form  2-2B

BILL  N0.  855 BILL  N0.  854 BILL  NO.

AMOUNT  DUE

:
8

UTILITY :
0

UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

40

Il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

AMOUNT  DUE

: UTILITY UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

AMOUNT  DUE

: UTILITY

M

UTILITY

NG

I

2 01! Sr
3

4

5

6

7 !v =F6

8

'-/

9

"10 ( f[lGE:=
Il

12

13

14

4 _ , l,{,,

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT 76-2, Jl

AMOUNT  DUE

: UTILITY

NG

UTILITY

H

'1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

II

12

13

"14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT 0 0

AMOUNT  DUE

:,,
o

UTILITY g
0

UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

"10

Il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

o PAGE
TOTAL

gC) PAGE
TOTAL

BILL  NO.

PAGE
TOTAL

BILL  NO.

BILL NO. 10-19-855,  854

PAGE  N0.  4A

J.P.  AUTH.  NO.  NG365242-02-41

ACCOUNTING  DIRECTIONS

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

")O

Il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

PAGE
TOTAL PAGE  N0.  4A

BILL2-1  B XLS

JPC-6/27/11



.i.p  FORM  2-1 Rev 07/13 FiNAL
J.P AUTH.  NO.  NG365242-02-41

I

POLE NO.

%la

Leiigih

Anihot

Size

Year

Set

' Pola TTIIRec=ord ' Proposed
I

Item
No_

I

LOCATION AND NATURE OF WORK

If nolin accotdanca with Joint Pola agreement and routine-stata rpasons. ,l

kJTl

AMOUNT

_l _ R7i _
AMOUNT

Class

Anchnt

Direct.

E M Ht_A NG E M HL_A NG

{/ l  ';.

L 16KV c NG TO PURCH  SEC  4.0:  NG TO PL  ANC  SEC  12.C) 1

47D14B1E I
}

4D FB :
l FT /
II
[  CL4

100 34 - 4
23 - 5

24-1
VERMONT  AV  W/S  90' N/0  93rd ST 2 12) S'l5

I 1"

". ..7

16 N 7/,1
ALL

111b 3

fa

A

tt' L 16KV c NGTO  PURCH  SEC  4.0 5

42201  [)M
I

50 ((""
FT'/

}'iCL3

'l DO 43 - 3

34-11

23-1
VERMONT  AV  & 93RD  ST 8

&
%,'7

/:'

22-4

C34
7

] C 33

C 32
El

c

nl
L IBKV c NG  TO PURCH  SEC  4.0;  NG TO PL  ANC  SEC  12.0 1 €

9348M ! 60 79
FT/

CL2

100
/-

/
/

sz-9,
38-15

x_<  if

23-1 VERMONT  & 93RD  N/E/COR 11

( ,=="
f,r_  -  '{

C 38

C37
12

! C 36

C 35
i3

C 24 Ijl

1" 1B N ALL
Illb 15

16

'17

18

19

ra r' ti 71 r"
COL
TOT -5',45 u

r  = PULL lllem DAI UIXX) == I-uL) lALiE Uu

T"'TRANSPORT  [llem 5B)

S = SALVAGE mchom  LEGEND:

D =DISPOSEln.nso)  AR=ANCHOR/ARMREMOVED

GEOGRAPHICAL  LOCATTON

WESTMONT

COMMUNITY

P,"IGEN0.  5 0F  6

TPOATGAEL  5 aLl5  O
TN =TENAhff  AT= ANCHOR/ARM TRANSFERRED



J/P  Form  2-2B

BILL N0,  855 BILL  N0.  854 BILL NO.

AMOUNT  DUE

: UTILITY

M
g UTILITY

NG  .

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

! -M(=

8

9

10

Il !/ 3%'
12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

Cal

TOT {2.3L o

AMOUNT  DUE

:
0

UTILITY

NG

UTILITY

H

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

Cal

TOT b o

AMOUNT  DUE

:
8

UTILITY :
0

UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

AMOUNT  DUE

UTILITY :
E,

UTILITY

'1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

AMOUNT  DUE

g UTILITY UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

40

Il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

Cal

TOI

'7a?';L 1'2'  (  ':O?AL !  4  '70?AL

BILL  NO.

PAGE
TOTAL

BILL NO. 10-19-855,  854

PAGE N0.  5A

BILL  NO. ll.F).  AUTH.  NO.  NG365242-02-41.  -

ACCOUNTING  DIRECTIONS

PAGE
TOTAL PAGE  N0.  5A

BILL2-1  B.XLS
JPC-6/27/11



..i.p. FORM  2-'1 ReV 07713 F[NAL
J.P.  AUTH.  NO.  NG365242-02-41

POLE NO.

I
Pole

Length

Anchor

Size

Yaar

Sei

Fola  Ta ' Record proposcid

Item
No.

LOCATION AND NATURE OFWORK
IT nolin accordance wilh Joint Pole agreement and routine-slele reasons. ,l

a-'E
AMOUNT

,,j _lA*MOuT
[:lass

Am:ho+

Dkacl.

E M HLA NG E M HL_A NG

! L 18KV c NG TO  PURCH  SEC  4.0;  NG TO PL ANC  SEC  12.0 I

265336M 45 58
FT/
CL3

100 A
/

/

39 - 4

29 - 5

24  - 'I
93rd ST N/S 75'  E/O VERMONT  AV 2

ij

!'

23 - 5

C 29
3

7' C 27

C 25
4

TN 23 5

T" 18 E ALI:
'lllb 6

7

ti L i6KV c NG TO PLIRCH  SEC  4.0: NG TO PL F-ARM  SEC  12.0 8

9349M l 55 35
Fl"/

CL3

100 48 - 15

27  - 4

23 - 'I
VERMONT  AV  E/S 'l 'i €' S/O  93rd  ST 9

1%,
/l

22  - 4

C 27
aHJ

.,/X
C 26

C 25
11

ARM ! ALL
'I 64c 12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

k .i

i-
kl
II

Iij t
Cat
TOT o

+o=HLlLL(llem5A)  C(XX)+-FOOTAGECtJT

PB =PULLBLITT  SCZ=SAFETYCUAJUlNCEZONE
T=TRANSPORT  (Item 5B)

8 = SALVAGE ANCHORIARM LEGEND:

D=DISPOSE(llmi5D) AR=ANCHOR/ARMREMDVED

Tiil=TENANT  AT=ANCHORtARMTRANSFERRED

GEOGRAPHICAL  LOCATION

WESTMONT

COMMUNITY

BILL  NO.

PAGE  NO. 6 0F  6

PAGE

TOTAL 0  0



J/P  Form  2-2B

BILL  N0.  855 BILL  N0.  854 BILL  NO.

AMOUNT  DUE

: UTILITY g
0

UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

"10

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COI

TOT

AMOUNT  DUE

: UTILITt' UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

"10

II

12

13

14

15

'16

17

18

19

COL

TOT

AMOUNT  DUE

g
0

UTILITY UTILITY

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

'10

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

Cat

TOT

AMOUNT  [IUE

:,,
8

UTILITY

M

UTILITY

NG

I

2 l /S
3

i  r  -'-

4

5

6

7

8

9 1 K3';>
10

I

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

"19

COL

TOT 7a' b

AMOUNT  DUE

UTILITY

NG

UTILITY

H

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

IO

II

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

COL

TOT U _fl__-
PAGE
TOTAL () ,j2  '70?AL

BILL  NO.

PAGE

TOTAL

BILL  NO.

BILL NO. 10-19-855,  854

PAGE N0.  6A

J.P.  AUTH.  NO.  NG365242-02-41

ACCOUNTING  DIRECTIONS

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

Il

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

PAGE

TOTAL PAGE  N0.  6A
BILL2-1  B XLS

JPC-8/27/11



IITII  ITY  PRIR'F!:FNTATII/F nl!STFil('.TnM!Sl(')NFXnH  AN(":F

FINAL  AUTHORIZATION  FOR  JOINT  POLE  TRANSACTION

This authorization  is in accordance  with Joint Pole  Agreement  and Routine.  The  undersigned  have  agreed  on joint  work  as specified  heron

Telephone

a
Date

Completed

AP'PFI(')VFn

No. ot J.P.
Pages 1 0F  1 Auth.  No.

TAXIN(';  INSTRII(':Tl0NS

E4405-408320252

ACCOUNTING  DATA

COSTS  and  BILLING  DATA

BILLING  CODES

J.P. FORM  2-1  Rev  01/12

E APPROVED

TCA APPROVED

NG APPROVED

AMOUNT  DUE

o

__J ,

UTILITY

o

,;

uTIL

TOTAL  AMT

o
AMOUNT

POLE  NO.

%la
Length

Size

Year

Set

%le Treat Record Proposed
llem

No

LOCATION  AND  NATURE  OF  WORK
If no)  in accordance  wllh  Joini  Pole  agreement  and rouhne-state  reasons

TOT/l

5,362Clais

M
Direct

1 6K

(iE . TCA NG I
16K

E TCA NG AMOUNT

NEW  PROPOSED i! t, i I E TO REPL_ACE SECTION  7.7, 7.11 , 13.3, 1o.s, 1 .2 1
W_AY /{)l

165%33E f/
l'-"

75 65
FT
2

66-36

26-2
24-1 (19-i  ) 4. I PTD HAWTHORNE  BL W/S l1 95' S/O NEWTON  ST 2 s -O %,O

,Th

i, i  /'
' C26

23-5 '/"' 3

h If
4

'l 659633E "%JI( 85 18
FT
H4

5

}

I 75-43
26-4

22-1

il

21-1 HAWTHORNE  BL W/S 571 ' N/O ROLLING  HILLS RD 6 I //59
I C26

TN24
7

I /

20-2 8

I v2(1) 13D TRAFFIC  CONTROLL  $2500  (E&NG) 9

I 1 83B E TO TRANSFER  TCA 10 J -/F,")
I 1/2(1) 1 3C CITY OF TORAANCE  PERMIT  $1000  (E&NG) 11

I 1/2(1) 1 3C FAA PERMIT  $1000  (E&NG) 12

13

1 i l  i

r'
il

I '1 t' '1
k COL

TOT /i-=7

u = UIWOSE ihm so) Aft = AN('l-lOHlAhlM hlEMUVk:Ll PaTl9 tO 5e Plld.
TN - TENANT AT - ANCHOR/ARM TRANSFERRED



J/P  Form  2-1  B

BILL N0.  615

COSTS  and  BILLING  DATE

FINAL BILLING CODES

1. PLACED CURRENT  YEAR

2. PLACED PRIOR YEAR

3. UNAUTHORIZED  ATTACHMENT
4. SALV AGE VALUE

5. AUTHORIZED  COST

BILL N0.  940 BILL NO.

AMOUNT  DUE

W
0
o
o
J
J

m

UTILITY
uJ
o
o
0
J
J

a:i

UTILITY

TOT  AL AMT TOT AL  AMT

AMOUNT AMOUNT

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

g.

40.

11.

12.

13.
COL

TOL

AMOUNT  DUE

ui
Cl
o
0

J
J

a)

UTILITY

NG
TOT AL AMT

ff

W
Q
o
0
J
J

m

UTILITY

TCA
TO l  .uT

AMOUNT AMOUNT

1.

2.
Z

A
/Z/
L(p0

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

g.

10.

11.

12.

13.
Cal

TOL D l-

AMOUNT  DUE

LLI
0
o
0
+J
J
a:i

UTILITY

TOT  AL AMT

LLI
Cl
o
0
J
J

m

UTILITY

TOT  AL AMT

AMOUNT AMOUNT

t

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

i"l.

12.

13.
co

TOL

AMOUNT  DUE

ua
0
o
0
J
J

a:i

UTILITY
LLJ
Cl
o
0
J
J

a:i

UTILITY

TOT AL AMT TOT  AL AMT

AMOUNT AMOUNT

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

g.

10.

11.

12.

13.
Cal

TOI

AMOUNT  DUE

ut
0
o
0

J
J

CO

UTILITY

E

q,

Lu
Cl
o
0

J
J

a:i

UTILITY

NG
TOT  AL  AMT

4
f AMOUNT

1. 4 h

2.

&

3
r At- 4 D

3.

4.

5.

6. ( 11S'7
7.

I

8.

9. S - /.'5
40.

il. s 500

12. 6 s-00

"13.
COL

rob 51 J o

TOTAL i
PAGE

TOTAL

PAGE

TOTAL

BILL NO.

PAGE

TOTAL

BILL  NO.

J.P.  AUTH.  NO.  E4405-408320252

PAGE

,,o.lA

BILL NO.

ACCOUNTING  DIRECTIONS:

12.

PAGE

B1LL2-1 B.XLS

TOTAL PAGE NO. IA JPC-6/27/2011



J P. FORM 2-'I Rev 01/12

POLE  NO.

%le

Length

Anchor

Size

Year

Set

%le  Td Record Proposed

Item

No

LOCATION  AND  NATURE  OF  WORK

It not in accordance  wilh  Joint  Pole agreement  and rouline-slate  reasons
j_

UTILITY

;

UTIL

Clais

Anchiir
Direct

L

E TCA NG

L

E TCA NG AMOUNT AMOUNT

NEW  PROPOSED
E TO REPLACE  SECTION  7.7, 19.4,  10.8 1

/ yD  2  -W_AY  ,,

860844E  %'j 40 50
FT

5 100 (23-1  ) (22-1  ) PTD
KNIGHT  WAY  PL/S  320'  E/O GOULD  AV 2

(

%_ '5'g-'2'
lr)/2 # o

V

1/3(1) 13B
TREE  TRIMMING  REQ 3 (S

' - /V

- //,5r
I 83A TELCO 3-BOLT CLAMP t3;Hf5 VCA 4 15 -203

1 78A TELCO J-HOCK  T(,A 5 b - 8/
1 78B qooireicoctapil 6 5 - 7'7-

I 86
reicowiperesxixoi(  '7e-4 7 J -,,5@-7-

N
8

860844E (IX:
i
i 45 18

FT

Hl 39-10 23-1

'- /

22-4
KNIGHT  WAY  PL/S  320'  E/O GOULD  AV 9 / //9  )

Ily

10

/l

11

12

13

1<

i5

1 €

1'i

IE

IE

k, i  i

I

ij kl

r'
kj

I

kj

I 1
k

Cal

TOT _'[-O/O:- o

13 = UlSlaOSl  111rm 50)

FINAL

Parl  to be Paid. COMMUNITY

J.P.  AUTH.  NO.  E4405-408320252 PAGE  NO.  2  0F

TN.TENANT AT =  ANCHORIARM  TRANSFERRED



J/P  Form  2-2B

BILL  N0.  615 BILL  N0.  940 BILL  NO.

AMOUNT  DUE

UTILITY
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