~ OAND FOR TELEVISION
DEBATED A5 POLICY

Decision to Permit Broadcast- :
ing Rests With Radio |
Commission. l

USE SO FAR IS LIMITED

By LYNNE M. LAMM,

ii.r: 1S a serlous question as to|
aaes tevision should be pemulted:
i, the broadoest band, even though it]
be utcomplishied within the present 10-
u.docycle separation between channels,
T8 Is 2 question worce of policy than
of law, however, and Its decision wlll
resy with the Federal Radlo Commis- |
ston, In fact, the matter has already
came before the commilssion !n an in-
dividual case. |

The international radlotelegraph,
convention of 1927 devotes a band lo‘l
rosdcasting and defnes broadcasting,
as “radlotelephone communications In. '
tended to be received by the public.”
“Radiotelephone™ does not include tele-
vislon, in the opinion of legal experts!
of the commission. '

It !s true that any nation, even,
though a party to the treaty, may use
the broadcast band for other purposes
If Interference #s not caused ncross in-
ternational boundary lines. but this
means a very serlous limltation on
power used for any other such pur-
poses. Furthermore. it 1s not clear v.hn.t'
the use of the broadcast channel for
television would meet the test of pub-
lle !nterest, convenience or necessity,
slitice very few people have recelving
seis equipped o recelve television, and |
for them such™ & us¢ would mean 2
wauste of a valuable channel, ln the
opinion of experis of the commission.

vevelopment Not Tmpeded,

The law does nol siund iu the way!
o/ the development of television, for it
may he assigned to olher frequencles
cuiside the broadcast band. presuma-
biy in the short waves below 200 me-
ters |

The gquestion has been put up to
the commisston: "Does (transmission
0! welevision on a channel i the broad-
custing bunnd meet the test of public
interest, conveniense or necessity?"

In an Indlvidual case, It has beén
suggestod by the legal experts of the
vommission thai after January 1, 1928,
fiw  statlon should be permitted to
t:.namit televislion im the broadcast-
tng band unless it Is certaln that no
interfersnce with any service of aa-
otiter counry will result,

I thls particular case on wllich the
cu.nmirsion was asked for an opinton,
she brousdcasting station had a llcense
tc operate on u freguency on the broad-
castlug band, wnd L proposed o usa’
a pertjon of Ils time to the transmils-
sion of television, According to the
s presented, the transmisslon will
alfect only the normal 10 kilocycle
band of frequencles and wlll take place

(!urlbg\-!-g--ry Iimited portlons of each
cay. =

s

Not for Ocdinary Sets,

The ordinsry receiving set will Ve
unable to recelve this television and
w111 give forth ounly various kinds of
squcaks snd nolses when tuned to the
frequency, unless equlpped with & spe-
cial appsaratus, !

Iy 15 polnted out that herctofore the
band of frequeucles from 550 to 1,500
kilocycles has been assigned to broad-
castitg, and this was also the actlon
of the International Conventlon, Be-
cause of this convention, it §s the cou-
tention tha', tiberefore, thie commis-
slon should not permit any form of
radlo communication In what s popu-
wrly knowin as the bLroadcasting band,

One of the guestions Involved in the
~aszr before the commission was wheth-
¢z the radlo transmission of televis-
o is “broadeasting,” This question is
'nked up with the International Con-
venton, becuuse 1t 1S pointed out that
\n tie general regulations of the con-
vention, television was not included n
the definftion of "broadcasting" It
‘s contended that the commission has
‘ull power to adopt a definition of a
“uroadcasting station' whiech elther
would, or would noi inciude tele-
viston,

The query was also ralsed in the casc
in question, as to whether a commu-
nication which, In the present state of
affalrs can be received LY only a few
persons, {6 'Intended to be received
by the public.” within the meaning of
the regulations of thke International
convention.

Fasor Trying It Eaperimentally,

The consensus at Lhe commission
secms to be that it should allow, tem-
porarily, television transmission on the
broadcast bancd. The only question
whichh seemed necessary to determine
was whether, under this heading, this
permission would meet the standard
of “publiic Interes., convenlence or ie-
-’-aga.;ty" imposed Dby the radio act of

Tho constderations i{nvolved are the
fact that only a comparatively few per-
sons will gel the benefit of such trans-
misslon, whille an infinitely large num-
ber of others, equipped to recelve audi-
ble programs only, will be deprived of
the use of the channel temporarliy and
will recelve only unpleasant and disa- |
greeable noises,

No decision has yet been reached by
the commission in this particular cese,
but information s reaching the com- |
mission Indicating that a8 number of
broadcasting stutlons are uslng the|
broadcast band for brief experimental
operatlon of picture transmission and
television broadcasting. Tt wiil there-
fore, In the very near future, be up to,
the commission to adopt a policy in|
connection with the broadcasting of
television.

The commission recognizes the great |
potentlalities of visual broadcasiing
and the probabllity of a large develop-
ment in these flelds n the near fu-
ture. The commission {s desirous, 100,
to determine the status of public opin- |
fon with respect (o visual broadeasting; '
that Is, whether the public desires to
ree the applications of teievision and
picture transmission developed.
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