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Jack Gartland, news editor for Radio
Station WTTM. Trenton, N. J.. edits 1ap=
for a regular broadecast of “The Delaware
Valley Review.” Johnuy Schneider, an
account executive, discusses his spol in the
upcoming broadcast. Both men are mem-
bers of IBEW Local 1343, a veleran organ-
zalion among |BEW hroadcasting unions,

WTTM advertises the fact that it is “the
only union-staffed radio station in Trenton
and the Delaware Vallev.” Begun 15 vears
ago, it is owned and operated by Peoples
Broadcasting  Corporation. It  devotes
much of its broadcast time to public serv-
ice programms. For more on this enterpris-
ing station operation. see the leature story
beginning on Page 3 of this issue.

Labor will have its work cul out for it next year
when the majority ol state legislatures hold their
sessions.

In the Noveinber 0 elections, labor-endorsed can-
didates scored notable, and in some cases decisive,
gains in the battle for control of the state law-making
bodies. These were offsel, however, by losses in
other areas.

The results of the elections of slate legislators, just
becoming known. indicate that, for the nation as a
whole, there has leen relatively litile change in the
halance of power.

Two referendums were held on the “right-lo-
work” issue. The aitempt to extend the union-shop
ban to Washington weut down to defeat by an over-
whelming margin, but the effort 1o repeal it in
Nevada lost by 6,000 votes.

The vole {or members of siate legislatures fol-
lowed no clear-cut pattern and produced many up-
sets. llach ol the major parties scored gains in
some states and suflered setbacks in others.
Strangely, Democrals sometimes made gains even
in states where they ran weakest in the presidential
iln(] C()Ilgressional colitests.

the index . . .

For the beneflit ol local unions needing such in-
formation in negolialtions and planning here are
the latest figures for the cost-of-living index. com-

pared with the 1955 figures:
Seplember, 1956—117.1  September. 1955--114.9

www.americanradiohistorv.com.




TOM DURAN, left, moderates "Schol Soops" as high schoal students interview aongr-essional candidate.

Radio Station WTTM

.. A union=staffed operation

devoted (o0 community service

FR()M the palatial estates of Bucks County to

the 60 x 120-fool plots of Levittown and Mer-
cerville, Radio Station WTTM runs the gamut in
its listening audience. There are an eslimated
64,000 trade unionists within its signal pattern,
serving approximately 340 industries. Likewise,
there are some of the most prosperous stockhold-
ers and coupon clippers south of Manhattan.

To bring a full daily schedule of public service
and entertainment o all of its listeners, WTTM,
an NBC alhliate, has come up with some enter-
prising programs.

Bat what makes its activities somewhat anique
among broadcasling stations is its sincere desire
to let its listeners know that it is the only radio
station in Trenton and the Delaware Valley with
a union staff.

In recent advertisements in three local news-
papers and in handbills, WTTM has let the public
know that its employes are ably represented by
IBEW Local 1343. Twenty-one out of a total of
26 WTTM employes are IBEW members. This
includes Station Manager Fred Walker, who be-
gan as a card-carrying announcer and has re-
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TOWER SITE—High on an open ard wind-swept hill in
Bucks County, Pennsylvania, stand the three towers which
make up the WTTM antenna array. The staticn trans-
mitter is housed in the builcing at the left of the picture.

i

e

ALONZO FITE, Local
1343 president, on duty
at the WTTM transmitter
during an afternoon shift.



THE RECORD LIBRARY of the
station is well stocked. Here, Bern
Penrose, announcer, picks a disc.

mained active because of his own convictions and
those of his parent company.

The history of Local 1343 goes back 18 years
to the establishment of the station. Just about
every member of the stafl has served at some time
in a local union oflice. Ernie Kovacs, the NBC
personality, was a Local 1343 president, when he
was a station announcer. Jack Barry of network
fame is a former member of the local.

Current ofiicers include: Alonzo Fite, president;
William Betz, vice president; Tom Hutchinson,
secretary, and Richard Burns, treasurer.

The station is owned and operated by Peoples
Broadcasling Corporation, a subsidiary of Farm
Bureau Insurance Companies. The philosophy of
mulual cooperation which permeates all Farm Bu-
reau enterprises stimulates the good labor-man-
agement relationship at WITM. The IBEW won
an election for the entire bargaining unil 18 years
ago and has served the employes well since that
time. Eight staffers are members of the station’s
ten-year club.

Last May the station moved into new and mod-
ern studios on Brunswick Avenue at l.ake Drive.
In real buslin’-out ceremonies, the ribbon was cut
by a stream of molten iron from a “thermic bomb
reaction,” designed by a Princeton nuclear scien-
tist, while eight jet planes from a nearby air bhase
flew overhead and the national guard fired a salute.

But all is not pomp and circumstance at WTTM.

“We're not in husiness just to make money,”
Station Manager Walker is quoted. “We're here
to serve the public. Give the public whal they
want and need and they’ll listen.”

These are some of the ways in which WTTM
achieves this objective:

® When heavy snows and storms shut down
local schools, WTTM begins broadcasting an-
nouncements of all public and private school clos-

% |

IN THE CONTROL ROOM, Chief
Engineer Chet Sunderland and record library by Sunderland and
Tom Hutchinson watch the board.

A

TURNTABLE is installed in the

Don Dewsnap, a fellow engineer.

ings at 6:30 a. m. and continues past the regular
school opening time. A special code sysiem has
been worked out by the radio station with the
schools involved, so that no prankslers may inter-
[ere with the efficient operation of this special serv-
ice program.,

® The station’s public service slant on things
goes inlo ils news programming, which is exten-
sive and polished. There are 16 newscasts a day.
One of the most popular is “The Delaware Valley
Review”’—perhaps the only daily 25-minule pro-
gram of local news in the country. Using tape
recordings and telephone “beepers,” the news
staff offers a varied but exciting coverage of locul
events.

WTTM scored an important “first” shortly after
Governor Robert Meyner took office in 1953.
While he was campaigning, the station broadcast
his news conferences, and after his inauguration,
Meyner agreed to tape-record all his news confer-
ence, using state-owned recording equipment in-
stalled by his predecessor but never used.

The governor agreed to leave the recorder run-

YEQY HESE
LN W JIRAY MAD BRRIE

Zaterr For o4 v
@ ECTIoN priviews T T R ‘

THE WTTM MOBILE UNIT is a valuable addition to

the station programming, covering special events.

Technician-Engineer
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ning, even when the questions got tough, excepl
for the rare occasions when he wanted to go off
the record. WTTM gets the original recordings
the minute the news conference ends. Highlights
of these off-the-cull sessions between the chief ex-
eculive and the state’s top newsmen are broadcast
on subsequent station newscasts and on “The Dela-
ware Valley Review.”

® News coverage became disaster service in
August, 1955, when a hurricane tore through the
area and devastating floods swept down the Dela-
ware Valley. WTTM went on 24 hours a day
until the emergency was over.

During those nights and early morning hours
which spelled terror and uncertainty to many,
WTTM suspended all regular programming. The
news staff worked around the clock, keeping in - s .
telephone or ham radio contact with danger points. GOVERNOR RO3ERT M EYNER of New et
For many persons marooned by high waters radio interviewed by Fred Walker at the recent state fair.
was their only link with the outside.

® This year, WTTM won an award lor public
service in another category. It was one of two
conmmercial radio stations in the nation to receive
an Alfred P. Sloan Award for public service in
promoting tralfic safety. WTTM was cited “for
the impressive volume of trallic safety coverage”
embraced in its 36-hour weekend program, “High-
way Cavalcade—1955,”" broadcast from May 23
to September 11. In a format resembling NBC’s
“Monitor,” the station used a large number of
safety spots throughout the summer.

o Twenty-six area high schools cooperate in
the production of Nationwide Insurance’s “School
Scoops.” Now beginning its sixth year at the
station, the program has won many national
awards, including special recognition from the

Ohio State University’s Institute for Education by B, = o -
Radio and Television. Tom Durand, program di- IBEW REPRESENTATIVE Russell Lighty is greeted
Continued on page 13 at the entrance by Station Manager Fred Walker.

LABOR TALKS IT OVER—WWM'S Direcfor of News and Secia| Events, Joe Ayeres, Ie', moderates the station's
award-winning panel discussion of labor problems. This show is now in its fifth year of service to listeners.

NOVEMBER, 1955 3
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ATOMIC
Dilemma

Our nation is being left behind in the
race for atomic-generated eleciric power,
as the public versus private power hattle
bogs down on Capitol Hill in Washington

REPRINTED FROM THE QUALIFIED CONTRACTOR, SEPTEMBER, 1956

N the closing days of the 84th Congress The

House killed the Gore bill to authorize the
building of several large-scale nuclear reaclors
for generation ol electric power. This action
and the issues involved are of very great impor-
tance to the electrical industry and to electrical
contractors. The future development of the in-
dustry is vitally affected.

Britain is moving ahead rapidly with the de-
velopment and building of nuclear power reactors.
The British Central Electricity Authority is al
the point of ordering several full-scale nuclear
power plants on the Calder Hall model. British
experts say that they will be competitive with coal.
Note that this statement refers to heing compeli-
tive with coal in Great Britain where eleclric
power costs about six mills per kwh to produce.
Coal reserves there are approaching exhaustion.

A very different situation prevails in the United
States where coal is plentiful and the most modern
plants produce electricity at three mills per kwh.

Advocales of the defeated Gore bill declared
that government musl step in to assist and sub-
sidize atomic power development so thal we can

6

maintain the pace being set by Britain and partic-
ularly Russia. The suggestion is made that we
are “fulling behind in atomic power develop-
ment.” This is a situation that lends itself well
to exploitation by the public power advocates.

On the other hand, there is the position that
the United States is not lagging because tech-
nology in this field is moving ahead so rapidly that
any considerable construction of full-scale plants
would result in freezing development at present
levels. Huge invesiments would be made in plants
absolete Lelore thev were started. Might it not
e better 10 keep abreast of lechnology in the lab-
oralory or in pilot models so that when the eco-
nomics of the situation indicated full-scale plant
construction we would have access 1o the very
latest experience and plans?

Plain economics would seem to indicate that if
one could ignore the danger of being outdeveloped
in other areas of the world, the hest policy for the
United States would be to drift along, experiment-
ing to get the very latest lype reactors and not
doing actual building until design would result in
cutting costs below three mills per kwh.

Technician-Engineer



But pressure from outside the United States is
nol permitling such complacency. Spurring gov-
ernment 1o act are some important manufacturers
who need to sell these products so as to become
competilive with foreign manufacturers.

Chairman Strauss of the Atomic Energy Com-
mission and the Administration generally oppose
extention of public power. They threw their
weight along with privately-owned utilities to de-
leal the Gore hill.

[t is possible that electricity produced by pub-
licly-owned nuclear reactors might be sold very
low. The price could be set by polities as well
as econoinics under such conditions. Over the
long term it is believed that the cost of atomic-
generated electricity will be very low. This will
force all eleciric rates down, and could well plac

the high cost conventional plants now owned by
private interests in an embarrassing rate posilion.

This is the basis of the vigorous privale utility
opposition to public development of nuclear gen-
erating power. Such development could have
a mosl serious threat to private investment.

Utility interests have suggested a compromise
plan in which the Untled States government would
finance atomic power plants in foreign countries
where fossil fuel is expensive, thus making atomic
plants economically sound. This would give the
L. S. manulacturers a chance to develop and sell
their veactors. thus constantly improving their
produel.

What is said and done on this subject in the
months ahead should be weighed in light of these
basie facts.

Employer's Letter Shows Union-Busting Tactics
Workers Told IBEW Organizers Only "“After Money—Your Money'

EVERAL months ago the IBEW, at the re-

quest of the employes, launched an aerganiz-
ing drive at the Cornell-Dubilier Electric Corpo-
ration plant in Sanford, N\. C.

Ultimately, the National Labor Relations Board
ordered an election, and the Brotherhood, on the
basis of cards signed by the workers, had high
hopes of winning.

Then on the eve of the voling, the corporation’s
president, Oclave Blake, sent a nine-page letler to
all employes, calling upon them to reject the
union.

As the Railway Brotherhoods’ newspaper
Labor, comments, the letter was jampacked with
misstatements, distortions, anti-union propaganda
—and even with a vicious resorl lo race bias, as a
means of inflaming emotions against the Brother-
hood.

Employees were told that the IBEW organizers
are only “after money—your money” in union
dues and that their take-home pay would he re-
duced by the amount of the dues.

The letter also raised the scare that the union
would be “pulling you out on strike” and that the
union would bring “nothing excepl trouble and
misery, debt and regret.”

Another scare was that the Brotherhood would
seek to “tear down” the state’s so-called “right to
work” law which prohibits union shop agreements
and then “force working people to join and pay
dues to unions.”

The worst feature of the letter was a naked ap-
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peal to race prejudice. Though the Brotherhood
had made it crystal clear it was taking no position
on the malter of segregation, the management
claimed that “unions are working day and night,
and pouring cut the money which they collect in
dues, in an effort to eliminale segregation and
bring about integration in the schools and else-
where hetween the white and coloved people as
rapidly as possible.”

The letter further charged that “the AFL-CIO
at its recenl convention look $75,000 of the dues
paid to it by its members and gave this money 10
the National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People.”

That was completely lalse. The AFL-CIO at
its merger convention last December did not vote
any contribution to the NAACP nor did it do so
at any other convention.

Nevertheless, this and other falsehoods had
their effect, and the IBEW lost the election by a
narrow margin. The Brotherhood has filed ol-
jections with the NLRB over the company’s tactics.

“All in all, what the Cornell-Dubilier Corpo-
ration did in this inslance is a warning of what to
expect [rom employers in the present atmosphere
under the Taft-Hartley Act,” International Secre-
tary Joseph D. Keenan of the Brotherhood has
declared.

“In the old days, under the Wagner Act, such
tactics would have been grounds for voiding the
election. Now, they’re sustained as merely ‘an ex-
ercise ol free speech.” ”



The Remote Control

Battie Continues

NARTB Files ‘Reply Comments’
Largely New Material

IBEW Prediction Confirmed by Voluminous Document Filed in Disre-

gard of Brotherhood Profest and Procedura! Rules of Commission

HE recent extension granted the National Asso-

ciation of Radio and Television Broadcasters
by the Federal Communications Commission for
filing its Reply Comments was culminated by a
118-page document which the Association deliv-
ered to the FCC on Octoker 22, 1956. The IBEW’s
prognostication that the NARTB would file new
malerial rather than confine itself to the issues in
a proper manner was [ully confirmed by the con-
tent of the document. (See the TrcuNICIAN-EN-
GINEER, pages 4, 5, and 6, September, 1956,
issue.)

The Reply Comments of the Association con-
stitute a desperate, last-minute hysterical attempt
to snow under the shoddy presentation to the Com-
mission of the Associalion’s original Petition.
The Reply Comments are also significantly apol-
ogetic in the sense that they admit that two of the
50 kw stations which were involved in the high-
power experiments completely failed as examples
of the feasibility of remote control. In the case
of WSB, the Association slates that “It now ap-
pears that the prezence of a first-class ticket holder
is an important factor in maintaining Station
WSB’s excellent operational record.”

Much the same paralogism is evident in the
new slalement of the case at KIRO:

“The same exhibit discloses that the experi-
mental operation of Station KIRO did not produce
suflicient evidence in order to justify remote con-
trol operation. It should be pointed out, however,
that the operation at Station KIRO was experi-
mental in nature and it is helieved that further
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experimentation would have correcled the re-
ported malfunctions.”

The stalements (above) regarding the new posi-
tion of the Petitioner as to WSB and KIRO are
prefaced by the flagrant inconsistency of the fol-
lowing:

“NABET in its comments mentioned two un-
identified examples of 50 kw stations whose opera-
tion required the attendance of a first-class licensed
operalor lo correct transmitter malfunctions and
thus to prevent excessive outages. IBEW listed
some 22 broadcast stations, including 19 50 kw
slalions, thal have had excellent outage records,
and alleges that this result was due to the presence
of the first-class operator. The Association does
not feel that this evidence, alone, is particularly
persuasive. However, the Association, as a result
of further experimental operations, has come to
two conclusions relative to high power stations:
First, these stations, because of the greater en-
gineering complexily of the transmitlers and their
wider coverage, should be treated differently than
low power stations. Second. it has been found that
a few high power transmitlers, in their present
condition, do not show sufficient reliability to
permil unattended operations. . . .”

An element of sarcasm may possibly be detected
in the inclusion of a reference to “‘the opponents”
(to the NARTB’s Petition); in any event, the
Comments of the Association also include the
following statement:

“The Commission, the Association, broadcasters
and, it is believed, the opponents have one princt-

Technician-Engineer
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pal objective in mind—that is, to furnish a better
service to the public. Apparently, the main argu-
ment of the opponents is that this objective will be
defeated hecause of the possibility that excessive
outage time will result from an unattended opera-
tion of high power stations. While the Association
believes that this fear is unjustified, it is willing
to agree to any reasonable regulatons that will
insure that such a condition will not result. Such
agreement is based on the premises that all reason-
able saleguards would voluntarily be taken by
the liecnsee whether or not they were made a
Commission requirement. For these reasons, the
Association and its members have no objection 1o
a modification of the proposed amendments of
the Commission’s Rules to formally achieve this
objective. 1t is suggested, therelore, that author-
izalions of remote control operation for stations,
operating with power in excess ol 10 kw, be
granted on a case-hy-case basis and only upon the
following conditions:

“(a) That the station be required to install an
auxiliary transmitter, with power of 5 kw or greal-
er, capable of being activated from the remote
point; and

“(b) That the station he required to make a
reasonable showing of the reliability of the prin-
cipal transmitter.”

A further amendment 1o its original Petition
is evident in the further “Reply Comment™:

“In order to determine what stations are accept-
able for remote control authorization, a ‘yard-
stick” should be adopted by the Commission by
which an individual station application may be
evaluated. These evaluation rules must he rigid
enough to exclude those stations whose equipment
would ke considered unreliable but flexible enough
to include those stalions whose equipment. by
virtue of pasl maintenance practices, has shown
a satisfactory performance record. To achieve this
purpose, the Commission should require that the
following information be submitted with the re-
mote control application:

“(a) An analysis of the transmitter logs for
the 12-month period immediately prior to the ap-
plication. This analysis should include such items
as: (1) Number of outages, cause and duralion;
(2) Consistency of specific outages and whether
corrective measures can he or were laken to rem-
edy further difheculties; and (3) Effect of outages
on program service.

“(b) An analysis of the maintenance logs and
records for the 12-month period immediately prior
to the application. This analysis should include
such items as: (1) Type and consistency of main-
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tenance performed; and (2) Maintenance prac-
tices and policies adopted.”

These amendments can be taken to be quite sig-
nificant—they at least indicale that some prog-
ress has been made by “the opponents” of the
Petition. The contradictions evident hetween the
original Petition and the present “Reply Com-
ments” are further indications of progress toward
accuracy, lo say the leasl. The original petition
said, “It is considered that this information is
representative of the possibilities of remote control
for all classes of broadecast transmitters and that,
in relation to higher power transmillers, the auto-
matic sequencing and protective devices which
are already incorporated in this equipment would
make such operation of high power lransmitters
just as feasible, if not more so, than low power
transmitters.”

The Petitioner now says that as the result of
further experimental operations it has come lo
two (new) conclusions: “First, these slations, be-
cause of the greater engineering complexity of the
transmitters and their wider coverage should be
treated differently than low power stations. Sec-
ond, it has been found that a few high power (rans-
mitters, in their present condition, do not show
sufficient refiability to permit unattended opera-
tion.”

Only one further observation will be made here
as to the latest case presented by the Association.
It will probably come as quite a surprise to labor
negotiators in the broadcasting field 1o know that
the NARTB has now stated that *“. the facts
show that it is the larger stations that are now feel-
ing he economic pinch . . .” and that, in conlrast
to the 1953 Petition of the Association, “these sta-
tions are subject to the samne economic difficulties
as are the non-directional stations now authorized
to operate with remote control. The same conclu-
sion is applicable to both. Fairness requires that
they lLe treated equally once all engineering ob-
jections have heen removed.”

Bearing most directly upon arguments in nego-
tiations is the further statement which is now made
that ““The major portion of the competition to the
small radio station does not come from the large
radio station—rather, it comes {rom other com-
peting media. Probably the most direct competi-
tor is the small-town newspaper. . . . The large
and small stations generally appeal to a different
audience and, thus, attract a different type of ad-
vertisers. In any event, large stations are only
one of many competitors faced by the low power
stations. Therefore, authorization of remote con-
trol operations for high power stations will mate-
rially affect the economie status of the low power
stations.”



BEFORE THE
FeperaL ComMuNnicaTioNs COMMISSION
WasHineToN 25, D. C.

DOCKET NO. 11677

In the Matter of Amendment of Sections 3.66, 3.274 and
3,572 of Commission’s Rules and Regulations Re-
lating to Remote Control Operation of Certain Stand-
ard FM and Non-Commercial Educational FM Broad-

cas! stalions.

Application for Leave to File Pleading

The International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers
(IBEW) hLereby respectfully applies for leave to file the
within and annexed Molion to Strike Reply Comments
ol NARTB and Renewal of Motion to Dismiss.

Good and sufhicient cause for consideration of the
within Motion appears from the character of the “Reply
Comments” filed herein by NARTB. An inspection of
the “Reply Comments” shows that they have been filed
in complete disregard of the orderly procedure contem-
plated by the Commission’s Notice of Proposed Rule
Making and its orders granting extensions of time. The
NARTB Reply Comments.” as is more fully explained
in the annexed Motion, attempt to make hasic changes
in the issues presented by the Commission’s Notice.
They purport to amend the Petition in subslantial re-
spects at the reply stage of the proceeding. Further-
more, they do not constitute a Reply but rather amount
to new malerial not cognizable at this stage of the pro-
ceeding.

All persons affected by the proposed Rule Making are
entitied, as a matler of constitutional and statutory
right, to the procedural safeguards of due process. The
“Reply Comments” of the Associalion are not consistent
cither with such procedural requirements or the pro-
cedural requiremenits established by the Commission.

Respectfully submitted,
Louls SHERMAN,
1200 I'ifteenth Street, N. W., Wash-
ington 5, D. C., Attorney for
International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers.

BLEFORE THE
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Wasnineton 25, D. C.

DOCKET NO. 11677

In the Matter of Amendments of Sections 3.66, 3.271
and 3.572 of the Commission’s Rules and Regulations
Relating to Remote Control Operation of Certain
Standard FM and Non-Commercial Educational FM

Broadcasting Stations.
Motion 1o Strike Reply Comments of NARTB
and Renewal of Motion to Dismiss

The International Brotherhood of Electrical Work-
ers (1BEW) hereby files its Motion to Strike Reply
Comments of the National Association of Radio and
Television Brouadcasters (NARTB) and renews the mo-
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tion to dismiss incorporaled in the IBEW Comments
herein fled July 27, 19506.

1. History of the [nstant Proceedings

The original petilion for the inslitution of rule making
proceedings herein was filed by NARTB on February
15, 1956. The petition proposed amendments to exist-
ing rules to authorize remote control operation of hroad-
cast stations with directional antennae and/or with
power in excess of 10 KW. On April 12, 1956, the
Commission released its Notice of Proposed Rule Mak-
ing and specifically invited commenls on the question,
among others, as to whether in the event the proposed
amendments were adopled, each proposal for remote
operation with a directional array should be accom-
panied by a sworn statement of a competent engineer
describing the operational stability of the array and
including weekly monitoring point readings for one
year prior to the submission of the data together with
cerlain other data calculated to inform the Commission
as lo the stability of the array.

Thereafter, on July 27, 1956, IBEW filed its Com-
ments on the Petition. No comments were directed to
the specific questions set forth in the Commission Notice
in view of the IBEW position that the petition did not
make oul a prima facie case to warrant further rule
making proceedings and should be dismissed forthwith.
Essentially, the IBEW Comments pointed out that the
material submitted by the NARTB was either irrele-
vant (Ex. 2, Ex. 4, Ex. 6, Ex. 8, Ex. 9). unconvincing
(Ex. 1, Ex. 3, Ex. 7), or hearsay (Ex. 5), and, in any
event, utterly lacking in proofl to support the petition.

On August 20, 1956, NARTB filed a Request for Ex-
tension ol Time Within Which to File Reply Comments
in the course of which request it stated:

“Obviously, the proposal would not have been ad-
vanced had not the Association been completely sure of
its feasibilitv and desirability.”

On Augusi 21, 1956, the IBEW sent a telegram to the
Commission (with copies thereof to NARTB) opposing
the NARTB Request for Extension of Time and request-
ing the Commission to make it a condition of any exten-
sion that NARTB be limited 1o the filing of a replv as
distinguished from the filing of new material. This
lelegram was followed up by formal Opposition filed
with the Commission August 22, 1956. On August 21,
1956, the Conmmission granted the Request of NARTB
for Extension of Time to October 21, 1956. The ex-
tension granted by the Commission was related 1o the
filing of “reply comments” and the Commission thus
recognized that only a “reply” could be filed.

On October 22, 1956, NARTRB filed its Reply Com-
ments. They consist of 118 pages and include 7 supple-
mentary exhibits incorporating 10 affidavits.

[n its opposition to the NARTB request for extension
the IBEW stated that “The failure [of the NARTR]
to stale logical reasons for the extension and the exces-
sive lime requested gives rise to the question of whether
the NARTB needs such time if it proposes to conform
to the rules specified by the Commission which provide
for a ‘replv.’” This question has now been answered.

The document filed by the NARTB under the guise

Technician-Engineer



of “Reply Comments” is not a reply. It conslilutes an
amendmeni to the Petition and the submission of new
evidence.

The NARTB has thus flagrantly disorganized the pro-
cedure established hy the Commission for the handling
of this proceeding. i is respectfully submitted that the
acceptance of the NARTR’s change in the procedure
established by the Commission would deprive the parties
to this proceeding of the due process guaranteed by the
Constitution and the law of the land.

2. The Character and E[Ject of the Reply Cominents

The bulk of the malerial conlained in NARTB’s Replv
Comments consists of new material which attempts to
meet the fundamental deficiencies of the original pres-
enlation.

In addition to such new material there is a substantial
amendiment to the Petition in that the NARTB changes
its original proposal with respect to high power stations
by now proposing thal remole conirol operation for
slations with power in excess of 10 KW he granted onl
on a case-hv-case hasis and onlv on condition that an
auxiliary transmitter of 5 KW or greater power be in-
stalled capable of being activated from the remole point
and that a showing be made of the reliabilitv of the
principal transmitter. The NARTB concedes that of
the four high power slations submilted as proof of re-
liability of remote operation, the available data on two
such stalions notl only failed to make out a case for
remote operations hut aflirmatively proved quite the
reverse, namely, the necessity for attended operations.
The NARTB is to he commended for its candor in con-
ceding remote control failure of KIRO and WSB. But,
it is submitted, candor., however, commendable, cannot
serve as a substitute for proof. And the NARTD pres-
enlation reveals, insofar as high power operations are
concerned, that in at least 50 per cent of the cases sub-
mitted by the Association there is an admitted failure
of remole control reliability. [ven if we were lo accepl
the NARTB stalement of the issue, this is surely
“degradation” in any sense of the term.

Included among the additional material designed to
cure deficiencies of the original petition are figures on
outage lime of Canadian stations. (Ex. 7.) Iere
again NARTB follows its 50 per cent rule and presents
half a case. For il appears that as to 4 out of the 8
Canadian stations studied oulage figures are not avail-
able. Furthermore, the engineer who vouches for the
Canadian evidence submitted by the Association is the
same engineer whose seal appears on the diagram sel
forth at page 75 of the Association’s Petition which the
Association now concedes to be in error in five respects.
(“Reply Comments,” page 61.) It would thus appear
that there is some question as to the credibility of the
evidence submitted under the heading of Canadian
experience.

The “Reply Comments.” in an attempt to cure the
defect in LExhibit 3 stemming f{rom its anonvmous
authorship, explain in Sup. Ex. 3 that according to Mr.
A. Prose Walker, a Mr. . C, McLean told him (Walker)
in Warsaw that the report contained in Exhibit 3 was
prepared bv a Mr. Wynn. This is quite obviously hear-
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say. llearsay or not, it ts now clearly stated thai the
BBC operations other than Daveniry are all of 2 KW
or less with non-directional antennae. The bulk of the
British experience thus appears to have been confined
to mallers nol germane to the present inquiry inasmuch
as low power non-directional operations were author-
ized by the Commission in its 1953 proceeding.

It would thus appear that, aware of the lack of sub-
stantial evidence to support the present request for an
extension of remole control lo high-power and direc-
tional operations, NARTB has literally stuffed hoth its
original petition and its “Reply Comments” with male-
rial relating to low-power, non-directional experience.

In effect the NARTB is saying (1) that remote con-
trol works well at low power, therefore, it will work
well at high power and (2) that remote control works
well with non-directional antennae, therefore, it will
work well with directional antennae. But this is pre-
cisely the question left open by the 1953 proceeding.
It cannot be answered by mere assertion. Nor for that
malter is an allidavit the proper way to express an
opinion for allidavits are vehicles for sworn stalemenis
of facl—not of opinion or heliel.

In connection with the two allidavits which conslitute
Supplementary Exhibit 2, it is worthy of note, that in
addition o other and more basic infirmities herein and
in IBEW Conmnents mentioned, the aflidavits contain
within their own four corners glaring deficiencies. The
Kear aund Kennedv aflidavit confines itself to remote
monitoring—il makes no mention (as indeed it was
not asked to) of remote control. In other words this
allidavit is only (o the eflect that readings may be made
by remote methods: no opinion is expressed as lo con-
trol when the readings indicate the need for adjustment.

The Silliman afhdavit, too, is deficient. For all this
allidavit savs is “. . . it is impossible for this writer to
see how such reliability can in any way be alflected by
the use or non-use of this equipment with a directional
anlenna system.”

Mere inability to see why a device won’t work is not
a shred of proof that it will work. Proof consists only
of a clear and positive showing that it will work.

Another significant instance where NARTB fails to
meel the issue is to be found in Supplementary Exhibit
5. In its Comments 1BLEW pointed out several «eficien-
cies in NARTW’s original Exhibit 5. In its “Reply
Comments” NARTB selects one of the deficiencies,
namelv, the lack of names of persons altending the
Washington meeting and atlempls to remedy the faults
of the entire Exhibit by supplying some of the names.
The names ol the attendant FCC “observers” were not
disclosed. The others present who are named in Sup-
plementarv Exhibil 5 are persons not entirely withoul
an interest in the case. The main objections to Exhibit
5 remain unanswered and unanswerable.

The I1BEW forcefully objected in its Conmments (pages
8. 12, 13) to all the experimental evidence on the issues
raised by this proceeding submitied bv NARTB on the
ground that in each case the operation was attended
and the proposed relaxation provided for unattended
operation. This contention of the IBEW is not denied
by the NARTB in its “Reply Comments.” On the con-
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trary, the NARTB admits the validity of the IBEW
position,

The Association states in its “Reply Comments” that
“When an overload occurred that required manual re-
set, il would be logical that the operator on duty would
use the reset control nearest him, whether it be on the
transmitter, transmitter control unit, or the experi-
mental remote control unit. One must lake into account
the Jact that the transmiiters involved in this experi-
mental project were operating commercially and off-the-
air time had to be kept to a minunum.” (Emphasis
added.)

What evidence could the IBEW be expzcted to submit
which could show more conclusively than the above
language of the NARTB itself that the experiments of
the Association are entirely irrelevant to the issues
raised by the proposed relaxation of the standards to
provide for unattended operation.

It is quite obvious that what is lacking is concrele
evidence of actual remote operation of high power and
directional antenna stations. This evidence could have
been gathered hy aclual experience on an experimental
hasis. But to have probative value the experiment would
have to be conducted under the same conditions as the
proposed relaxation of standards. It would have to be
an unattended operation. Whether request was made
for such an experimental authorization or whether any
such experiment was conducted, does not appear from
the petition or the replv comments. It is, in any event,
strange to hear the NARTDE insisting that the issue is a
technical one in view of the cavalier inattention to tech-
nical proof that characterizes both the original petition
and the “Reply Comments.”

In this connection it may be noted that in Supple-
mentary kxhibit 8 at page 74 the NARTB, again with
commendable candor. concedes the defects and weak-
nesses ol its presentation with the explanation: “. .. it
must be noted that the entire NARTDB petition was in
the form of an experiment . . . il can easily he under-
stood that it was diflicult to perform all the experimental
work under ideal controlled conditions.”

The phrase “ideal controlled conditions” presents a
straw man issue. The IBEW has not commented on
the NARTB experiments on the basis of perfectionist
standards. The IBEW comments have heen based on
the ordinary practical requirements of dav-hy-day oper-
ation. Certainly, the extreme varialion between at-
tended and unattended operalions cannot bhe brushed off
with the inapplicable word “ideal.”

The disarming statement quoted above cannot cover
up for the failure 1o present proof of the workability of
remote operations at high power or with directional an-
tennae. Not only were the so-called experiments nol
conducted on an unattended basis hut as to half of the
high power “experiments” the remote control was only
simulated.

It now appears from the affidavit of KDKA’s Chiel
Engineer that the readings taken to show that station’s
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operations must be disregarded. For the affidavit in
attempling to explain discrepancies between regular and
remote readings stales, naively enough, that the two
meters were not read at exactly the same moment. From
this he concludes that discrepancies were due to this
time difference. It is, of course, al least equally logical
to conclude that any identical readings were mere acci-
dent. Nothing can be concluded when such a time differ
ence exists.

The situation as 1o high power stalions thus is thi
of the four slations studied, two (KIRO and WSB)
are admitled failures; one (KDKA) cannot be consid-
ered as any evidence of reliability because of the ad-
mitted time difference hetween regular and remote read-
ings; the remaining station (WOWO) was “remotely
controlled” from a point within the transmitter build-
ing as was WSB. As noted above, in addition to these
infirmities, the essential condition of experimental un-
attended operation was lacking, namelv, that the opera-
tion be unattended.

Conclusions

Since the “Reply Commenis” of NARTB contain
matter not constituting a replv to Comments filed by
opponents of the proposed relaxation of rules which
matter is inextricablv intertwined with the small amount
of actual reply, it is submitted that the “Reply Com-
ments” must be stricken.

Inasmuch as the Petition considered with or without
the “Replv Comments™ simply fails to make out a case
for the proposed relaxation of rules, it is submitted that
the proceedings must be dismissed. Furthermore, in
view of the fact that the “Reply Conunents” contain a
petition for totally different relief from that encom-
passed within the original petition and the Commis-
sion’s Notice of Proposed Rule Making and since no
motion lo enlarge or change the issues was filed, it
would be improper and a denial of due process of law
for the Commission to proceed further with this case
on the basis of the procedure adopted unilaterally by
the Association, a private party in this proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,
s/ ALBERT O. Harpy

Director, Radio, TV & Recording Di-
vision International Brother-
hood of Electrical Workers.

/s/ KennetH D. Cox,

International Representative, Inter-
national Brotherhood of FElec-
trical Workers.

1200 Fifteenth Street, N. W., Wash-
ington 5, D. C.

s/ Lours SHERMAN.
s/ WiLLiam J. Browy,
1200 Fifteenth Street, N. W., Washington 5,
D. C., Attornevs for International Broth-
erhood of Electrical Workers.
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Unity Doesn’t Change NLRB Certifications

The Consolidated Organization Assumes the Obligations and Liabilities

"INHE merger of (wo international umions does
not cancel National Labor Relations Board

certifications or rulings affecting locals ol the two

consolidating organizations, the NLRB held.

The board took this stand in a 20-page opinion
reaffirming a 1954 decision finding the Edgewater
Works of the National Carbon Co., a division of
Union Carbide & Carbon Corp., guilty of unfair
Jabor practices. All members of the board signed
the ruling.

The NLRB’s original order and ruling had up-
held certification of the Gas, Coke & Chemical
Workers® local as the appropriate bargaining unit
at the plant, and directed the company to bargain
with it. The company challenged this in January
1955 in a petition filed with the U. S. Court of
Appeals.

The board answered the company’s pelition two
months later and asked the court to direct enforce-
ment of its order. Subsequently, however, the
UGCCWA merged with the Oil Workers, and the
court then remanded the case to the NLRB to con-
sider the effect of the merger on its bargaining
order.

After a supplemental hearing early this year,
NLRB Trial Examiner James A. Shaw ruled last
March that despite the organizational changes re-
sulting from the merger of the two unions, the
continuity of the certified union had been pre-
served sufliciently to warrant upholding the origi-
nal bargaining order.

The NLRB now has aflirmed the trial examiner’s
rulings. It declared that the merger of the two
unions “was accomplished in a democratic man-
ner, with the knowledge and participation, and
apparent approval, both in the planning stages and
on the decisive votes, of rank and file members.”

“The consolidated organization,” the NLRB
held, “did not merely acquire the assets and bar-
gaining rights of its constituent unions, but it also
assumed their liabilities and contractual oblga-
tions. By such provisions, and indeed, by all
reasonable means, the unions sought to establish a
consolidated organization that would, in the
words of the Consolidation Agreement, be a ‘con-
tinuation’ of the constituent unions.”

The board ruled that “the consolidated organi-
zation was a conlinuance of the certified unions”
and concluded that TCAW, “a continuance of the
Gas Workers, has succeeded to the status of that
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organization as the duly designated bargaining
representative.”

1t added that the company has “the same duty”
to bargain collectively with the OCAW as it had,
under the board’s original order, to bargain with
the Gas Workers.

Accordingly, it ordered the company to engage
in such bargaining and to cease and desist from
“interfering with, restraining, or coercing its em-
ployes in the exercise of the rights guaranteed by
Sec. 77 of the National Labor-Management Rela-
tions Act.

Station WTTM

Continued from page 5

rector, a l4-year veleran of the staft, produces
and moderates the weekly series, which is a high
school version of “Meet the Press.”

© The cause of better education gets an addi-
tional boost from “What’s the Answer?” —a
weekly panel show featuring parents and teach-
ers in discussions of such problems as: How does
Johnny learn to read? s Latin really dead?
Should my son play high school foothall? The
show has a big listening audience because of its
thought-provoking questions, and also because it
is heard over eight radio stations in New Jersey
and Pennsylvania.

® WTTM gives more than lip service to com-
munity service. In 1953 it formed a Community
Program Commitlee, made up of 45 local civie
leaders, to help guide its public service activities.
The committee meets regularly with Station Man-
ager I'red Walker and other staff members.

e Service to women is not neglected. Charlotte
MecPherson, woman’s director, has a daily 15-min-
ute program which covers just about every sub-
ject of inlerest to women.

@ Now in its fifth year of continuous broadcast-
ing is WITM’s award - winning series, “Labor
Talks It Over.” This program, instituted as a
service to the station’s andience of union members
in the industrial Delaware Valley, has been called
by Dr. Richard Wood, director of Management
and Labor Relations at Rutgers University, “one
of the major contributors” to the labor movement.
Every Sunday, four representatives of labor talk
over their own prol:lems and the problems facing
the community with top leaders of government,
management and civic organizations.
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New Tube Types Shown
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Diversification of electronic tube types is illustrated
in this photo from Sylvania. The three tubes repre-
sent three different applications—the larger tube is
a radio tube found in most radio sets; the middle
tube, the 6350, is a new computer tube, while the
smaller tube, the 6788, is a new guided missile tube.
The new computer tube is one of 12 types in Sylvania's
growing computer line, while the 6788 is the first of
seven developmental types of subminiatures for
guided missile application.

Transistors in TV

The use of transistors in some vital circuits in
television receivers is now practical, George
Schiess, electronics engineer of Sylvania Eleciric
Products Inc., reported recently.

Referring specifically to small-screen portable
TV sets, Mr. Schiess said that transistors are
especially adaplable (o this type of receiver be-
cause of their small size and their high efiiciency,
which would permit economical operation {rom a
battery or other power supply.
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Results of experimental work done at Syl-
vania’s Electronics Division laboralory at Wo-
burn, Mass., indicate that transistorized vertical
deflection systems [or picture tubes are practical
and comparable to tube circuits in performance
and circuitry, Mr. Schiess said.

The deflection system in a television receiver is
vital in guiding the electron beam which produces
the picture on the screen.

Transislorization was seen as practical now [or
two other important television receiver circuils.
One is the audio circuit, an integral part of a
set’s sound system. The other is the synchroniza-
tiont circuit, which synchronizes the receiver with
the TV broadeasting station’s transmitter.

110-Degree Deflection

Following two years of exlensive engineering
research, a television picture tube employing
wide-angle 1107 diagonal deflection and making
possible more compact TV receivers, because of
its shorter length, has heen developed by the RCA
Tube Division. The new tube is an aluminized,
reclangular glass type having an over-all diagonal
dimension of 2134 inches. an over-all length of
1414 inches, and a viewing area of 262 square
inches.

The 110" deflection-angle tube is the first all-
new black-and-white television picture tube 1o be
developed in recent years, according to RCA. Iis
over-all length of 1414 inches compares with 20
inches for a tube having the same over-all diag-
onal dimension but with only 90° deflection angle.
Dimensions of the new tube will permit television
sel manufaclurers to make a substantial reduction
in the depth of their cabinets.

Samples of tubes having 110° deflection are
presently being distributed to the industry by
RCA in two envelope sizes, with “21-inch” and
“17-inch” over-all diagonals. Similar 110° tubes
with over-all diagonal dimensions of “14 inches”
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and “24 inches” will be made available il there
is a demand for them.

One of the mosl important fealures of the new
tube is the use of a “straight” electron gun de-
signed with an improved electrostatic focusing-
lens system and incorporating a unique pre-focus
structure to maintain image sharpness over the
entire screen area. The new electron gun elimi-
nates the need for an ion-trap magnel.

Another feature of the tube is a neck diameler
of only 114 inches which makes possible the use
ol a deflecting yoke having increased deflection
sensitivity and enables the economical deflection
of the electron heam through the wide deflection
angle. This is accomplished with only slightly
tmore power than is required to scan with a 90
deflection angle.

The new 110" kinescope, in the 21-inch size,
will be available in limited production quantities
during November. It is being manufactured al
the Marion, Ind., plant of the RCA Tube Division.

RCA Home TV Recorder

Demonstration of a “home” TV tape recorder
was a feature ol a recent tour of the RCA Primce-
ton Laboratories by newsmen. The device weighs
about 70 pounds, has 26 tubes and compares in
complexily with a monochrome TV set, according
to Dr. Harry F. Olson of RCA.

The vecorder alfords approximately 160-line
resolution at 10 {t. per second, on a half-track of
quarter-inch tape. A seven-inch reel thus affords
approximalely 4 minutes on each half-track. Dr.
Olson indicated that the device demonsirated was
a playback machine but that a complete playback-
recorder would be only slightly larger.

New Slide Projector

Developmeit by RCA of a television slide pro-
jector featuring a loading capacity of 36 2 x 2
inch color or monochrome lransparencies was an-
nounced recentlv by A. R. Hopkins, manager of
Broadcast and TV equipment department, RCA.
The projector will be placed on the market in
January, 1957 at a price ol $2,450.

Mr. Hopkins said the projector (Type TP-7A)
has been designed for use in conjunction with vir-
tually all tvpes of TV film camera syslems. He
observed that the projector incorporales various
operaling features suggested by broadcasters in
an RCA curvey. The survey showed, Mr. Hop-
kins said, that the features most desired by hroad-
caslers and incorporaled in the TP-7A were: high-
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slide-loading capacity, visability, emergency pro-
jector lamp and improved color balance.

Military Aircraft Tube

\ traveling-wave tube device for military air-
craft which weighs 80 per cent less than present
eleclronic equipment performing the same {unc-
tion was announced recently by Sylvania Electric
Products Inc.

Gerald C. Rich, manager of the company’s
microwave lube laboratory, said the TW 956, as
the new device is designaled, utilizes a system ol
pertmanent magnels to focus a traveling-wave tube,
instead of solenoids requiring electric power.

“The traveling-wave tube and its focusing mag-
nets have been combined in one ‘package,” ” Mr.
Rich said. “Elimination of the solenoids has
brought the weight of the tube and its focusing
apparatus down from 13 pounds to 23/ pounds.
These achievements in ‘packaging’ and weight re-
duction will have important airborne military ap-
plications, and have greal potential in other mili-
lary and commercial areas as well.”

Traveling-wave tubes are essential components
in carrying out various electronic tasks necessary
to the combat eflectiveness of high-performance
military planes, Mr. Rich commented.

Color Video Tape

Demand by the industry will be the primary
factor in Ampex development of video tape re-
corders suitable for recording color TV. Accord-
ing lo Mr. Ross Snyder, video equipment sales
manager, Ampex envisions using the same tape
which has heen developed for monochrome record-
ing and the recorder would use the same rotaling-
head principle and the same tape speed as the
black-and-white model.

The company is shooting for a conversion kit
for its monochrome recorders, also. Careful
thought is being given, too, to make a compalible
system which will he practical for playing back
color tape for reproduction on monochrome stand-
ards. The company hopes to have prolotype
equipment ready for display next Spring.

Production of monochrome recorders is planned
for next February or March. Target date for de-
livery of the first available equipment, already on
order by CBS and NBC, is still uncertain but ap-
pears likely to be in November or December,
1956.  Availability of the tape itself appears 1o
he no problem—Mmnesota Minning, Orradio and
Reeves are already producing it and Audiotape
has production scheduled for the very near future.
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Station

VTR Prototypes Soon

Both NBC and CBS expect to get Ampex video
tape recorders soon, and they are training engi-
neering personnel at Ampex’s Redwood City,
Calif ., factory. An initial shipment of three hand-
made prototypes of the Ampex video tape recorder
goes lo CBS within the next few weeks, and two
such units are to bhe delivered 10 NBC-TV soon,
as well.

Ampex is making only 13 prolotypes of its
VTR. CBS will receive five and NBC three, with
the remainder going to government laboratories.
Production orders now total 84 units. It will be
next August before VTR’s will come off" the pro-
duction line en masse.

Darr Dies in Rescue

Brother Kurt Darr gave his life in an heroic
attempt to save Clem Muth, a fellow CBS employe,
from drowning during the early hours ol Friday,
October 26, 1956. The two men were boarding
the yacht Sis, which was docked at the Detroit
Ship Basin for inspection, prior to a Florida
cruise.

Brother Darr’s untimely death is deeply re-
gretted by everyone who had the honor of working
with him and who knew his deep devotion to his
sense of the rightness of things. He gave his life
as he lived it. An ever-abiding awareness of his
responsibility to his work and those he worked
with were self-evident qualities to all who knew
him.

Brother Darr came to WBBM-CBS, Chicago on
August 7, 1933 working in the Studio and Remote
Program Departments. He began working in the
Maintenance Department in 1938 and was pro-
moled to the position of Maintenance Supervisor
in March, 1954.

He was elected to serve as Financial Secrelary
of Local 1220 in June, 1949. Because of his
compelence and his good nature, he was well liked
by all the members and ve-elected to this office
every vear thereafter. Brother Darr had also
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Breaks

served on the Exccutive Board since June, 1935.

Brother Darr was a native Chicagoan. He was
born on Chicago’s South side on the 30th of De-
cember, 1909, and was 47 years old. Brother
Darr is survived by his wife, Mollie, and three
children, Leighton, Raymond and Janice. His
home was at 37 Gilbert Street, Clarendon Hills,
I Burial was at Oak Hill Cemetery, Chicago.

Brother Darr’s fellow-workers at CBS and the
membership of Local 1220 mourn his passing
beyond the power of words. No greater sacrifice
can any man make than to give his life as Brother
Darr did his.

A Good Question

“Why are we so busy when we work fewer
hours than those who have gone hefore,” Richard
L. Evans asked listeners on CBS Radio’s “Sall
Lake Tabernacle Choir” program recently. “Are
we husier than those who processed all their win-
ter food, who sewed and churned and milked and
mended — than those who cut down trees and
squared up logs and plunted and hoed and har-
vested with simple tools? Our pioneer and pil-
grim parents, with all they did, yet seemingly
found time for some of the real essentials.”

The Hard Way

According to Hollywood Daily
I ariety, it somelimes pays to ask
questions. Director Sum Pierce and
Engineer Doc Bennett received an
assignment from KNX to do some
recording in the control tower of the
Los Angeles International Airport.
Pierce and Bennett spent half an
hour carrying 360 pounds ol equip-
ment up nine flights of stairs and,
after collapsing at the top of the
stairs were asked by one of the tow-
er operalors, “Say, why don’t you
fellows use the freight elevalor on
the outside of the building?”
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