CHANNEL 5 ON 36 ?   (TV)
The new Channel 5, due to start broadcasting in two years time, looks likely to cause quite a few problems. When the present TV channel allocations were planned for UHF only four channels were envisioned, now that the government has decreed in its wisdom that we must have TV 24 hours a day from cable, satellite and terrestrial transmitters, frequency planners had problems deciding where to put the new channel. Originally there was talk of using channels above 69, but very few TVs other than those made for NTSC and some very expensive multistandard sets will tune.above this channel. There is a slot in the middle of UHF that has been kept clear of TV transmitters, channels 36-38, which was used at airports for the ground radar and for obvious reasons this is traditionally where VCR, computer and satellite receiver manufacturers have put their RF outputs, usually channel

36. Now that airport radar has been cleared from this slot the powers that be have allocated ch.36 to the new Channel 5.

Not many TXs can be put on the same frequency without causing problems, as we all know - GB3ES & GB3RD for example, so there will only be 5 high powered TXs across the country for the new TV station, bringing Ch 5 to about 75% of the population. A large proportion of that 75% will have to retune the RF outputs of all their VCRs etc to eliminate co-channel interference. A nice little piece in “ New Scientist “ 6.10.90, delves into the question of who is going to pay for all this retuning. Apparently a new clause in the new Broadcasting Bill takes away the automatic right of viewers to have their equipment retuned for free. People will only receive payment for retuning if they have not put up an aerial for the new service. The franchise holder for the new channel is supposed to pay for all this work, estimated by some to cost £300 million, making the prospect of the new channel making a profit look very unlikely.

However the Department of Trade & Industry says, privately, that the real cost will be less than £20 million. They, the DTI, think that as most people who want to watch Ch 5 will need a new aerial they will voluntarily pay for retuning at the same time. New Scientist goes on to say that because of the new clause in the Broadcasting Bill people who have installed a new aerial and still suffer interference will have to prove that they suffer interference without the aerial, will they have to have it taken down again ? When ( if ? ) Ch 5 starts it looks like aerial installers and TV shops will be inundated with a whole new batch of problems.

It’s about time somebody told all those users of those Video Senders, those little black boxes advertised in every paper, that enable them to watch their videos on any TV in the house, that the RF radiated by these things dosn’t stop at their walls ! They radiate a signal on UHF, often Ch.21, but their fundamental frequency is often on band 3, 175-220 MHz. If somebody near you has one you can watch all their satellite TV, hired videos and home made movies ! Unlike the Video Senders, the new generation of baby alarms on 49+ Mhz are legal devices, but once again users don’t seem to appreciate that the RF doesn’t stop at their walls. These are very useful devices in this modern convenience world I am sure; plonk the TX next to baby, clip the RX to your belt and you shall hear baby where ever you go! But, people tend to leave these things on all day and all night and they talk about all sorts of personal things, as one would in the privacy of one’s home, without realising that hundreds of scanner enthusiasts can listen in. Not your favourite sort of DX listening I’m sure, but if nefarious characters can work out the fact that you can sit outside a bank with a portable TV and watch all the details of peoples accounts reradiated from the VDUs in the bank I am sure they have worked out the fact that by listening to these baby alarms you can learn about. Sellers of these devices should warn prospective buyers of the drawbacks.
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