
ards Coniniittee in Mtiy, 1949, for bal- 
loting on the qucstion of public:ttiori in 
tlie JOURNAL for t i  nincty-day pcriod of 
trial and coninieiit. In tine rourse, this 
bidlot was coniplctctl favoring publica- 
tion a t  an ewly chte. Iluring thc course 
o f  this balloting, however, variousmeni- 
bers of tlie 16- 2nd 8-mm Committee 
raised the question of whether or not 
nianufucturcrs of splicers still pronioted 
the sale o f  equipment to make diagonal 
splices. Upon investigation, it was 
found thrtt no rn:mufacturer cxpects to 
proclucc cquipinerit o f  this type in the 

future. In the light of this information, 
it WLS rrcotiiiiierideti th:it the diagonal 
sl)lire be tirapped from tlic proposal. 

Sincc this wtis considcrccl to be a 
iiiajw chnngc from thc version upon 
which the Stan(1:irds Cotiiniittee origi- 
nslly ballotcd, thc Ixillot was withdrawn 
st a meeting of t,lie Sttindiirds Commit- 
tee on February 1, 1950. In subsequent 
balloting, coniplctctl in Deccmbcr, 1950, 
iind dmutiry, 1951, the Coniniittee ap- 
proved publication of thcse two pro- 
posal~ in their present f o r m  for trial s n ( l  
conllnent. 

Erratum: 

W. F. Tielley and W. V. Wolfe, “Recent studies on nt,mcltirtlizing t,hc 
Dubmy-IIowell Perforation for universal application,” Jour. SMPZ’R 
vol. 56, pp. 30-38, Jan. I95 1. 

Page 32, line 5 el scq., tirid Fig. I : For Cooke read Cook. This refers to 
Allen W. Cook who made the hnsco proposul u numt)or of years ago. 

Standards: Splices fnr 16-Mm ant1 8-Mm Film 357 


