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The“ Scarcity of Spectrum” Revisited:

the Regulation of Spectrum on
Broadcasting

Cheng-Yu Lin

Abstract

This article focuses on the regulation of spectrum on broadcasting. At the present
day, the main rationale for regulating broadcasting is still so-called “scarcity of
spectrum” . With the development of media technology, this rationale may be no longer
exist. What is the theoretical foundation for regulating broadcasting in the future?

This article elaborated how the rationade “scarcity of spectrum” or “public
property” for regulating broadcasting has been chalenged. On the contrast, “accessto
the media’, “ public service’ or “ public interest” seems to be adequate for broadcasting

regulations.

Keywords: communications law, public interest, scarcity of spectrum, spectrum Act,

spectrum management.



