Subj ect: Re: QBODVML92

Date: Tue, 14 May 2002 00: 26: 55 -0700
From Dennis Ward <denni s@osenite. net>
Organi zati on: dt Associ ates

To: yitoh@-pex.co.jp

Hi  Yukari

My appol ogi es. Thanks for the update. | will be looking for the your

updat es.

However, please be aware that on page 18 that the 150.45Mhz vertical reading is
a corrected 33.8 dB, however, 635 WMHz vertical is 35.9 and 847MHz vertical is
37dB. These are failing readings because the verrtical spurious enissions are
greater than the vertical fundanental reading.

What nust be renenbered is that the FCC says that, NO spurious reading can be
hi gher than any fundanental readi ng when using the same detector. It is not
only the highest fundanental reading that cannot be exceeded, it is that no
spurious readi ng can be higher than the fundanental including the | owest
fundanmental reading. This neans in the vertical polarity, no other vertica
readi ng of any spurious em ssion can be higher than any of the vertica
fundament al readi ngs. The sane goes for horizontal. The report has severa

i nstances where spurious em ssions exceed the fundanental being neasured. This
constitutes an automatic failure of the device.

Agai n. please note that on page 38 of the report vertical fundamental of 222MHz
reads 28.2dB and the 889MHz spurious enissions read 29.5 dB. Also, for

hori zontal 222 MHz reads 31.9 and 50MHz reads. This is a failure because an
unwant ed emi ssion is higher than the fundanental

If you wish to try to justify the readings that are above the fundanental then
an explanation within the test of the report nust be provided. You nust
expl ai n how you have determ ned that the unwanted eni ssions are not a harnonic
nor a spuious em ssion produced by an internod or other product of the
intentional radiator. You nmust explain, in the text of the report what steps
you took to verify these statements and yo nust give sone engi neering evidence
that the failing readings are not related in any way shape or formto the
fundament al operating frequency. For exanple, the failing 50 MHz reading could
be a by product of the 150MHz fundanmental or it could be a byproduct of the
150MHz and the 3.5MHz crystal (appears to be 3.5Miz) in the nodem The

889. 9VHz coul d very possibly be a by product or even the fourth harnmonic of the
222.45 WHz fundanental. \Wat steps did you take, what neasurenents did you neke
and what evidence do you have to support that these are in fact not realated to
the either of the fundanmental frequencies?

Al of these itenms and all of these apparent failing readings nmust be addressed
before it can be said that this device is not failing because of the unwanted
em ssions exceeding the fundanmental. The easiest way however, is to provide
passing test data rather than a | engthy engi neering analyzis of why these
unwant ed em ssions are not fundanental real ated issues.

Hope this hel ps.
Thanks
Denni s

dwar d@neri cant cb. com

yi toh@- pex.co.jp wote:
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Dear Denni s,

Thank you for your followup e-mail for the above application

First of all, please send e-mail regarding QBODVML92 attention to ne, not
our Ms. Kanako Sanda. | amin charge of this project.

Thank you for your understanding.

Secondly, as | inforned you by ny e-mail of May 8, 2002, | already upl oaded
our first reply to your conments on May 8 2002.

We are now wating for your conments to the reply. Did you check it

al ready?

Pl ease | et us know your opinion about our reply.

Best regards,

Yukari |to
A-Pex International Co., Ltd.

>
>

>

> Hello M. Imanura

> Last week | sent a request for information on the above ID. | also

i nfornmed you t hat

> the device as it stands now is not conpliant with the FCC rules. This is
a follow up

> email to see if you have nmade any progress on getting this device
conpliant and

> obtainin the information requested.

>

\Y

t hanks

> Denni s

\Y

dwar d@neri cant cb. com

> Dennis Ward wrot e:
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> > > Hello M. Imanmura

> > > ] hate to be the bearer of bad news, but the above application fails
and

> > > cannot be granted. | have attached the explanation for your review
> > > Basically speaking, CFR47 Part 15.209 states that absolutely no
unwant ed

> > > spuriour enission may exceed or be higher than the fundanental. On

> > > pages 18, 37, 38 and 39 of your report there are a nunber of spurious

> > > em ssions that exceed the fundamental. This neasn the device is not
> > > conpliant with the rules and will have to be fixed and retested. |
have

> > > anot her question about the 'set' of station and nobile nodens as they

> > > are sold.

> > > When you have addressed these issues, please upload the corrections

>>>1] will proceed with teh review

> > > t hanks
> > > Dennis Ward

> > > dward@neri cantcb. com

> > > Nanme: 5-7-02 QBODVML92 rgst
for info.PDF

> > > 5-7-02 QBODVML92 rqst for info.PDF Type: Acrobat
(application/ pdf)

> > > Encodi ng: base64
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