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December 27, 2006
RE: Visonic Ltd.

FCC ID: GSAPWRMAXPRO

After a review of the submitted information, | have a few comments on the above referenced
Application.

1) A corrected cover letter was provided regarding the correct information regarding the FCC ID of the
CDMA module. However various other exhibits (i.e. operational description) appear to still be
incorrect. Please correct.

2) Regarding co-location, please provide specific information as to where this information is provided
or found (specific training, dates and pages, and/or KDB reference numbers, etc.). Please note
that the co-located discussion (in EMC) was poorly worded and created much discussion during
training. Further updated slides were released at a later date to help clarify this concern. Note that
May ftraining in 2005 clarified that the FCC no longer required EMC co-location testing to be
provided unless requested by the FCC. However this did NOT eliminate the fact that it must still be
investigated and found to be compliant. Also, the training only clarified that it was no longer
necessary to include this in applications to the FCC. Additionally, this fact is ONLY relevant to the
EMC co-location and does not address RF co-location issues. RF co-location still followed all
specified guidelines. Current information (released January 2006) clearly shows that co-location

must be handled in ALL associated applications. Please see below slides and attach exhibits for
further information.
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New EMC Co-location Testing Policy

[ Signatures | _Comments | Thumbnails _

U Policy for EMC evaluation of co-located independent
transmitters in a single enclosure (e.g. laptop,
handheld). This does not apply to multi-radio systems with
coordinated transmitters (e.g. beam forming systems, multi-
sector radio systems).

Simultaneous transmission data (radiated and antenna
conducted) is required to be submitted only when the
devices can transmit simultanecusly and share a common
antenna.

May 10-13, 2005 TCBC Waorkshop
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New EMC Co-location Testing Policy

O The grantee is still responsible for compliance, even though
we no longer require simultaneous transmission data to be
submitted, (except for above exception).

O Class Il permissive change filing is not required to be
submitted when an additional co-located, certified,
independent & non-coordinated transmitter is added.

X_Tim Johnson 5/13/2005 11:01:18 AM
This bulletis badly isworded.....Does not refer to RF exposure issues - B
only from an EMC perspecive. Basically is meaning that a Class Il is not
required for EMC purposes.....The FCC is to address RF exposure

concems and such shortly. This bullet will be changed and updated later|

May 10-13, 2005 TCBC Workshop
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New EMC Co-location Testing Policy

U Policy for EMC evaluation of co-located independent
transmitters in a single enclosure (e.g. laptop,
handheld). This does not apply to multi-radio systems with
coordinated transmitters (e.g. beam forming systems, multi-
sector radio systems).

U Simultaneous transmission data (radiated and antenna
conducted) is required to be submitted only when the
devices can transmit simultaneously and share a common
antenna.

May 10-13, 2005 TCBC Workshop — Rev 2 9
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New EMC Co-location Testing Policy

Signatures | Comments { Thumbnails

O The grantee is still responsible for compliance, even though
we no longer require simultaneous transmission data to be
submitted, (except for above exception).

O When a co-located, independent and non-coordinated
transmitter is added, the evaluation of RF exposure
conditions may still be required along with a filing of a Class
Il Permissive change request. However, no additional EMC
test data need to be submitted.

O The RF Exposure requirements are currently under review.

May 10-13, 2005 TCBC Workshop — Rev 2 10
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Timothy R. Johnson
Examining Engineer

mailto: tjohnson@AmericanTCB.com

The items indicated above must be submitted before processing can continue on the above referenced
application.  Failure to provide the requested information may result in application termination.
Correspondence should be considered part of the permanent submission and may be viewed from the
Internet after a Grant of Equipment Authorization is issued.

Please do not respond to this correspondence using the email reply button. In order for your response to be
processed expeditiously, you must submit your documents through the AmericanTCB.com website. Also,
please note that partial responses increase processing time and should not be submitted.

Any questions about the content of this correspondence should be directed to the sender.



