From OET [oetech@ ccsun07w. fcc. gov]
Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2001 11:49 AM
To: dwaitt @andspri ng. com

Subj ect: Techni cal Request

handsprlng To: david wai tt, handspring inc

From Andy Lei ner
Handspring, Inc. al ei mer @cc. gov _
189 Bernardo Ave. FCC Application Processing Branch
Mountain View, CA 94043 Re: FCC | D OBFHVP- 1H
Applicant: Handspring, Inc.
Cor respondence Ref erence Number: 19409
731 Confirmation Nunber: EA100462

To: Andy Lei mer, FCC
From David Waitt, Handspring, Inc.
Date: 08 June 2001

Andy,

Bel ow are responses to your request for additional information regarding
Handspring' s perm ssive change application to i ts OBFHVP-1H grant (EA 100462). | hope
this will clear up any remnaining issues with the perm ssive change application. If
not, please let nme know as soon as possible.

Pl ease al so note that Handspring still has issues with the manner in which the FCCis
treating this type of nodular device, and we | ook forward to working with the FCC to
resol ve these issues prior to future perm ssive changes. In the interest of resolving
this perm ssive change request in the timely manner we have repeated the tests the
FCC requested. The results are uploaded with this reply.

Regar ds,

-

S

David Vaitt

FCC. The original Gant was NOT for a nmodule as defined in Public Notice DA 00 -1407.
Modul ar approval is NOT Granted for |icensed portable devices. Gants issued for FCC
nmodul es contain the Gant Condition "Mdul ar Approval” in the Grant comments. The
device as tested is a Conposite device.

Handspring: | understand that the original grant was not for nodul ar approval. |
wanted to point out that despite the grant, the product nmet the FCC’'s definition of a
nodul e.

FCC. Measurenments of EIRP and spurious em ssions nust be done to determ ne conpliance
of the nodified unit. The nodifications as described in the application suggest that
their could be potential changes to EIRP and spurious emssions. It is noted in the
application that the SAR val ues have increased.

Handspring: Increased SAR val ues do not necessarily indicate an increase EIRP. Note
that the Visor Edge that the VisorPhone is being inserted into is approximtely % as
thick as the Visor units used in the original grant, thus t he unit under test is
closer to the phantom and this would yield a higher SAR even with NO I NCREASE in

El RP.



FCC. The emi ssions data in the Original application was NOT done with the
substitution nmethod as described in TIA El A-603, Section 2.2.12. New EIRP and
spurious em ssions testing is required since the substitution nmethod is required for
all licensed devices. This provides nore reliable data than field-strength

neasur enment s.

Handspring: Handspring returned the unit to the lab to re-nmeasure the EIRP. The data
is being up-loaded to the FCC site with the response. Note that the original EIRP was
measured at 29.98dBm nmax (H). The EIRP was measured at the same tine as the radiated
har moni ¢ em ssions at 28.8 dBm nmax(H) EIRP and re-neasured again in June at 29.0 dBm

max (H).

The maxi mum delta of these neasurenents over the course of 9 nonths on three
di fferent VisorPhones in different Handspring Visors is 1.18 dB

FCC. To qualify for a dass Il permssive change an EIRP tolerance of 3 dB is
acceptable. Measurenent tolerance is described in TIA/EIA-603, Section B5.17. The
device nmust still be conpliant regardl ess of the tol erance.

Handspring: The neasured EIRP was within 3dB of the original neasured ElRP.



