H M ke,

Attached is a description of the systemand what follows is Rich
Fabi na email to them and summari es of discussion with FCC.

"Il be in the office today if you have questions or wi sh to discuss.
Thanks for your help with this and with the nodular itenms M ke.

best regards

Tom

>X-Original -To: tom@ ncokeni as. org

>Del i vered- To: tom@t hra2. cokeni as. org

>Subj ect: MA-850 approval process- FCC contacts

>Date: Tue, 22 Jun 2004 19:39:42 +0300

>Thr ead- Topi c: MA-850 approval process- FCC contacts

>Thr ead- 1 ndex: AcRYBTAUSr ap7ZhUSxqmnkpt yvIl Ti CAAcOnpw

>From "Yair_Shapira" <YairS@robil eaccess. conmr

>To: "Tom Cokeni as" <tom@ ncokeni as. org>

>Cc: "Shay Sinthon" <Shai S@mbil eaccess. conp

>X- Spam Checker - Ver si on: SpamAssassin 2.63-1.2 (2004-01-11) on

> et hra2. cokeni as. org

>X- Spam Level :

>X- Spam Status: No, hits=-4.6 required=6.5 tests=BAYES 00, HTM._60_70,
> HTM._FONTCOLOR_UNKNOWN, HTML_MESSACE aut ol ear n=no versi on=2. 63-1. 2
>Status: RO

>

>Tom

>

>

>

>Per our call earlier, follow ng please find some references for the
>di scussi ons we had with the FCC regarding the approval of the MA850.

VVVVYV

>Regar ds

>

>

>

>Yair Shapira

>

>VP Research and Devel opnent

>

>Mobi | eAccess Ltd.

>

>Ofice : 972-8-9183888

>

>Mobi | e:  972-53-275573

>

>Emai | : yai rs@bbi |l eAccess. com
>

>\Website: <http://ww. nobil eaccess. com >http:\\www. Mobil eAccess. com



VVVVYVYVYVYVYV

>Summary of a nmeeting with FCC officers regarding the approva
>procedure of the MA 850
>

>

>

>Date: 14 May 2004

>

>

>

>FCC Attendees: Al an Scrine: Chief Policy and Rul es Division

>

> Ri ch Fabi na, Chief of Equi pnment Auth Branch
>

> Rashm Doshi, Lab Director (above Ri chSnot
>sure exact title)

>

>

>

>Mbbi | e Access: Jeff Kunst VP product nanagenent

VVVVYV

>Rich Fabina is the main person that we will need to work with on
>this project will be our point of contact when the testing is
>conpl ete and ready to be submitted.

>

>

>

>Rich Fabian felt that it will be ok to |l eave the approval for the
>type-2 system ( MA-1000) al one because it is not approved with an
>ant enna anyway and that he only cares about the type-2 system
>relative to any additional internodul ations that m ght be created
>when combining with the type-15 (MA-850). Al t hough he under st ands
>t hat nothing occur here due to high isolation and passive nature of
>the triplexer, but he wants to see the test reports show ng that
>this is the case.

>

>

>

>They did not seem concerned about the b/g ports being enpty since
>there was no way to send nore than 100mw to each port and even the
>total is less than the 1w al |l owed.

>

>

>

>Concl usi ons:



>

>- The MA-850 needs to be tested in nmultiple configurations
>t 0o show nornmal operation and worst case

>

>0 1,2,3,4 b/g ports operating with both 4 "a" ports bl ocked.
>

>0 They would like to see a separate set of tests with the

>CELLULAR/ PCS ports operating so that they can see that there is no
>i npact on these signhals as they radiate sinmultaneously out of the
>ant enna.

>
>- Need to submt data on the triplexer characteristics from
>testing. It is inportant that we prove that all ports are frequency

>limted with filters and that there is strong isolation between

>t hemband, of course, that there is no inmpact on the cellular signals
>t hat pass through.

>

>- Need to insure we are careful on the "a" portsSnow we
>need some kind of factory installed cover on the "a" ports.

>

>- The test report submtted needs to be augnented with the
>cellular dataSlIt can be put in an appendix since it is not really
>rel evant to the type-15 testing. The Type-2 FCC I Ds shoul d be
>referenced in this part of the report

>

>- Bef ore we send the report in, we should notify Rich
>Fabina that it is com ng. We can contact himdirectly if we have
>questions about what to test (or not to test).

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>Later Correspondence with Ri ch Fabi na

>

>

>

>o oo - Oiginal Message-----

>From Rich Fabina [mailto: R ch. Fabi na@ cc. gov]

>Sent: Friday, June 04, 2004 1:57 PM

>To: Jeff Kunst

>Cc: Joe Dichoso

>Subj ect: RE: Mbbil eAccess Networks: Question about approval process

> f you want the grant quickly, you will have to go to a TCB for



>Certification. Qur processing backlog indicates that we will not
>review an application for Certification until 45 days after it is
>received at the Lab. If we have questions on the application, they
>wi Il have to be answered before we can issue the grant of
>Certification. This process can currently take in excess of 60 days.
>

>

>

>| cannot recomend one TCB over another and remain inpartial
>However, | suggest you ask a prospective TCB how many applications

>for this Rule Part that they have processed. Alternatively, you can
>| ook on the database at
><http://ww.fcc.gov/oet/fccid>ww.fcc.gov/oet/fccid under the

>equi prent class or Rule Part that the application will be filed to
>see who has done the nost applications of this type. |If | renmenber
>correctly, this is a Part 24 device that will be filing under

>equi prent cl ass PCB

>

>

>

>The TCB you ultimtely choose can certainly contact nyself or M.
>Joe Dichoso to ask questions that they may have when processing this
>appl i cati on.

>

>

>

>l trust that this has responded to this inquiry.

>

>

>Thanks,

>

>Ri ch

>

>----- Original Message-----

>From Jeff Kunst [mailto:jkunst @mobil eaccess. coni

>Sent: Tuesday, June 01, 2004 6:06 PM

>To: Rich Fabina

>Cc: Yair_Shapira

>Subj ect: Mobil eAccess Networ ks: Question about approval process

>

>Ri ch,

>

>

>

>Hello. First | want to again say thanks for your tinme several days
>ago when you nmet with us to consult about the testing required to
>snoot h out the approval process for the new Mbil eAccess equi prent
>that all ows the convergence of W-Fi and Cellular systemns indoors.
>| am contacting you now to request your advice on the subm ssion of
>the test results on our converged W-Fi/Cellular in-building

>Wi rel ess equi pnent.

>

>

>

>We are now entering a local lab in Israel for the required FCC
>testing of the equi pnment and wanted to get your opinion on howto



>submt the test report. We normally submit the test results to a
>TCB for approval, but | wonder if it will be difficult for the TCB
>to get a quick approval since this product is unique. Based upon
>our "normal" FCC approval process and your conments during our
>meeting we see two possible options for subnission:

>

>1) Submit to our normal TCB such as MetlLabs or Conpliance
>Certification Service Lab and contact you with questions directly
>when needed (is there a particular TCB that you woul d reconmend over
>ot her s?)

>

>2) Submit the test results to the FCC directly since you are
>familiar with this unique product configuration after our neeting
>several days ago

>

>

>

>As we would like to get the approval as quickly and snmoothly as
>possi bl e, we would greatly appreciate your recomendati on on which
>path to foll ow

>

>

>

>Thank you very much for your assistance.

>

>

>

>Best regards,

Skkxkkkkkkkkkkkrkkdkkkkkkkxxk

>

>Jef f Kunst

>

>VP, Marketing

>

>Mbbi | eAccess Net wor ks

>Wred: 703-584-3303

>UnWred: 703-969-1257

>

>Fax: 703 848-0280

><mai | t 0: j kunst @obi | eaccess. conpj kunst @rohi | eaccess. com
><ht t p: / / www. nmobi | eaccess. conPwww. mobi | eaccess. com

VVVVVYVYVYV

>Cont ent - Type: i nmmge/| peg;



> nane="i mage001. j pg"

>Content-1D: <i nage001. ) pg@1C45890. A9B9AF70>
>Cont ent - Descri ption: inmage001. | pg
>Cont ent - Locati on: inage001l. | pg



