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Dear Senator Moseley-Braun:

Thank you for your correspondence regarding the Commission’s proceeding which
addresses additional frequencies for cordless telephones. Your constituent, Jerry Kalov, of
Cobra Electronics Corporation, expresses concerns regarding the designation of a specific
scanning technique by the Commission and the effective date of final rules.

The Commission adopted a Report and Order in ET Docket No. 93-235 on
April 5, 1995, that made 15 new channels available for use by cordless telephones in order
to alleviate congestion on existing channels. (A copy is enclosed for your information.) In
the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in this proceeding, the Commission specifically requested
comment on the concerns raised by your constituent. Comments from numerous parties,
including those of Cobra, were considered before final decisions were made. The
Commission decided that it was not necessary or desirable to impose specific design
standards and believed that it was important to allow manufacturers the flexibility to
implement technical requirements in a manner that best suits their equipment design.
Additionally, the Commission found that the public interest would not be served by delaying
the effective date of the rules, merely to allow importers and manufacturers to deplete their
existing inventories.

Please be assured that the concerns of your constituent were taken into consideration
before final rules were adopted.

Sincerely,
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{'v"RiChard M. Smith
Chief
Office of Engineering and Technology
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Ms. Judy Harris

Director

Federal Communications Commission
Office of Legislative Affairs
1919 M Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Ms. Harris:

Enclosed is an inquiry I received from my constituent, Jerry
Kalov.

Because of my desire to be responsive to all communications, your
consideration of the matter is requested.

Please return your findings in duplicate form along with this
correspondence to the attention of Elisabeth Mills on the envelope
only.

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Yours truly,

M

Carol Moseley-Braun
United States Senator

CMB:em



04/03/85 16:15 TI12 889 3008 .COBRA ELEC, CORP 8\5' s‘aqge'vkz—‘ﬂ‘n

' R=Q36%

ELECTRON

' 6500 West Cortland Street ¢ Chicago, Illinols 63635  312.889.8870 ¢ Fax: 312.794-1930

| - o .:;.:. )

‘April 3, 1995 .

The Honorahle (‘a.rol Moseley—Brmn
United States Senate

320 Senate Hart Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510

 Ré; FOC ET Dooket #93-235

_ Dear Senator Moseley-Braun

We are concerned about a posslble pending action bdbre the FCC that we understzmd hus. been
scheduled for review this Wednesday, April 5, 1995. 1 have enclosed a copy.of our eompa.ny's

Ex Parte filing, which was made on March 21, 1995, requesting that the FCC:dclay action on .

sufficient rumor about it to cause us great concern.

We are puizled by the unpreceden:ed way in which the FCC is cuneatly vwwing this tnatter.

We think it j2 critica] that the FCC not only approve the frequencies for additional cordless
telephonas (which we support), but they should also determine the scanning techniques (o be
siure that products will work propery in the field We are also very conceéimied about a premature
announcement from the FCC about the approval ¢f a system that may not yet be ready to go to
market, and the subsequem commercial damage it could do to our company

Cm dless lelephones are a. very significant parl of our busness. Senous, negatm financial -
‘consequences to our company will oceur if an action by the FCC is madc public in & precipitous

manner, before the industry is ready to adopt the standard and devclop products.- We would fike
to emphasize that we are NOT agamst adding new oordless phone ﬁ-equencias but think it is

extremely important that it be dohe in an orderly way. Sufficient time niust be allowed for -

products to-be developed and put lo market, while at the same time allowing an orderly sell-off
of current inventories. The products that we make todey are well suited for the consumer
marketplace and we are not currenﬂy expcnencmg any mtcrfcrcncc problcms

We would like to réquest that yOur office assist us in expressing’ concern to the FCC over the
timing of this i issue. Your assistance is greatly apprecmted

P resxdent and Cluef Executwé Oﬂieer .

Kfp
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this issue. Although we are not certain it will be on the docket this Wednesday. there is
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$500 West Cortland Sireet * Chicago, Hllinols 66635 o 312.889.8870 ¢ Fax: 312-794-1930

EX PARTE FILING
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William F. Caton, Acting Secretary

Federal Communications Cormmission

1919 M. Streef N.W. Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554 s

March 21, 1995

RE: ET. Docket No. 93-235.Ex Parta
New Cordless Tclophone J.-‘roquancios .
Degr Mr. Caton.-.' R S
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Cobra Electronics corporation (here:.naftor *“Cobra®) hereby requests
that this correspondence be associated with the record of the above
raferenced document. Cobra is aware of §1.415 (d) of.the rules and
believes that the record ‘of, this. proceeding needs clarification and
feels that the public into‘rost would be ' better. . served by
smplemntinq .that ‘record with the additional infomtion provided
Herein on  an Ex Parte basis. . N A
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‘Cobra filed both Com.ments “and Replir Comnt: tha'c were supportive

to the 2dditiondl new 1S cordlaas phone trequenoies, but did take
axcaption to the vagueness: of the scanninq proposal and to " the 30-
day i_mplementation period. B .;_ ‘ :

..'_ <

The proble.m is just ag ‘Cobra feared, the wholesale trade is now
confused and does -not know whethqr 4t should continue to buy 10

_channel  product’ ‘or, ‘waltl unti‘l 25  channel ! products can heé sold.

This is not only becausae “of the uncertainty of when 25° channels
will be approved, but alsc because of- the present potential timing
for the Report ‘and Order, which makes availability for fall
catalogue sales uncertain. So:.just as Cobra predicted its sales
for the last half of 1995 ‘have already started to suffer even
though 25 cha.nnels have not yet been approved ’

Another problem is - some companles liko Cobra have not fully

developed 25 channel product because ¢f the -vagueness of the’

scanning proposal set forth in -the NPRM, and the fact that as of
January of thie year,-the FCC had not even started to look at 25
channels. Cobra for one, was under the impreossion that the FCC
would not start looking at 25 channels until this spring and that
it would take at least 5 to & months at best for the FCC to come

out with a Report and Order, 30 COhra slowed down development of 25
channel product. R, i
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Much t¢ our surprise barely one (1) month later the FCC is now
saying that the Report and Order could come cut ‘as early as April
of this year. Needless to say that if this happens and if the
effective date remains at 30 days, Cobra would be left with no 25
channel product and only devalued 10 channel product to sell for
the last half of 1995, which would further exacerbate the sales
problem., This would be’as disaster of the worst kind for a small
company such as Cobra that relies heavily on cordless phone salas
for its existence. It is therefore absolutely crucial for Cobra
that the FCC gives encugh time for the industry to properly make
the transition from 10 to 25 channels. - This means, as Cobra has

lxeady indicated, that & bare mninimm of 6 months for the
effective date is essential and dependlnq on the actual release of

product.

It is also becominq more and more spparent that tlie vagueness of
the scanning proposal is still a serious problem. Cobra has asked
that there should be some clarification and feels that there could
be some dire consequences if it is left up to each company. Cobra
reminds the FCC that when the FCC released 10 channels .in the 80's
it left ‘digital sacurity up 'to the manufacturer, but after
overwhelming 911 false alarms the FCC had to amend the rules after
the fact, to require digitnl coding.

@003

" the Report end Order, 12 months .is preferable. -This is beczuse
many companies, like Cobra, only have one (1) design cycle a year.
- If the Report and Order comes out in the middle of that .design
" cycle, then it would take a year from then to des:.gn a. 25 channel

In conclusion, Cobra. urqes the FCC to" take the time necded to make. -

sure that the Report and Order when released, will be a responsible
document: that will take inta account the needs - of the entire
industry so that in the -long rTun, the public. J.ntcreet will ‘be
better served. In Cobra's opinion these needs include clarification
of the scann:.ng routine and a 6 to 12 months effect;.ve date. .

Respectful ly gubmitted, .

Cebra Elactronics Corporation

A

Max Rogers, .
Chief Enginee
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