






products containing LCD modules that infringe the patents-in-suit including, but not limited to, 

additional LCD modules and corresponding model numbers of LCD Products. 

7.5 The subject products of the proposed Respondents are believed to fall within at 

least the following classifications of the Harmonized Tariff Schedules ("HTS") ofthe United 

States: 8528.72.28.00, 8528.72.32.05-8528.72.32.90, 8528.72.62.00, 8528.72.68.00, and 

8528.72.72.50. These HTS numbers are intended to be for illustration only and are not intended 

to be restrictive of the products accused. 

VIII. LICENSES 

8.1 Sharp has licensed one or more ofthe patents-in-suit to the licensees identified in 

Confidential Exhibit 24. 

IX. THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

9.1 There is a domestic industry, as defined under 19 U.S.c. § 1337(a)(3). Although 

Sharp does not manufacture LCD modules or products containing such modules in the United 

States, a domestic industry exists based upon the substantial investment of Sharp's subsidiaries 

in research and development, testing, repair, refurbishment, customer support and other after-

market activities in the United States related to the patents-in-suit. 

A. SHARP'S TECHNICAL USE OF THE INVENTIONS OF THE PA TENTS­
IN-SUIT 

9.2 Sharp branded LCD TVs and LCD monitors are covered by the patents-in-suit. 6 

Descriptions of the exemplary Sharp LCD TVs from Sharp'S website (www.sharpusa.com) are 

attached as Exhibit 25. Copies of the user manuals for Sharp LCD products are attached as 

Exhibit 26. Claim charts applying representative claim 1 of the' 140 patent, representative claim 

6 Sharp's LCD TVs 26" and greater practice the claims of the '075, ' 192, '994, and '588 patents. 
Sharp's 65" AQUOS TVs practice the claims of all asserted patents. 
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22 of the '075 patent, representative claim 1 of the '192 patent, representative claim 5 of the '994 

patent and representative claim 1 of the '588 patent to a Sharp LCC6577UM LCD TV, a Sharp 

LC-40E67UN LCD TV, and a Sharp LC-40E77UN LCD TV are attached hereto as Confidential 

Exhibits 27-31, respectively. 

B. SHARP'S DOMESTIC INVESTMENT RELATED TO THE PATENTS-IN­
SUlT 

9.3 Sharp Electronics Corporation ("SEC") is a wholly-owned U.S. sales and 

marketing subsidiary of Sharp. SEC is headquartered in Mahwah, New Jersey, and engages in 

the manufacturing and sales of consumer electronics, office equipment, and electronic 

components. Sharp Laboratories of America, Inc. ("SLA") is a wholly-owned subsidiary of SEC 

and is headquartered in Camas, Washington. SLA is a corporate research laboratory which has 

become a leader in foreseeing trends and creating advanced technologies in such areas as flat 

panel displays, consumer electronics, and digital infonnation technology. 

9.4 SEC and SLA conduct significant domestic industry activities in the U.S. relating 

to the products practicing the patents-in-suit. These activities include SLA's domestic research, 

development, engineering and testing of LCD technology, LCD modules and LCD products 

covered by the asserted patents, SEC's technical support services to consumers, and SEC's other 

activities in the United States as described below. 

9.5 SLA has been and continues to be engaged in research, development, engineering 

and/or testing of LCD technology, modules and products covered by the asserted patents. SLA's 

LCD process technology lab in Camas, Washington was established in 1994. Since its inception, 

this LCD process technology lab has developed or assisted with the development of several 

significant advancements in LCD technology that have enabled the next generation of LCD 

modules and products. For example, SLA has perfonned extensive research regarding LCD 
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backlights, and was heavily involved in the first research to improve the viewing angle of 

Sharp's large screen televisions. Today, SLA's research activities include, inter alia, LCD 

manufacturing process simulation and modeling, the design, simulation and modeling of both 

optical and electrical devices for use in LCDs and other products, and development and testing of 

coatings, including coatings for LCD products. A more detailed description of SLA's research 

activities related to LCD technology, modules and products covered by the asserted patents is 

provided in Confidential Exhibit 32. 

9.6 At its Camas facility, SLA employs, both directly and through subcontracting 

arrangements, substantial scientific, technical, administrative and support personnel in its 

research, development and engineering of the LCD technology, modules and products covered 

by the asserted patents. The majority of the researchers employed by SLA possess advanced 

degrees, including Ph.D.s. The extent of SLA's labor attributable to the domestic industry 

activities exploiting the patents-in-suit are set forth in Confidential Exhibit 33. The extent of 

SLA's average yearly investment in research and development attributable to the domestic 

industry activities exploiting the patents-in-suit is also set forth in Confidential Exhibit 33. 

9.7 SLA has also made a significant investment in facilities and equipment. SLA 

owns a large facility in Camas, Washington, and utilizes space, including a large clean room 

facility devoted to LCD research, in another Camas building owned by SEC. The extent to 

which SLA's investment in facilities can be attributed to domestic industry activities exploiting 

the patents-in-suit is set forth in Confidential Exhibit 34. 

9.8 SEC provides significant customer support services to customers in the United 

States for LCD modules and LCD products covered by the patents-in-suit. The Service and 

Solutions Group ("SSG") of SEC is headquartered in Romeoville, Illinois. SSG employs 
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substantial technical, administrative and support personnel in providing support services to 

consumers of Sharp's LCD products covered by the claims of the asserted patents. SSG's 

employees oversee return and refurbishment of Sharp products and circuit board repair, and are 

responsible for field engineering support. SSG employees also manage a national parts center, a 

customer assistance center which handles Sharp's customer call centers as well as questions 

submitted bye-mail and regular mail, and a service delivery department that oversees warranty 

administration. Although SSG is based in Romeoville, it also utilizes personnel located in 

Mahwah, New Jersey, Huntington Beach, California, and McAllen, Texas. The extent of SSG's 

labor at its U.S. facilities that is attributable to domestic activities exploiting the patents-in-suit is 

set forth in Confidential Exhibit 33. The extent to which SSG's investment in facilities and 

equipment can be attributed to domestic industry activities exploiting the patents-in-suit is set 

forth in Confidential Exhibit 34. 

9.9 Through numerous authorized field service and depot centers in the United States, 

including service centers associated with major retailers like Best Buy, SSG supports warranty 

repairs and refurbishment of LCD modules and LCD products that practice the claims of the 

asserted patents. The extent of SEC's investment in warranty repairs and refurbishing for LCD 

modules and LCD products that practice the claims of the asserted patents is set forth in 

Confidential Exhibit 35. 

9.10 SSG's investment in its call centers attributable to support of products that 

practice the claims of the asserted patents is set forth in Confidential Exhibit 36. SEC employs 

two subcontractors, AFFINA, LLC, and Adecco, USA, Inc. which provide call centers-one in 

Peoria, Illinois and the other in Romeoville, Illinois that handle consumer calls related to Sharp 

products, including LCD products that practice the claims of the asserted patents. 
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9.11 In addition to the services described above, the Technical Services Group of SSG 

provides technical testing and analyses of Sharp's products, including LCD modules and LCD 

products covered by the asserted patents, prior to the products' introduction to U.S. markets. A 

team located in Mahwah, New Jersey is primarily responsible for testing and evaluating new 

products prior to launch. This group evaluates products as a whole for serviceability, studies the 

impacts of aging and extended use, and analyzes numerous other product features. Once 

products are accepted for release, a team in Huntington Beach, California is responsible for 

conducting inspections of incoming products to insure initial quality. Field engineers located at 

several locations throughout the country and a team in Romeoville, Illinois are responsible for 

ensuring continued field support after product launch. 

9.12 The Technical Services Group of SSG employs significant scientific, technical, 

administrative and support personnel in support of its evaluation efforts. The extent of the 

Technical Services Group's labor attributable to the domestic industry activities exploiting the 

patents-in-suit is described in Confidential Exhibit 33. SEC's total operational service costs, 

including operation of the Customer Assistance Centers attributable to the domestic industry 

activities exploiting the patents-in-suit are described in Confidential Exhibit 37. 

X. RELATED LITIGATION 

10.1 None of the patents-in-suit has been previously asserted in any other court or 

agency litigation. 

10.2 On August 6, 2007, Sharp Corporation initiated a lawsuit against Samsung 

Electronics Co., Ltd. and certain Samsung subsidiaries in the United States District Court for the 

Eastern District of Texas, and Samsung subsequently filed counterclaims. That action, titled 

Sharp Corp. v. Samsung Electronics, Co. Ltd. et al., Civil Action No. 2:07-CV-330 (the "Texas 
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Action"), involves patents related to LCD technology. None of the patents asserted in this 

complaint is involved in the Texas Action. 

10.3 In addition, on December 21,2007, Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. filed a 

Complaint under Section 337 ofthe Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, with the International Trade 

Commission, titled In the matter of Certain Liquid Crystal Display Devices and Products 

Containing the Same. The Commission issued a Notice of Investigation for this Investigation on 

January IS, 200S, instituting Inv. No. 337-TA-631 ("631 Investigation"), and assigned the 

Investigation to Chief Administrative Law Judge Paul J. Luckern. See Commission's Notice of 

Investigation, In the Matter of Certain Liquid Crystal Display Devices and Products Containing 

the Same, USITC Inv. No. 337-TA-631, published in the Federal Register on January 25, 200S. 

On the same day that it filed the complaint in the ITC, Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. filed an 

action against the same Sharp entities and on the same patents in the United States District Court 

for the District of Delaware, entitled Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd. v. Sharp Corporation et al., 

Civil Action No.1 :07-CV-S43 (the "Delaware Action"). The Commission's Final 

Determination in the 631 Investigation is currently on appeal to the United States Court of 

Appeals for the Federal Circuit. None of the patents asserted in this Complaint are involved in 

the Samsung ITC Action or the Delaware Action. 

10.4 On January 30, 200S, Sharp filed a Complaint under Section 337 of the Tariff Act 

of 1930, as amended, with the International Trade Commission, titled In the Matter of Certain 

Liquid Crystal Display Modules, Products Containing Same and Methods for Using the Same 

naming as proposed respondents Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., Samsung Electronics America, 

Inc., and Samsung Semiconductor, Inc., USITC Inv. No. 337-TA-634. The Commission issued a 

Notice ofInvestigation on February 27,2009, instituting Inv. No. 337-TA-634 ("634 
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Investigation"), and assigned the investigation to Administrative Law Judge Paul J. Luckern. 

See Commission's Notice of Investigation, In the Matter of Certain Liquid Crystal Display 

Modules, Products Containing Same, and Methods for Using the Same, USITC Inv. No. 337-

TA-634, published in the Federal Register on March 4,2008. On February 8, 2008, Sharp filed 

counterclaims in the Delaware Action asserting the same patents asserted in the 634 

Investigation. None of the patents asserted in this Complaint are involved in the Sharp ITC 

Action or the Delaware Action. 

10.5 On December 1,2009, Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. filed a Complaint under 

Section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, with the International Trade Commission, 

titled In the matter of Certain Liquid Crystal Display Devices and Products Containing the 

Same. On December 30, 2009 the Commission issued a Notice of Investigation for this 

Investigation, and the investigation was assigned to administrative law judge Charles E. Bullock 

USITC Inv. No. 337-TA-699 ("699 Investigation"). On December 2,2009, Samsung Electronics 

Co., Ltd. filed an action against the same Sharp entities as are named as Respondents in the 699 

Investigation and on the same patents in the District Court for the District of Delaware, entitled 

Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd. v. Sharp Corporation et aI., Civil Action No. 1:09-CV-920 (the 

"Second Delaware Action"). None of the patents asserted in this Complaint are involved, at this 

time, in any of the actions described above. 

XI. RELIEF REQUESTED 

11.1 WHEREFORE, by reason of the foregoing, Complainant requests that the United 

States International Trade Commission: 

a) institute an immediate Investigation pursuant to 19 U.S.c. 

§ 1337(a)(I)(B)(i) and (b)(1) into the violations of those sections based on Respondents' 

unlawful importation into the United States, sale for importation into the United States, 
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and/or sale in the United States after importation of certain LCD modules and products 

containing such LCD modules that infringe, directly, contributorily or by inducement, one or 

more claims of U.S. Patent Nos. 7,379,140, 6,141,075, 7,283,192, 5,670,994, and 7,408,588. 

b) determine that there has been a violation of Section 337; 

c) issue a limited exclusion order pursuant to 19 U.S.C. § 1337(d), excluding 

from entry into the United States all of Respondents' LCD modules, and products containing 

such LCD modules, within the scope of the Investigation instituted pursuant to this 

Complaint that infringe, directly, contributorily or by inducement, one or more claims of U.S. 

Patent Nos. 7,379,140,6,141,075,7,283,192,5,670,994, and 7,408,588. 

d) issue a pennanent order pursuant to 19 U.S.C. § 1337(f) directing 

Respondents to cease and desist from importing, marketing, advertising, demonstrating, 

warehousing, distributing, selling, offering to sell, and/or using Respondents' LCD modules, 

and products containing such LCD modules, that infringe one or more claims of the patents-

in-suit; and 

e) grant such other and further relief as the Commission deems appropriate 

and just under the law, based on the facts complained of herein and detennined by the 

Investigation. 

Dated: January 8, 2010 Respectfully submitted, 

~~ Alan Cope J ohnstOI 
G. Brian Busey 
Kristin L. Y ohmman 
Michael W. Maas 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 5500 
Washington, DC 20006-1888 
Tel: (202) 887-1500 
Fax: (202) 887-0763 
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Barry E. Bretschneider 
John A. Trocki III 
Michael E. Anderson 
Adam Keser 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
1650 Tysons Boulevard, Suite 400 
McLean, Virginia 22102 
Tel: (703) 760-7700 
Fax: (703) 760-7777 

Updeep S. Gill 
Joseph A. Rhoa 
Joseph S. Presta 
NIXON & V ANDERHYE 
901 North Glebe Road 
Arlington, Virginia 22203 
Tel: (703) 816-4000 
Fax: (703) 816-4100 
Counsel for Complainant Sharp Corporation 
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VERIFICATION OF COMPLAINT 

1, Yoshio Kubota, am Group Deputy General Manager, Intellectual Property 

Group, for Sharp Corporation and am duly authorized to execute the foregoing Complaint 

under Section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the "Complaint") on behalf of 

Sharp. I have read the Complaint and am aware of its contents. In accordance with 19 

C.F.R §§ 210.4 and 21O.12(a), I declare that the following statements are true: 

1. To the best of my knowledge, information, and belie±: formed after a 
reasonable inquiry, the allegations of this Complaint are well grounded in fact and 
have evidentiary support, or are likely to have evidentiary support after a 
reasonable opportunity for further investigation or discovery; 

2. To the best of my knowledge, information, and belie±: formed after a 
reasonable inquiry, the claims and other legal contentions set forth in the 
Complaint are warranted by existing law or by a good faith argument for the 
extension, modification, or reversal of existing law; and 

3. The Complaint is not being filed for any improper purpose, such as to 
harass or cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of the 
investigation. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Date: January g, 2010 By: --"--~ __ • ~ __ 

Y oshio Kubota 
Group Deputy General Manager 
Intellectual Property Group 
Sharp Corporation 




