PUBLIC VERSION
UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION

Washington, D.C.

In the Matter of

CERTAIN LIQUID CRYSTAL DISPLAY Inv. No. 337-TA-702
MODULES AND PRODUCTS
CONTAINING THE SAME, AND
METHODS FOR MAKING THE SAME

ORDER NO. 3: INITIAL DETERMINATION TERMINATING INVESTIGATION
ON THE BASIS OF SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

(February 26, 2010)

On February 12, 2010, complainant Sharp Corporation (“Sharp”) filed a motion to
terminate the investigation on the basis of é settlement agreement. (Motion Docket No. 702-
001.) The motion states that respondents Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., Samsung Electronics
America, Inc. and Samsung Semiconductor, Inc. (collectively “Samsung™) consent to the instant
motion. On February 23, 2010, the Commission Investigative Staff (“Staff”) filed a response in
support of the motion.

The Commission’s Rules provide that “[a]ny party may move at any time for an order to
terminate an investigation in whole or in part as to any or all respondents on the basis of a
settlement, a licensing or other agreement . . .” 19 C.F.R. § 210.21(a)(2); see also Certain
Organizer Racks And Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-466, Order No. 7 at 2,
February 19, 2001.

In the instant investigation, the motion to terminate is based on a settlement agreement

between Sharp and Samsung. In accordance with Commission Rule 210.21(b), the parties filed a
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public version of the settlement agreement, attached herein as Appendix A. The motion further

states, consistent with Commission Rule 210.21(b)(1), that there are no other agreements, Writtén
or oral, express or implied, between Sharp and Samsung concerning the subject matter of this
investigation. (Motion at 1.) The settlement agreement appears to resolve the dispute between
Sharp and Samsung.

Commission Rule 210.50(b)(2) provides that in the case of a proposed termination by
settlement agreement or consent order, the parties may file statements regarding the impact of
the proposed termination on the public interest, and the administrative law judge may hear
argument, although no discovery may be compelled, with respect to issues relating solely to the
public interest. 19 C.F.R. §210.50(b)}2). In any initial determination terminating an
investigation by settlement agreement or consent order, the administrative law judge is directed
to consider and make appropriate findings regarding the effect of the proposed settlement on the
public health and welfare, competitive conditions in the United States economy, the production
of like or directly competitive articles in the United States, and United States consumers. Id.

In the motion, Sharp asserts that termination of this investigation is in the public interest.
(Motion at 2.) Staff does not dispute this representation and finds that terminating the
investigation would not be contrary to public interest. (Staff Resp. at 4.)

Based on the pleadings filed in connection with the motion to terminate the investigation,
the ALJ finds that there is no indication that termination of this investigation based on the
settlement agreement would have an adverse impact on the public interest. The ALJ finds that
termination of this investigation does not impose any undue burdens on the public health and

welfare, competitive conditions in the United States economy or United States consumers.
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Accordingly, it is the Initial Determination that the motion to terminate this investigation

be GRANTED. This initial determination, along with supporting documentation, is hereby
certified to the Commission.

Pursuant to 19 C.F.R.§210.42(h), this Initial Determination shall become the
determination of the Commission unless a party files a petition for review of the Initial
Determination pursuant to 19 C.F.R. § 210.43(a), or the Commission, pursuant to 19 C.F.R.

§ 210.44, orders, on its own motion, a review of the Initial Determination or certain issues

herein.

SO ORDERED.

m
J < = e il
Theodore R. Essex
Administrative Law Judge
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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C.

Before The Honorable Theodore R. Essex
Administrative Law Judge

In the Matter of

CERTAIN LIQUID CRYSTAL DISPLAY Inv. No. 337-TA-702
DEVICES AND PRODUCTS CONTAINING
THE SAME

MOTION TO TERMINATE INVESTIGATION

Complainant Sharp Corporation (“Sharp”) respectfully moves pursuant to 19 C.F.R. §
210.21(a)(2) and (b) to terminate this Investigation based upon settlement and licensing
agreements that will resolve all outstanding patent disputes and related actions between Sharp
and Respondents, Samsung Electronics Co. Ltd., Slamsung Electronics America, Inc., and
Samsung Semiconductor, Inc. (collectively, “Samsung”).

Sharp and Samsung have reached an agreement to settle this Investigatibn as detailed in
the attached Settlement Agreement. (See Ex. A.) Sharp and Samsung have also entered into a
Patent Cross-Licensing Agreement. (See Ex. B.) In accordance with 19 C.F.R; § 210.21(b)(1),
exhibits A and B are redacted, non-confidential versions of the Settlement and Licensing
Agreements. Aside from the Settlement Agreement and Patent Cross-Licensing Agreement,
there are no other agreements, written or oral, express or implied between the parties concerning
the subject matter of the Investigation.

Counsel for Sharp contacted counsel for Samsung regarding its position on this motion.

Counsel] for Samsung has consented to this motion for termination. Counsel for Sharp also



contacted the Office of Unfair Import Investigations (“OUII”’) regarding its position on this
motion. OUII indicated that it will take a position on the motion after reviewing the papers.

In view of the attached Agreements, there no longer exists a basis upon which to continue
this Investigation.

Furthermore, the termination of this Investigation on the basis of the attached
Agreements poses no threat tol the public interest, as detailed in the attached Settlement
Agreement. In these circumstances, Commission Rule 210.21 authorizes the Administrative
Law Judge to terminate an investigation. It is in the interest of the public and administrative
economy to grant this motion. Commission policy and the public interest generally favor
settlemeﬁts, which preserve resources for both the Commission and the private parties, and
termination based on a settlement agreement is routinely granted. See, e.g., Certain Safety
Eyewear and Components Thereof, fnv. No. 337-TA-433, Order No. 37 at 2 (November 3,
ZQOO); Certain Synchronous Dynamic Random Access Memory Devices, Microprocessors, and
Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337—TA~431, Order No. 11 at 2 (July 13,2000); Certain
Integrated Circuit Chipsets and Products Containing Same, Inv. No. 337-TA-428, Order No. 16
at 5 (August ’22, 2000); Certain Telephonic Digital Added Mainline Systems Components
T hereoj? and Products Containing Same, No. 337-TA-400, 1998 ITC LEXIS 31 (Feb. 12, 1998);
Certain Screen Printing |
Machines, Vision Alignment Devices Used Therein, and Component Parts Thereof, No.
337-TA-394, 1997 ITC LEXIS 280 (Oct. 6, 1997).

For the foregoing reasons, Sharp respectfully requests that the Administrative Law Judge
to grant this Motion to Terminate the Investigation on the basis of the attached Settlement

Agreement and Patent Cross-Licensing Agreement.



Dated: February 12, 2010

Respectfully submitted,

Wt £ A/JL

Alan Cope Johnston ‘0

G. Brian Busey

Mark E. Ungerman

Kristin L. Yohannan

Michael W. Maas

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Tel.: (202) 887-1500

Fax: (202) 887-0168

Barry 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: (202) 912-2311

Updeep S. Gill

Joseph A. Rhoa
Joseph S. Presta
NIXON & VANDERHYE
901 North Glebe Road

- Arlington, Virginia 22203

Tel: (703) 816-4000
Fax: (703) 816-4100

Counsel for Complainant Sharp Corporation
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT (this “Agrecment”) ia effoctive, dated as of this
lst day of January, 2010, by and bekween Sharp Corporation, a corpordtion organized
and existing under the laws of Japan with its principal place of business at 22-22
Nagaike-cho, Abeno-lo, Osnka 545-8593, Japan, (hereinafter referred to as "SHARDPY)
on its own behalf and on behalf of its subsidiarvies and affiliates, and Samsung
Electronics Co., Ltd, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the Republic
of Kovea with its principal place of business at Samsung [flectronics Bldg, 1820-10,
Seocha %-dong, Seochegu, Seoul 137-867, Korea (heveimafter referred fo as
“SAMSUNG", on its own behalf and on behalf of its subsidiarvies and affiliates, Iach of
SHARP and SAMSUNG is called a “Party” and both of them ave called the “Paxties”.

RECITALS

SHARP and SAMBUNG each filed various patent infringement lawsuits againat
the other Party and/or its relovant subsidinries and affiliates based upon certain of their
xespective patonts in the U.8,, Japun, Xorea, Germany and the Netherlands, and the
other Party and its relevant subsidiaries and affiliates filed counterclgime, move
specifically summarized in Part 1 of each of Schedule 2 through 6 (collactivaly,
“Infringement Lawsuite").

SHARP initiated preliminary injunction cases against SAMSUNG's Japanese
subsidiary before the Tokyo Distriet Court and againgt SAMSUNG before the Seoul
Contral District Court, and SAMSUNG injtiated preliminary injunction cases against
SHARP before the Tokyo District Court, more specifically summarized in Part 2 of each
of Schedule 8 and 4 (collectively, “Preliminary Tnjunction Cases™. :

SHARP and SAMSUNG each initisted administrative investigations under
Section 337 of the United States Tariff Act of 1080 as amended, with vespect to coxtain of
their respective U.S. patents before the United States International Trade Commission
(“ITC"), more specifically summarized in Part 2 of Schedule 2 {collectively, the “ITC
Proceedings™. SHARP and SAMSUNG have each appealed some of the decisions of the
International Trade Commission in certain of these investigations to the U8, Cowxt of
Appeals for the Federal Cireuit, more specifically swinmarized in Paxt 8 of Schedule 2
{collectively, the “Appeals”),

SHARP and SAMSUNG each filed patent invalidation proceedings with respect

. to the patents asserted by the other Party in the Infringement Lawsuits in Kovea before

the Korean Intellectual Property Office (“KIPO"), more specifically ontlined in Paxf 3
and 4 of Schedule 4, and SHARP and SAMSUNG's German subsidiary each filed patent
invalidation proceedings with respect to the patents asserted by the other Party in the
Infringement Lawsuits in Germany before the German Federal Patent Coust, and the
TBuropesn Patent Office (“EPO™) respectively, more specifically summarized in Paxrts 2
and 3 of Schedule 5 and SHARP filed patent invalidation proceedings with respect to the

patents asserted by SAMSUNG in the Infringement Lawsuits in Japan before the

Japanese Patent Office(*JPO"), more specifically outlined in Part 8 of Schedule 3
(collectivoly, the “luvalidation Proceadings”).

The Parties desire to enter into this Agresment for settling and vesolving all of
the digputes relating to the matters allaged by the Paxtiss in the Infringement Lawsuits,
the Preliminary Injunction Cases, the ITC Proceedings and the Iuvalidation
Proceedings.
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NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenante and agreements
set forth herein, and for other good and valuable consideration, the vecelpt and
sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the Parties agres as followst
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, each of the Parties has caused this. Agreement to be
executed by its duly authorized officer as of thé date and year first above written.

e

Sharp Corporation

Name: Soshinlel Thieh:
Title: Shegsfive. 1/oe [msf';/é/df‘
-Date: Ezzé, 20/

Bamsung Electronics Co., Ltd.

Byt &U-’& ¢ LAALAAY
Name: U)C)A) jél WT ,
Te:_PRESI DN T /LoPBUSTIIES
;Date: ‘F’ﬁ,t}w ‘éa X-0/0
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Schedule 1

Patent Cross License Agreement



Schedule 2

Pending Lawsuits and Proceedings in the U.8.

1, Ponding Lawsguits in the U.S. -
US  Distriet | Plaintiffs Defendants Initiation Date US  Patents
Court - in _suit
Eaatern SHARP SAMSUNG, August 6, 2007 | USP 4649383
Diatviet  of Samgung USP 6760866
Texas Electronics USP 6062162
Marghall Americs, UJSP 7027024
Division Samsung USP 7057689
2-07-CV-830 Telecommunicatio : ,
us America
Counterclaim | Counterclaim Novembeyr 7, | Counterclaim
Plaintiffs! Defendants: 2007, January 8,
SAMSUNG, | SHARP 2010 UBP 5731856
Samsung Sharp Electronics USP 5923810
Flectronics Coxporation U8P 6639689
America, ‘ USSP 7060134
Samsung UsP 72801717
Telecommunic
ations
America
Distriet of | SAMSUNG SHARP, December 21, | UBP 6771344
Delaware Sharp Electronics | 2007 USP 6937311
1:07-843-SLR Corporation,, 1 USP 7193666
Sharp Electronics USP 72851986
Manufacturing
Company of
America
Jounterclaim | Countercinim danuary 80, 2008 | Counterclaim
Plaintiffs: Defendants: '
SEARP, SAMSUNG, USP 6879364
Shap Samsung USP 6952192
Elsctronics, Electronics USP 7804703
Sharp America, USSP 7304626
Blectronics Samsung
Manufaeturin | Semiconductor
g Company of
Ametrica v . _ '
District  of | SAMSUNG SHARDP, December 2, 2009 | USP 5844533
Delaware Sharp Electronics, USP 6888586
1:09-cv-00920 Sharp Electronics USP 7436479
-SLR Manufacturing
Company of
America
Counterclaim { Counterclaim Janvary 12, 2010 | USP 7283192
Plaintiffs: Defendants: , USP 5670994
SHARP SAMSUNG, USP 7408688
Sharp Samsung USP 6141076
Bilectronies, Rlectronics USP 7379140

\oy e
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Sharp America,
Tlectronics Samsung
Manufacturin | Sémiconductar
g Company of
America
2. Pending ITC Investigations
Investigation | Complainant | Respondents Initiation Date US Patents
Nos, . in _ suit
337-TA-631 | SBAMSUNG | SHARP, Dacember 21, | USP 6771344
Sharp Elsctronics, | 2007 USP 6937311
Sharp Blectronics USP 7193666
Manufacturing USP 7296196
Company of
) America ' .
387-TA-634 | SHARP SAMSBUNG, January 80, 2008 | USP 6879364
Samsung : USP 6952192
Eloctronics USP 7304703
Amerxica, USP 7304626
Samsung
Semiconductor :
337/IA-631 | SAMSUNG SHARP, December 1, 2009 | USP 67713844
Enforcement : Sharp Electronics,
Proceeding Sharp FElectronics
Manufacturing
Company of
America
337-TA-689 | SAMSUNG SHARP, December 1, 2009 | USP 5844533
-| Sharp Electronics, USP 6888886
‘Sharp Electronica USP 7436479
Manufacturing
Company - of
: America
337 TA- SHARP SAMSUNG, Complaint  filed | USP 6670994
Samsung ‘January 8, 2010 | USP 6141075
Electronics (not yet USP 7283192
America, instituted) USP 7379140
Samsung USP 7408588
Semiconductor
3. - Pending Cases iu the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
Case No, | Appellant Appellee | Intervenor Initiation us
, ' Date Patentg-in-
: ; guib
2009-1614 | SAMSUNG USTITC | SHARP, August 21, | USP 6937311
Sharp Electronics | 2009
Cotp.,
Sharp Electronics
Manufacturing
Company of i
America, Inc.

l“*(j 8
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2009-1620

SHARP,

Sharp
Tlectronics
Coxp.,

Sharp
Electronics
Manufacturing
Company of
America, Ine.

US ITC

SAMSUNG

“August 26,

2009

USP 6771344

2010-1164

SAMSUNG,
Samsung
Tlectronics
America, Inc.
Samsung
Semiconductor,
Ine.

USTIC

SHARP

January 13,
2010

USP 6879364
USP 6962192
USP 7304703
USP 7304626

e g
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Schedule 3

Pending Lawsuits and Proceadings in Japan

1. Pending Lawsuit on merite in Japan
Couxt Plaintiffs Defendants Initiation Date Patents in suit
Tokyo District | SHARP Samsung May 30,2008 JPP3744714
Court Japan JPP3872798
Heisoi20(Wa) JPP3901721
14530 .
Tokyo - District | SAMSUNG SHARP June 2,2008 - JPP3625598
Court .
Heisei20(Wa)
148658 ,
Tokyo District | SAMSUNG SHARP June 2,2008 JPP3976770
Cowrt
Hoisei20(Wa)
14859
2. Pending Preliminary Injunction in Japan
Court Plaintiffs Defendants Initigtion Date Patonts in suit
'goksro District | SAMSUNG SHARP March 27, 2009 | JPP3625598

ourt
Heisei21{Yo)
22018
gokyo District | SAMSUNG SHARP April 17, 2009 JPP3626598

ourt .
Heisei21{Yo)
220%4 )
Tokyo District | SHARP Samsung April 20, 2009 JPP3372708
Court dapan
Hoisei21(Yo)
22026 :
Tokyo Distriet | SHARP Samsung April 21, 2009 JPP3901721
Court Japan
Heisei21(Yo) ,
22026 ;
Tokyo District { SAMSUNG SHARP November 17, | JPP3625598
Court , 2009
Heisei2](Yo)
22077
3. Pending Proceedings before the JPO
Case Number | Plaintiffs Defendants Initiation Date Patents in suit
Invalidation SHARP SAMSUNG May 29, 2009 JPP3626598
2009-800112
Tnvalidation SHARP SAMSUNG August 28, 2009 | JPP3976770
2008-800185

12
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Schedule 4 .

Pending Lawsuits and Proceedings in Korea

0 e

1. Pending Lawsuit on Merits’ . v
"1 Couxt Plaintiffs Defondants | Initiation Date | Patents in sunit

Seoul Central | SHARP SAMSUNG Decernber 12, | KRP371939
District Court . 2007 KRP740670
(2007  Gahap KRP776988
109331)

Seoul Central | SAMSUNG Sharp October. 16, | KRP238206
Distriet Court ' Electronics 2008 KRP283511
(2008  Gahap Incorporated of

101693) Korea

2. Pending Preliminary Injunction

Court Plaintiffe Defendants Initiation Date | Patents in suit
Seoul Central | SHARP SAMSUNG December - 12, | KRP371939
District Court 2007 KRP740870
(2007 Kaehap KRP716988
3859)

3. Case filed before the KIPO (Pending in Patent Court)

Case Number | Plaintifls Defendants Initiation Date | Patents in suit
Invalidation = | SAMSUNG SHARP July 18, 2008 KRP371939
(2008 Dang

2106)

Invalidation SAMSUNG SHARP July 18, 2008 KRP740570
(2008 Dang

2106)

Invalidation SAMSUNG SHARP July 18, 2008 KRP776988
(2008 Dang ‘

2107)

4, Pending Proceedings before the KIPQ

Cass Plaintiffs Defondants Initistion | Patents in suit
Number Date

Invalidation | SHARP SAMSUNG - April 8, | KRP2382086

(2009 Dang 2009

827)

Invalidation | SHARP SAMSUNG April 8, | KRP283511

(2009 Dang 2009
828)

13




Scheduls 5' '. '

Pending Lawsuits and Procsedings in :Germany

1. Ponding Lawsuit on Merits S
Court Plaintiffs | Defendants Initintion Date | Patents in suit
Mannheim SHARY" | Samsung July 14, 2008 | BP098TE82
District Court Electronics © | - - - (DX89930215)
(7 0 191/08) GmbH B ) -
Mannheim SAMSUNG Sharp- July 29, 2008 | BP0O775931
District Court Tlactronics 1 (DEGHE35239)
(7 O 202/08) (Burope) GmbH. '
Mannheim SHARP Samsung February 12, EP1870767
District Court Electronics 2009 (DEE69930216)
(7 0 58/09) GmbH
2. Pending Proceeding in FPC
Court Plaintiffs Defendants Initiation Date | Patents in guit
German SHARP SAMSUNG Novembeyr ~ 07, | BP0775931
Federal Patent 2008 (DIE69686239)
Court :
(2 Ni 4108
o8] .
German Samsung SHARP October 23, | BP0987582
Poderal Patent | Bleetronics 2008 (DEE9930216)
Court GmbIi
(& Ni 3808
45]6)))
3. Pending Proceeding bafore the PO

| Cage Number | Plaintiffs Defendants Initiation Date | Patents in suit
Fwopean Samsung SHARP June 1B, 2009 EP1870767
Patent Office Electronics :
(Application no, | GmbH
07118497.7) ‘

14
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Scheduls 6

Pending Lawsuits in tho Netherlands

1. Pending Lawsuit on Merits v
Court Plaintiffs Pefendants Initiation Date | Patents in suit
District Court | SHARP Samsung July 14, 2008 | EP0987682
of Hague Electronics
(2008/2775) Benelyx BV,
Samgung
| Blectronics
Burope
Logistics B.V.
Counterclaim | Counterclajim
Plaintiffs: Defendants
Samsung SHARP
Tilectronics
Benelux B.V.,
Samsung
Electronics
Turope
Logistics B.V.
Court of Appeal | Appellants: SHARP On 18 | BP0987682
The Hague December 2009
Samsung Samsung
Electronics appealed  the
Benelux B.V,, decigion of the
District Court
Samsung The Haguo.
Electronics Sharp 18
Furope summoned to
Logistics B.V. appear on 1
June, 2010.
16
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PATENT CROSS LICENSE AGREEMENT

This PATENT CROSS LICENSE AGREEMENT (“Agreemont”) is effoctive,
dated as of this 1st day of January, 2010 (the “Tiffective Date”), by and between Sharp
Corporation, a corporation organized and -oxisting under the laws of Japan with its
principal place of business at 22-22 Nagailke-cho, Abenoku, Osaka 545-8522, Japan
(hereinafter referred to as “SHARP"), and Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the Republic of Korea with ite principal place
of business at Samsung lectronics Bldg. 132010, Seoche 2-dong Seocho-gu, Seoul
187-857, Korea (hereinafter reforred to as “SAMSUNG”),

RECITALS

SHARP and S8AMSUNG each own and have rights under various patents,
utility models, certificates of inventorship and applications thereof with rvespect to
liquid crystal display panels and modules in various countries of the world.

SHARP and SAMSUNG each have manufactured and sold, and intend to
continue manufacturing and solling, such liquid crystal display panels and modaules,
and wish to obtain froxn the other Party liconses under certuin various patents, utility
modelg, certificates of inventorship and applications therefor owned by the other Party.

SHARP and SAMSUNG each are willing to grant such licenses to the other
party hereto subject to the terms and conditions hereinalter contained. ’

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and
agreements set forth herein, and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt
 and sufficiency of which ave hereby acknowledged, the Paxtics agree as follows:
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, each of the Parties has caused this Agresment to be
executed by its duly authorized representative as of the date and yeax first above

Sharp Corporation

By:__ ¢ fé Qgé

Name: '752‘5'/{;??,@ 7 Z-/&.{G‘/é N

Title: Expeudive Vice /L}zs*.%wf

Date: M:l_w

Samepung Electronics Co., Ltd,

Byt &.9 .({_{ s
Name:_ 204 kA& CH (f‘r
Title: pﬁ:gv;laaﬂ’r /Lep ;gagweﬁf

_Date: ‘:;e .Qc ,gwg WIC),
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of (PUBLIC VERSION) JOINT MOTION TO TERMINATE
INVESTIGATION has been served on February 12, 2010 as indicated, on the following:

Richard A. Sterba, Esq.
FISH & RICHARDSON P.C.
1425 K Street, NW, Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005

Attorneys for Respondents

KOOOo

Marilyn R. Abbott [0 Via First Class Mail
Secretary 0O Via Hand Delivery
U.S. International Trade Commission 0O Via Overnight Courier
500 E. Street, S.W., Room 112A 0 Via Facsimile
Washington, DC 20436 Via Electronic Delivery
. 00 Not Served

The Honorable Theodore R. Essex 0 Via First Class Mail
U.S. International Trade Commission Via Hand Delivery
500 E Street, S.W., Room 317 0O Via Overnight Courier
Washington, D.C. 20436 0 Via Facsimile

2 copies 00 Via Electronic Mail
Tamara Lee, Esq. 0 Via First Class Mail
Administrative Law Judge Attorney-Advisor 0 Via Hand Delivery
U.S. International Trade Commission 0O Via Overnight Delivery
500 E Street, S.W., Room 317 [0 ViaFacsimile
Washington, DC 20436 Via Electronic Mail
Tamara.Lee(@usitc.gov

Anne M. Goalwin, Esq. , 0 Via First Class Mail
Office of Unfair Import Investigations Via Hand Delivery
U.S. International Trade Commission 0O Via Overnight Courier
500 E Street, S.W., Room 401-B [0 Via Facsimile
Washington, DC 20436 Via Electronic Mail
Ruffin B. Cordell, Esq. Via First Class Mail
Joseph V. Colaianni, Jr. , Esq. Via Hand Delivery

Via Overnight Courier
Via Facsimile
Via Electronic Mail

Paralegal

Stephanie Lenkey




CERTAIN LIQUID CRYSTAL DISPLAY MODULES Inv. No. 337-TA-702
AND PRODUCTS CONTAINING SAME

PUBLIC CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Marilyn R. Abbott, hereby certify that the attached ORDER NO. 3: INITIAL
DETERMINATION TERMINATING INVESTIGATION ON THE BASIS OF
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT has been served by hand upon, the Commission Investigative
Attorney, Anne Goalwin, and the following parties as indicated on February 26, 2010.

Marllyn R é\bbott %ecretary
U.S. International Trade Commission
500 E Street, SW, Room 112A
Washington, D.C. 20436

On Behalf of Complainant Sharp Corporation:

Alan Cope Johnston, Esq. () Via Hand Delivery
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP ( ¥ Via Overnight Mail
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. () Via First Class Mail
Washington, DC 20006 () Other:

On Behalf of Respondents Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., Samsung Electronics America,
Inc. and Samsung Semiconductor, Inec.:

Joseph V. Colaianni, Jr. () _Via Hand Delivery
FISH & RICHARDSON P.C. (V) Via Overnight Mail
1425 K Street N.W., 11m Floor () Via First Class Mail

Washington, D.C. 20005 () Other:



CERTAIN LIQUID CRYSTAL DISPLAY MODULES Inv. No. 337-TA-702
AND PRODUCTS CONTAINING SAME

PUBLIC CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - PAGE 2

Public Mailing List:

Heather Hall ( ) Via Hand Delivery
LEXIS - NEXIS ( Via Overnight Mail
9443 Springboro Pike () Via First Class Mail
Miamisburg, OH 45342 () Other:

Kenneth Clair () Via Hand Delivery
THOMSON WEST ( ¥’) Via Overnight Mail
1100 Thirteen Street, NW, Suite 200 () Via First Class Mail

Washington, D.C. 20005 () Other:



