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NOTICE AND ORDER CONCERNING 
COMMISSION DETERMINATION 

Upon consideration of the presiding officer's recommended 

determination and the record in this proceeding, the Commission (Chairman 

Parker dissenting and Commissioner Stern not participating) hereby orders the 

termination of investigation No. 337-TA-37, Certain Skateboards and Platforms 

Therefor, on the basis of a determination that no violation of section 337 of 

the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, exists. 

Copies of the Commissioners' opinions in support of their 

determinations are available to the public during official working hours at 

the Office of the Secretary, United States International Trade Commission, 701 

E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436. Notice of the institution of the 

investigation was published in the Federal Register on November 11, 1977 (42 

F.R. 58792). 

By order of the Commission: 

Issued: November 13, 1978 
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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 
November 13, 1978 

) 
In the Matter of ) 

1 
CERTAIN SKATEBOARDS AND ) 
PLATFORMS THEREFOR 1 

Investigation No. 337-TA-37 

OPINION OF COMMISSIONERS 
GEORGE M. MOORE AND CATHERINE BEDELL - -  1/ 2 /  

Upon consideration of the presiding officer's recommended determi- 

nation and the record in this proceeding, we have determined that pursuant to 

section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, - 3/ there are no unfair 

methods of competition or unfair acts in the importation of certain skateboards 

and platforms therefor into the United States, or in the sale of certain skate- 

boards and platforms therefor in the United States by the owner, importer, 

consignee, or agent of either, the effect or tendency of which is to destroy or 

substantially injure an industry, efficiently and economically operated, in the 

United States. The basis for this determination is our finding that claims 

1, 2 ,  7, and 8 of U.S. Letters Patent 3,565,454 are invalid for purposes of 

section 337 as obvious in view of the prior art pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 103. 

1/ The views of Chairman Joseph 0. Parker and Vice Chairman Bill Alberger are 

2 /  Commissioner Stem did not participate in this investigation as she assumed 
set forth in separate opinions. 

her duties as a Commissioner on Oct. 16, 1978, and was thus not a Commissioner 
during most of the investigative period. 
- 3/ 19 U.S.C. 1337. 
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Procedural history 

The present investigation was instituted by the United States 

International Trade Commission (hereinafter "the Commission") on November 4 , 
1977, on the basis of an amended complaint filed pursuant to section 337 of 

the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, by Mr. Richard L. Stevenson, doing 

I business as Makaha International. Notice of the Commission's investigation ! 

was published in the Federal Register of November 11, 1977 (42 F.R. 58792). I 

The amended complaint alleges that unfair methods of competition exist in the 

importation of certain skateboards, each with an "inclined foot-depressible 

lever", by reason of the alleged coverage of such skateboards by claims 1, 2, 

7, and 8 of U.S. Letters Patent 3,565,454 (hereinafter "the Stevenson patent 

or "the patent in controversy"), owned by complainant Stevenson. The effect 

or tendency of such importation was alleged to be to destroy or substantially 

injure an industry, efficiently and economically operated, in the United 

States. 

The scope of the Commission's investigation was defined by the 

following language contained in its notice of investigation: 

. . . pursuant to subsection (b) of section 337 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 13371, an investigation (is) 
instituted to determine, under subsection (c) whether, on the 
basis of the allegations set forth in the amended complaint and 
the evidence adduced in this proceeding, there is a violation of 
subsection (a) of this section in the unauthorized importation 
of-- 

(i> skateboards each with an inclined foot-depressible lever, 
or 

(ii) skateboard platforms each with an inclined 
foot-depressible lever 
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into the United States, or in their unauthorized sale, by reason 
of such skateboards and platforms allegedly being covered by 
claims 1, 2, 7 and 8 of U.S. Letters Patent 3,565,454, the 
effect or tendency of which is to destroy or substantially 
injure an industry, efficiently and economically operated, in 
the United States. . . 

Named as respondents in the notice of investigation were five 

domestic importers and five foreign manufacturers and/or exporters: 

Domestic importers 
I 

Sportsmaster Inc,, P.O. Box 2073, Cincinnati, Ohio 45201. 
National Sporting Goods Corp., 1107 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 

Woodline Products Co., 260 22-H Cape Drive, Laguna Niguel, 

Marco Polo Co., 12600 South Broadway, Gardena, Calif. 90061. 
Dixie Trading Co., P.O. Box 903-96, Atlanta, Ga. 30364. 

10010. 

Calif. 92677. 

Foreign manufacturers/exporters 
New Zeal Enterprises Co., Ltd., 6 fl., No. 163, Chang-An E. Rd., 

Section 2, Taipei, Taiwan. 
Prophet International Co., Ltd., China Plastics Building, 

Section 4, Taipei, Taiwan. 
Amapala Marine, 4A Avenue No. 611, Tegucigalpa, Honduras. 
Lido Trading Co., Ltd., P.O. Box 7-341, Taipei, Taiwan. 
Hardy Enterprise Corp. 3-F74, Omei Street, Taipei 100, Taiwan. 

- 1/ 

Upon institution, this matter was referred to Chief Administrative 

Law Judge Donald K. Duvall (hereinafter "the presiding officer") who held a 

hearing at which all interested parties were afforded an opportunity to be 

heard. On July 17, 1978, the presiding officer issued a recommendation that 

the Commission determine that there is no violation of section 337 in the 

importation and sale in the United States of skateboards and platforms 

therefor by reason of the fact that said skateboards and platforms do not 

infringe any valid and enforceable U.S. Letters Patent. More particularly, 

-_ 
1/ By order of the presiding officer dated Mar. 31, 1978, the name of this 

respondent was corrected to S.K.B. de Honduras. 
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the presiding officer recommended that claims 1, 2 ,  7 ,  and 8 of the patent in 

controversy be held invalid for purposes of section 337 since they would have been 

obvious at the time the invention was made to one of ordinary skill in the 

art, and that claims 1, 2 ,  7 ,  and 8 be held unenforceable for purposes of 

section 337 because of the patentee's failure to disclose the existence of 

certain relevant prior art to the U.S. Patent Office. 

also recommended that the skateboards imported into the United States by 

respondents be held to infringe the patent in controversy, if that patent were 

valid. 

sions of law were filed by complainant and by respondents New Zeal Enterprises 

Co., Prophet International Co., Lido Trading Co., Hardy Enterprise Corp. and 

Marco Polo Co. 

sions of law that claims 1, 2 ,  7 ,  and 8 of the patent in controversy were invalid 

and unenforceable for purposes of section 337. Respondents took exception to the 

The presiding officer 

Exceptions to the presiding officer's findings of fact and/or conclu- 

Complainant took exception to the presiding officer's conclu- 

presiding officer's conclusion of law that the patent in controversy was infringed 

for purposes of section 337 by skateboards imported by respondents. 

the Commission received briefs and heard oral argument on the presiding officer's 

recommended determination from counsel representing complainant, the afore- 

mentioned respondents, and the Commission investigative staff. 

Thereafter, 

Consideration of the issues presented - 1/ 
Under section 337, the Commission must determine whether there is a 

violation of that statute and, if there is, what statutory remedy, if any, is 

- 1/ The following abbreviations are used in this opinion: 
Atr. -- transcript of oral argument before the Commission; 
FF -- presiding officer's finding of fact; 
Htr. -- transcript of hearing before presiding officer; 
RD -- recommended determination; 
RX -- respondents' exhibit; and 
SX -- Commission investigative staff exhibit. 
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appropriate. Having considered the presiding officer's recommended determi- 

nation and the record compiled in this proceeding, we have determined that 

there is no violation of section 337 in the importation of the subject skate- 

boards and/or platforms therefor into the United States, or in their sale, 

the effect or tendency of which is to destroy or substantially injure an 

industry, efficiently and economically operated, in the United States. 

Specifically, we find that for the purpose of section 337, claims 1, 2, 7, 

and 8 of the Stevenson patent are invalid as obvious in view of the prior 

art. Moreover, we find that, if valid, the Stevenson patent would be in- 

fringed by the skateboards imported by respondents. Since we have determined 

that there is no violation of section 337, we do not address the questions of 

remedy, bonding, and the public interest. 

fact and conclusions of law of the presiding officer insofar as they are not 

inconsistent with the determinations that follow. 

We hereby adopt the findings of 

1. Invalidity of the Stevenson patent. 

For purposes of section 337, we find that the Stevenson patent is 

invalid as obvious in view of the prior art. Our reasons for this finding are 

set forth below. 

a. Legal framework. -- Section 103, title 35, of the United States 

Code provides as follows: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time 
the invention was made t o  a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
(Emphasis added.) 
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The analytical procedure to be used in applying section 103 has been set 

forth by the U.S. Supreme Court in the case of Graham v. John Deere Co. There 

the Court stated that under section 103 -- 
the scope and content of the prior art are to be determined; 
differences between the prior art and the claims at issue 
are to be ascertained; and the level of ordinary skill in 
the pertinent art resolved. Against this background, the 
obviousness or nonobviousness of the subject matter is 
determined. Such secondary considerations as commercial suc- I 

cess, long felt but unsolved needs, failure by others, etc., 
might be utilized to give light to the circumstances sur- 
rounding the origin of the subject matter sought to be 
patented. As indicia of obviousness or nonobviousness, these 
inquiries may have relevancy. - 1/ 

I 

b. The Stevenson patent. 2/ -- The patent in controversy was granted to 
Richard L. Stevenson on February 23, 1971, upon an application filed on 

June 12, 1969. - 31 The subject matter of the Stevenson patent is a skateboard. 

Skateboards are sport maneuvering devices consisting of elongated platforms 

mounted on wheels. The Stevenson patent is directed to a skateboard, the aft 

section of which comprises an inclined foot-depressible lever (commonly 

referred to as a kicktail) sloped upwardly and rearwardly from the skateboard. 

By depressing the lever with his rear foot, a rider of the skateboard is able 

to facilitate turning the board through various spinning maneuvers known in 

the sport as wheelies or kick turns. 

There is general agreement that the object of the kicktail invention 

was to improve the maneuverability and safety of skateboards, and thereby 

- 1/ Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 17-18 (1966). 
21 Hereafter in this opinion, we limit our discussion of the Stevenson 

patent to claims 1, 2, 7, and 8 thereof, the only claims put in issue by 
complainant. 
not intend to speak to all claims unless we do so expressly hereafter. 

opinions in this investigation. 

While occasionally we refer to these claims specifically, we do 

3/ A copy of the Stevenson patent is included in the appendix following the 
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contribute to the revitalization of the U.S. skateboard industry. FF 33. 

More specifically, the kicktail invention was intended to eliminate or 

minimize the problems of foot slippage and grounding, and to enhance a rider's 

"foot feel" and leverage. FF 33,  Atr. 7. Foot slippage refers to the tendency 

of a rider's foot to slip off the rear end of the board when that end is 

depressed in the performance of spinning maneuvers. Grounding is the scraping 

of the back tip of the board on the ground when the rear end is depressed. 

c. Scope and content of the prior art; differences between claims 

at issue and the prior art. -- Of the numerous items of prior art cited by 
respondents and the Commission investigative attorney, the only one which we 

find relevant on the issue of obviousness is the so-called rocker skateboard 

produced by several skateboard manufacturers, including the complainant, dur- 

ing the mid-1960's. FF 30. The rocker skateboard differs from the kicktail 

skateboard in that the platform of the rocker skateboard is continuously 

curved from end to end, whereas that of the latter is composed of two flat 

surfaces meeting at an obtuse angle. The rocker board is unpatented, and there 

is no indication that the Patent Office was aware of its existence at the time 

complainant's patent was issued. 

Respondents have strongly urged the relevancy as prior art of two 

patents in the field of water sports -- the Abbott slalom water ski patent - 1/ 
and the Kelly hydroplane surfboard patent. 21 The presiding officer also 

regards these patents as relevant prior art. We do not. In our view the 

Abbott water ski and Kelly surfboard patents are not relevant prior art 

1/ U.S.  Letters Patent 3,056,148 issued to J.P. Abbott et al. on Oct. 2 ,  

2 /  U.S.  Letters Patent 3,111,695 issued to J.M. Kelly on Nov. 26, 1963. A 
1962. 

copy of this patent is included in the appendix. 

A copy of this patent is included in the appendix. 



8 

because the problems addressed by them are not the problems (foot slippage, 

grounding, foot feel, and leverage) meant to be solved by the complainant's 

kicktail invention. Application of Heldt, 433 F.2d 808, 812 (CCPA 1970). 

Thus, an inventor setting out to solve the problems addressed by the Kicktail 

skateboard would not be expected t o  turn to Abbott and Kelly for guidance. 

Therefore, we have not considered Abbott and Kelly as constituting part of 

the relevant prior art. 
I 

d. Ordinary skill in the art. -- The pertinent art in this investi- 
gation is that of skateboard design. Flat boards and rocker boards were both 

well known in the skateboard industry at the time complainant filed his 

patent application in 1969. FF 20, 29. Rocker boards had been manufactured 

by at least three firms during the mid-1960's. 

time complainant's invention was made, a person of ordinary skill in the art 

FF 30. We find that at the 

of skateboard design would have been familiar with.the design and functioning 

of flat and rocker skateboards constructed of wood, or of one-piece molded 

plastic or fiberglass. FF 24, 29, 30; RD 32. 

e. Obviousness. -- Having determined the scope and content of the 
prior art, the differences between prior art and the claims at issue, and the 

level of ordinary skill in the art, we must determine whether a person of 

ordinary skill in the art would have found the kicktail invention obvious at 

the time it was made. Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 17-18 (1966). 

The functional advantages of the kicktail skateboard relative to 

the rocker skateboard arise from the fact that the front portion of the 

former is flat whereas that of the latter is curved. The continuously 

curved shape of the rocker board causes a dip in the center portion of the 
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board that deepens as the curvature of the board increases. This dip can 

cause balance problems for the rider attempting to perform "wheelies", as 

well as increasing the likelihood that the center portion of the board will 

scrape against the ground. The presiding officer found that it would have 

been obvious to a person of ordinary skill at the time the kicktail invention 

was made to eliminate the rocker board's balance and grounding problems by 

simply flattening its center and forward portions. RD 35. We agree. A 

rocker board with its front and center sections flattened is practically 

indistinguishable in shape from a kicktail board. 

and his expert witness, patent attorney Kelly, admitted that a rocker board 

In fact, both complainant 

with its front and center portions flattened out would infringe the 

Stevenson patent. Htr. 233, 395. 

We are mindful of the fact that patents are presumed valid pursuant 

to 35 U.S.C. 282. The presumption of validity remains in existence until 

rebutted, and the burden of persuasion is upon those asserting invalidity. 

The burden of persuasion may be more easily carried by evidence consisting of 

prior art more pertinent than any considered by the Patent Office examiner. 

Solder Removal Co. v. U . S .  International Trade Commission, 199 U.S.P.Q. 129, 

132-133 (CCPA 1978). In the instant case, we find the presumption of validity 

to have been rebutted by evidence regarding the rocker board. The rocker 

board is the closest prior art of which we are aware, yet it was apparently 

not considered by the examiner. 

Complainant has strongly urged the commercial success of the kick- 

tail skateboard as evidence of nonobviousness. The evidence shows that at 

present the kicktail board accounts for more than 90 percent of the U.S. 
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skateboard market. FF 38. 

indicia of nonobviousness, such as commercial success, can only tip the scales 

in favor of patentability in close cases. 

Racing Association, Inc., 553 F.2d 740, 748 (2nd Cir. 1977). Because we find 

the Stevenson patent plainly obvious in light of the rocker board, secondary 

factors such as commercial success need not be considered. 

however, that the reason or reasons for the commercial success of the kicktail 

board are unclear. 

preference for the kicktail board is due, at least in part, to the stylish or 

sporty look imparted to the board by its upswept kicktail, rather than to its 

functional advantages. 

However, it is well established that secondary 

Digitronics Corp. v. New York 

It is worth noting, 

There is testimony of record indicating that consumers' 

Htr. 353, RD 27. L/ 

2. Infringement of the Stevenson patent 

Although we have found claims 1, 2 ,  7, and 8 of the Stevenson patent 

invalid for purposes of section 337, we have considered the issue of infringe- 

ment in order that we may render a decision on all the appealable issues 

presented to us. z/ We conclude that the Stevenson patent, if valid, would 
be infringed by the skateboards imported by respondents. 

a. Direct infringement. -- In order for a patent to be infringed, 
Claim 1, the broadest of the only one claim of that patent need be infringed. 

13 claims in the Stevenson patent, reads as follows: 

1/ Commissioner Moore finds that there is insufficient evidence in the 
record to support the presiding officer's recommendation that claims 1, 2 ,  7, 
and 8 of the Stevenson patent be held unenforceable because of complainant's 
failure to disclose the existence of the rocker board to the Patent Office. 
He notes, moreover, that if the Stevenson patent is nonobvious in view of the 
rocker board, then the enforceability issue is moot because it would then 
surely not have been misleading to fail to bring the rocker board to the 
attention of the Patent Office. 

decide all appealable issues presented to it in Coleco Industries, Inc. V. 
U.S.  International Trade Commission, 573 F.2d 1247, 1252 (fn. 5) (CCPA 1978). 

2 /  The U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals suggested that the Conmission 
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1. A sport maneuvering device comprising: 

a. An elongated platform for supporting a person, the platform 
having a forward end section and a rearward end section; ' 

b. wheels coupled to and beneath the platform; and 

c. an inclined foot-depressible lever coupled to the rearward 
end section of the platform, the lever being oriented so 
its plane slopes upwardly and rearwardly from the platform 
wherein a person positioned with one foot on the platform 
and the other foot resting on the lever may tilt the 
platform to a desired position by depressing the lever. 

Complainant has asserted that claim 1 (as well as other claims) of his patent 

is infringed by the kicktail skateboards imported by respondents. Respondents 

seek to avoid a finding of direct infringement by pointing out that the 

platforms I/ of the imported boards are constructed of a single piece of 
molded plastic, whereas claim 1 of the Stevenson patent covers "an inclined 

foot-depressible lever coupled to the rearward end section of the platform." 

(Emphasis added. ) 

two-piece construction, and therefore assert that claim 1 does not read 

directly on the imported boards. 

expert testimony of patent attorney Kelly to the effect that the word "coupled" 

encompasses many forms of physical attachment, including molecular bonding and 

adhesion, we concur with the presiding officer and hold the Stevenson patent 

directly infringed by the imported skateboards. 

Respondents interpret the word "coupled" to require a 

Since we find to be credible the unrebutted 

b. Infringement under the doctrine of equivalents. -- Even if there 
were no direct infringement of the Stevenson patent, there would still be 

infringement by the doctrine of equivalents. 

device is held to infringe the claims of a patent, even though the claims do 

Under that doctrine, an accused 

1/ The term "platform" refers here to the skateboard less its wheels and 
wheel mounts, i.e., to "platform" plus "lever" as those terms are used in 
claim 1 of the Stevenson patent. 
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not read directly on the device, provided the accused device employs sub- 

stantially the same means to achieve substantially the same results in sub- 

stantially the same way as the patented device. Graver Tank & Mfg. Co., Inc. 

v. Linde Air Products Co., 339 U.S. 605, 608 (1950). 

In the instant investigation, there can be no doubt that the imported 

skateboards employ substantially the same means (an upwardly sloped lever at 

the rear of an otherwise flat skateboard platform) to achieve substantially , 

the Same results (performance of spinning maneuvers with greater ease and I 

safety) in substantially the same way (rider raises nose of board off ground 

by depressing rear lever with foot and pivots board about rear wheels) as the 

skateboard disclosed by the Stevenson patent. - 1/ We therefore find the Stevenson 

patent to be infringed by the imported skateboards under the doctrine of 

equivalents. 

3. Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, we determine there is no violation of 

section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, in the importation into, or 

sale in, the United States of certain skateboards and platforms therefor by 

reason of the facts that claims 1, 2 ,  7, and 8 of the Stevenson patent are 

for purposes of section 337 invalid as obvious in view of the rocker board 

within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 103. 

1/ Compare the Stevenson patent (reproduced in the appendix) with SX-5 (kick- 
tail skateboard imported by one of the respondents) and with RX-13 (rocker 
skateboard). 



SEPARATE OPINION O F  
COMMISSIONER BILL aBERGER 

I am i n  g e n e r a l  agreement wi th  t h e  views expressed i n  t h e  
1 

opinion o f  Commissioners Moore and B e d e l l ,  I concur i n  t h e  p o r t i o n s  I 

of t h e i r  opinion which f i n d  t h a t  t h e  Stevenson p a t e n t  i s  i n v a l i d  as 

obvious i n  view o f  t h e  r o c k e r  board,  and t h a t ,  i f  v a l i d  and e n f o r c e a b l e ,  

t h e  Stevenson p a t e n t  would b e  i n f r i n g e d  by t h e  skateboards  imported by 

respondents.  However, I d i f f e r  from Commissioners Moore and B e d e l l  on 

the  i s s u e s  of (1) whether t h e  K e l l y  hydroplane surfboard p a t e n t  i s  

r e l e v a n t  p r i o r  art and (2) whether t h e  Stevenson p a t e n t  i s  e n f o r c e a b l e .  

1. The K e l l y  hydroplane surfboard patent  i s  r e l e v a n t  p r i o r  art.  

While I a g r e e  t h a t  t h e  Abbott s la lom water s k l  p a t e n t  1/ i s  - 
not  r e l e v a n t  p r i o r  art, I d i s a g r e e  wi th  t h i s  c o n c l u s i o n  w i t h  regard t o  

t h e  K e l l y  hydroplane sur fboard  patent .  - 2/ I f e e l  t h a t  t h e  Kelly p a t e n t  

i s  r e l e v a n t  p r i o r  art .  The problems o f  l e v e r a g e  and grounding addressed 

by t h e  Stevenson p a t e n t  are a l s o  addressed by t h e  Kelly p a t e n t .  Leverage 

refers t o  the  g r e a t e r  ease o f  depress ing t h e  rear end o f  a board by 

v i r t u e  o f  i t s  upwardly and rearwardly s loped c o n f i g u r a t i o n ,  w h i l e  grounding 

refers t o  c o n t a c t  between t h e  back t i p  o f  t h e  board and t h e  r i d i n g  

1/ U.S. L e t t e r s  P a t e n t  3 , 0 5 6 , 1 4 8  i s s u e d  t o  J.P. Abbott  et a l .  on Oct. 2 ,  
A copy o f  t h i s  p a t e n t  i s  included i n  t h e  appendix. 

2/ U.S. L e t t e r s  P a t e n t  3 , 1 1 1 , 6 9 5  i s s u e d  t o  J.M. K e l l y  on Nov. 2 6 ,  1963.  
1962.  

A copy of t h i s  p a t e n t  i s  included i n  t h e  appendix. 
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surface. 

it allows for increased maneuverability. 

on the rear end section of a surfboard, thereby releasing weight from the 

Leverage is certainly an important factor in surfing as 

A surfer steps or leans 

front section, which allows for greater turning power. 

what a skateboarder does to facilitate wheelie maneuvers on land. 

is also an important problem in surfing. 

end of the board from becoming submerged under water, thereby avoiding exces- 

sive "drag" which slows down the surfer's speed. 

essentially the same problem as that of grounding, although many of the complex 

aspects of hydrodynamics do not apply to skateboard art. 

skill in the art of skateboard design would have knowledge of these develop- 

ments of design in the surfboard industry. - 1/ 

This is not unlike 

Grounding 

The Kelly patent prevents the rear 

This problem of "drag" is 

A person of ordinary 

Although I feel that the Kelly 

patent is relevant, I agree that the rocker skateboard is more relevant. 

2. The Stevenson patent is unenforceable. 

The presiding officer found claims 1, 2, 7, and 8 of the Stevenson 

patent unenforceable because of complainant's inequitable conduct in not dis- 

closing the existence of the rocker board to the Patent Office. I agree. 

Because patent applications are processed by the Patent Office on an 

ex parte basis, and because of the exclusive rights granted to patentees, the 

courts have consistently held patent applicants to a high level of candor in 

dealing with the Patent Office. As the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals 

has stated -- 
The highest standards of honesty and candor 
on the part of applicants in presenting . . . 
facts to the (Patent Office) are . . . necessary 
elements in a working patent system. 
so far as to say they are essential. 21 

We would go 

11 See Recommended Determination, p .  32. - -  
- 21 Norton v. Curtiss, 433 F.2d 779, 794 (CCPA 1970). 
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In the instant investigation, complainant was aware of the rocker 

board at the time his application for the kicktail patent was filed. 

he himself had manufactured rocker boards in the past. 1/ Yet the existence 

of the rocker board was never disclosed to the Patent Office. Complainant's 

patent application referred only to skateboards with flat platforms. 2/ 

referring only to flat skateboards in his application, complainant impliedly 

asserted to the Patent Office that such skateboards were the closest prior a,rt 

of which he had knowledge. Such an assertion amounts to a misrepresentation 

of the actual state of the prior art, and in my view constitutes inequitable 

conduct requiring that claims 1, 2 ,  7 ,  and 8 of the Stevenson patent be held 

unenforceable for purposes of section 337. 

Indeed, 

- 

By - 

I 

Complainant has testified that the reason the rocker board was not 

brought to the attention of the Patent Office was that the rocker board is, in 

his view, so dramatically different from the kickt.ai1 board as to be totally 

irrelevant as prior art. Because I find the rocker board so closely related 

to the kicktail board as to render the latter obvious within the meaning of 

35 U.S.C. 103, I agree with the presiding officer that complainant's position 

is "not reasonably tenable". - 3/  

Moreover, a patent applicant's good faith and subjective intent in 

dealing with the Patent Office are not necessarily controlling. The Court of 

Customs and Patent Appeals has stated that -- 
Under ordinary circumstances, the fact of 
misrepresentation coupled with proof that 
the party making it had knowledge of its 

- 1/ Presiding Officer's finding of fact number 30. 
2/ The application refers (p. 2, lines 28-29) to the rear overhang sections 

ofconventional skateboards as being "aligned in coplanar relationship with 
the rest of the board." (Emphasis added.) 
- 3/ Recommended Determination, p. 39. 
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falsity is enough to warrant drawing the 
inference that there was a fraudulent, 
intent. Where public policy demands a 
complete and accurate disclosure it may 
suffice to show nothing more than that 
the misrepresentations were made in an 
atmosphere of gross negligence as to 
their truth. A/ 

While I decline to infer a fraudulent intent on complainant's part under the 

facts of this case, z/ I do find that complainant's misrepresentation re- 
garding the actual state of the prior art was made in an atmosphere of gross 

negligence requiring that claims 1, 2,  7, and 8 of the Stevenson patent be 

held unenforceable for purposes of section 337. 

only gross negligence on complainant's part can explain his failure to apprise 

the Patent Office of the rocker board. 

Absent a fraudulent intent, 

- 1/ Norton v. Curtiss, supra, pp. 795-796. 
- -  21 See Presiding Officer's findings of fact numbered 53 through 56. 



SEPARATE OPINION OF CHAIRMAN JOSEPH 0. PARKER 

Upon review of the entire record in this investigation, I determine 

that there is a violation of section 337 in the unlicensed importation into 
i 

the United States of certain skateboards by reason of the coverage of such 1 

skateboards by one or more claims of U.S.  Patent No. 3,565,454, 1/ the effect 

or tendency of which is to destroy or substantially injure an efficiently and 

economically operated U.S.  industry. 

Validity of complainant's patent. 

- 

Pursuant to 35 U . S . C .  282, an issued patent is presumptively valid 

and the burden of overcoming the presumption of validity is upon those 

asserting invalidity. Thus, in this investigation respondents have the burden 

of overcoming the presumption of validity of complainant's patent. 

judgment, respondents have not overcome this presumption in this investigation. 

In my 

In order to result in a valid utility patent, an invention must be 

new, useful and nonobvious. The utility of the kicktail skateboard is not 

seriously at issue in this investigation; and, although respondents maintain 

that the kicktail skateboard is not new in view of the prior art, the 

presiding officer found to the contrary, a finding in which I concur. 

There remains the issue of nonobviousness. 

21 

1/ In order to be consistent with the terminology adopted in the other 
opinions in this investigation, I will hereafter refer to this patent as '@the 
Stevenson patent . I '  

- -  2 /  See presiding officer's conclusion of law number 7 and pp. 40-41 of his 
Recommended Determination. 
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The p r e s i d i n g  o f f i c e r  found claims 1 ,  2 ,  7 ,  and 8 o f  t h e  Stevenson 

p a t e n t  i n v a l i d  as obvious i n  view of  t h e  p r i o r  art.  

p r i n c i p a l l y  r e l i e d  upon by t h e  p r e s i d i n g  o f f i c e r  i n  f i n d i n g  t h e  Stevenson 

- 11 The p r i o r  art 

p a t e n t  obvious i s  t h e  s o - c a l l e d  " rocker  skateboard." 21 While t h e  r o c k e r  - 
board may b e  deemed t o  b e  p r i o r  a r t  i n  t h e  sense  t h a t  i t  i s  one o f  s e v e r a l  

types  o f  skateboards  known and used p r i o r  t o  complainant 's  i n v e n t i o n  o f  t h e  

k i c k t a i l  skateboard ,  and whi le  I agree  t h a t  a person o f  ordinary  s k i l l  i n  t h e  

a r t  of skateboard des ign  would have been acquainted wi th  t h e  r o c k e r  board,  I 

do not  agree  t h a t  t h e  s u b j e c t  matter o f  t h e  Stevenson p a t e n t  would have been 

obvious at  the  time t h e  invent ion  was made t o  one o f  ordinary  s k i l l  i n  t h e  

p e r t i n e n t  art .  

I n  my view, t h e  r o c k e r  skateboard i s  fundamentally d i f f e r e n t  from t h e  

k i c k t a i l  board because  t h e  r o c k e r  board cannot perform e f f e c t i v e l y  as a 

k i c k t a i l  board. As complainant t e s t i f i e d  a t  t h e  hear ing  h e l d  b e f o r e  t h e  

p r e s i d i n g  o f f i c e r  -- 
(w)hen you ta lk  about e f f e c t i v e n e s s ,  t h e  r o c k e r  board. . .does 
not f u n c t i o n  as a k ickta i l .  It cannot f o r  a couple  o f  reasons .  
F i r s t  o f  a l l ,  any advantage t h a t  i s  accrued by any c o n t r i v a n c e  
o f  r a i s i n g  t h e  rear as a r e s u l t  o f  t h e  cont inuous a r t  (arc) 
merely r e s u l t s  i n  a t o t a l  negat ion o f  t h e  advantages accrued by 
t h e  rear f o o t ,  by t h e  disadvantages t h a t  are accrued by t h e  
f r o n t  foot .  So, t h e  h igher  you p l a c e  t h e  rear f o o t  on t h e  
( rocker )  board,  t h e  lower you have t o  p l a c e  t h e  f r o n t  f o o t ;  and 
you end up where you s t a r t e d .  You a r e  o f f  b a l a n c e ;  you are out 
o f  p o s i t i o n ;  everyth ing  i s  a l t e r e d .  - 31 

I n  o ther  words, t h e r e  are severe  problems o f  r i d e r  imbalance a s s o c i a t e d  with 

at tempting t o  perform a c r o b a t i c  maneuvers on t h e  rocker  board.  

- 11 Pres id ing  o f f i c e r ' s  c o n c l u s i o n  o f  law number 5. 
- 21 Recommended Determinat ion,  p. 35. 
- 3/ T r a n s c r i p t ,  pp. 217-218,  
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In light of the significant difference in performance between the 

rocker board and the kicktail board, the latter would not, in my judgment, 

have been obvious in view of the former. In making this determination, I have 

considered certain "secondary" indicia of nonobviousness which the Supreme 

Court has stated may be taken into account in deciding whether the subject 

matter of the patent is obvious within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 103. 1/ - 
The first such factor is the undeniable commercial success of the 

kicktail board. Kicktail boards have taken over in excess of 90 percent of 

the U.S. skateboard market. The presiding officer found that at least a part 

of the kicktail board's commercial success is attributable to its functional 

advantages over non-kicktail boards. 

ease and safety with which riders of kicktail boards are able to perform the 

pivoting maneuvers known in the sport as "kick turns" or "wheelies". 

- 21 These advantages are the greater 

In my 

judgement, the great popularity of the kicktail board is persuasive evidence 

of nonobviousness. - 3/ I would note in this regard that, although the advent 

in 1974 of the polyurethane wheel may have contributed to the resurgence of 

skateboarding in general, it cannot be said to account for the present 

popularity of the kicktail board. This observation follows from the fact that 

polyurethane wheels are capable of being mounted on flat boards and rocker 

boards as well as kicktail boards. 

Another factor is the long felt but unsolved need for a safer 

skateboard met by the kicktail skateboard. The collapse of the U.S. 

1/ Graham v. John Deere Co.. 383 U.S. 1, 17-18 (1966). ~ - - 2/ Recommended Determination, p. 27. 
- -  31 See Stiegele v. J. M. Moore Import-Export Co., 312 F.2d 588, 591 (2d 

Cir. 1963). 
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skateboard  i n d u s t r y  i n  1966 was due i n  l a r g e  measure t o  s a f e t y  problems wi th  

t h e  then  e x i s t i n g  f l a t  and r o c k e r  skateboards .  Municipal A u t h o r i t i e s  i n  many 

l o c a l i t 5 e s  banned skateboarding as unsafe .  It was not  u n t i l  a f t e r  

compla inant ' s  invent ion  i n  1969 of t h e  k i c k t a i l  skateboard and t h e  development 

i n  1974 of  t h e  polyurethane wheel t h a t  t h e  skateboard industry  recovered.  

While some o f  t h e  c r e d i t  for  t h e  recovery  must go t o  t h e  polyurethane wheel ,  1 

t h e  g r e a t e r  i n h e r e n t  s a f e t y  o f  k i c k t a i l  boards v is -a -v is  f l a t  boards  and I 

r o c k e r  boards was a l s o  a v i t a l  f a c t o r .  - 1/ The rocker  board was developed i n  

1 9 6 5 ,  a y e a r  p r i o r  t o  t h e  1966 c o l l a p s e  o f  t h e  skateboard industry .  

Although t h e  rocker  board was n o t  among t h e  p r i o r  art c i t e d  by t h e  

examiner when t h e  Stevenson p a t e n t  i s s u e d ,  t h e  presumption o f  v a l i d i t y  i s  n o t  

destroyed.  As t h e  U . S .  Court of  Customs and P a t e n t  Appeals s t a t e d  i n  t h e  case 

o f  S o l d e r  Removal Company v. U.S. I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Trade Commission: 

Though the  presumption o f  v a l i d i t y  remains i n  existence u n t i l  
rebut ted  and t h e  burden of persuas ion  cont inues  throughout t h e  
l i t i g a t i o n  on him who asserts i n v a l i d i t y ,  t h e  burden of  
persuasion may b e  more e a s i l y  c a r r i e d  by evidence c o n s i s t i n g  o f  
more p e r t i n e n t  p r i o r  ar t  than t h a t  considered by t h e  
examiner. - 2/  

I n  my judgment complainant has  n o t  c a r r i e d  t h e  burden of p e r s u a s i o n  

notwithstanding t h e  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  evidence regarding t h e  r o c k e r  board.  

The Stevenson Datent i s  e n f o r c e a b l e .  

The pres id ing  o f f i c e r  a l s o  found claims 1 ,  2 ,  7 ,  and 8 of t h e  

Stevenson p a t e n t  unenforceable  because  o f  compla inant ' s  f a i l u r e  t o  d i s c l o s e  

1/ There i s  evidence of r e c o r d  t h a t  k i c k t a i l  boards are safer t o  r i d e  than  
f l a t  boards o r  rocker  boards. 
exper t  skateboard r iders ) ;  cornplainant 's  e x h i b i t  47 (survey o f  225 skateboard  
r i d e r s ) ;  and complainant 's  e x h i b i t  48 ( r e p o r t  e n t i t l e d  " K i c k t a i l  Skateboard  
Analysis"  a t  p. 5-21].  

S e e  compla inant ' s  e x h i b i t  46 ( a f f i d a v i t s  o f  5 - 

F 

2/  See  So lder  Removal Co. v. U.S. I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Trade Commission, 199 
U.SyP.Q.129, 133 (CCPA 1978) .  
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the existence of the rocker board to the Patent Office. 1/ In my judgment, - 
the facts developed in the investigation do not warrant such a finding. 

. In the case of Norton v. Curties the U.S. Court of Customs and Patent 

Appeals stated that in deciding cases involving alleged inequitable conduct -- 
courts appear to look at the equities of the particular case and 
determine whether the conduct before them -- which might have 
been admittedly less than fraudulent in the technical sense -- 
was still so reprehensible as to justify the court's refusing to 
enforce the rights of the party guilty of such conduct. 21 - 

In my view, the record in this investigation reveals no conduct on the part of 

complainant (or his patent attorney) " s o  reprehensible" as to justify refusing 

to enforce the Stevenson patent. The record is devoid of any evidence that 

complainant acted with fraudulent intent in not apprising the Patent Office of 

the rocker board. Indeed, the evidence is to the contrary. The record shows 

that complainant was quite open about informing his patent attorney, Mr. 

Kelly, of the rocker board. A drawing of the rocker board was included among 

materials complainant gave to Mr. Kelly. - 3/ However, complainant's 

disclosures to his patent attorney regarding the rocker board were never made 

a part of his patent application. Complainant's attorney testified that he 

simply overlooked the drawing of the rocker board given to him by 

complainant. - 41 

A number of federal court cases - 5/  have held that, in order to amount 

to inequitable conduct justifying a refusal to enforce a patent, the patent 

1/ Presiding officer's conclusion of law number 6; Recommended 

- 21 Norton v. Curtiss, 433 F.2d 779, 793 (CCPA 1970). 
- 31 Presiding officer's finding of fact number 53.  
- 41 Presiding officer's finding of fact number 54. 
5/  - See, for example, Pfizer, Inc. v. International Rectifier Corp. 538 F.2d 

determination, pp. 38-40. 

180, 186 (8th Cir. 1976) and Xerox Corporation v. Dennison Manufacturing 
Company 322 F.Supp. 963, 968 (S.D.N.Y. 1971). 
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applicant's conduct must contain some element of wrongfulness, willfulness, or 

bad faith. No such element has been establiahed in this investigation. 

Further, I do not find that complainant's conduct amounted to gross 

negligence sufficient to render his patent unenforceable. 

significant difference in performance between the rocker board and the 

kicktail board, complainant Is  view of the rocker board as irrelevant insofar 

as his kicktail invention was concerned is understandable. 

In light of the 

Conclusion I 

Because I find the Stevenson patent valid, enforceable, and infringed 

by the kicktail skateboards imported by respondents, and inasmuch as the 

parties have stipulated that the U . S .  skateboard industry is efficiently and 

economically operated, and that importation of respondents' skateboards has 

the effect or tendency to substantially injure that industry, I determine that 

there is a violation of section 337. As a majority of the Commission has 

found no violation of the statute, I will not address the issues of remedy, 

bonding, and the public interest. 



* .  

A P P E N D I X  

1. U . S .  Letters Patent 3,565,454 (Stevenson patent). 

2. U.S. Letters Patent 3,056,148 (Abbott water s k i  patent). 

3 .  U . S .  Letters Patent 3,111,695 (Kelly surfboard patent). 
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ABSTRACT: The rear end section of J skateboard mounts an 
inclined lever that is sloped upwardly and rearwardly from the 
skateboard. In  order to practice orhenvise difficult spinning or 
pivoting maneuvers such as wheelies with much improved 
balance and safetj. a person places his rear foot upon and 
depresses the lever to tilt the skateboard upwardly into a pi- 
tion for the desired m:ineuver. 
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SkATEBOARD W t n t  MCLMED M - D -  
LEVER 

To nlter the skatebard from ita normi tnveiing poitba 
.nd prepare it for a whcelic or spinning maneuver for erum- 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 
pie. the person shitls his weight d y  8nd deprroa the 
lever in order to lift the platfdnn upwardly until it UIUM tho 

?he prescnt invention relates to skateboards and more ' d ~ r ~ o P t i m ~ ~ t .  
specificllly to a skateboard with an inclined lever that is con- in a preferred embodiment of this invention the platform m 
\ eniently positioned for a penon to depress with one foot in characterized bY a tubuhr frame wrirh two l r t e d y  w e d  dda 
ctrdcr to facilitate spinning the skateboard through a whe+lie an h d t h p t  upon and secured 
rnaneuvcr or the like. to the runners. The lever u a generally U-shaped tu& whoae 

Ssatcboarding is regarding by many ptople as an i d 4  sport l o  tubular ends are Coupled to comsponding rearward end8 Of 
f3r developing agility. maneuverability, control, balance and the N-rs. n e  Of the U-shaped tu& may convcqe 
.oordination. Conventional skateboards have an elongated r e m u d b  and Carry a pad that  spa^ across the tubular arms 
Flar k or board sized for supporting a person in a standing and C a n  be used to SUPpOn a F W n ' S  foot. An optimum d e  
FoSjUOtI and sets of fore and aft wheels secured benealh the 15 defined by the P h e s  of the pbtfom Md l e v a  between 20' 
board. ?he rear set of wheels is positioned inwardly from the and 50". 
skateboard trailing or rearward edge to constitute a rear over- The two sets of wheds are mounted to corresponding whwl 
h a n d  rectioa of the board. platea which in turn arc adjustably coupkd to forward an& 

As imaginative people gndually created different acrobatic reitfwrd POdOm of the mmn. Plat- M Y  be s h i w  
st]rIes and competition became increasingly popular, the risk 20 lon@tuhallY of the platform and wtiod to wold- 
i5 ii person of losing his balance and tumbling from the modate the Special Wmnal style ofthe d a t e b k r .  

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS skateboard became increasingly more serious. Inexperienced 
Feoole trying to accelerate the development of their r k i b  in 
spinning through wheelier or the like would not infrequently The numemw benefits and unique upectr of the prrreat in- 
r.>pplc from the skateboard and become injured. Con- 2s vention will be fully undentmd when the foilowing deuikd 
scquently some parenta discouraged their children from description is studied in conjunction wWith,the drawinp ia 
zperating skateboards since skateboards became regarded by which: 
these parents ill hazardous and a threat to physical well-being. FIG. 1 is a perspective view of the duteboud. showing thc 
1 ~ 1  basic situations make conventional s k a t e b o d  more inclined foot-depressible lever coupled to the rear section of 

c.angerous than they ought to be. As shall be explained these 30 the skateboard and how the wheels are adjustably mounted to 
~ w o  conditions result from the fact that the rear overhang YC- the platform; 
iten of the board is both too long and is aligned in coplanar 
-ciationship with the rest of the board. The overhang section 
mucit k sufficiently long to enable a skateboarder to rest his 35 
!on: upon the overhang section in order to p m s  it FIG. 5 is a partially exploded perspective view of  another 
,!cwnwardly to tilt the skateboard. With the skateboard tilted embodiment of this invention, showing dual foot-depressible 
:$e  person is then capable of attempting to spin around levers coupled to the rearward and forward end sections of  the 
!hr\)ugh a wheelie maneuver or the like while usinn the rear skateboard. 

FIG. 2 is a side view ofthc skateboard; 
FIG. 3 is a top pian view of the skateboard; 
FIG. 4 is a rear end view of the skateboard; and 

U h:.eii as a fulcrum. tjniofiunate~y. the necew-length of 40 
DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED !he oberhang section often causes it to bump or schp on the 

!.rwcd when the skateboard is tilted through only a slight 
 my^* relative to the ground. As a result the person is often 
:med off the skatehwd. 

The other basic potential danger confronting people arises 
' s , : : : . !  a person. attempting to practice a wheelje, shifts his 
x ::EM to his rear foot. As the skateboard is incrcasingly tilted 
.;c. pxson's balance becomes more difficult to maintain since 
:!5 rear foot must maintain a firm purchase on an ever-in- 
.rtasing s h q  rnclrnr. ,A point is often reached, before the 
)verhang section scrapes against the ground, when the rear 
(-( 1 unavoidaljlp blips or slides off the skateboard with the ad- 
.erir result that thc prnon loses his balance and is toppled 
'r.?? the ska!c%Jra 

,As shall be fully described this invention is aimed at over- 
:oi!ng the iibovc mentioned skateboird dangers and provid- 
"6 .? skstebc.tlrd thar will enable il p n o n  to quickly and safely 
xcuirc .chtctwardinp skills. 

BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

'hiefly state this invention comprehends a skateboard con- 
srriicied to assist 3 pemn in developing and enhancing 
Sa'ance and athletic skills with an accompanying much 
diminrshed risk of tumbling from the skateboard and kcom- 
ir?g injured. 

3 c  sk;ltebard IS characterized by an elongated platform 
f ~ i r  supportinp. a person in a standing position, the platform 
m n n p  a forwara end section, a rearwxci end section and a 
!or$:udinal center line. Sets of wheels are coupled to and 
rwiiuoned beneath hoth the forward end section and rearward 
en-! section of the elongated platform. A foot4eprcssible 
:eitr :s coupled to the end section of the platform and is 
oriented so its plane slopes upwardly and reirwardly from the 
p l . . ~  of :hc elongated plattbrm. 

EM DODIMENTS 

Referring now primarily to FIG. 1 and also to FIGS. 2.3 and 
4 a skateboard 10 is shown that is constructed with ;I flat elon- 

45 'gated platform 11 characterized by a forward end section 12 
and a rearward end scction 13. A person travelling on a 
skateboard 10 under normal circumstances would move in the 
general direction indicated hy arrow 14. Platform 11 ia con- 
stituted by an elongated rectangular board IS. which may & 

50 constructed from five plies of suitable laminated material. and 
a tubular frame 16 which may be constructed from chrome- 
plated steel tubing. 

The tubular frame 16 includes a pair of parallel and laterally 
spaced mnners 17 and 18 having forward ends 19 and 20 and 

55 rearward ends 21 and 22 respectively. The forward runner 
ends 19 and 20 arecovered with caps or glido 23 which sene 
as bumpers and, alternatively. may receive the ends of a aim- 
ble bumper bar (not shown). Forward segments of runnen 17 

60 and 18 are formed therethrough with vertically extendm8 
securement holes 24 and 25. In a similar manner rearward tcp 
menu of runners 17 and I8  are formed with vertically extend- 
ing holes 26 and 27. 

Spanning across and spaced from the undcnide of the board 
65 15 is a forward wheel plate 28 with upwardly curved or curled 

ehds 29 and 30. Curled ends 29 and 30 are contoured to 
snugly fit around corresponding portions of runners 17 .ad 
18. Wheel plate 28 centrally mounts a set of wheels 3 1 and its 
curled ends 29 and 30 are formed with rccurement hdn (not 

70 shown) for receiving lock bdts 32. Bridging across the under- 
surface of board 15 is a h i l a r l y  constructed rearward wheel 
plate 33 with upwardly curved ends 34 and 35 that are con- 
toured to fit around corresponding sections of runnen 17 d 
18. R e w a r d  wheel plate 33 ccntrnlly muunta a set of wheels 

75 36 that arc tandemly aligned in hack of wt of wheeh 31. 
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wheel pbtr. 33 is heid firmly against tUbU&l fwne 16 b!f bCk rearmprWd ?& Of wheeis % are then ad- to d#brd bo, 

h i *  37. tbns dong the longitudinal center line ofgladom 11. 
C O ? * ~ -  To start the skateboard moving forwardly h direction 14 

clonal wheel -niblies are usually = c a d  dirtdy lo the the prmn p l ~ e o  eirher fwt on the tesrward phtfm mtim 
b.wd or plank by w o o d  screws or the like. that have a ten- 5 13 and push= off with the o h  foot. In order to sppin 
dency to tear away from the board malerid PPt61 a fdrly pirouette through a wheelic maneuver the penop's rear foot i# 
time of figoroa skatrborrd use. Board 1s is COMplodltO 361 d ptxiliomd on inclineti lever 41 d downward prewlm u ex. 
~ h c &  31 and 36 indirectly through intermdate wheel plotcs ested io depress lever 41 and tilt platform 11 to the desired at- 
28 and 33 which arrangement effects a much morc durable. titude. 
balanced and safe condition. Since ievea 42 is riled preferably at an an& between 20. 
In order to accommodate the style Of a PWtiSUkf pwJn 28" a d  %I" from h e  plane of piat form 11 the penon need not 

wheels 31 and 36 can be easily adjusted to diffemt @&% few the lever 02, wlilte overhang sections of conventional 
dong the longinidins1 axis of p l ~ t f o m  I 1  To p m i p  PdJWt- skatehards, will scrape or bump against the ground. 
rent  of the wheels marginal edges of the bard.  referring to 15 Moreover, the perwn's rear foot ia comfortably sei upon lever 
FIG. 3, are formed with securement holes 38.39.40 and 41 42 and k unlikely to slip oftakarateboard 10. 
that register with the runner securement holes 2425.26  and As is rcsuh beginncr can quickly learn to perform whelks  
27 respectively as shown in FIG. 1. Thus. with regard to with con5dence and assurance that hb physical well-being i# 
\bherl position shown in FIG. 1. r e w a r d  wheels 36 can be safeguarded by the construction of skateboard 10. 
e d v  shifted backwardly by loosening and relocating lock 20 From the foregoing it will be evident that the preKnt invcn- 
bolts 37. and. forward wheels 31 can be shaed either for- tion ha provided a skateboard with an inclined footdcpmmb 
warcily or backwardly by loosenins and reloclting lock bolts ble lever in which all of the voriour a d v a n q u  arc fully real- 
3 2. ized. 

W ~ C I  end section 13 of platform 11. In this preferred embodi- 25 
r.ent lever 42 is shown as a generally U-shaped tube charac- 
teraLeJ by 3 pair 0.F arms 43 and 44 that converge reanvardly 
aqd terminate at and merge with a cross piece 45. The inner 
cads of arms 43 and 44 arc rigidiy coupled to the rcomafd b. wheels coupled to and bcneath the platlorrn; and 
rlln-er ends 21 and 22 respectively. For construction con- 30 c. api inclined foot-depressible lever coupled to the rearward 
vq:nlcncc the tubuhr frame 16 and lever 42 are integrally end stctinn of  the platform, the lever being oriented 40 iu 
rorrned from :: single bent or shaped tubular segment. plane slope$ upwardly and reamardly from the platform 

Referring to FIG. 2 the intersection angle A defined by the wherein a person positioned with one foot on the pint- 
planes uf platform 11 and lever 4 1  is preferably between 20" f ~ ~ m n  and the other foot resting on the kver may tilt the 
and 50'. although any upwardly inched acute angle from '' pfatfom to a decrred position by depressing the lever. 
platl irm 11 is regarded as within the scope of this invention. 2. The structure according :o claim 1. wherein an interaec- 
111 cantrast with conventional skateboards. a person with his tion angle detincd by the planes of the platform and lever is 
r e s  foot redng  upon h e r  4f; ( 1 ) can trlt skateboard 10 by between ?I)O and 50" 
:.wrring h i  ;:c.ioire. (2) is able to maintain superior bdmce,  4o 3. The s;,ruciure according to claim 1. wherein the lever has 
itnd ( 3) can negotiate whcelie or other spinning maneuvers a pair of side edges that converge in a rearward direction. 
with murance that laver 42 is not likely to s c r a p  or strike the 4. ?hs structure according to claim 1, including a second 
groLinJ. inclined footdeprtasibk lever coupled to the forward end YC- 

end-totnd kn8th oftever42 tion 00 the piatforin. the secund lever being oriented so its 
15 %%Ween 10 Frcenr and 35 percent ofthe OvefaU end-to- 45 plane slopes upwardly and forwardly from the plane of the 
end length 0 of platform 11. This relative size of lever 42 will pla&,rm. 
hmish proper balance and an adequate area for supporting 9. The strusture according to claim 1. wherein: 
:lie rear foot of a person. the platform includes a tubular frame with two laterally 

Rcfening now to FIG. 5 an embodiment of this invention is spaced side runners, and, an efonpted hoard secured to 
shown wherein a skateboard 46 has a platform 47 and dual or 50 the NnnemS; m', 
couhle indkicd hat-depressible leven .(8 and 49 exlending c0nW-d at ia en& 
'-om both the forward end section and rearward end section to corresponding rearward ends of the runners. 
cf FhtfOflll 47. Skateboard 46 iS CSSentidIy SymmeUkd SO StmCtUre according to clcm 5, including a pad 
tnaf .I penon is capable of straddling the skateboard With his aligned x r o s  and coupled to t h  U.&apd t u b  for s u p v  
feet resung simultaneously upon ICWK 48 and 49. This con- 55 img penon's foot. 
struxwn wouid be desired when a pemn contemplated a 9. The structure according to claim 1. wherein the end-to- 
c*c'~Ak maneuver characterized dkrnaelY M n i T h  0- end length of thc lever is between IO and 35 percent of the 
Ing ends of a skateboard 46 through slight a s  in order 00 end-t-nd \ e n 0  of the p\ltfom. 
FroRresively move in 3 given direction. 8. k skateboard comprising: 

a. Y C ~  elongnted platform for supporting a perron. the plrt- 
coupled to leven 48 and 49. As indicated by pad 51 which is form having a fonvard end sccuon. a rearward end wc- 
expioded away from lever 49, pad 51 may be secured to lever tion and a longitudinal center line; 
49 hy registering lever bolt hoka 52 with pad boh holes 53 and b. a first set of wheels coupled 90 and positioned bcneath the 
t h e n  inscrtinp and tighteniq bolts 54 

c. a recod set of w k t s  coupkd to and pcmitionrd beIW8th 
,the pli~tform rearward end rettian; and OPERAllON 

Keeping the a k v e  construction in m i d  it C ~ R  b UR- d. an mdined fwr-depnribk lever couFled to the platfom 
dcnitood how many of the prtvioudy described udvawtoges of r e w a r d  end sexpion. the levto k i n g  oriented so its plane 
conventional skateboards arc overcome OT subaabltially 70 slops upwardly and reanvrcdly from the plane af the 
eliminated bv the present invention. platform wherein a WEOR positioned with one foot on 
A person may initially carry skateboard 10 to a kvei aes of ahe piatform and d-r +er foot rating on the lever may 

mncrete pavement such as a sidewalk or a driveway by bop tilt the platform to a desired position by depressing the 
lever. 

srrasrqinp the cross piece 45. Tbe forward ret of wheeb 81 and 75 

1n c0n-t with the arrangement dcgribcd 

An inclined footdepressible lever 42 is secured to the rear- I clam:  
I .  A sport maneuvering device comprising: 
a. rn elongated platform for supporting a person. the piat- 

form having a forward end section and a rearward end 
section; 

Rtfernng to FIGS. 2 and 3 

the lever 0 a generally U - b @  

6. 

A W r  Of iOVeM or Pads 50 and 51 dre bridged and 68 

65 platform forward end section; 

ing his hand around the inclined f m t d e p m i b h  lever 42 a d  
9. T i e  structure according to claim 8. wherein; 
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the ekwt#l pkcfornt inchrdU 8 tUbulu h m C  With  tW0 
laterally spaced bide runnen. and a ht ebnyted recran- 
plst  boud secured to the runncn; and. 

the lever is a gcncnlly Uahapd rube connect& at io ends 
to coprponding reaward endq of Ihc runnm. 

IO. The structure accord~ng to claim 9, tncludrng: 
a fin1 wheel plate that mounts h e  fust set ut w k b  and has 

opposing Udca coupled to fow.r:d *rctmns of the run- 
nen; and. 

a second wheel p&te that mauntr t9e second set af whccb e d - t ~ n d  Of P u O m .  
and has opposing sides w p k d  10 rearward ioctiOnr of 

the runntn. 
f 1 The Uructur~ accordin# IO cLim 10. including adjust- 

mcnt means fur wlectively 8djur1iag at kut ow wheel phte 
abn8 the p h f o m  lnngitudinrl cmwr h e .  

S 12 The s?ructure according IO ckim 11. wherern inter- 
section yngk Jcfmed by the pluKI of the hard and kwr ir 
kcween  2Cp and W .  

13. The structure according to clum 12, vherrtn Ihe e a 6  
to-end ten@ of the lever is between 10 and 35 percent d I& 
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1 2 
bility of the rider on the ski provided wilb an aft plane. 
In the prior skis, having only a single flat surface, and 
having no upturned aft plane, as mentioned previously, it 
is the rear leg that is primarily responsible for supporting 
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ms invention d a t e r  to water skis and more parb'c~- 
h l y  to the xFcalcd slalom water slrie Tbe slalom s k g  
is that t y p  of skiing in which only one ~ is usbd for 
supsfling the rider a diflerentiatcd frm the 
use of two skis in water slriinb Only those obtaining 8 

better tha b&c bowledge of water skiing are capabIe of 
using b e  socalled slalom ski. 

n e  convcnrjonal water skis have a C O O ~ ~ O U S  fiat 
k u o m  surface running the full length of the ski from the 
upwardly curved front end to the rear, or aft, end of the 
ski, the rear end of the ski ending in a fbt  r#ta~gdar 
end At average speed O f  water skiing approximately 70 
to 50% of the rear flat surface of  h e  water ski is in direct 
contact with water and the resultant force, supporting the 
rider. its direction, and the point of its application are 
such that by far tbe greater weight of the rider is s u p  
ported by his rear leg rather than his front leg when only 
one ski is used for skiing. Such weight distribution pro- 
duc-s disproportionate tiring of the rear leg and an m- 
comfortable straining on the calf of the rear leg. More- 
over, because of the flat nature of the surface, such ski 
provides only a limited maneuverability, self-rectifying 
ba!ance and the concomitant stability. 

T h e  invention discloses a water ski which furnishes 
greater maneuverability. a more uniform weight distribu- 
lion bemeen the two leg of the rider, and, dso, greater 
inherent stabiiity which is obtained by providiag a V- 
shaped hull, and, al-, by providing an upturned aft 
plane, this latter plane providing greater lift and decreas- 
inp the overall drag of the ski. 

It is, therefore, an object of this 'invention to provide a 
water sli provided With an upturned aft plane portion for 
improving stability, maneuverability, lift and decreasing 
drag, and for obtaining a more uniform weight distribu- 
tion herween the two legs of the rider. 

It is an additional object of this invention to provide a 
water ski of the above typ which ako has a V-hull for im- 
?roving the smoothneu of the ride and for prwiding such 
ski with a self-rectibinp balance. 
In accordhncc with the invention, the water ski is pro- 

vidcd with an upturned toe portion, a flat mid-,pdon and 
an up:uned aft plane ponion, the latter constitutiag a p  
proximately 10% of the weight supporting plane of the 
ski when the latter is in w at low to averag: speed. This 
aft plane forms an angle which is not less than 7. and 
not more than 16' with the front portion of  the ski. By 
providing such upturned aft plane, one obtains two re- 
sultant forces acting on the two planes of the ski, the 
fin! pisnt k i n g  ;ht front p!mne, and the sccoEd piace 
bring the Gprurned aft picne. Sin= * h s c  two p:mes, or 
thcse rwo surfaces, slibtcad an angle of 165*, a c r e  is 8 
first resclting forsc having o m  direcrion determioed by 
the angle of inclination of the finrt surface with mspcct to 
the water and a second force determined by the inclina- 
tion of the upturned aft p h e  with respect to the water. 
PIC mgle betueen i 5 s e  two reaction forces is a function 
of :ic zngle b::accn the two p!ana a d  also is a func- 
tion oi the speed of the ride. The directioxq as well as 
the mz&tudes of these two rraction force vectors are 
such that they produce a more even distribution of the 
f o r m  between the two legs of the rider, namely that both 
leg evenly contrioute to the transmission of the resultant 
fcmc to the ski a d ,  therefore, there is a grcwr sta- 

- -  
6 the rider and for trisrnitting tbe resultant for&-to the 

ski, while the front leg remains, in tbe main. idle. When 
tbe mul:ant force tbus is transmitted through one point 
contact (one leg of the rider). the equiiibrium of such 
vectorial relationship of b e  forces is more piecarious zs 

10 compared to the two counter, or reaction. forces acting 
upwards and the two direct forces coknter balmcing them 
and acting downwards, the two upward forccs forming 
an mgJc with ragect  to each oder, and the two do*n- 
ward forces also forming a correspoDding angle with re- 

1s spect 10 cach d e r .  With such distribution of .the force 
vectors. the equilibrium possesses an inherent self-rectify- 
ing  characteristic in that if one of the vectors is decreased. 
then the other vector is automatically increased with the 
resultant tendency to restore the balance to its equilibrium 

20 position The equilibrium, described above, is in the 
plane of the force exerted on the sliier by the pulling rope. 

The stability in the transverse plane is also improved by 
providing a V-hull construction in which the flat sur- 
faces, that are normally in contact with water, are com- 

a posed of four surfaces at an angle with respect to each 
other. The two front surfaces, corresponding to the front 
bottom portion of  the ski, are inclined with respect to 
each other and subrend an angle in the order of 160'. 
and &e two aft surfaces, on the upturned aft plane, are 

30 also inclined with respect to each other and subtended 
at an angle of approximately 160'. In this nianner, when 
the pressure exerted on one inclined surface is decreaqed 
because -of the shift in the direction of the forces acting 
on the ski, then the pressure exerted on the complemen- 

56 tary, adjacent inclined surface is increased with the result 
that it also tends to rectify or restore the position of the 
ski to its normal position, or that position in which the 
pressures exerted on the two slanted surfaces are equal 
to each other. This type of V-hull construction prcduces 

$0 a better response on turns and it also decreases the drag 
produced between water and the ski because of the con- 
comitant change in the boundary layer between the water 
and the ski. 

Rcfemng to the drawing: 
FIG. 1 is a plane view of a slalom ski with a rectangular 

FIG. t is a side view of the same ski. 
FIG. 3 is a transverse cross sectional vitw of tbe same 

FIG. 4 illustrates the position of the ski and of the 

FIG. 5 is a plain view of another version of the ski 

FIG. 6 is a side view of the ski illustrated in FIG. 5. 
FIG. 7 is a tra.i?sverse sec5orJal view of the ski, shown 

in FIGS. 5 and 6, takcn along line 7-7 illustrated in 
FIG. 6. 

FIG. 8 is a m n e r s e  s-aiona! \icu- of the ski of 
FIGS. 5 and 6 taAen along linc 8-8 illwtrated in FIG. 6. 
The shape of the &rst version of the water ski is illus- 

t-ated in FlGS. 1,2 and 3. It includes the front upturned 
toe portion -A," the mid portion 'B" and thc upturned aft 
portion "C," The M y  10 of the ski is made of inlaid 
mkapony and the tw 11 of the ski is made of l a m i ~ ~ t e d  
mahapony and ra$:, the lzminations being illustrated by 
h e  U in FIG. 2. The upturned afi portion "C," ahich 
is aIso numbered as portion 14 in FIGS. 1 and 2. is 
also of laminated construction, identical to that used in 

70 making toe I2 of the ski. The laminations of the UP 
turned aft portion are illustrated by lints 16 in FIG. 2 
The dalom ski is pron'ded with COr3e3UOEd toC =ti 

45 
aft end. 

ski taken along line 3-3 illustrated in FIG. 2. 

drier in the skiing padtion. 

baving a tapered aft end and a V-hull. 
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This invention relates to a surfboard. 
Most surfboards now in usc are made with curved 

longitudinal profiles whid rock about their ccntcrs of 
gravity in a manner to aid the rider in maintaining hi ;  
fore-and-aft balance end to allow the board to approxi- 
mate the curvature of the forward slope of the wavc. 
The major disadvantage in s u h  a rocker construction 
is that the board drags a quantity of water whcn movins 
directionally over and through the whter thcrcby inhibi.- 
ins its speed which iiinidon cannot be ovcrcone by 
tho rider. While drag may be desirable when the rider 
wishes to "stall" and thus ascend to a k;$i.-r position 
on the wave, he also needs maximum specd capability 10 
"shoot the curl," i.e. to plane across tne face of the wavr, 
perhaps the most dcsirable riding mmeuver. At any 
moment, the rider may need to stall ajiain or to turn 
at high speed lo avoid hitting another rider, to avoid 
rocks or to navigate wind chops or unevenness on the 
wave's slope. 

Other surfboards now designed for use excluhely in 
big surf, Le., for waves above 10 fcet in height. are con- 
structed to maximize speed by minimizing :hc rocker 
curvatxc and providing sharp breakaway edgcs around 
the stem. However, becaust of thcir c1ongn:ud. straicht 
and relatively Rat tails which are a d k r x  to the CUTVC~ 
path of the surfboard when engaged in turning. thc:.e 
boards are inherently incapable of maneuvering at high 

. or low speeds. Thus, thesc boards sacrifirc niuneuvera- 
bility to rcbicw high speeds whercas thc aforcmcntioncd 
rocker boards sacrifice speed for maneuverability. 

The primary object of the invention is to mcrcome 
the aforementioned disadvantanes re-idcnt in the con- . _ _  
ventional surfboards by combiii& ir. a sinsic suifbonrd .!I) 
accessibility o f  both cxtremcly. high as well iis low specds 
and incrrascd mancuvcrauiliiy at all sp:eds. This c m i -  
bination of heightened funct;ons is accomplished by pro- , 

vidinp a planing surfacemd a storpioil !ail ~ h i c n  arc. 
physically diffcrentiald by a transverse shoulder so that .I:, 
the ride*, by b o j y  nrovement c r  shift i!r wight .  ciin 

! 2 
v.3: bccome more apparent as the following description 
proceeds in conjunction with the accolnpsnying draw- 
in@. whetcin; 
F10. I is a side elevatioml view of tbe rur[boord, 
FIG. 2 is a bottom plan vicw tbcrauf; 
FIGS. 3 , 4  and 5 are fragmcr.tary elevationrl views of 

modified forms of shouldera; 
FIG. 6 is a frngmentary top plan view of a modi&d 

form of a board e: the Ixation of tho 5 alder; 
FIGS. 7 and 8 are fragmentary bottor views of fur' 

ther modified bhoillder constructions: 
FIGS. 9. : 0 and 11 are fragmentary cnlergd views 

of the tail end of the surfboard illustrating resprtivcly 
low. partial and maximum drag. 

FIG. 12 is a fragmentary vcrtical sectional view 
through the board just aft of end looking at the shoulder 
and illustritinj OM type of side edge at the planing sur- 
face; and 
FIG. 13 is a view similar to FIG. 12 illustmting an- 

other type of side edp at the planing surface. 
Specific reference is now niide to the drawings when- 

in similar referencc characters are LsCd for comspsd-  
ing elements throughout. 
The surfboard of the instant invention is generally in- 

& a i d  iiL 13 aiid ib  all &~ij;iltc'd niznibcr capahk of 
being fabricated of a wide variety of materials, prefei.?bly 
fibcrg'ass-covered air expanded plastic foam or balsam 
wood. The rider cngages, the upper or deck face 12 
whilc the -?yosite or bottom face 14 is adapt& to en- 
gage the rater.. The bow 16 is tapered and preferably 
iipwariJ!v curved to providc a scoop, whcreas the stern 
iiiclucics an upwardly cu sed scorpion tail 18 having a 
slieg 20 depending from its bottom or tail surface 22. 
,. The bottom face 14 includes two separate and dis- 
t i x t  surfxcs. one the tail surfncc 22 and the other a 
planing surfuic- 24 foward ttlercof. These surfaces arc 
dirTerentiated by pioviding 3 transverse shoulder 26 
fo:mcd in thc bottom f:icc. which consists of a brcak in 
the lines of thc sidc zntl hottm profiles in such a man- 
ner that the tail surfacz L2 is elevated about thc planing 
eurfacc 24. tThe depth of th: shoukkr, i.e. the dis- 
tance by which the i:4I surface 22 and the planing 
surfasc 24 are separated. m y  vary from onctighth to 
four inc!wt dcpendin: upon the irod: vh:i@x and prefcr- 
cnccs of the riders as to iitizht of th: waws :o he riJdca. 
the dqrcu of slope of the waves at which the hirber 

, 

bring the rlaning surface iiito partial I or icil play or 
bring ilie drag into cffcct thereby nchiev'ir:!: a riilicc 

, speeds are d h e d  and the dcpree of t i~k ing  ctfcc<de- 
siwd. the dcpth of niaxim:ini cficiencv for all desired 

of sheds while maintaining nnobcuvcr..bi!~ty ihioJghoa1. 
Another object of the invention is :o provide il wrf- ;, 1 

board which readily cnablcj the ridcr: to ilii:tiii ;! ~ j i l :  
range of spcds as well i s  'acccntuatcd m::ncuvcrability 
at 311 specds by thc .fsnction:il coiictiun nctuc:n ii.niilii- 
ber of fcaturcs which compri..c a plark: ':ir.i':'c ;t:id ;I 

scorpion tail which ara dilkrcntiatai p!iy,ica:Iy I1y :I SZ, 
traxvcrse shou:dcr thcrchy crr.;lting Ci crc;.:lv y:;tr;,tcd 
bottom surfax;. thc tail curving upqardl! 1;?o!c. rlii: 
wahe and tapering towards its tip  say Irwl I:IC . houl- 
dcr to provide D cutauay at tkc *ids, of i:i: l a d  in 
the location of thc tail,. The cutawy. ruling .idvantag,: ,;(I 
Of the clampaniticn of the v;aic.r froti1 ti.: i ~ ; i d  ::I 1i.c 
&;up breakaway c d g  of the tr:inswsc and w i k i t l  in- 
dentations BI the bottom ;tnd sit:c,. oc:s ;. . :I :!:cans :o 
prevent thc watcr frnm bcinz siicicd in :.imt;J rhc !tcm 

i 

i 



3 '  
prcferdle due to hydrdynmic action d fluids ib spa-  
rating from plane sirinccu. The rbipe 01 tho shoulder 
as viiwed from 2he i d 8  my VW I s m  a drep -9 
or wite an& 01 shown in FIGS !, ', 3, 6 mJ ell, 
through a substantidly right a n p k  :eeccsp 32 as &own 
in FiO. J to a h i l o w  mess M =;:what in excess of 
niacty degrees as &own in FIG. 4. ?he breakaway rdgs 
28 may ba transvmely curved ;onvexly in the dire*on 
of the stern as rhown.in FIG. 6. instead of straight at 
concave, IO help ease the air wound the edge of the 
shoulder thus enabling more cffcctive rclcasc of the 
scorpion tail from the water. 

The planing surface 24 functions at maximum em- 
ciencv when it is dat. bocb trfifi~raa!) d longitudinally. 

* -  radws. 

proximtcly two to 
j ing if0 of tho ploring d&W -@ p d b d  

at m y  point from the rbouldrs to I& aft cad,dclldlbl 4 

upon thc ridcr'r pmfercwx PS to l l b r r g m  d tb w d r a  
cir& olthc board. witb maximum rllkicaey bb *- 
aMe far turning at all spacds wbm the SW Ir bmtd 

10 from about four td t w l n  hcha, measured tnrP tbc 
aft cnd of thc b o a  tb ahcrmort l&b# of 
tbe skcg. 

r dtdnds on the de& of Ik bo . and 
iplrt 'on the forward foa he brinm tbc 

into parlint play m d  by trking 
stance farther forward brings it into full play. By leaning 

t back on the foqt placed to the mu, he minimizes plrnilu 
:ad brings thc drLg into effect. FIG. 9 h w s  the condi- 
tion of the \vai::r 46 at !w draE yielding high s m d ,  

bt&s belrr3 U, YIY ex 

13 planing suthce I 

I 

althoigh it may be c u d  toth lon~"5nal iy  and trans- 
versely, the degree of bOgitudina1 curviAire b5ng least 
ai the s* d d e r  a d  greatest where the planing surfacc 
and bow scoop merge as at 36, see FIG. I .  The side 
edges of the planing surface may be rounded as shown 
at 37 in FIG. 13 to cause the board to groove sligl;tly .:o FIG. IO shows tbc ;wdit;on at partial dragyiel&ng hteb 
into 3he wave but for maximum cRFciency they faif mediate snccd nnd FIG. 11 &owr the condition at mui- 
down- gently from the deek at an anglc of approxiniately 
forty-fivc degrees to end 'in sharp side erealia:~~)! edgcs 
as shown at 39 in FIG. 12 and which are rubsfantially 
parallel to the rxir of the surfboard as suggested at 37 
iii FIG. 2. ' The radius of curvature of cash side edge 
from the shouldcr forward a distance approximately equal 
10 the length of the planing surface, for maxinium effi- 
ciency. should no: exceed ow-thirty-secondth of an inch, 
the edge becoming rounded as it merges with tkc rounded 
sides of the board at the bow end. 

n e  dimensions of the planing wrface 24 may vary ac- 
cording to the overall c!imcnsions of the. board and height. 
weight and individuai preferences of thc ridcr but should 
be belwcen seventern and twenty-six inchrr :. .mversely. 
and longitudinally, i.c. frorii thc shoulder 26 io the scoop 
paint 36. it should compri?.e approximateiy one-fifth to 
one-third of the total bottom surface of'thc board. "he 
instant board can have n straight instuad of an upliftd 
bow, in which case the planing surfqc extends from the 
rhouldcr forward to the bow cxtrciiiity of thc board 
thcrchy comprising a major portion of tlic total. bdtloin 
surface. 

Tholeotire rction pft of 4 shoihc'r 2Q is thc ! coryioi 
tail 111. which is devotcd ;rbovc. tb plmiri!! wrfacc in 
the manner indicatod -%ercinl?cfo:c 'aitil rdmncc to th;: 
Jeplh of the thouldcr. The'acorpion fail ir curvcd both 
longitudinally and- trnnsvehcly. 6nd'~i~pw3,1ily from ti,;  
plane of the planing surface. the upi*rrd curvaturc vary- 

* ing from slightly ahovc the plan: IO n n1:::imum of 
i:pproximately eight inches iiieasurcd frJni the tir of thc. 
tail to the extension of the pLm aft 'of thr shouldcr. 

. I t  will he scen from FIG. 2 that th2 aitlci of.th: 
Ccoipion tail curvc inwardty or Lnpcr in diminishing width 
from thc shoulder to the iip of tlie I . i i l  tO~pti~vLk ;I 
~titaa.ay ?8. which is thc syacc bet\\egn the caicx5ionl 
:rft of t!x si&$ of tllc h i t !  b q m d  il:c~,~,l;t~~tlL!cr ai*J 
the s i J c s d  the tail a5 sccn in FIG. 2. 'Hit ..i.lu!i c?.F'i:~c 
:cc*rri..n tail at the slioul.irr niay rlizipty hl, , : : :k . l  :*; 
;wiitc nnplcs 40 as sC:.;\n in FIG. 6 or !ij rig:;[ .t:i;,c. 
43 a< shown iu FIG. 7. ,'lRc sldcs of t l w  +a:urr:. 2 i . s i l  
i r , .~)  :!w bc contiiiuoits. H : t h  thr citrvn:.:rc of 111: \id:\ 
of r4c I-cxrd. :I\ s b y n  4 1  iq E!<;. S. t h m :  I I;..: 
aikrcii!;nrioncd indt,:;t.*Iti1!1 :ifftvCs ICFI 41::s .id -rL. . r r  
spccd. In  citbcc c:,*c *>f i:ia!.n! .titin I): . , I ,  . ,I : s i  

.' '. 
thc scorpion t i i t  slitwid !ic cithi !V : iy.l  11, I x.. :: , : 
rlinlcn+ioii ;::rv.s v.: Lz :'x> :*', ~:,*::t*ccil I..: : c. 
*.!ioulJcr. thc planing rirrhrc 2nd t;:c ni:iV.kxim ab.. ,..13 
tlic nurfmard fcrward of thc sliouldrr. . , 

?III :J~C 22 fain prl:~ tlly iipif.lrd 10 matt  ti^ Jc. . $ - # ? -  

f.l;c. 12 in a I,i:*h.tl br;; . ln~.: i~  ctl..: <o:.I; r i  I .  '! i!:: 

wrir,:tcli ; I ; !  I#. I..: r . , . l , . : \  d . ' I : '  . I I  i: :.. 1: 8 : . a  

,s,iill "1 t,il.ib,;t llf, ; ,I:.;I I.:ing-i.:li:c\c ! t b i l ' .  .. . . .. 

, 

, 

. I, - 

. , 

I 

. .  

'rk c.1;~ sl the scorpkn tad arc w c:!r-:J 9::. : I : I  

IC.. ilttt1 onr. &:-'.ill i d  :in in.11 - I  t L'- I . ' :. . .I 
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dnrbktip. aft d nid shoulder, a filrcl 

@ I &ck rd a W fam, a& a vertically and. i m l y  curved bow PXlh,  tow& d w# 
vencly exlradin(l clboulber'in tbc bdtan fm dividing 5 nwfm, cbe lrC8 of mid p j a n b  tulf.PO frodl wid- .. 
said fm into lvo discmet Vrrtjcaly spaced surfaca, der to its line of d 
tbe uppr  be cttcadi~ r i t  d t k  rbouldrr to t& rtrra ing at las t  oae-Mdr that a( the total H. of r i d  b a s p r b  
and cu@tudn8 a tail wrfam .nd tb lower om extend- fa@. 

a t i t u t i w  a piaaiol: 9. A surfboard con/prisiig an elonpted mcrntut h- 
surfw. tbc portion o f  tbc W atl of uid Jlouldtr k i n g  10 a deck and a bottom face. a vertically and WmrVCarlY 
a scorpion tail whom sides tapr  inward!y towards the , extending shoulder formed in the bottom face st 8 PrC- 
stem to pro* a cutaway portioa k twcm the sides of determined locstiorr dividing the sa& mto two d d t  
the  ail rml exrndonr of tbc m- d the board aft of verticrfly spaced oontinuous sur fam the vppn OIY CX- 
u i d  shoulder, r i d  fonwardly extending portion k i n g  sub- tending aft of the shoulder and constituting a Uu 8urfreC. 
stantiolly fit md having an area cqud at least to one- 13 the lower one being substantially flat and extendin8 tor- 
fifth h t  of thc torrl area of th bottom face. said tail aardly of said shoulder and constituting a planing surf#. 
curving upwardly from said shoulder to i ts  tip. .he portion of the board aft of said shoulder k i n g  a 

5. A rurfboud comprising PII elmgatad member hav- scorpion tail which curves upwardly from said shoulder 
in# a &ck pnd a bottom face, and a vertically and trans- to i ts  tip and w h w  sides taper inwardly from a i d  shhwl- 
w m l y  extending ahodder in the bottom face dividing 00 der to i ts  tip to providc a cutaway portion between the 
said fade into two discmet vertically spaced surfaces, the sides of said tai l  and extensions of the rides d the borrd ' 
upper one extendipg aft of tk shoulder to tbe stern and aft of said shoulder, a skcg dcpcnling from srid tail wr- 
d t u t i r . g  a tail u&rf&x and the lower one extending face a d  terminating klow raid planinl( surface, a d  an 
fomardy of tbs rhouldcr and constituting a planing stir- upwardly curved bow portion forwardly of mid M i n g  
fw, the portion of tbs board aft of said shoulder being 2.3 aurface. the area of said planing surfaoc from wid s h i l -  
a ampion tail whore sides taper inwardly towards the der to i t s  line of mcrpr with said bow portion campri*ing 
stern :o provide a cutaway portion hetweeil the sides of at least one-fifth that of the total area of said botiom 
tb. uil urd extensions of the sides of the board aft Of face. said shoulder forming a shatp hrrakaway edgc at 
s3;& shoulder, said boulder forming a shnrp brenl ? ? ~ y  i i s  jnncture with said plflnin$ surface, lhc sides of said 
edp at ib juncture witb said planing surface, said tail 30 board at the location of said planing surface fairing down- 
curving upwardly from said shoukr to its ttp. wardly from the deck to terminate in sharp breakaway 

6. .\ surfboard comprising UI elongoled member bav- edges along said planing surface, the tapred sida of said 
ing &ck and a bottom face, and a vertically m d  trans- tail fairing upwardly from said tai l  surface to ter!ninate 
~ m l y  ext&ingrhwldet in tbc bottom face dividing said in rounded edges itlong said tail. 
f a e  into two d m  vedcally spaced surfaces. the upper 35 10. A surfhoard comprising an elongated member hitv- 
om exlending ift OC ihe shoulder to the stern and con- ing ia deck and a hottom face. a vertically and transversely 
stituting a mil r w f w  and tb lower DM k i n g  substan- extcndhl shoulder formed in the bottom face at a prcde- 
tially ~ a t .  awdiug forwardly of the sboultler and con- tcrmined 1oc:ition dividing the same into two discreet vcr- 
slitutinp a planing surface, the portion of the h a r d  aft tically spaced continiroiis surfaxs, the upper one extend- 
of spa shoulhr k i n g  a scorpion tail who., sides taper I O  ing aft of the shoulder and constituling a tail surl;rcc. 
inwuay towards the stern to provide P clitaway portion the lowcr onc extcnding forwardly of said sliouldcr and 
k t w n  k s k h  of t k  tail and extensions of the sides constitriling a pl:ming sttrface. thc portion of the board 
of & board aft of mid rhouldcr. said shoulder forming a nft of said shouldx k i n g  a scorpion tail which curie 
sharp birakaway c d y  at its juncture with said PI: :ins upwardly from wid ahoulilcr to its tip and who* SiLs 
surface, said tail curving upwardly .from said shOlllc!Cr 4 j  taper inuordly from s2i.l shouldcr to i ts  tip to provick 
to its tip, the sida of said b a r d  at tbe location olsaid CII~PW:IY portion ktwecn the sides of said tail and ex- 
planing surface fairing downwardly from the k k  to tcnsions of the sides of the board aft of said shoil:der, fi 
terminate in sharp breakaway edm along said planing 5kg dapndicg from said ta i l  surface and terminatin; 
SUr lMX.  below said planing surfan. and an upw:irdly curved bow 

7. A surfboard comprising an elongated mrmkr  hav- 60 portion forwardly of said phninl: siirface, thc arm of 
ins a deck and a bottom face. and a vertically and trans- said p!mSng surf:ce from said shoulcler to i ts  liw of 
vcnely extending shoulder. in the botlom fi,CC dividing merger with s;!iJ how p,.irtion comprising at lcazt one- 
said fa- Into two discreet vertically Smad sUrfJCC% the . fifth thnt c d  thc t ~ t a l  ilrta of wid bottom face. the &grcc 
upper one extendin# aft Of tb rhouldcr cn the stern a d  of Ii?w;itridind ciirvaiuI'c of s;iii l phning surface hcin;! 
constituting a tai l  surface and the lower one cstcndinb. OS le::st :.I :.:!id +liouldcr ir ld pre;itc\t uhcrc it merge< w i t h  
forwardly of tht shotilder and constitutinr a pI:-ninli wr- * , i t1  how portion. 
face, the portion of t b  b a r d  aft of said shouIJcr k i n g  I I. A .*lrI'hl3JrJ compri\ing an c1anyntc.l mcmhr h.lv. 
a scorpion tai l  whose sides Iawr inwardly towards ti!c iiip ;I deck ; t r J  a hottoni face, ;In11 a v,.riic:t1ly and tr;tn.;- 
stern to provide a cutawa!' portion k t rccn  the sides of vcrvly estcnc!in:! shorildrr in thc hc~iiom f:i ..a divitling said 
the ta i l  and rxtcnsions of the sides of !he hmrd afl of said (0 ficc into tuo dhcrcct vcriiL:illy y3accd sttrf:iccs. the 1 1 p ~ r  
shoulder. said tail cunin8 upwardly from said shoii1dc.r to pnc rxtcndinp aft of the shouldcr t l ~  the \tarn ..;,.I ,-on. 
i& Up. and a &e# W n d i n g  from said tail rurfacc and stiriitinp a titi1 curfacc iinJ !ht: l o u ~ i  one exlcnlj'l,g for- 
terminating helow said plm& surface. wardly of the ! Ilwlllcr :ind conktitiitin:* a pl;lniag \ ~ l r f , l ~ ~ ,  

clontwd memkr h w  1% portion o! tlic h1.tr.l afr of sniJ s5ouldt:r k ing  ;, 
in# a deck and a bottom he. :I vertically a d  Iransversely 8- ccorpion ta:l whwr &leg t:lpcr intb,:r<!lj. t s ~ ~ ; ~ r d s  the., 
extending shoulder forn:cd in the hotlam h c  at a prcds- to provide ciiks:t> piir:it)n btlu,t.n lhc \irjCS of the t.lil ., 

tcnnincd lacation dividing the wmc inlo 'WO diccrcrt and ct!cn.i r!\ of :!I: ,i.l:< l>i tltc b:, ,,-,I ;:ft ,,( s;li~  loll^^ 
n f i i a l l y  spaced continuous s i r r h m .  tlic vper one e\- der. gniJ *'.l:tI!\tcr it.rtiiing ;I ' 1 9  :rp >;e.i~.. l~ti , !  clfFC at its 
tending aft of the shoulder and comtitutin.: a l a i t  wrf.::. jtin.tiirc \\ilii u i J  pl.tzi;tF t,:::,:icc. ,;,;,I til:! c : l l \ , n ;  ul? 
the lower one k ing  suhrl3ntially flat :In.! extcding for. i o  rmlly from said sIi1)t:l~icr !O i1. i  tip. the ,;.fC, of s;lill 
wardly of said rhuuldrr and COns~itlIting planing bur- hw,! ::t rhc Icls,t:ia>n ,.: .. i , f  r!;lninl. sllrf,.cc .hini: 
fm. the pnim d I& b a r d  Oft uf shwldcr !.tin!! roiinded 14) C . I I I , ~  ihc I~i..;d iL) grl>:v\r. sli;htly into the 
a -ion tail which C- upwardly f r w  slid sh0iilrk.r uasc. 
lo its t Q  s d  vhcw riJcr t a p r  inwardl) from said shol1l- I?. A w f b o : d  cimpt!.;r!;: an cl,pnp,ltL d mcmkr tlav. 
der to i ts tip to poviJr a ci~tnwvy wi.m hrtwcen the 75 inr a Jc:L ;tnd a ! . o i t t t i i i  f.t.c. ;I~,I .I ~ ~ ~ I , ; : ~ I I ,  ; , n j  Iran,. 

4. A r~rfkrtd -ing .II clonped member hrv- frrr rd krtninatiw b c W F  p l M 4  dsp. 'm 

rir), rdd bol 

t m a d y  of c b ~  rbo~ldet 

8. A surfboard comprising 



7 
versely extending shoblder in the bottom face diviilicg 
said face into two discreet vertically spaced surfaccs, tha 
upper one cntcncling aft of thc shorildcr to the stcrn and 
constitutina :I tail surfncc and the lower cine extending for- 
wardly of the shouldcr and constituting :I planing surface. 
the portion of the lloarcl aft of said shoulder being a 
scorpion tail M hose d e s  taper inwardly towards thc stern 
to provide a cutaway portion between the sides of the tail 
and extensions of the sides of the board aft of said shoul- 

0 
der, said shouldcr forming a sharp b;cal,away edge at its 
juncture with said planing surfacc, said tail curving up- 
wdrdly frcin said shoulder to its tip, said breakaway 
cdge bein2 transversely curved convexly towards the stern. 

Rekrences Clted in the file of this patent 
UNITED STATES PATENTS 
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3,015.831 
3,056,148 

Franke - _ _ _ _ .  __r_________ Jan. 9, 1962 
Abbott ---__-__---__-___ Oct. 2, 1962 
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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 

1 
1 In the Matter of 

Certain Luggage Products ) 
............................. 

Investigation No. 337-TA-39 

NOTICE OF PRELIMINARY CONFERENCE, 
PREHEARING CONFERENCE AND HEARING 

Notice is hereby given that a Second Preliminary Conference will be held 
in connection with Investigation No. 337-TA-39, certain Luggage Products, at 
1O:OO a.m. on April 11, 1978, in Room 610 Bicentennial Building, 600 E Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. The purposes of this conference are to assess the 
status of this matter after the Temporary Exclusion Order Hearing, and to 
resolve any discovery problems which have arisen relating to the preparation 
for the final hearing. 

No discovery shall be obtained after May 9, 1978. Service of prehearing 
conference, statements by complainant will be completed on or before May 18, 
1978, and by Respondents and staff on or before May 2 5 ,  1978. A Prehearing 
Conference will be held at 1O:OO a.m. on May 31, 1978, in the Hearing Room of 
the Administrative Law Judge, Room 610 Bicentennial Building, 600 E Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

Notice is also given that the hearing on Complainant's permanent relief 
request in this proceeding will commence at 1O:OO a.m. on June 7, 1978, in 
the Hearing Room of the Administrative Law Judge, Room 610 Bicentennial Building, 

600 E Street, N.W., Washington, D. C., and will continue daily until completed. 
If any questions should arise not covered by these instructions, the 

parties or their counsel shall call the chambers of the undersigned Presiding 
Office. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of this Notice upon all parties of 
record and shall publish this Notice in the Federal Register. 

Judge Donald K.  Duvall 

Issued March 30, 1978. 
Presiding Officer 





UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 

I 

I 

0 

[ 332-991 
CONVERSION OF SPECIFIC AND COMPOUND RATES 

OF DUTY TO AD VALOREM RATES 

AGENCY: UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISS1:ON 

ACTION: The Commission is instituting an investigation under the authority of 
section 332(g) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1332(g)), to 
(1) prepare an ad valorem equivalent for each item in the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States currently having a specific or compound rate of duty and (2) 
determine the probable economic effect of adopting ad valorem rates in lieu of 
current specific and compound rates. This investigation was requested to 1 
assist the President in the current round of multilateral trade negotiations. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 28, 1978 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. Aaron Chesser, Office of Industries, 
United States International Trade Commission, 701 E Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20436 (telephone: 202-523-0171). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

the President, the United States International Trade Commission instituted the 
above-captioned investigation. 

In response to a request received March 16, 1978, 
,from the Special Representative for Trade Negotiations, at the direction of 

Specifically the Special Representative, acting pursuant to the authority of 
section 332(g) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1332(g)), and 
Executive Order 11846 (3 C.F.R. 971 (1971-1975 Comp.)), as amended, has 
requested that the Commission report to the President on the following: 

1. For each TSUS item which carries a specific or compound rate of 
duty, an ad valorem equivalent (AVE) of the current Column 1 rate of duty, 
based on the value of imports of the article concerned in a recent period 
which the Commission considers to be representative. 
imports used for each item will be identified. 
imports have occurred, an estimated ad valorem equivalent will be supplied, 
together with an indication of the basis of the estimate. 
containing a large number of diverse products with widely differing values, 
the item may be divided into subcategories of products and an AVE reported for 
each, where the Commission considers it appropriate and desirable. 

The base period of 
For items under which no 

For any TSUS items 

2. For each of the TSUS items for which an AVE is reported, the 
Commission's judgment as to whether the changes which would result in the 
duties collected on imports under the item, if the current Column 1 rates were 
converted to ad valorem rates at the level of the AVE, would be sufficient to 
have a significant economic effect upon either the amount or composition of 
imports over the next three years, or could have a significant detrimental 
effect on importers or consumers of the article concerned or on a domestic 
industry producing like or directly competitive products. 





LJNJTED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 

1 
1 In the Matter of  

MONUMENTAL WOOD WINDOWS ) 
Investigation No. 337-TA-40 

NOTICE OF PREHEARING CONFERENCE AND HEARING 

Notice is hereby given that a Prehearing Conference will be held in 
connection with the above styled investigation at 1O:OO a.m. on April 18, 1978, 
in the Hearing Room of  the Administrative Law Judge, Room 610 Bicentennial 
Building, 600 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. No discovery will be obtained 
subsequent to April 7, 1978. On or before April 14, 1978, the parties will 
have completed service of Prehearing Conference Statements by order of the 
Presiding Officer. The purpose of this Prehearing Conference is to review 
such statements, complete the exchange of exhibits, and resolve any other 
necessary matters in preparation for the hearing. 

Notice is also given that the hearing on Complainant's Temporary Exclusion 
Order request in this proceeding will commence at 1O:OO a.m. on April 2 4 ,  1978, 
in the Hearing Room of the Administrative Law Judge, Room 610 Bicentennial 
Building, 600 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., or at 1O:OO a.m. on a date as 
soon after as practicable, and will continue daily until completed. Counsel 
shall be ready to proceed on April 24, 1978, subject to at least 48 hour advance 
oral notification of the hearing's commencement. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of this Notice upon all parties of record, 
and shall publish this Notice in the Federal Register. 

&d4M 
Judge Donald K. Duvall 
Presiding Officer 

Tssued March 30,  1978. 





UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 

‘I 

NOTICE OF INVESTIGATION 

Notice is hereby given that a complaint was filed with the United 

States International Trade Commission on October 6, 1977, and an amendment 

thereto was filed on October 25, 1977, under section 337 of the Tariff Act 

of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1337), on behalf of Richard L. Stevenson d.b.a. 

Makaha International, Los Angeles, California, alleging that unfair methods 

of competition exist in the importation of certain skateboards each with an 

inclined foot-depressible lever into the United States, or in their sale, 

by reason of the alleged coverage of such articles by claims 1, 2, 7, and 

8 of U.S. Letters Patent 3,565,454. The amended complaint further alleges 

that the effect or tendency of the unfair methods of competition is to destroy 

or substantially injure an industry, efficiently and economically operated, 

in the United States. Complainant requests a permanent exclusion from entry 

into the United States of the imports in question. 

HavingcunsideEed2heamended complaint, the United States International 

Trade Commission, on November 4, 1977, ORDERED-- 

(1) That, pursuant to subsection (b) of section 337 of the Tariff 

Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1337), an investigation be instituted 



2 

to determine, under subsection (c) whether, on the basis of the allegations 

set forth in the amended complaint and the evidence adduced in this proceed- 

ing, there is a violation of subsection (a) of this section in the unauthor- 

ized importation of-- 

(i) skateboards each with an inclined foot-depressible lever, or 

(ii) skateboard platforms each with an inclined foot-depressible 

lever 

into the United States, or in their unauthorized sale, by reason of such 

skateboards and platforms allegedly being covered by claims 1, 2 ,  7 and 8 

of U.S. Letters Patent 3,565,454, the effect or tendency of which is to destroy 

or substantially injure an industry, efficiently and economically operated, 

in the United States; 

(2) That, for the purpose of the investigation so instituted, the 

following persons, alleged to be involved in the unauthorized importation of 

such articles into the United States, or in their sale, are hereby named as 

respondents upon which the amended complaint and this notice are to be served: 

Foreign Manufacturers and Exporters 

New Zeal Enterprises Co., Ltd. Lido Trading Co., Ltd. 

Chang-An E. Rd. Taipei, Taiwan 
Section 2 
Taipei, -Taiwan 

6 fl., No. 163 P. 0. BOX 7-341 

Prophet International Co., Ltd. 
China Plastics Building 3-F74, Omei Street 
Section 4 Taipei 100, Taiwan 
Taipei, Taiwan 

Hardy Enterprise Corp. 

I 

Amapala Marine 
4A Avenue 11611 
Tegucigalpa, Honduras 
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Importers 

C 

Sportsmaster, Inc. 
P.O. Box 2073 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45201 

National Sporting Goods Corp. 
1107 Broadway 
New York, New York 10010 

Marco Polo Co. 
12800 South Broadway 
Gardena, California 90061 

Dixie Trading Co. 

Atlanta, Georgia 30364 
P. 0. BOX 903-96 

Woodline Products Co. 
260 22-H Cape Drive 
Laguna Niguel, California 92677 

(3) That, for the purpose of the investigation so instituted, Judge 

Myron R. Renick, United States International Trade Commission, 701 E Street, 

N . W . ,  Washington, D.C. 20436, is hereby appointed as presiding officer; 

(4) That, for the purpose o f  the investigation so instituted, 

Donald R. Dinan, United States International Trade Commission, 701 E Street, 

N.W., Washington, D.C. 20436, is hereby named Commission investigative attorney. 

Responses must be submitted by the named respondents in accordance 

with section 210.21 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, as 

amended (41 F.R. 17710, April 27, 1976). Pursuant to sections 210.16(d) and 

210.21(a) of the Rules, such responses will be considered by the Commission 

if received not later than 20 days after the date of service o f  the amended 

complaint. Extensions of time for submitting a response will not be granted 

unless good and sufficient cause therefor is shown, 

Failure of a respondent to file a timely response to each allega- 

tion in the amended complaint and in this notice may be deemed to constitute 

a waiver of the right to appear and contest the allegations of the amended 

complaint and o f  this notice, and will authorize the presiding officer and 

the Commission, without further notice to the respondent, to find the facts 

to be as alleged in the amended complaint and this notice and to enter both 
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a recommended determination and a final determination, respectively, contain- 

ing such findings. 

The amended complaint is available for inspection by interested 

persons at the Office of the Secretary, United States International Trade 

Commission, 701 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20436, and in the New York 

City office of the Commission, 6 World Trade Center. 

By Order of the Commission: 

Secretary 

. 
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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D. C .  

I n v e s t i g a t i o n  No. 337-TA-37 

NOTICE OF PREHEARING CONFERENCE AND HEARING 

N o t i c e  i s  hereby given t h a t  a Prehear ing  Conference w i l l  be  h e l d  i n  

connect ion  with t h e  above s t y l e d  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  at  1O:OO a.m. on May 9 ,  1978,  

i n  t h e  Hearing Room o f  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Law Judge, Room 610 B i c e n t e n n i a l  

B u i l d i n g ,  600 E S t r e e t ,  N . W . ,  Washington, D. C. No d i s c o v e r y  w i l l  b e  obta ined  

subsequent t o  A p r i l  1 8 ,  1978.  S e r v i c e  o f  Prehear ing  Conference S ta tements  by 

Complainant w i l l  be  completed on o r  b e f o r e  A p r i l  2 7 ,  1 9 7 8 ,  and by Respondents 

and S t a f f  on o r  b e f o r e  May 3 ,  1978.  

i s  t o  review such s t a t e m e n t s ,  complete t h e  exchange o f  e x h i b i t s ,  and r e s o l v e  

any o t h e r  n e c e s s a r y  matters i n  p r e p a r a t i o n  f o r  t h e  h e a r i n g .  

The purpose o f  t h i s  Prehear ing  Conference 

N o t i c e  i s  a l s o  given t h a t  t h e  Hearing i n  t h i s  proceeding  w i l l  commence 

a t  1O:OO a.m. on May 1 6 ,  1 9 7 8 ,  i n  t h e  Hearing Room o f  t h e  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Law 

Judge, -Room 6 1 0  B i c e n t e n n i a l  Building. ,  600 E S t r e e t ,  N . W . ,  Washington, D . C . ,  

and w i l l  cont inue  d a i l y  u n t i l  completed. 

The S e c r e t a r y  s h a l l  serve a copy o f  t h i s  N o t i c e  upon a l l  p a r t i e s  o f  r e c o r d ,  

and s h a l l  publ i sh  t h i s  N o t i c e  i n  t h e  Federa l  R e g i s t e r .  

I s s u e d  March 3 0 ,  1978. 

P r e s i d i n g  Officer 





UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 

Certain Fishing Tackle 

[ TA- 2 01 - 3 41 

Notice of Investigation and Hearings 

L Investigation instituted. Following receipt of a petition on March 21, 1978, 
I 

filed by the American Fishing Tackle Manufacturers Association and the Tackle 

Representatives Association, both of Chicago, Ill., the United States International 

Trade Commission, on March 29, 1978, instituted an investigation under section 201(b) 

of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2251(b)) to determine whether snelled hooks; 

fishing rods and parts thereof; fishing reels and parts thereof; and artificial 

baits and flies; provided for in items 731.05; 731.15; 731.20 through 731.26, 

inclusive; and 731.60 of the Tariff Schedules of the United States, are being 

imported into the United States in such increased quantities as to be a substantial 

cause of serious injury, or the threat thereof, to the domestic industry producing 

an article like or directly competitive with the imported article. 

I 

Public hearing ordered. A public hearing in connection with this investigation 

will be held in Chicago, Ill., beginning on Tuesday, June 13, 1978. The time 

and place of the hearing will be announced later. 

the hearing should be received in writing 

at his office in Washington, D.C., not later thsn noon of the fifth calendar 

Requests for appearances at 

by the Secretary of the Comission 

day preceding the hearing at which an appearance is requested. 

A prehearing conference in connection with this investigation will be held at 

9:30 a.m., E.D.T. , on May 30, 1978, in Room 117, U.S. International Trade Commission - *  

Building, 701 E Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20436. 



2 

Inspection of the petition. The petition filed in this matter is available 

for p u b l i c  inspection at the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade 

Commission, 701 E Street, W., Washington, D.C. 20436 and at the New York City 

office of the U . S .  International Trade Commission located at 6 World Trade Center. 

By order of the Commission: 
/ 

Secretary 

Issued: March 30, 1978 

. 
, 



UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMIS &ON26 A: 9 I 10: 35 
Washington, D. C. '18 i:' 

1 
1 In the Matter of: 

CERTAIN SKATEBOARDS AND ) 
PLATFORMS THEREFOR 

Investigation No. 337-TA-37 

ORDER 

Pursuant to my authority as Chief Administrative Law Judge of this 
Commission, I hereby designate Administrative Law Judge Donald K. Duvall 
as Presiding Officer in this investigation. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of this order upon all parties of 
record and shall publish it in the Federal Register. 

Chi@ Administrative Law Judge 

Issued January 25, 1978 





UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D. C. 

.......................... 
I 
I In the Matter of 

CERTAIN SKATEBOARDS AND ) 
PLATFORMS THEREFOR ) 

.......................... 

Investigation No. 337-TA-37 

NOTICE OF PREHEARING CONFERENCE AND HEARING 

Notice is hereby given that a Prehearing Conference will be ..el( in 
connection with the above styled investigation at 1O:OO a.m. on May 9,. 1978, 
in the Hearing Room of the Administrative Law Judge, Room 610 Bicentennial 
Building, 600 E Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. No discovery will be obtained 
subsequent to April 18, 1978. Service of Prehearing Conference Statements by 
Complainant will be completed on or before April 27, 1978, and by Respondents 
and Staff on or before May 3, 1978. 
is to review such statements, complete the exchange of exhibits, and resolve 
any other necessary matters in preparation for the hearing. 

The purpose of this Prehearing Conference 

Notice is also given that the Hearing in this proceeding will commence 
at 1O:OO a.m. on May 16, 1978, in the Hearing Room of the Administrative Law 
Judge, ‘Room 610 Bicentennial Building., 600 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., 
and will continue daily until completed. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of this Notice upon all parties of record, 
and shall publish this Notice in the Federal Register. 

Presiding Officer 

Issued March 30, 1978. 





UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Washington, D.C. 

1 
In the Matter of: 1 

PLATFORMS THEREFOR 1 
1 

CERTAIN SKATEBOARDS AND 
Investigation No. 337-TA-37 

NOTICE AND ORDER CONCERNING 
COMMISSION DETERMINATION 

Upon consideration of the presiding officer's recommended 

determination and the record in this proceeding, the Commission (Chairman 

Parker dissenting and Commissioner Stern not participating) hereby orders the 

termination of investigation No. 337-TA-37, Certain Skateboards and Platforms 

Therefor, on the basis of a determination that no violation of section 337 of 

the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, exists. 

Copies of the Commissioners' opinions in support of their 

determinations are available to the public during official working hours at 

the Office of the Secretary, United States International Trade Commission, 701 

E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436. Notice of the institution of the 

investigation was published in the Federal Register on November 11, 1977 (42 

F.R. 58792). 

By order of the Commission: 

Issued: November 13, 1978 
Secret ar y 





u. s. INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSI& - E !!:ED 
Washington, D.C. 

+77 DEC 21 5 :  01 

In the Matter of: 1 
CERTAIN SKATEBOARDS .AND 1 

PLATFORMS THE RE FOR 1 

NOTICE OF PRELIMINARY CONFERENCE 

Notice is hereby given that a Preliminary Conference will be held in 
I 

connection with the above styled investigation at 1O:OO a.m. on Wednesday, 
January 11, 1978 in Room 610 Bicentennial Building, 600 E Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 
Register on November 11, 1977 (42 FR 58792). The purposesof this preliminary 
conference are to establish a discovery schedule, to discuss the procedures 

to be followed in pursuing such discovery, to set the dates for the Prehearing 
Conference and Hearing, and to resolve any other matters necessary to the conduct 
of this investigation. 

Notice of this investigation was published in the Federal 

If any questions should arise not covered by these instructions, the 
parties or their counsel shall call the chambers of the undersigned Presiding 
Officer. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of this Notice upon all parties of 
record and shall publish it in the Federal Register. 

#U 
JudNMyron R. Renick 
Preyiding Officer 

Issued December 21, 1977 

A 





UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Washington, D.C. 

__-__ --_--.---- 
In the Matter o f :  1 

CERTAIFT SKATEBOARDS AND 1 
-- PLATFORMS THEREFOR -- I 

Investigaticn No. 337-TA-37 

NOTICE AND ORDER 

CONCERNING PROCEMIRE FOR COMMl SSION 

DETERMJNATION AND ACTION 

Notice is hereby given that -- 
I .  The Commission will hold a hearing beginning at 1O:OO a . m . ,  

e.d.t., Tuesday, the Commission's Hearing Room, 702 E 

Street, N.W., Washington, D.C . ,  for  the purposes of (1) hearing oral argument 

on the recommended determination o f  the presiding officer concerning whether 

there i s  a violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930; (21 receiving 

information and hearing oral argument concernjng appropriste re1 ief in the 

event the Commission determines that there i s  a violation of section 337 and 

that relief should be granted; and (3) receiving information and hearing oral 

argument, as provided for in section 210.14(a) of the Commission's Rules of 

Practice and Procedure (19 C.F.R.  210.14(a)), concerning bonding and the 

public interest factors set forth in subsections 337(d) and (f) of the Tariff 

-- 

Act, which factors the Commission is to consider in the event it determines 
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that there is a violation of section 337 and that relief should be grantad. 

The latter two proceedings are legislative in character, and therefore the 

hearing on remedy, bonding, and public interest will not be subject to the 

requirements of 5 U.S.C. 556, 557. Instead, these phases of the hearing will 

be conducted in accordance with section 201.11 of the Conmission's Rules of I 

Practice and Procedure (19 C.F.R. 201.11). There matters are all being heard ' 

on the same day in order that this investigation may be completed within the 

time limits prescribed by the statute and to minimize the burden of this 

hearing upon the parties. 

Parties and agencies wishing to make oral argument with respect to 

the recornended determination shall be limited in each oral argument t o  not 

more than 30 minutes, 10 minutes of which may be reserved for rebuttal by the 

staff and complainant. 

For that part of the hearing devoted to relief, bonding, and the 

public interest, parties, interested persons, and government agencies will be 

limited in their presentations to no more than 15 minutes. Participants will 

be permitted an additional 5 minutes for closing arguments after all 

presentations have been concluded. 

required to share time. 

the full time available to a party. 

Participants with similar interests may be 

The Commissjon investigative staff will be allotted 

Requests for appearances at the hearing should be filed, in writing, 

with the Secretary of the Commission at his office in Washington no later than 

close of business, Monday, October 2 ,  1978. Requests should indicate the part 

of the hearing (i.e., with respect to the recommended determination, relief, 

bonding, the public interest factors, or  any combination thereof) in which the 

requesting person desires to participate. 

I 
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b 

1 

I 

2 .  Briefs concerning exceptions to the presiding officer's 

recommended determination may be filed by any party or  agency. complainant's 

brief shall be filed not later than the c?ose of business, Monday, August 28, 

1978; respondents' brief and the brief of the Commission investigative staff 

shall be filed not later than the close o f  business, Monday, September 1'1, 

1978; complainant's reply brief, if any, shall be filed not later than 

Thursday, September 21, 1978. The Commission investigative staff is here 

, 

I 

being required to brief at the same time as respondents because the staff's 

views are most consistent with those of respondents. We do not suggest by 

this order that the staff has lost its independent status in this or any other 

case. Briefs shall he served on all parties of record on the date they are 

filed. The cover of complainant's brief shall be blue; respondents' bri.ef, 

red; Commission investigative staff's brief, green; and any reply briefs, 

gray. Concerned government agencies may file briefs on any issue related to 

the recommended decision in the same style and at the same time as the 

Commission investigative staff. Parties, persons and agencies are encouraged 

to consolidate their briefing where their positions are the same, and to refer 

to the record. 

3. Written comments and information are encouraged by any party, 

interested person, government agency, or government concerning relief, 

bonding, and the public interest factors set forth in section 337(d) and (f) 

of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 13371, which the Commission 

is to consider in the event it determines that there should be relief. Such 

comments and information shall be filed with the Secretary in one original and 

ten copies on the dates set forth below, and the comments and information 
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4 

shall thereafter be available for inspection and copying by any pereon, except 

isid respects in camera cormnents and information, which are to be treated as 

described below. 

- 

Comments and information on remedy, bonding and public interest shall 

be submitted as follows: Complainant aha11 file a detailed proposed 

Commission action, including a determination of bonding, on or before Monday, 

August 2 8 ,  1978 .  Complainant shall, at the same time, file such comments and 

information as it wishes respecting the effect of its proposed Commission 

actions upon (1) the public health and welfare, ( 2 )  competitive conditions in 

the Uni-ted States economy, (3) the production of like or directly 

articles in the United States and ( 4 )  United States consumers (cn 

the "public interest" factors). Thereafter, on or before Monday, 

competitive 

lec t ivel y 

September 

11, 1978, any person, agency, or government may file written corn nts on and 

information pertaining to alternatives (if any) to the proposed Commission 

action and to whether any Commission action ought or ought not to be taken 

after consideration of the effect of the action upon the public interest 

factors. 

A request for in camera treatment of such comments and information - 
must include a full statement of the reasons for granting in camera - 

either accept such information in camera, - treatment. The Cammission will 

or it will return the information. 

Notice of the Commission's institution of the investigation was 

published in the Federal Register on November 11, 1977 (42  F.R. 58792) .  

BV order of the Commission. / 

.- nneth R .  Mason 

Secretary 


