UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
Washington, D.C.

In the Matter of

CERTAIN MULTIPLE MODE Investigation No. 337-TA-895
OUTDOOR GRILLS AND PARTS
THEREOF

NOTICE OF THE COMMISSION’S DETERMINATION NOT TO REVIEW INITIAL
DETERMINATIONS TERMINATING CERTAIN RESPONDENTS; ISSUANCE OF
CONSENT ORDERS

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY:: Notice is hereby given that the U.S. International Trade Commission has
determined not to review the presiding administrative law judge’s (“ALJ”) initial determinations
(“IDs”) (Order Nos. 18, 19 and 20) terminating certain respondents.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Amanda Pitcher Fisherow, Esg., Office of
the General Counsel, U.S. International Trade Commission, 500 E Street, S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20436, telephone (202) 205-2737. Copies of non-confidential documents filed in
connection with this investigation are or will be available for inspection during official business
hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone (202) 205-2000. General
information concerning the Commission may also be obtained by accessing its Internet server at
http://www.usitc.gov. The public record for this investigation may be viewed on the
Commission=s electronic docket (EDIS) at http://edis.usitc.gov. Hearing-impaired persons are
advised that information on this matter can be obtained by contacting the Commission=s TDD
terminal on (202) 205-1810.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Commission instituted this investigation on
September 26, 2013, based on a complaint filed on behalf of A&J Manufacturing, LLC of St.
Simons, Georgia and A&J Manufacturing, Inc. of Green Cove Springs, Florida. 78 Fed.
Reg.59373 (Sept. 26, 2013). The complaint alleged violations of Section 337 of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, in the sale for importation, importation, or sale within the
United States after importation of certain multiple mode outdoor grills and parts thereof by
reason of infringement of certain claims of U.S. Patent No. 8,381,712, U.S. Patent No. D660,646
patent”), and U.S. Patent No. D662,773 patent. The Commission’s notice of investigation
named numerous respondents including: HEB Grocery Company, LP, d/b/a H-E-B (“HEB”) of
San Antonio, Texas; Guangdong Canbo Electrical Co., Ltd. (“Canbo”) of Foshan City, China;


http://www.usitc.gov/
http://edis.usitc.gov/

and Ningbo Spring Communication Technologies Co. Ltd. (“Ningbo Spring”) of Ningbo, China.

On December 18, 2013, Complainants filed (1) a corrected renewed motion to terminate
Canbo based on a consent order; (2) a corrected motion to terminate Ningbo Spring based on a
consent order and settlement agreement; and (3) a renewed joint motion to terminate HEB based
on a consent order and settlement agreement. On December 30, 2013, the 1A filed responses in
support of these motions.

On February 5, 2014, the ALJ granted the corrected renewed motion to terminate Canbo.
Order No. 18. The ALJ found that the revised consent order stipulation and the proposed
consent order comply with the Commission’s Rules. 1d. The ALJ also found there is no
evidence that termination of the investigation as to Canbo would be contrary to the public
interest. 1d. at 3. No petitions for review were filed.

On February 6, 2014, the ALJ granted the corrected motion to terminate Ningbo Spring.
Order No. 19. The ALJ found that the consent order stipulation and revised proposed consent
order comply with the Commission’s Rules. The ALJ further found that there is no evidence that
termination of the investigation as to Ningbo Spring would be contrary to the public interest. Id.
at 4. No petitions for review were filed.

Also on February 6, 2014, the ALJ granted the motion to terminate HEB. Order No. 20.
The ALJ found that the consent order stipulation and revised proposed consent order comply
with the requirements of the Commission’s Rules. The ALJ further found that there is no
evidence that termination of the investigation as to HEB would be contrary to the public interest.
Id. at 4. No petitions for review were filed.

The Commission has determined not to review the subject IDs.

The authority for the Commission’s determination is contained in section 337 of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. § 1337), and in Part 210 of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure (19 C.F.R. Part 210).

By order of the Commission.

Lisa R. Barton
Acting Secretary to the Commission

Issued: March 4, 2014



