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1 The record is defined in sec. 207.2(f) of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 
CFR 207.2(f)). 

2 Commissioner Daniel R. Pearson not 
participating. 

identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that 
your entire comment, including your 
personal identifying information, may 
be made publicly available at any time. 
While you can ask us in your comment 
to withhold your personal identifying 
information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to 
do so. 

Dated: August 23, 2012. 
Madonna L. Baucum, 
Information Collection Clearance Officer, 
National Park Service. 
[FR Doc. 2012–21394 Filed 8–29–12; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4312–52–P 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Reclamation 

Agency Information Collection 
Activities under OMB Review; Renewal 
of a Currently Approved Collection; 
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AGENCY: Bureau of Reclamation, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Notice of renewal and request 
for comments. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation No. 731–TA–1189 (Final)] 

Large Power Transformers From Korea 

Determination 

On the basis of the record 1 developed 
in the subject investigation, the United 
States International Trade Commission 
(Commission) determines,2 pursuant to 
section 735(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 
(19 U.S.C. 1673d(b)) (the Act), that an 
industry in the United States is 
materially injured, by reason of imports 
from Korea of large power transformers, 
provided for in subheadings 8504.23.00 
and 8504.90.95 of the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States, that have 
been found by the Department of 
Commerce (Commerce) to be sold in the 
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United States at less than fair value 
(LTFV). 

Background 

The Commission instituted this 
investigation effective July 14, 2011, 
following receipt of a petition filed with 
the Commission and Commerce by ABB 
Inc., Cary, NC; Delta Star Inc., 
Lynchburg, VA; and Pennsylvania 
Transformer Technology Inc., 
Canonsburg, PA. The final phase of the 
investigation was scheduled by the 
Commission following notification of a 
preliminary determination by 
Commerce that imports of large power 
transformers from Korea were being sold 
at LTFV within the meaning of section 
733(b) of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1673b(b)). 
Notice of the scheduling of the final 
phase of the Commission’s investigation 
and of a public hearing to be held in 
connection therewith was given by 
posting copies of the notice in the Office 
of the Secretary, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, Washington, DC, 
and by publishing the notice in the 
Federal Register of March 21, 2012 (77 
FR 16559). The hearing was held in 
Washington, DC, on July 10, 2012, and 
all persons who requested the 
opportunity were permitted to appear in 
person or by counsel. 

The Commission transmitted its 
determination in this investigation to 
the Secretary of Commerce on August 
24, 2012. The views of the Commission 
are contained in USITC Publication 
4346 (August 2012), entitled Large 
Power Transformers from Korea: 
Investigation No. 731–TA–1189 (Final). 

By order of the Commission. 
Issued: August 24, 2012. 

Lisa R. Barton, 
Acting Secretary to the Commission. 
[FR Doc. 2012–21371 Filed 8–29–12; 8:45 am] 
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ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that 
the U.S. International Trade 
Commission has found no violation of 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 19 U.S.C. 
1337, in the above-captioned 
investigation with respect to U.S. Patent 
Nos. 6,272,333 (‘‘the ’333 patent’’); 
6,246,697 (‘‘the ’697 patent’’); and 
5,636,223 (‘‘the ’223 patent’’). The 
investigation is remanded to the 
presiding administrative law judge 
(‘‘ALJ’’) with respect to U.S. Patent No. 
6,246,862 (‘‘the ’862 patent’’). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Megan M. Valentine, Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, 500 E Street SW., 
Washington, DC 20436, telephone (202) 
708–2301. 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 SW., Washington, DC 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 November 8, 2010, based on a 
complaint filed by Motorola Mobility, 
Inc. of Libertyville, Illinois 
(‘‘Motorola’’). 75 FR 68619–20 (Nov. 8, 
2010). The complaint alleges violations 
of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 
as amended, 19 U.S.C. 1337 (‘‘section 
337’’), in the importation into the 
United States, the sale for importation, 
and the sale within the United States 
after importation of certain wireless 
communication devices, portable music 
and data processing devices, computers 
and components thereof by reason of 
infringement of certain claims of the 
’333 patent, the ’862 patent, the ’697 
patent, U.S. Patent No. 5,359,317 (‘‘the 
’317 patent’’), the ’223 patent, and U.S. 
Patent No. 7,751,826 (‘‘the ’826 patent’’). 
The complaint further alleges the 
existence of a domestic industry. The 
Commission’s notice of investigation 
named Apple Inc. of Cupertino, 
California (‘‘Apple’’) as respondent. The 
Office of Unfair Import Investigation 
(‘‘OUII’’) was named as a participating 
party, however, on July 29, 2011, OUII 
withdrew from further participation in 

the investigation. See Commission 
Investigative Staff’s Notice of 
Nonparticipation (July 29, 2011). The 
Commission later partially terminated 
the investigation as to the ’317 patent 
and the ’826 patent. Notice (June 28, 
2011); Notice (Jan 27, 2012). 

On April 24, 2012, the ALJ issued his 
final ID, finding a violation of section 
337 as to the ’697 patent and finding no 
violation as to the ’223, ’333, and ’697 
patents. On May 9, 2012, the ALJ issued 
his recommended determination on 
remedy and bonding. In his final ID, the 
ALJ found that the products accused of 
infringing the ’697 patent literally 
infringe claims 1–4 of that patent, and 
that Apple induces others to infringe the 
asserted claims of the ’697 patent. The 
ALJ also found that the asserted claims 
of the ’697 patent are not invalid as 
anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 102, as 
obvious under 35 U.S.C. 103, or for 
failure to satisfy the written description 
requirement or the best mode 
requirement of 35 U.S.C. 112. The ALJ 
also found that the ’697 patent is not 
unenforceable for unclean hands. The 
ALJ further found that Motorola has 
satisfied the domestic industry 
requirement for the ’697 patent. The ALJ 
found that the products accused of 
infringing the ’223 patent literally 
infringe the asserted claim of that patent 
and that Apple induces others to 
infringe the claim 1 of the ’223 patent. 
The ALJ further found, however, that 
the asserted claim of the ’223 patent is 
invalid as anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 
102. The ALJ also found that Motorola 
has satisfied the domestic industry 
requirement for the ’223 patent. The ALJ 
found that the products accused of 
infringing the ’333 patent do not 
literally infringe claim 12 of that patent. 
The ALJ also found that the asserted 
claim of the ’333 patent is not invalid 
as anticipated under 35 U.S.C. 102 or for 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103. The 
ALJ further found that Motorola has not 
satisfied the domestic industry 
requirement for the ’333 patent. The ALJ 
found that claim 1 of the ’862 patent is 
invalid as indefinite under 35 U.S.C. 
112, ¶ 2 and, therefore, that the products 
accused of infringing the ’862 patent do 
not literally infringe the asserted claim 
of that patent and that Motorola has not 
satisfied the domestic industry 
requirement for the ’862 patent. 

On May 7, 2012, Motorola filed a joint 
petition for review and contingent 
petition for review of certain aspects of 
the final ID’s findings concerning claim 
construction, infringement, validity, and 
domestic industry. Also on May 7, 2012, 
Apple filed a joint petition for review 
and contingent petition for review of 
certain aspects of the final ID’s findings 
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