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What is the ITC?
 The International Trade Commission (ITC) is an 

independent, non-partisan, quasi-judicial federal 
agency which was formed to investigate certain 
allegations of unfair trade practices. 

 19 U.S.C. § 1337 (“Section 337”) gives the ITC 
authority to stop importation of goods that are 
found to infringe a valid U.S. intellectual property 
right (patents, trademarks, copyrights) and other 
acts of unfair competition.

International Trade Commission
Washington, DC
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Structure of the ITC – Commissioners

 The ITC is made up of 6 Commissioners.

 The Commissioners are appointed by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate for 9-year terms. 

 The Commissioners are bi-partisan (only 3 can be from 
the same political party) and the Chairman position 
alternates between the political parties every two years.
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Structure of the ITC – Administrative Law Judges

 The ITC also typically has 6 ALJs and one Chief ALJ selected from 
the 6 ALJs.

 ALJs are responsible for conducting the trial phase of Commission 
Investigations under Section 337. 

 The current ALJs are Chief ALJ Cheney, ALJ Shaw, ALJ McNamara, 
ALJ Elliot, ALJ Bhattacharyya (appointed in September 2021 from 
OUII), and ALJ Moore (appointed in April 2022, formerly an 
Administrative Patent Judge at the PTAB).
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Structure of the ITC – The Staff and General Counsel

 The Office of Unfair Import Investigations (OUII or Staff), also 
represents the interest of the people in many investigations. 

 When a Staff attorney is appointed to a case, they act as third 
parties and take positions and submit written materials on key 
issues. In some instances, the Staff may not take any position 
on an issue. 

 The Office of General Counsel provides legal assistance to the 
Commissioners and defends Commission decisions on appeal. 
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Structure of the ITC – Participants in Cases
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Why is the ITC Important?

 Faster than most district courts–a final decision from the Commission in 
approximately 16-18 months 

 Expertise in patent law and other IP law
 Extensive discovery mechanisms
 Exclusion order is the main remedy—significant after Ebay decision 

– Limited Exclusion Order 
– General Exclusion Order 
– Cease and Desist Order 

 No monetary damages 
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ITC Orders
 Limited Exclusion Orders (“LEOs”) prohibit importation of infringing 

goods made by a respondent in the case
– may include downstream products

 General Exclusion Orders (“GEOs”) prohibit importation of infringing 
goods regardless of the manufacturer

– “to prevent circumvention,” or
– “there is a pattern of violation” and “it is difficult to identify the

source of the infringing products”

 Cease-and-Desist Orders prohibit commerce by domestic 
respondents involving imported goods

 Penalty for violation is up to $100,000 per day
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Who Should Use the ITC?
 A party seeking to use the ITC as a forum must have rights to U.S. 

intellectual property.
– Often, the rights asserted are U.S. patent rights, but trademarks, 

copyrights and trade secrets can also be asserted.

 Must show that the patent rights (or other IP rights) are infringed by 
product(s) imported into the U.S.
– A single imported unit is sufficient
– Infringement may be direct or indirect

• Also, must have a domestic industry (DI) based on using the IP 
rights (technical prong) and significant investments (economic prong) 
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Who are the Respondents?

 § 337 violation can be based on:
– sale for importation (e.g., a foreign manufacturer),
– importation, or
– sale after importation (e.g., distributor or retailer)

 Multiple respondents may be named, but not     
all respondents need to import the accused 
goods
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Domestic Industry (DI)
 Technical Prong

- Must show use of the IP rights in the U.S. by either the complainant 
(e.g., patent owner) or one or more licensees

- Requires a technical analysis and mapping of the claims much like for 
showing infringement.

 Economic Prong 
- Must show significant investments in plant and equipment, significant 

employment of labor or capital, or substantial investments in R&D or 
licensing associated with the asserted patents or other IP rights.

- Requires an economic analysis to identify and apportion the relevant 
costs and investments
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Public Interest
 Remedy could be withheld if against the public interest
 ITC rules address “increased attention on the Commission’s ‘public 

interest analysis’”
- Complaints must include separate statement of public interest issues 

when filing complaint
- ITC solicits public interest comments before institution
- ITC may direct ALJ to make public interest recommendations



What to Expect at the ITC?
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Quick Facts
 Are issues decided by juries?  No

– All issues are decided by a single ALJ selected for the ITC 
investigation by the Chief ALJ.

 Are there witnesses? Yes
– Hearings are held with live witnesses. Most commonly the 

live witnesses are experts, but fact witnesses can appear as 
well.

 Are the trials/hearings long?  No
– Hearings are typically 4-6 days.
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Quick Facts (cont.)
 What are the discovery obligations? 

– Burdensome, fast, and expensive. 
– Document productions, depositions, source code

inspections, etc.

 Are the costs of litigating at the ITC high?  Yes
– Costs at the ITC are high partly due to the complexity and scope of 

issues to be addressed.

 Are ITC proceedings worth it?  Yes
– Because the proceedings are fast and the remedy is an exclusion 

order, ITC proceedings can be worth the cost. 
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What to Expect at the ITC?

 A significant amount of diligence and preparation (6-12 months) 
needed before filing the complaint.
– Research and gather evidence; interview witnesses; develop positions; 

prepare complaint and exhibits (detailed claim charts, etc)

 After filing the complaint, the ITC may request comments on the public 
interest.
– In some cases, the ALJ will be tasked with developing a record on the public 

interest 

 As a complainant, expect respondents to file parallel IPR petitions.
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Related District Court Case

 Section 337 cases often involve a parallel U.S. District Court case(s)
– Preserves forum and possible money damages

 Respondent is entitled to a stay of district court case involving the 
same patent claims and other alleged unfair acts
– The stay is typically lifted after the ITC investigation is concluded

 ITC decisions on patent issues are not binding on subsequent District 
Court cases
– District Court patent decision is binding on any subsequent ITC proceeding.
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Timeline

1 month 8-10 months 12-13 months 16-18 months
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Timeline

 Milestones
– Detailed, fact-based complaint filed with claim charts
– Institution within 30 days of filing complaint
– Discovery begins immediately upon institution
– Invalidity and Infringement Contentions – within first few months
– Expert Reports – within first 6 months
– Hearing – within 8 to 10 months 
– Final Initial Determination from the ALJ – within 12 to 13 months
– Final Commission Decision by Target Date – within 16 to 18 months
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Fact Discovery
 Fact discovery is intense and fast. Additionally, there is technical and 

economic discovery related to DI part of investigation. 

– Interrogatories, document production, and requests for admission are on 
a 10 to 14 day turn around.

– Infringement and invalidity contentions are typically on a quicker deadline 
than in a district court. 

– ITC cases can have 50 or more depositions, depending on the number of 
Respondents.

– Discovery can also include the inspection of manufacturing plants and 
foreign discovery.  
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Expert Discovery
 There is significant expert discovery and there can be multiple experts 

on multiple issues. 

 Types of Experts
– Technical Experts (Validity and Infringement Experts)
– DI Experts (Technical and Economic Experts)
– Public Interest Experts.

 Experts submit opening and rebuttal reports and are deposed. Experts 
also help draft witness statements. Motions to strike deposition expert 
testimony as outside of the scope of their report(s) can also occur. 
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Motions Practice

 Summary Determination Motions

– Summary determination motions are similar to summary 
judgment motions at district court.

– May request rulings on issues as a matter of law. 
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Pre-hearing Filings

 Extensive Pre-hearing Briefing on All Issues
– ALJs have their own ground rules regarding the length of pre-hearing 

briefs

– Pre-hearing briefs must cover all issues you plan to address at the 
hearing

 Motions in Limine
– Motions in Limine are used to exclude certain arguments or 

evidence from being presented at the hearing.
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What to Expect at the ITC? – The Evidentiary Hearing

 Typically, the hearing is held at the
USITC building in Washington, DC. 

 During COVID and through today,
hearings have been held virtually. 

 Hearings typically last 5 days and are similar to a district court trial 
with witnesses, evidence, rulings on evidentiary motions and 
objections, and the like. However, there is no jury. 
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Post-hearing Filings and ID

 Extensive Post-hearing Briefing on All Issues
– ALJs have their own ground rules regarding length of post-

hearing briefs. 
– All issues must have been addressed in pre-hearing brief, else 

waived. 

 Initial Determination (ID)
– The ALJ issues an Initial Determination (ID) following the 

hearing. The ID contains the ALJ’s ruling on all issues and can 
be hundreds of pages long. 
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What to Expect at the ITC? – Presidential Review and 
Enforcement
 If the ITC finds a violation (valid and infringed claims, supported 

by DI) and issues an exclusion order, there is a 60-day 
presidential review period.
– The exclusion order does not go into effect during the 60-day 

presidential review period. 

 There are often later proceedings before the Customs & Border 
Protection to determine how to enforce or implement an 
exclusion order.



How to Prepare for an ITC Case
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – Requirements for 
filing ITC Complaint

Holder of a valid U.S. patent (or other IP rights)

Identify infringing products that are imported

AND
Satisfy technical prong of Domestic Industry 
Satisfy economic prong of Domestic Industry

1

2
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – Establish Domestic 
Industry
 Section 337 does not use or reference the terms “technical 

prong” or “economic prong”
 For convenience, the Commission has generally divided the 

domestic industry requirement into two prongs:
– Technical prong
– Economic prong

See Certain Stringed Musical Instruments, Inv. No. 337-TA-586, 2008 ITC 
LEXIS 755, at *20 (May 16, 2008).
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – Establish Domestic 
Industry (Technical Prong)
 “The test for the technical prong of the industry requirement is 

essentially the same as that for infringement, i.e., a 
comparison of domestic products to the asserted claims.”

Crocs, Inc. v. Int’l Trade Comm’n, 589 F.3d 1294, 1307 (Fed. Cir. 
2010).

 The Complainant or its licensees must practice its own patent.
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – Establish Domestic 
Industry (Economic Prong)

19 U.S.C. § 1337(a)(3):

[a]n industry in the United States shall be considered to exist if 
there is . . . with respect to the articles protected by the patent, . . .

(A) significant investment in plant and equipment;

(B) significant employment of labor and capital;

(C) substantial investment in its exploitation, including engineering, 

research and development, or licensing.
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – Establish Domestic 
Industry (Economic Prong)

 Generally, two ways:
Manufacturing-Based Domestic Industry
– Significant investments in plant, equipment, labor or capital typically 

demonstrated by high-dollar expenses in manufacturing facilities, 
equipment, and employee salaries

Non-Manufacturing Domestic Industry
– Substantial investment in engineering/research and development, or 

licensing 
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – Establish Domestic 
Industry (Economic Prong)
 Economic prong

– The investments in the U.S. related to the asserted patent(s) must be significant
or substantial

 Economic prong “is analyzed on a case-by-case basis in light of all the relevant 
facts”

Certain Printing and Imaging Devices, Inv. No. 337-TA-690, 2011 ITC LEXIS 893, 
at *52 n.11 (Feb. 17, 2011)

 In assessing whether domestic investments are “substantial,” the Commission 
has considered:
– “size of the complainant”;
– “nature of the industry”; and
– “resources of the complainant”
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – Establish Domestic 
Industry (“Significant” or “Substantial”)
 Investments must be considered “significant” or “substantial” but neither of these 

terms are defined in the statute. Because the standard is not clearly defined, 
there is much debate as to what is “significant” or “substantial” in the context of 
investments. 

 The case law indicates that the “significance” of a particular investment is “not 
evaluated according to any rigid or mathematical formula.”

Certain Printing and Imaging Devices, Inv. No. 337-TA-690, 2011 ITC LEXIS 893, at *42.

 Additionally, there is no “minimum monetary expenditure . . . to qualify as 
domestic industry under the ‘substantial investment’ requirement.”

Certain Stringed Musical Instruments, Inv. No. 337-TA-586, 2008 ITC LEXIS 755, at *41.
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – The Complaint
 ITC complaints are normally very detailed and are often hundreds of 

pages long with a lot of exhibits attached. Bare notice pleading is 
insufficient. 
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – The Complaint
• Include as much public evidence of infringement and importation as 

possible. 
– For certain devices, especially electronics and chips, consider reverse 

engineering
– Analyze all product information and related materials (e.g., product manuals, 

advertising materials, IEEE or W3C standards, industry standards)
– Also collect evidence showing importation labels, importation markings, and 

other such evidence for the accused products
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How to Prepare for an ITC Case – The Complaint

 Develop detailed claim charts mapping the patent(s) to the accused 
products as well as claim charts mapping the DI products.
– Infringement and DI claim charts should be fact-based and take 

advantage of all publicly available information.
– DI claim charts should also include information that is in 

Complainant’s possession. 
– To avoid third party/foreign discovery, consider including suppliers 

and manufacturers in supply chain as respondents to the complaint. 



ITC v. District Court Litigation
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What are the benefits of filing an ITC Complaint?

Apply Maximum Pressure
• Hearing in 8-10 months
• Resolution in 16-18 months
• No investigation stays 

pending IPR
• Fast pace

Broad Discovery
• Discovery on foreign entities
• Relevance is construed broadly
• High number of discovery 

requests
• Subpoena power

ALJs Only Hear Unfair 
Trade Practice Matters
• Patents
• Trademarks
• Copyrights
• Trade Secrets

Powerful Remedies 
Available
• Limited Exclusion Order
• General Exclusion Order
• Cease and Desist Order  

In Rem Jurisdiction
• Jurisdiction over product
• Foreign infringers in supply 

chain become party

Ability to Sue Multiple 
Respondents in One 
Investigation
• District Court venue/joinder 

limitations do not apply
• Enjoin all parties in supply chain
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What are the drawbacks of filing an ITC Complaint?

High Cost
• High upfront costs

• Though about the same 
as District Court Matter

Must Establish DI
• Technical Prong
• Economic Prong

• Can rely on complainant 
or licensee DI

No Monetary Relief
• Only LEO, GEO, and C&D

• Frequent monetary 
settlement

• Can seek damages in DC

Broad Discovery
• DI requires complainant to 

answer discovery requests
• Applies to Respondents too
• No need to obtain damages 

discovery

Hearing
• 40% of cases go to hearing
• Little time for settlement 

discussions before hearing
• Apply pressure for quicker 

resolution

Broad Protective Order
• Limits what in-house counsel 

can see
• Protects Complainant’s 

material
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Cases are appealed to Federal Circuit

Similar Fact Discovery
• Infringement/validity contentions
• Written Discovery
• Depositions

Expert Discovery 
• Expert Reports and Depositions

Claim construction (sometimes)

Pre- and Post-Hearing motions and pleadings

Similarities to District Court Actions
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Parties

DC – no OUII staff attorney ITC – possibly OUII staff attorney

Jurisdiction 

DC – personal jurisdiction ITC – in rem jurisdiction over imported goods

Complaint

DC – notice pleading ITC – detailed factual pleading

Differences from District Court Actions
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Time to Trial

DC – 2-3 years from filing ITC – 8-10 months from institution

Domestic Industry

DC – not required ITC – must be demonstrated by 
the complainant

Discovery

DC – 30 days (+) to respond to discovery ITC – 10 to 14 days, sanctions for
failure to comply

Differences from District Court Actions (cont.)
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Win Rates

DC – patentees win about 54%* (1991-2021) ITC – patentees win about 59%* (1997-2021)

Decided by

DC – Article III Judge or jury ITC – Administrative Law 
Judge/Commissioners

Likelihood of Trial

DC – 1-3% ITC – 30-40%

Differences from District Court Actions (cont.)
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Enforcement Proceedings

DC – before a DC judge ITC – before Customs and/or ITC

Remedies

DC – damages/potential injunction ITC – exclusion and cease and desist orders

Public Interest

DC – not at issue unless seeking injunction ITC – an issue in many cases

Differences from District Court Actions (cont.)



Impact of Parallel IPR Proceedings
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Parallel IPR Proceedings

• Overall institution rates from Oct. 1, 2017 - Feb. 28, 2022

https://www.uspto.gov/sites/default/files/documents/ptab_aia_20220228-.pdf
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Parallel IPR Proceedings

 The speed of the ITC makes a stay practically impossible, and a stay 
has never been granted a stay in view of an IPR.  

**This timeline is exemplary only and may vary from case to case.
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Parallel IPR Proceedings – IPR Institution Denials 
 35 U.S.C. § 314(a) addresses when institution is not allowed:

“The Director may not authorize an inter partes review to be instituted 
unless the Director determines that the information presented in the 
petition . . . shows that there is a reasonable likelihood that the petitioner 
would prevail with respect to at least 1 of the claims challenged in the 
petition.”

 The PTAB is not required to institute an IPR even if there is a 
“reasonable likelihood” the petitioner would prevail  PTAB has 
discretion whether to institute an IPR

 No appellate review of IPR institution denials
– 35 U.S.C. § 314(d): “The determination by the Director whether to 

institute an inter partes review under this section shall be final and 
nonappealable.”
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Parallel IPR Proceedings – Fintiv Denials 

Apple v. Fintiv factors (not unique to the ITC)
1. Whether the court granted or may grant a stay if a parallel 

proceeding is instituted; 
2. Proximity of the trial date to the statutory deadline for a final 

decision; 
3. Investment in the parallel district court proceeding; 
4. Overlap between issues in the petition and in the parallel 

proceeding; 
5. Whether the petitioner and the defendant are the same party; 

and 
6. Other circumstances, including the merits. 
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Parallel IPR Proceedings – Fintiv Denials

• Fintiv denials from January 2020 -- May 2022

Source: Legal Metrics 



59

Parallel IPR Proceedings – A Success Story
 Volkswagon Group of America, Inc. v. Arigna Technology Ltd., IPR2021-01321, 

Paper 10 (PTAB Feb. 15, 2022) (INSTITUTED)

How the Board Applied the Fintiv factors (not unique to the ITC)
1. Whether the court granted or may grant a stay if a parallel proceeding is instituted (NEUTRAL); 
2. Proximity of the trial date to the statutory deadline for a final decision (ITC determination would 

be 3 months before FWD, SLIGHTLY FAVORED DENIAL); 
3. Investment in the parallel district court proceeding (The significant investment into the parallel 

proceedings was offset by the fact that the IPR was filed so quickly after institution of the ITC 
case, NEUTRAL); 

4. Overlap between issues in the petition and in the parallel proceeding (Petitioner challenged more 
claims than at issue in the ITC, FAVORED INSTITUTION); 

5. Whether the petitioner and the defendant are the same party (they are the same party, 
FAVORED DENIAL); and 

6. Other circumstances, including the merits (The Board found the merits to be strong, FAVORED 
INSTITUTION). 
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Parallel IPR Proceedings – Another Success Story
 SharkNinja Operating LLC v. iRobot Corp., IPR2021-00544, Paper 13 (PTAB

Nov. 17, 2021); see also Paper 7 
Stipulated not to pursue positions in the ITC that were asserted in the Petition. The Board had 
initially denied institution, but it was granted on rehearing when Petitioner broadened the 
stipulation (raised + could have raised).

1. Whether the court granted or may grant a stay if a parallel proceeding is instituted (ITC decision 
not likely to be stayed, FAVORED DENIAL), Paper 7; 

2. Proximity of the trial date to the statutory deadline for a final decision (The ITC final 
determination and FWD were in close proximity to one another, NEUTRAL), Paper 13 (originally 
favored denial); 

3. Investment in the parallel district court proceeding (The significant investment into the parallel 
proceedings weighed against institution, FAVORED DENIAL); 

4. Overlap between issues in the petition and in the parallel proceeding (Petitioner broadened its 
stipulation on rehearing, STRONGLY FAVORED INSTITUTION), Paper 13 (originally marginally 
favored institution); 

5. Whether the petitioner and the defendant are the same party (they are the same party, 
FAVORED DENIAL); and 

6. Other circumstances, including the merits (The Board found the merits to be neither strong nor 
weak after initial evaluation, NEUTRAL). 
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Parallel IPR Proceedings – What if the IPR is instituted?
 What happens if the IPR is instituted?
 E.g.: Violation at the ITC + IPR petition later invalidates the 

patent? ITC Exclusion Order can be modified or eliminated, 
even after it goes into effect. 
– If the IPR knocks out the only asserted patent, the Exclusion Order 

will be eliminated. 
– If the IPR knocks out one of several asserted patents, the Exclusion 

Order may be modified.  
 E.g.: No violation at the ITC + IPR petition later invalidates the 

patent?
– The IPR determination will have preclusive effect on other 

proceedings that the ITC proceeding will not.  



62

Parallel IPR Proceedings – Fintiv Denials 

 Fintiv discretionary denials are a difficult problem to deal with 
because ITC investigations move quickly and are likely to 
conclude prior to a Final Written Decision. 

 However, some factors may help in avoiding discretionary 
denials:
– Filing an IPR prior to answering the ITC case, or very early on in 

the case.
– Stipulating to not raise IPR grounds as a part of the ITC defense. 
– Including more claims in the IPR than at the ITC. 



The Process for Appeals
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Appeals from the ITC

 If a party wishes have ALJs Final Initial Determination reviewed, it 
must first file a petition for review to the Commission.

 The Commission will review the ID and issue a ruling. 

 A party can then appeal the Commission’s final ruling to the 
Federal Circuit.

– A party can appeal the Federal Circuit’s decision to the Supreme Court 
by filing a petition for certiorari, although this is very rare. 



Trends and Takeaways
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More ITC Filings in Recent Years in General 
 There have been more ITC filings in recent years in general. 

– In 2020 there were 120 active petitions. 
– In 2021 there were 135 active petitions. Through Q2 of 2022, there are 105 active petitions. 

Source: 
https://www.usitc.gov/inte
llectual_property/337_stat
istics_number_new_compl
eted_and_active.htm
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ITC Cases by Technology Type

Source: 
https://www.usitc.gov/intellectual_property/337_statistics_types_accused_pr
oducts_new_filings.htm
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ITC Cases Filed by Technology Type 

Source: Legal Metrics USITC Report January 1996-July 2021 
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Impact of COVID on ITC Hearings

• Virtual Hearings
– Since the COVID-19 pandemic, hearings have been held virtually. 
– Currently, all hearings are being conducted virtually, although that is 

subject to change. 
– At the same time, the avg. length of ITC investigations is down.
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Average Length of Investigations Slightly Down 
• The average length of Investigations is trending slightly down. 

– In 2020, the average length was 18.6 months.
– In 2021, the average length was 18.2 months. Through Q2 of 2022, the average length has 

been 17.7 months.

Source: 
https://www.usitc.gov/int
ellectual_property/337_s
tatistics_average_length_
investigations.htm
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New ITC Judges – Strong Patent Backgrounds
New Administrative Law Judges
– Judge Bryan Moore (Appointed April 18, 2022)

• Judge Moore was most recently an administrative judge at the Patent Trial and Appeal Board for 
9 years.

• Judge Moore was a staff attorney at the ITC’s OUII from 2005-2012 (for 7 years).
• Prior to joining the ITC as a staff attorney, Judge Moore worked as a patent attorney at two 

patent law firms focusing on both litigation and patent prosecution at the USPTO. 
• Judge Moore has an undergraduate degree in electrical engineering.

– Judge Monica Bhattacharyya (Appointed September 13, 2021)
• Judge Bhattacharyya was a staff attorney at the ITC’s OUII for 9 years.
• Judge Bhattacharyya also has firm experience litigating at the ITC, as she worked in private 

practice for 12 years at various firms, focusing on patent litigation. 
• Judge Bhattacharyya has an undergraduate degree in biochemistry. 
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Legislation and the ITC

 Several new bills mentioning the ITC were proposed in 2020.
– H.R. 5184, the “Advancing America’s Interests Act” would require 

licensing-based complainants to show that licensing resulted in 
adoption of articles that incorporate the patents, AND that any domestic 
industry entity must be a named complainant – together would 
significantly raise the bar to NPE complainants.
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Legislation – Are NPEs a problem at the ITC?

Source:
https://www.usitc.gov
/intellectual_property/
337_statistics_number
_section_337_investig
ations.htm
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Interim Initial Determinations at the ITC

• Interim Initial Determination Program
– A modified version of the 100-day program. 
– Judges or parties can have a hearing and case-dispositive 

ID issued early on in the case that will issue within 45 days 
of the hearing. 

– Several requests under the program were denied. 
https://www.usitc.gov/press_room/featured_news/pilot_
program_will_test_early_disposition_certain.htm
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Interim Initial Determinations – Recent Development

• Judge Cheney sua sponte took on the first, in which the ID 
will discuss economic DI issues (which had previously been 
rejected under the 100-day program as being “too complex”). 

• The hearing is set for April 20, 2022 in Investigation No. 1291 
regarding automotive lamps. The ID was due on June 5, 
2022. 
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Questions?
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