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Pursuant to the Notice of Investigation (Oct. 19, 2016) and Commission Rule 210.42, this

is the administrative law judge’s final initial determination on violation and recommended

determination on remedy and bonding in the matter of Certain Audio Processing Hardware,

Software, and Products Containing the Same, lnv. No. 337-TA-1026. 19 C.F.R. § 2l0.42(a)(1).

For the reasons discussed herein, it is my final initial detennination that there is no 1

violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, in the

importation into the United States, the sale for importation, andjor the sale within the United

States after importation of certain audio processing hardware, software, and products containing

the same by reason of infringement of U.S. Patent No. 6,363,345 (“the ’34S patent”).
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The following abbreviations may be used in this Initial Detennination:

Tr. Transcript
WS Witness Statement
DWS Direct Witness Statement
RWS Rebuttal Witness Statement
JX Joint Exhibit
CX C0mplainant’s exhibit
CPX Complainant’s physical exhibit
CDX Complainant’s demonstrative exhibit
RX Respondent’s exhibit
RPX Respondent’s physical exhibit
RDX Respondent’s demonstrative exhibit
CPHB Complainant’spre-hearing brief
CIB . Complainant’s initial post~hearing brief
CRB Con1plainant’sreply post-hearing brief
RPHB Resp0ndent’s pre-hearing brief
RIB - Respondenfs corrected initial post-hearing briefl
RRB Respondenfs reply post-hearing brief
SPHB Staff pre-hearing brief
SIB Staff initial post-hearing brief
SRB Staff reply post-hearing brief

1Apple filed an initial post-hearing brief on September 8, 2017. As originally filed, Apple’s
initial post-hearing brief included “four references to non-admitted evidence.” Letter from M.
Franzinger to Secretary Barton (Sept. l4, 2017). On September 14, 2017, Apple filed a corrected
version of its post-hearing brief in which the references to non-admitted materials were removed.
Id. References herein to Apple’s initial post-hearing brief are to the corrected version.
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