UNITED STATESINTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20436

In the Matter of

CERTAIN DISPLAY CONTROLLERS
AND PRODUCTS CONTAINING SAME

Inv. No. 337-TA-491

Inv. No. 337-TA-481
(consolidated)

and Enfor cement Proceeding

CERTAIN DISPLAY CONTROLLERSWITH

UPSCALING FUNCTIONALITY AND

PRODUCTS CONTAINING SAME

S’ N N N N N N N N N N N

NOTICE OF COMMISSION DECISION NOT TO REVIEW AN INITIAL
DETERMINATION OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
TERMINATING THE ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDING BASED ON A SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENT

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

SUMMARY: Noticeis hereby given that the U.S. International Trade Commission has
determined not to review the presiding administrative law judge’'s (“*ALJ’) initial determination
(“1D”) (Order No. 46) terminating the above-captioned enforcement proceeding based on a
settlement agreement.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Michadl Liberman, Esqg., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International Trade Commission, 500 E Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20436, telephone (202) 205-3061. Copies of all nonconfidential documentsfiled in connection
with thisinvestigation are or will be available for inspection during official business hours (8:45
am. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission, 500 E
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 202-205-2000. General information concerning
the Commission may also be obtained by accessing its Internet server (http://www.usitc.gov).
The public record for thisinvestigation may be viewed on the Commission’s electronic docket
(EDIS) at http://edis.usitc.gov/. Hearing-impaired persons are advised that information on the
matter can be obtained by contacting the Commission's TDD terminal on 202-205-1810.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August 20, 2004, the Commission terminated the
above-captioned investigation and issued alimited exclusion order (“the Order”) which denies
entry to certain display controllers manufactured, inter alia, by respondent M Star
Semiconductor, Inc. (*MStar”) and covered by claims 2, 3, 5, 6, 12, 13, 16, 17, 33-36, 38, and 39



of U.S. Patent 5,739,867. On April 24, 2006, complainant Genesis Microchip (Delaware) Inc.
(“Genesis’) filed acomplaint for enforcement of the Commission’s Order under Commission
Rule 210.75. Genesis asserted that respondent M Star had violated the Commission’s Order by
importing its alegedly infringing Tsunami display controllersinto the United States.

On June 23, 2006, the Commission issued a “Notice of Institution of Formal Enforcement
Proceeding.” See 71 Fed. Reg. 37096 (June 29, 2006). On October 25, 2006, complainant
Genesis and respondent M Star filed a joint motion to terminate the enforcement proceeding on
the basis of a settlement agreement pursuant to Commission Rule 210.21. See 19 C.F.R. 8
210.21. On November 6, 2006, the Commission investigative attorney filed aresponsein
support of the motion.

On November 8, 2006, the ALJissued an ID (Order No. 46) granting the motion. No
party petitioned for review of Order No. 46.

The Commission has determined not to review Order No. 46.

The authority for the Commission’s determination is contained in section 337 of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 8§ 1337), and in section 210.42(h) of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 C.F.R. § 210.42(h)).

By order of the Commission.

/sl
Marilyn R. Abbott
Secretary to the Commission
Issued: December 6, 2006



