UNITED STATESINTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20436

In the Matter of
Investigation No. 337-TA-593
CERTAIN DIGITAL CAMERASAND
COMPONENTS THEREOF

NOTICE OF COMMISSION DETERMINATION NOT TO REVIEW AN INITIAL
DETERMINATION EXTENDING THE TARGET DATE

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. 10) extending the target date in the above-referenced investigation by two
months from May 21, 2008 to July 21, 2008.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Michelle Walters, Office of the General
Counsel, U.S. International Trade Commission, 500 E Street, S\W., Washington, D.C. 20436,
telephone (202) 708-5468. Copies of non-confidential documents filed in connection with this
investigation 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,
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 thisinvestigation 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
February 21, 2007, based on acomplaint filed by St. Clair Intellectual Property Consultants, Inc.
The complaint alleges violations of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. § 1337) in
the importation into the United States, the sale for importation, and the sale within the United
States after importation of certain digital cameras and component parts thereof by reason of
infringement of various claims of five United States patents. The complaint names Eastman
Kodak Company as respondent.

On February 14, 2008, the private parties filed ajoint status report indicating that the
California state court action between the parties relating to ownership of the asserted patents has
been settled, and that the parties have signed a binding memorandum of understanding. The
parties indicated that the memorandum provides for the resolution of all claims between the



parties, including the claims asserted in thisinvestigation. Finally, the parties requested that the
investigation remain stayed until they can submit a further status report to inform the ALJ of any
subsequent developments when the settlement and licensing agreements are finalized. On
February 19, 2008, the ALJissued the subject ID extending the target date by two months to July
21, 2008, making the final 1D due on March 21, 2008. No petitions for review of this ID were
filed.

The Commission has determined not to review the ID.

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

By order of the Commission.

/s
Marilyn R. Abbott
Secretary to the Commission

Issued: March 7, 2008



