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please explain why and provide
alternative definitions.
Authority: These reviews are being
conducted under authority of Title VII of the
Tariff Act of 1930; this notice is published
pursuant to section 207.61 of the
Commission’s rules.
By order of the Commission.
Issued: July 24, 2013.
Lisa R. Barton,
Acting Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 2013–18108 Filed 7–31–13; 8:45 am]
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By order of the Commission.
Issued: July 26, 2013.
Lisa R. Barton,
Acting Secretary to the Commission.
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Determination
On the basis of the record 1 developed
in the subject five-year reviews, the
United States International Trade
Commission (Commission) determines,
pursuant to section 751(c) of the Tariff
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675(c)), that
termination of the suspended
antidumping duty investigation on
lemon juice from Argentina would be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of material injury to an
industry in the United States within a
reasonably foreseeable time.2 The
Commission also determines that
termination of the suspended
antidumping duty investigation on
lemon juice from Mexico would not be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of material injury to an
industry in the United States within a
reasonably foreseeable time.
Background
The Commission instituted these
reviews on August 1, 2012 (77 FR
45653) and determined on November 5,
2012 that it would conduct full reviews
(77 FR 67833, November 14, 2012).
Notice of the scheduling of the
Commission’s reviews 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 on December 5, 2012 (77 FR
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 made a
negative determination with respect to the
suspended investigation on lemon juice from
Argentina.
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72384). The hearing was held in
Washington, DC, on May 16, 2013, and
all persons who requested the
opportunity were permitted to appear in
person or by counsel.
The Commission completed and filed
its determinations in these reviews on
July 26, 2013. The views of the
Commission are contained in USITC
Publication 4418 (July 2013), entitled
Lemon Juice from Argentina and
Mexico: Investigation Nos. 731–TA–
1105–1106 (Review).
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[Investigation No. 337–TA–833]

Certain Digital Models, Digital Data,
and Treatment Plans for Use in Making
Incremental Dental Appliances, the
Appliances Made Therefrom, and
Methods of Making Same; Notice of
Commission Determination To Review
the Final Initial Determination of the
Administrative Law Judge; Schedule
for Filing Written Submissions on
Review
U.S. International Trade
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.
AGENCY:

Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. International Trade
Commission has determined to review
the final initial determination (‘‘final
ID’’ or ‘‘ID’’) in the above-captioned
investigation.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James A. Worth, Office of the General
Counsel, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20436, telephone (202)
205–3065. 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 (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
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this matter can be obtained by
contacting the Commission’s TDD
terminal on (202) 205–1810.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
investigation was instituted on April 5,
2012, based upon a complaint filed on
behalf of Align Technology, Inc., of San
Jose, California (‘‘Align’’), on March 1,
2012, as corrected on March 22, 2012.
77 FR 20648 (April 5, 2012). The
complaint alleged violations of Section
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 19 U.S.C.
1337 (‘‘Section 337’’) in the sale for
importation, importation, or sale within
the United States after importation of
certain digital models, digital data, and
treatment plans for use in making
incremental dental appliances, the
appliances made therefrom, and
methods of making the same by reason
of infringement of certain claims of U.S.
Patent No. 6,217,325 (‘‘the ’325 patent’’);
U.S. Patent No. 6,471,511 (‘‘the ’511
patent’’); U.S. Patent No. 6,626,666; U.S.
Patent No. 6,705,863 (‘‘the ’863 patent’’);
U.S. Patent No. 6,722,880 (‘‘the ’880
patent’’); U.S. Patent No. 7,134,874 (‘‘the
’874 patent’’); and U.S. Patent No.
8,070,487 (the ’487 patent’’). The notice
of institution named as respondents
ClearCorrect Pakistan (Private), Ltd. of
Lahore, Pakistan and ClearCorrect
Operating, LLC of Houston, Texas
(collectively, ‘‘the Respondents’’).
On May 6, 2013, the administrative
law review issued the final ID, finding
a violation of Section 337 with respect
to the ’325 patent, the ’880 patent, the
’487 patent, the ’511 patent, ’863 patent,
and the ’874 patent. The ALJ
recommended the issuance of cease and
desist orders.
On May 20, 2013, Align, the
Respondents, and the Commission
investigative attorney each filed a
petition for review. On May 28, 2013,
each of the parties filed a response
thereto. On June 5, 2013, Align filed a
statement on the public interest. On
June 13, 2013, the Respondents filed a
statement on the public interest.
After considering the ID and the
relevant portions of the record, the
Commission has determined to review
the ID in its entirety.
The parties should brief their
positions on the issues under review
with reference to the applicable law and
the evidentiary record. In connection
with its review, the Commission is
particularly interested in responses to
the following questions:
Question 1: Does the language and
legislative history of Section 337 provide a
basis for interpreting ‘‘articles’’ to cover
electronic transmissions? Does the
Commission’s remedial cease and desist
order in Certain Hardware Logic Emulation
Systems and Components Thereof, Inv. No.
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