UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION

Washington, D.C.

In the Matter of

CERTAIN ELECTRONIC COMPUTING Inv. No. 337-TA-1382
DEVICES AND COMPONENTS
THEREOF

ORDER NO. 66: INITIAL DETERMINATION EXTENDING TARGET DATE
(January 13, 2025)

Pursuant to Order No. 5, the target date in this investigation was set for May 20, 2025.
Order No. 5, EDIS Doc. ID 812241 at 1 (Jan. 19, 2024). The deadline for the issuance of an
initial determination on violation was January 17, 2025. Id.

The undersigned will require additional time to finalize the initial determination on
violation in this investigation. Pursuant to Commission Rule 210.51(a), the target date “‘can be
modified by the administrative law judge for good cause shown.” 19 C.F.R. § 210.51(a). There is
good cause for an extension because of the complexity of this investigation and issues raised by
the parties, delays due to the parties’ correction of the record and the need for the parties to
submit corrected briefs to correct citations to the revised and corrected transcript, see Order Nos.
64 and 65, and the need for the parties to resubmit certain exhibits in different file formats for
review. Accordingly, the target date shall be extended by approximately three weeks to June 9,
2025. Pursuant to Commission Rule 210.42(a)(1)(1), the final initial determination shall be issued
by Friday, February 7, 2025.

Because the new target date is more than 16 months from the date of institution, this
order is being issued as an initial determination pursuant to Commission Rule 210.51(a)(1).

19 C.F.R. § 210.51(a)(1). Pursuant to Commission Rule 210.42(h), this initial determination
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shall become the determination of the Commission unless a party files a petition for review of
the initial determination pursuant to Commission Rule 210.43(a), or the Commission, pursuant to
Commission Rule 210.44, orders, on its own motion, a review of the initial determination or
certain issues contained herein. 19 C.F.R. § 210.42(d).

SO ORDERED.

7/ zé/zz;T

Monica Bhattacharyya
Administrative Law Judge
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