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UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20436 

 

Before The Honorable Thomas B. Pender 

Administrative Law Judge 

In the Matter of 

 

CERTAIN ROBOTIC VACUUM 

CLEANING DEVICES AND 

COMPONENTS THEREOF SUCH AS 

SPARE PARTS 

 

 

Investigation No. 337-TA-1057 

COMPLAINTANT’S UNOPPOSED MOTION TO  

TERMINATE MATSUTEK PURSUANT TO COMMISSION RULE 210.21(b) 

 

Pursuant to Commission Rule 210.21(b), Complainant iRobot Corp. (“iRobot”) hereby 

moves to terminate the Investigation against Respondent Matsutek Enterprises Co., Ltd. 

(“Matsutek”), in whole.  The remaining Respondents do not oppose this motion.  

There is a settlement agreement between iRobot and Matsutek, a supplier of Respondent 

Bissell Homecare, Inc. (“Bissell”), concerning the subject matter of the Investigation, which 

pursuant to Commission Rule 210.21(b), is attached to this motion.  (See Confidential Exhibit 1).  

There are no other agreements, written or oral, express or implied, between iRobot and Matsutek 

or Bissell concerning the subject matter of this Investigation.  iRobot is concurrently filing a 

separate motion pursuant to Commission Rule 210.21(a) to terminate the Investigation as to 

Bissell. 

Commission Rule 210.21(b) provides that “[a]n investigation before the Commission 

may be terminated as to one or more respondents pursuant to section 337(c) of the Tariff Act of 

1930 on the basis of a licensing or other settlement agreement.”  Commission policy and the 

public interest general favor settlements, which preserve resources for both the Commission and 



 

 

 

the parties, and termination based on settlement agreement is routinely granted.  See, e.g., 

Certain Consumer Elec., Including Mobile Phones and Tablets, Inv. No. 337-TA-839, Order No. 

35, 2013 WL 453756 at *2 (Feb. 4, 2013) (“termination of litigation under these circumstances 

[settlement] as an alternative method of dispute resolution is generally in the public interest and 

will conserve public and private resources”); Certain Portable Commc’n. Devices, Inv. No. 337- 

TA-827, Order No. 15, 2012 WL 1979229 (May 31, 2012) (unreviewed) (terminating 

investigation based on settlement agreement).  

Complainant therefore respectfully moves for termination of the investigation with respect 

to Matsutek on the basis of the agreement it has entered into with Matsutek.  

 

  



 

 

 

Dated: January 16, 2018 Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 /s/ Stephen A. Marshall  

Ruffin B. Cordell 

Ralph A. Phillips 

Stephen A. Marshall 

Linhong Zhang 

Thomas S. Fusco 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 

901 15th Street, N.W., Suite 700 

Washington, DC 20005 

Tel: (202) 783-5070 

Fax: (202) 783-2331 

 

Warren K. Mabey, Jr. 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 

222 Delaware Avenue, 17th Floor 

Wilmington, DE 19801 

Tel: (302) 652-5070 
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Andrew G. Pearson 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 

One Marina Park Drive 

Boston, MA 02210 
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Fax: (617) 783-2331 

 

Counsel for Complainant iRobot Corporation 

  

 

 

 

 

 







EXHIBIT 1

PUBLIC VERSION


































