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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

 

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

 
 
 

VIZIO, INC., 
Petitioner,  

 
v. 

  
NICHIA CORP., 

Patent Owner. 
____________ 

 
IPR2018-00386 (Patent 9,490,411 B2) 

 IPR2018-00437 (Patent 9,537,071 B2)1 
______________ 

 
Before SALLY C. MEDLEY, WILLIAM V. SAINDON, and  
NATHAN A. ENGELS, Administrative Patent Judges. 
 
ENGELS, Administrative Patent Judge. 
 

 
DECISION 

Granting Renewed Joint Motion to Terminate the Proceeding Due to  
Settlement after Institution Decision and 

Granting Joint Request to File Termination Agreement as  
Business Confidential Information  

35 U.S.C. § 317; 37 C.F.R. §§ 42.72, 42.74 

                                           
1 Because this Decision addresses issues common to both of the above-
captioned proceedings, we issue one Decision to be entered in each 
proceeding.  The parties are not authorized to use this style of caption. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Oral arguments in these proceedings took place on March 5, 2019, 

and the statutory deadlines for final written decisions are June 26, 2019 for 

IPR2018-00386 and July 16, 2019 for IPR2018-00437.  With an e-mail 

dated March 29, 2019, the parties notified the Board that the parties “have 

entered into a Binding Term Sheet . . . and are preparing the final settlement 

agreement,” and the parties jointly requested authorization to file a motion to 

terminate the proceedings.   

On April 1, 2019, the Board authorized the parties to file a joint 

motion to terminate and instructed the parties to file a copy of the settlement 

agreement as an exhibit to the joint motion.  On April 12, 2019, the parties 

filed a Joint Motion to Terminate the Proceeding Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 

§ 317 (Paper 392) and included a copy of the parties’ Binding Term Sheet 

(Exhibit 2029).  Among other things, the Binding Term Sheet provides that 

the parties were working in good faith to prepare a “final agreement.”  Ex. 

2029, 1–2.   

At the request of the Board, a telephone conference was held on May 

6, 2019 to discuss the status of the “final agreement” referenced in the 

Binding Term Sheet.  During the telephone conference, the parties indicated 

that the parties’ district-court litigation has been dismissed with prejudice 

pursuant to the parties’ settlement, but the parties also indicated that the 

parties are in on-going negotiations for a final settlement agreement.    

On May 15, 2019, the Board issued an Order dismissing without 

prejudice the parties’ Joint Motion to Terminate.  Paper 42.  The Order 

                                           
2  Paper numbers and exhibit numbers in this Order refer to those filed in 
IPR2018-00386. 
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explains that, because the parties were in on-going negotiations regarding a 

final settlement agreement, the Joint Motion to Terminate and Binding Term 

Sheet did not satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 317(b).  Paper 42, 2–3.  

The Order authorized the parties to renew their joint motion at such time that 

the parties could certify the requirements of § 317(b) had been satisfied. 

On May 29, 2019, the parties filed a Renewed Joint Motion to 

Terminate the Proceeding.  Paper 45.  For the reasons explained below, we 

GRANT the parties’ Renewed Joint Motion to Terminate the Proceeding and 

the parties’ Joint Request to File Termination Agreement as Business 

Confidential Information (Paper 40 (“Joint Request”)).   

II. ANALYSIS 

Under 35 U.S.C. § 317(a), “[a]n inter partes review instituted under 

this chapter shall be terminated with respect to any petitioner upon the joint 

request of the petitioner and patent owner, unless the Office has decided the 

merits of the proceeding before the request for termination is filed.”  Under 

§ 317(b),  

[a]ny agreement or understanding between the patent 
owner and a petitioner, including any collateral agreements 
referred to in such agreement or understanding, made in 
connection with, or in contemplation of, the termination of an 
inter partes review under this section shall be in writing and a 
true copy of such agreement or understanding shall be filed in 
the Office before the termination of the inter partes review as 
between the parties.   

 

35 U.S.C. § 317(b).    

Although Decisions to Institute were entered in each of the above-

captioned proceedings (Paper 15), we have not entered Final Written 

Decisions on the merits.  The parties’ Renewed Joint Motion to Terminate 
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identifies the parties’ Binding Term Sheet as the only agreement between the 

parties made in connection with or in contemplation of the termination of 

these proceedings.   

Unlike the circumstances of the parties’ original Joint Motion to 

Terminate, the parties filed the Renewed Joint Motion to Terminate after 

expiration of the Binding Term Sheet’s time period for on-going 

negotiations toward a final settlement agreement.  Exhibit 2029, 2.  In 

addition, the Renewed Joint Motion to Terminate includes the parties’ 

certification that filing the Binding Term Sheet satisfies the requirements of 

§ 317(b), including the requirement for filing all agreements and 

understandings made in connection with termination of these proceedings.  

Id. 

Under these circumstances, we determine that good cause exists to 

terminate the proceedings with respect to the parties.  Indeed, there are 

strong public policy reasons to favor settlement between the parties to a 

proceeding.  Office Patent Trial Practice Guide, 77 Fed. Reg. 48,756, 

48,768 (Aug. 14, 2012).  When, as here, we have not entered Final Written 

Decisions on the merits, we generally expect that trials will terminate after the 

filing of settlement agreements.  See id.  Accordingly, we determine that it is 

appropriate to terminate the above-captioned proceedings without entering 

final written decisions.  See 37 C.F.R. § 42.72.  

The parties also filed a Joint Request to File Termination Agreement 

as Business Confidential Information in each of the above-captioned 

proceedings.  Joint Request.  The parties request that the Agreements be 

treated as business confidential information and that the Agreements be kept 

separate from the file of the patents involved in the above-captioned 
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proceedings and not be made available to any third party, except as provided 

for in 35 U.S.C. § 317(b) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.74(c).  Id. at 2.  

A party to a settlement may request that the settlement be 
treated as business confidential information and be kept 
separate from the files of an involved patent or application.  The 
request must be filed with the settlement.  If a timely request is 
filed, the settlement shall only be available:  (1) To a 
Government agency on written request to the Board; or (2) To 
any other person upon written request to the Board to make the 
settlement agreement available, along with the fee specified in § 
42.15(d) and on a showing of good cause.   

 

37 C.F.R. § 42.74(c).   

After reviewing the Agreements between the parties, we find that the 

Agreements contain confidential business information regarding the terms of 

settlement.  We determine that it is appropriate to treat the Agreements as 

business confidential information pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.74(c). 

III. ORDER 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is hereby:  

ORDERED that the Renewed Joint Motion to Terminate in each of 

the above-captioned proceedings is granted, and IPR2018-00386 and 

IPR2018-00437 are terminated; and 

FURTHER ORDERED that the Joint Request to treat the Agreement 

in each of the above-captioned proceedings as business confidential 

information under 35 U.S.C. § 317(b) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.74(c) is granted. 

 

 

 

 

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


