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Case No. IPR2025-00558
U.S. Patent No. 10,963,911

Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 317(a) and 37 CFR § 42.71(a), Samsung Electronics
Co., Ltd. (“Petitoner” ) and Patent Owner Anonymous Media Research Holdings,
LLC (“Patent Owner”) (collectively, the “parties™) jointly request termination of
this proceeding. This Joint Motion was authorized by the Board pursuant to e-mail
correspondence on June 5, 2025. Ex. 3001.!

Termination of this proceeding is proper because the Board has not yet
issued any institution decision, Patent Owner has not yet filed any preliminary
response, Petitioner has not yet filed any response to Patent Owner’s request for
discretionary denial, and the parties have agreed that, in the interest of conserving
party and Board resources, it is most prudent to terminate this proceeding.
Petitioner has stipulated that it will not file another inter partes review petition
challenging the validity of U.S. Patent No. 10,963,911. The parties further note

that the 911 patent will remain pending in the related district court action,

I As the parties represented in their joint email to the Board, this request to
terminate the proceeding is not associated with a corresponding settlement
agreement, nor are there any other collateral agreements or understandings made in
connection with, or in contemplation of, the termination of this proceeding (besides

Petitioner’s stipulation noted in the paragraph below).



Case No. IPR2025-00558
U.S. Patent No. 10,963,911

Anonymous Media Research Holdings LLC v. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et
al., No. 2:23-cv-00439 (E.D. Tex.).

Terminating the proceeding now would serve the interests of judicial
economy by conserving resources of the Board as well as the mutual interest of the
parties. Indeed, 35 U.S.C. § 317(a) provides that “[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 the patent owner, unless the Office has
decided the merits of the proceeding before the request for termination is filed.”
Here the Board has not even instituted the proceeding, much less decided the
merits. Therefore, for all of these reasons, the parties respectfully request that their

joint request be granted and IPR2025-00558 be terminated.
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