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Petitioners Amazon.com, Inc. and Amazon.com Services LLC (“Amazon” or 

“Petitioners”) and Patent Owner InterDigital Madison Patent Holdings, SAS., (“In-

terDigital” or “Patent Owner”) have executed an arbitration agreement whereby, 

among other things, the parties have agreed to withdraw this proceeding. Under 35 

U.S.C. § 317(a) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.74, Amazon and InterDigital therefore jointly 

move to terminate the present inter partes review proceeding in its entirety and re-

quest that the arbitration agreement be treated as business confidential information 

pursuant to 35 U.S.C.§ 317(b) and 37 C.F.R. § 42.74(c). The Board authorized the 

parties to file this Joint Motion on July 10, 2026, via email. 

I. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

A joint motion to terminate generally “must (1) include a brief explanation as 

to why termination is appropriate; (2) identify all parties in any related litigation 

involving the patents at issue; (3) identify any related proceedings currently before 

the Office; and (4) discuss specifically the current status of each such related litiga-

tion or proceeding with respect to each party to the litigation or proceeding.” Heart-

land Tanning, Inc. v. Sunless, Inc., IPR2014-00018, Paper 26, at *2 (July 28, 2014). 

Amazon and InterDigital (collectively, the “Arbitrating Parties”) have reached 

an agreement (the “Arbitration Agreement”) to resolve their disputes involving the 

’877 patent in another forum—before an Arbitral Tribunal (as defined in the 
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agreement). There are no other proceedings or litigations between Amazon and In-

terDigital involving the ’877 patent. 

There are additional pending proceedings involving the ’877 patent and third 

parties that are not involved in this IPR: Certain Video-Capable Electronic Devices, 

Including Smart Televisions, Monitors, and Components Thereof, Inv. No. 337-TA-

3889 (ITC, Feb. 25, 2026); InterDigital, Inc. v. TCL Industries Holdings Co., Lim-

ited, EDTX-2-26-cv00101 (Feb. 9, 2026); InterDigital, Inc. v. Hisense Co., Ltd., 

NDGA-1-26-cv-00754 (Feb. 9, 2026). TTE Technology, Inc. d/b/a TCL North 

America also recently filed an IPR challenging the ’877 patent in IPR2026-00417 

and a motion to join this proceeding. These additional proceedings are in their early 

stages and do not involve the Amazon Petitioners. Because the current IPR is in its 

early stages and post-institution briefing has not been submitted, this IPR should be 

terminated. The disputes between Patent Owner and unrelated third parties should 

be resolved in those respective proceedings.  

Under 37 C.F.R. § 42.74(b), the Arbitration Agreement is in writing. A true 

and correct copy is being filed as Exhibit 1074. 

II. RELIEF REQUESTED 

The Arbitrating Parties request termination of this inter partes review in its 

entirety and respectfully submit that such termination is justified, and the Board 
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should terminate this proceeding it its entirety, as the Arbitrating Parties jointly 

request, for the following reasons: 

First, Amazon and InterDigital have met the statutory requirement that they 

file a “joint request” to terminate before the Office “has decided the merits of the 

proceeding.” 35 U.S.C. § 317(a). In fact, briefing is not yet complete in this IPR, and 

there has not yet been an oral argument. Under section 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 the patent owner, unless the Office has 

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

There are no other preconditions recited in 35 U.S.C. § 317(a). Further, “[i]f no pe-

titioner remains in the inter partes review, the Office may terminate the review.” 

35 U.S.C. § 317(a) Upon termination of Petitioners Amazon.com, Inc. and Ama-

zon.com Services LLC, no petitioner remains and termination of the proceeding in 

its entirety is appropriate. 

Second, Amazon and InterDigital have reached an agreement regarding the 

disputes in this proceeding and as to the ’877 patent. A true copy of the Arbitration 

Agreement is being filed concurrently herewith. See Exhibit 1074. 

Third, termination would save significant further expenditure of resources by 

the Arbitrating Parties. Termination upon agreement, as requested, would also fur-

ther the purpose of inter partes review proceedings, which seek to provide an 
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efficient and less costly alternative forum for patent disputes. Further, maintaining 

the proceeding would discourage future agreements as patent owners in similar sit-

uations would have a strong disincentive to reach an agreement with a petitioner if 

the patent owner perceives that an inter partes review would continue regardless of 

the agreement. 

III. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Amazon and InterDigital respectfully request ter-

mination of this inter partes review in its entirety. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 

Dated: July 14, 2026 / Jessica Kaiser / 

Jessica Kaiser 
Reg. No. 58,937  
Counsel for Petitioners Amazon.com, 
Inc. and Amazon.com Services LLC 
 

/Ryan C. Richardson, Reg. No. 67,254/ 

Ryan C. Richardson 
Reg No. 67,254 
Counsel for Patent Owner  
InterDigital Madison Patent Holdings, SAS 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 42.6(e), I certify that on July 14, 2026 a copy 

of JOINT MOTION TO TERMINATE PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO 

35 U.S.C. § 317 and EXHIBIT 1074 was served upon the below-listed counsel 

by electronic mail: 

Ryan C. Richardson - rrichardson-PTAB@sternekessler.com 
Jennifer Meyer Chagnon - jchagnon-PTAB@sternekessler.com 

Timothy L. Tang - ttang-PTAB@sternekessler.com 
Xiaowei Jin -xjin-PTAB@sternekessler.com 

PTAB@sternekessler.com 
 
Dated: July 14, 2026 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

 / Jessica Kaiser / 
Jessica Kaiser 
Reg. No. 58,937 
 
Perkins Coie LLP 
1900 Sixteenth Street, Ste. 1400 
Denver, CO 80202-5255 

 


