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WHEREAS, Plaintiffs Via Vadis, LLC and AC Technologies, S.A. (collectively, 

“Plaintiffs”) allege that Defendant NETGEAR, Inc. (“NETGEAR”) infringes various claims of 

U.S. Patent Nos. 8,656,125; 7,904,680; and RE 40,521 (collectively, “patents-in-suit”).  On 

August 25, 2015, Amazon.com, Inc. and Blizzard Entertainment, defendants in cases currently 

pending in the Western District of Texas, filed four Inter Partes Review Petitions with the U.S. 

Patent and Trial Appeal Board (“PTAB”), having case numbers IPR2015-1802, IPR2015-1803, 

IPR2015-1804, and IPR2015-1805 (collectively, “IPRs”), alleging that all claims of the patents-in-

suit are invalid. 

WHEREAS, the Parties anticipate expending significant resources on this litigation, 

including discovery, claim construction, and potentially trial, during the pendency of the IPRs; 

WHEREAS, NETGEAR has agreed to be estopped from alleging invalidity on the grounds 

actually raised in the IPRs, upon which the PTAB issues a final written decision, which become 

non-appealable; 

WHEREAS, the Parties agree that resolution of the pending IPRs will streamline this 

litigation and may assist in the Parties’ efforts to reach a settlement agreement.  For example, the 

IPRs could impact the intrinsic record of the patents-in-suit, which could, in turn, impact claim 

construction issues.  The IPRs could also result in all the claims of the patents-in-suit being 

invalidated.  A stay would, therefore, result in substantial saving for the Parties and would 

conserve judicial resources; 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by the Parties, through their respective 

counsel, that the Court should vacate all deadlines in the above-captioned matter and enter a stay 

of all proceedings in this matter pursuant to the agreement of the Parties described herein pending 

the PTAB’s final non-appealable decision on the IPRs.  Within thirty-days of the PTAB’s decision 

to institute the IPRs, the Parties shall submit a joint status report to the Court.  To the extent that 

the PTAB institutes any of the IPRs, the parties shall submit an additional joint status report to the 

Court within thirty-days of issuance of the PTAB’s final decision on the IPRs, once such decision 

becomes non-appealable.    

IT IS SO STIPULATED. 
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Dated:  October 30, 2015 BARTKO ZANKEL BUNZEL & MILLER 
 
By:  /s/ William Paul Schuck   
  William Paul Schuck 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Via Vadis, LLC and AC Technologies, S.A. 

 
 
 WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & ROSATI 

 
By:  /s/ Ryan R. Smith     
  Ryan R. Smith 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
NETGEAR INC. 

 
 

ORDER 
 
PURSUANT TO STIPULATION, IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 
 
DATED:  11/2/15     ____________________________ 
       The Honorable Richard Seeborg 

United States District Judge 


