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(e) EVIDENTIARY STANDARDS.—In an inter
partes review instituted under this chapter, the
petitioner shall have the burden of proving a
proposition of unpatentability by a preponder-
ance of the evidence.

(Added Pub. L. 106-113, div. B, §1000(a)(9) [title
IV, §4604(a)], Nov. 29, 1999, 113 Stat. 1536,
1501A-569; amended Pub. L. 107-273, div. C, title
IT1, §13202(c)(1), Nov. 2, 2002, 116 Stat. 1902; Pub.
L. 112-29, §6(a), Sept. 16, 2011, 125 Stat. 302.)
AMENDMENTS

2011—Pub. L. 112-29 amended section generally. Prior
to amendment, section related to certificate of patent-
ability, unpatentability, and claim cancellation.

2002—Pub. L. 107-273 made technical correction to di-
rectory language of Pub. L. 106-113, which enacted this
section.

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 2011 AMENDMENT

Amendment by Pub. L. 112-29 effective upon the expi-
ration of the 1-year period beginning on Sept. 16, 2011,
and applicable to any patent issued before, on, or after
that effective date, with provisions for graduated im-
plementation, see section 6(c)(2) of Pub. L. 112-29, set
out as a note under section 311 of this title.

§317. Settlement

(a) IN GENERAL.—An inter partes review insti-
tuted under this chapter shall be terminated
with respect to any petitioner upon the joint re-
quest of the petitioner and the patent owner, un-
less the Office has decided the merits of the pro-
ceeding before the request for termination is
filed. If the inter partes review is terminated
with respect to a petitioner under this section,
no estoppel under section 315(e) shall attach to
the petitioner, or to the real party in interest or
privy of the petitioner, on the basis of that peti-
tioner’s institution of that inter partes review.
If no petitioner remains in the inter partes re-
view, the Office may terminate the review or
proceed to a final written decision under section
318(a).

(b) AGREEMENTS IN WRITING.—Any agreement
or understanding between the patent owner and
a petitioner, including any collateral agree-
ments referred to in such agreement or under-
standing, made in connection with, or in con-
templation of, the termination of an inter
partes review under this section shall be in writ-
ing and a true copy of such agreement or under-
standing shall be filed in the Office before the
termination of the inter partes review as be-
tween the parties. At the request of a party to
the proceeding, the agreement or understanding
shall be treated as business confidential infor-
mation, shall be kept separate from the file of
the involved patents, and shall be made avail-
able only to Federal Government agencies on
written request, or to any person on a showing
of good cause.

(Added Pub. L. 106-113, div. B, §1000(a)(9) [title
IV, §4604(a)], Nov. 29, 1999, 113 Stat. 1536,
1501A-570; amended Pub. L. 107-273, div. C, title
II1, §13202(a)(5), (¢)(1), Nov. 2, 2002, 116 Stat. 1901,
1902; Pub. L. 112-29, §6(a), Sept. 16, 2011, 125 Stat.
303.)

AMENDMENTS

2011—Pub. L. 112-29 amended section generally. Prior
to amendment, section related to restriction on subse-
quent request for inter partes reexamination.
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2002—Pub. L. 107-273, §13202(c)(1), made technical cor-
rection to directory language of Pub. L. 106-113, which
enacted this section.

Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 107-273, §13202(a)(5)(A), sub-
stituted ‘‘third-party requester nor its privies” for
‘“‘patent owner nor the third-party requester, if any, nor
privies of either”.

Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 107-273, §13202(a)(5)(B), struck out
‘“United States Code,” after ‘‘title 28,”.

EFFECTIVE DATE OF 2011 AMENDMENT

Amendment by Pub. L. 112-29 effective upon the expi-
ration of the 1-year period beginning on Sept. 16, 2011,
and applicable to any patent issued before, on, or after
that effective date, with provisions for graduated im-
plementation, see section 6(c)(2) of Pub. L. 112-29, set
out as a note under section 311 of this title.

§ 318. Decision of the Board

(a) FINAL WRITTEN DECISION.—If an inter
partes review is instituted and not dismissed
under this chapter, the Patent Trial and Appeal
Board shall issue a final written decision with
respect to the patentability of any patent claim
challenged by the petitioner and any new claim
added under section 316(d).

(b) CERTIFICATE.—If the Patent Trial and Ap-
peal Board issues a final written decision under
subsection (a) and the time for appeal has ex-
pired or any appeal has terminated, the Director
shall issue and publish a certificate canceling
any claim of the patent finally determined to be
unpatentable, confirming any claim of the pat-
ent determined to be patentable, and incorporat-
ing in the patent by operation of the certificate
any new or amended claim determined to be pat-
entable.

(c) INTERVENING RIGHTS.—Any  proposed
amended or new claim determined to be patent-
able and incorporated into a patent following an
inter partes review under this chapter shall have
the same effect as that specified in section 252
for reissued patents on the right of any person
who made, purchased, or used within the United
States, or imported into the United States, any-
thing patented by such proposed amended or
new claim, or who made substantial preparation
therefor, before the issuance of a certificate
under subsection (b).

(d) DATA ON LENGTH OF REVIEW.—The Office
shall make available to the public data describ-
ing the length of time between the institution
of, and the issuance of a final written decision
under subsection (a) for, each inter partes re-
view.

(Added Pub. L. 106-113, div. B, §1000(a)(9) [title
IV, §4604(a)], Nov. 29, 1999, 113 Stat. 1536,
1501A-570; amended Pub. L. 107-273, div. C, title
III, §13202(c)(1), Nov. 2, 2002, 116 Stat. 1902; Pub.
L. 112-29, §6(a), Sept. 16, 2011, 125 Stat. 303.)

AMENDMENTS

2011—Pub. L. 112-29 amended section generally. Prior
to amendment, text read as follows: ‘“‘Once an order for
inter partes reexamination of a patent has been issued
under section 313, the patent owner may obtain a stay
of any pending litigation which involves an issue of
patentability of any claims of the patent which are the
subject of the inter partes reexamination order, unless
the court before which such litigation is pending deter-
mines that a stay would not serve the interests of jus-
tice.”

2002—Pub. L. 107-273 made technical correction to di-
rectory language of Pub. L. 106-113, which enacted this
section.
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