PAUL
HASTINGS

+1(202) 551-1997
davidtennant@paulhastings.com

August 18, 2025

VIA EMAIL

Cyrus A. Morton

Benjamen C. Linden

Robins Kaplan LLP

800 LaSalle Avenue, Suite 2800
Minneapolis, MN 55402

Re: OpenTV, Inc. v. Pinterest, Inc., C.A. No. 24-1301-CFC
Dear Counsel:

We write to state a stipulation by Pinterest, Inc. as defendant in the above-captioned litigation and
Petitioner in inter partes review proceeding IPR2025-01184.

Petitioner hereby stipulates that if the Patent Trial and Appeal Board (“PTAB”) institutes an inter partes
review on IPR2025-01184 (“IPR”), then Petitioner (i) will not pursue in the pending district court litigation
the specific grounds of invalidity that were raised or grounds that reasonably could have been raised
under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 or 103 on the basis of prior art patents or printed publications in the IPR, and (ii)
will not pursue in the pending district court litigation grounds of invalidity under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 or 103
that cite to any of the prior art references listed in the grounds for the IPR with respect to any challenged
claim (see Grounds 1-8, in Section VIl of the IPR Petition), including in combination with any other prior
art that could not have been raised in the IPR (e.g., system art) for grounds of invalidity under 35 U.S.C. §
103. To avoid any doubt, if the PTAB declines institution or rescinds institution of the IPR, then Petitioner
reserves the right to pursue any grounds of invalidity, including but not limited to the grounds in (i) and (ii),
in the pending district court litigation.

Sincerely,
/David Tennant/

David Tennant
of PAUL HASTINGS LLP

cc: Brandon A. Carmack (via email)
Robins Kaplan LLP

Anne Shea Gaza (via email)
Robert M. Vrana (via email)
Young, Conaway, Stargatt & Taylor
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