
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

 
OPENTV, INC., 
  
   Plaintiff,  
 
  v. 
 
PINTEREST, INC., 
 
   Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
C.A. No. 24-1301 (CFC) 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

DEFENDANT PINTEREST, INC.’S OPENING BRIEF 
IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO DISMISS 

 
Of Counsel: 

PAUL HASTINGS LLP 

Matthias Kamber 
101 California Street 48th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
(415) 856-7050 
David Tennant 
2050 M Street NW 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 551-1700 
Grace Wang 
200 Park Avenue 
New York, NY  10166 
(212) 318-6000 
Robert W. Unikel 
71 S. Wacker Drive, 45th Floor 
Chicago, IL  60606 
(312) 499-6000 

Additional Counsel on Signature Page 

MORRIS, NICHOLS, ARSHT & 
TUNNELL LLP 

Karen Jacobs (#2881)  
E. Paul Steingraber (#7459) 
1201 North Market Street 
P.O. Box 1347 
Wilmington, DE 19899 
(302) 658-9200 
kjacobs@morrisnichols.com 
esteingraber@morrisnichols.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant Pinterest, Inc. 
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