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GOOGLE LLC and YOUTUBE, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
ART RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY LLC

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

ART RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY LLC,| Case No. 3:24-CV-04898-AMO

Plaintiff, PROPOSED STIPULATED JUDGMENT
AND ORDER

V.
Judge: Hon. Araceli Martinez-Olguin
GOOGLE LLC, and YOUTUBE, LLC,

Defendants.

GOOGLE EXHIBIT 1026

3:24-CV-04898-AMO
PROPOSED STIPULATED JUDGMENT AND ORDER
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Plaintiff ART Research and Technology LLC (“ART Research”) and Defendants Google
LLC and YouTube, LLC (collectively, “Defendants”) (collectively, the “Parties”) through their
respective undersigned counsel of record, hereby stipulate as follows:

WHEREAS, ART Research filed Case No. 3:24-cv-04898-AMO against Defendants on
August 8, 2024;

WHEREAS, ART Research has asserted that Defendants infringe United States Patent
Numbers 9,451,001 (“’001 patent”), 10,084,840 (“’840 patent™); 10,609,442 (“’442 patent”), and
10,681,103 (“’103 patent™) (collectively, “the asserted patents”);

WHEREAS, Defendants deny infringement, and have asserted a number of affirmative
defenses and counterclaims, including that the asserted patents are invalid;

WHEREAS, on October 4, 2024, Defendants filed a motion to dismiss all asserted claims
in this case on the grounds that the asserted patents are invalid under 35 U.S.C. § 101 (Dkt. No. 22);

WHEREAS, on September 29, 2025, this Court issued an Order Granting Motion to
Dismiss (Dkt. No. 34), determining the asserted patents invalid under 35 U.S.C. § 101 and granting
ART Research leave to amend,;

WHEREAS, the Parties collectively wish to resolve this case;

WHEREAS, ART Research does not intend to amend its complaint;

WHEREAS, ART Research accepts the Court’s Order finding the asserted patents invalid
under 35 U.S.C. § 101 (Dkt. No. 34) as final and waives any right to appeal;

WHEREAS, provided ART Research does not appeal, each Party agrees to bear its
respective fees and costs associated with this case;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that judgment is entered in favor of
Defendants, and against ART Research, that the asserted patents are invalid under 35 U.S.C. § 101
as set forth in the Court’s Order (Dkt. No. 34).

IT IS SO STIPULATED.






