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April 21, 2010

VIA EMAIL

Patrick Doolittle (patrickdoolittle@quinnemanuel.com)
QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART OLIVER & HEDGES, LLP
50 California Street, 22" Floor

San Francisco, CA 94111

Re: Interserve, Inc. v. Fusion Garage Pte. Ltd., No. 09-5812 (N.D. Cal.)

Dear Patrick:

TechCrunch’s deposition took place yesterday, April 20, 2010. At it, we
provisionally designated the transcript as “Confidential — Attorneys’ Eyes Only.” We will
provide you with final designations for various portions of the transcript within 20 days,
according to the procedure set forth in Paragraph 5.2(b) of the Stipulated Protective Order. Your
written request this morning that we de-designate ~ the entire deposition transcript by close of
business today is contrary to Paragraph 5.2(b) and improper under Paragraph 6.2, requiring a
voice-to-voice conference of counsel. At yesterday’s deposition, Mr. Stern stated that Fusion
Garage would “comply with the protective order to the letter with respect to this deposition.”
We trust this has not changed. We will be available to discuss any concerns that Fusion Garage
may have about TechCrunch’s final designations of testimony once we provide those
designations pursuant to Paragraph 5.2(b).

Yours very truly,

Atdnord

Andrew P. Bridges





