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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

WACO DIVISION 

 

Quartz Auto Technologies LLC 

 

Plaintiff, 

 

v. 

 

Uber Technologies, Inc.  

 

Defendant. 

Civil Action No. 6:20-cv-00126 

 

The Honorable ________________________ 

 

COMPLAINT FOR PATENT 

INFRINGEMENT 

 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

 

COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

 Plaintiff Quartz Auto Technologies LLC (“Quartz Auto”), files this Complaint for Patent 

Infringement and Damages against Defendant Uber Technologies, Inc. (“Uber” or “Defendant”), 

and would respectfully show the Court as follows: 

PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff Quartz Auto is a Delaware limited liability company with its principal 

place of business located at 301 S. Fremont Ave, Baltimore, MD 21230. 

2. On information and belief, Defendant Uber is a Delaware corporation with its 

principal place of business located at 1455 Market Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103. 

Uber is registered to conduct business in Texas, and may be served through its registered agent, 

CT Corporation System, 1999 Bryan Street, Suite 900, Dallas, Texas 75201-3136. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

3. This is a civil action for patent infringement arising under the Patent Laws of the 

United States as set forth in 35 U.S.C. §§ 271, et seq. 
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4. This Court has federal subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1338(a) and pendant jurisdiction over the other claims for relief asserted 

herein.  

5. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendant pursuant to TEX. CIV. PRAC. & 

REM. CODE § 17.041 et seq. Personal jurisdiction exists over Defendant because Defendant has 

minimum contacts with this forum as a result of business regularly conducted within the State of 

Texas and within this district, and, on information and belief, specifically as a result of, at least, 

committing the tort of patent infringement within Texas and this district. Personal jurisdiction also 

exists because, on information and belief, Defendant has: (1) operated the Internet website, 

https://www.uber.com/, and provided a mobile application (the “Uber app”), which is available to 

and accessed by ridesharing users, customers, and potential customers of the Defendant, both 

riders and drivers, within this judicial district; (2) operated within the judicial district, with 

ridesharing offered to users, customers, and potential customers of Defendant in locations 

including Austin, El Paso, San Antonio, and Waco; (3) actively advertised to residents within the 

District to hire more drivers; (4) transacted business within the State of Texas; (5) actively 

infringed and/or induced infringement of Plaintiff’s patents in Texas; (6) established regular and 

systematic business contacts within the State of Texas; and (7) continue to conduct such business 

in Texas through the continued operation within the district. Accordingly, this Court’s jurisdiction 

over the Defendant comports with the constitutional standards of fair play and substantial justice 

and arises directly from the Defendant’s purposeful minimum contacts with the State of Texas. 

6. This Court also has personal jurisdiction over Defendant, because in addition to 

Defendant’s own online website and advertising with this judicial district, Defendant has also made 

its ridesharing services available specifically within this judicial district via the following means: 
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a. Defendant offers ridesharing within the judicial district, in locations 

including  

- Austin (https://www.uber.com/global/en/cities/austin/),   

- El Paso (https://www.uber.com/global/en/cities/el-paso/),   

- San Antonio (https://www.uber.com/global/en/cities/san-antonio/), and  

- Waco (https://www.uber.com/global/en/cities/waco/).  

b. Defendant actively advertises to district residents to hire more drivers 

within the district (for example, Austin: https://www.uber.com/drive/austin/where-to-

drive/) and provides both nationwide and local perquisites to drivers (for example, 

Austin: https://www.uber.com/drive/austin/perks/).   

c. Defendant actively promotes working for Uber to all, including district 

residents, who have downloaded the Uber ride/passenger application, as “Drive with 

Uber” is listed in the application drop down menu. 

 
Uber Passenger Application Screenshots February 12, 2020 

 

Case 6:20-cv-00126-ADA   Document 1   Filed 02/18/20   Page 3 of 104

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.uber.com/global/en/cities/austin/
https://www.uber.com/global/en/cities/el-paso/
https://www.uber.com/global/en/cities/san-antonio/
https://www.uber.com/global/en/cities/waco/
https://www.uber.com/drive/austin/where-to-drive/
https://www.uber.com/drive/austin/where-to-drive/
https://www.uber.com/drive/austin/perks/
https://www.docketalarm.com/


4 
 

d. Defendant provides in-person support via “Uber Greenlight Hubs” within 

the Western District of Texas located in both Austin (507 Calles St. #120, Austin, TX 

78702) and San Antonio (121 Interperk Blvd #501, San Antonio, TX 78216). These 

“Hubs” provide in-person Uber driver support. 

e. Defendant has an office location in Austin (291 East 3rd St., Austin, TX 

78701) with upwards of 90 employees, serving as a “Premier Hub” that supervises the 

regional operations for the states of TX, OK, LA, CO, UT, MO, and KS. 

7. Defendant is subject to this Court’s specific and general personal jurisdiction 

pursuant to due process and/or the Texas Long Arm Statute, due at least to Defendant’s substantial 

business in this forum, including: (i) at least a portion of the infringements alleged herein; and/or 

(ii) regularly doing or soliciting business, engaging in other persistent courses of conduct, and/or 

deriving substantial revenue from goods and services provided to individuals in Texas and in this 

district. 

8. Venue is proper in this Court under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391(b) and (c) and 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1400(b) based on the information and belief that the Defendant has committed or induced acts 

of infringement, and/or advertise, market, sell, and/or offer to sell products, including infringing 

products, in this judicial district. In addition, Defendant maintains numerous regular and 

established places of business in this district by providing its ridesharing service in, for example, 

Waco, Texas. In addition, Defendant maintains regular and established places of business in this 

district, as discussed in ¶6(d) and ¶6(e).  

THE PATENTS-IN-SUIT 

9. On September 3, 2002, United States Patent No. 6,446,004 (“the ‘004 patent”), 

entitled “System and Method for Implementing Proximity or Location Driven Activities” was duly 
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and legally issued by the United States Patent and Trademark Office (“USPTO”) to Kevin Tung 

Cao, Daniel Alexander Ford, and Reiner Kraft, with the International Business Machines 

Corporation (“IBM”) as assignee.  A copy of the ‘004 patent is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

10. On October 19, 2004, United States Patent No. 6,807,464 (“the ‘464 patent”), 

entitled “Systems and Methods for Distributing Information to an Operator of a Vehicle” was duly 

and legally issued by the USPTO to Philip Shi-lung Yu, David P. Greene, Edith H. Stern, and Barry 

E. Willner, with IBM as assignee.  A copy of the ‘464 patent is attached hereto as Exhibit B.   

11. On May 6, 2008, United States Patent No. 7,370,085 (“the ‘085 patent”), entitled 

“Method, System, and Program for Providing User Location Information with a Personal 

Information Management Program” was duly and legally issued by the USPTO to Michael Wayne 

Brown, Rabindranath Dutta, and Michael A. Paolini, with IBM as assignee.  A copy of the ‘085 

patent is attached hereto as Exhibit C. 

12. On June 7, 2011, United States Patent No. 7,958,215 (“the ‘215 patent”), entitled 

“System Management Using Real Time Collaboration” was duly and legally issued by the USPTO 

to David Gerard Herbeck and Susette Marie Townsend, with IBM as assignee.  A copy of the ‘215 

patent is attached hereto as Exhibit D. 

13. On October 4, 2016, United States Patent No. 9,460,616 (“the ‘616 patent”), 

entitled “Management of Mobile Objects and Service Platform for Mobile Objects” was duly and 

legally issued by the USPTO to Tomohiro Miyahira and Gaku Yamamoto, with IBM as assignee.  

A copy of the ‘616 patent is attached hereto as Exhibit E.   

14. On June 27, 2017, United States Patent No. 9,691,275 (“the ‘275 patent”), entitled 

“Adjusting Vehicle Timing in a Transportation Network” was duly and legally issued by the 

USPTO to Tobias Ephraim Dannat, Andreas Kuechmichel, Tim Scheideler, Matthias Seul, and 

Case 6:20-cv-00126-ADA   Document 1   Filed 02/18/20   Page 5 of 104

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


