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COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY RELIEF

Kevin P.B. Johnson (Bar No. 177129) 
kevinjohnson@quinnemanuel.com 
Ray Zado (Bar No. 208501) 
rayzado@quinnemanuel.com 
Heather Belville (Bar No. 262328) 
heatherbelville@quinnemanuel.com 
QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART & SULLIVAN, LLP 
555 Twin Dolphin Drive, Fifth Floor 
Redwood Shores, California 94065 
Telephone:  (650) 801-5000 
Facsimile:  (650) 801-5100 

Edward J. DeFranco (Bar No. 165596) 
eddefranco@quinnemanuel.com 
Eric Huang (pro hac vice pending)
erichuang@quinnemanuel.com 
QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART & SULLIVAN, LLP 
51 Madison Avenue, 22nd Floor 
New York, NY 10010 
Telephone:  (212) 849-7000 
Facsimile:  (212) 849-7100 

Rory S. Miller (Bar No. 238780) 
rorymiller@quinnemanuel.com 
QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART & SULLIVAN, LLP 
865 South Figueroa Avenue, 10th Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90017 
Telephone:  (213) 443-3000 
Facsimile:  (213) 443-3100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
SONY ELECTRONICS INC. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SONY ELECTRONICS INC., a Delaware 
corporation,

Plaintiff, 

vs.

LG ELECTRONICS, INC., a Korean 
corporation,

Defendant.

 Case No. :  

SONY ELECTRONICS INC.’S 
COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY 
RELIEF 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

'11CV0732 MDDBEN
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Plaintiff Sony Electronics Inc. files this complaint against LG Electronics, Inc.: 

THE PARTIES

1. Plaintiff Sony Electronics Inc. (“Sony”) is a Delaware corporation with its principal 

place of business at 16530 Via Esprillo, San Diego, California 92127.  Sony sells, offers for sale, 

and/or distributes in the United States HDTV products and digital cameras.   

2. Upon information and belief, Defendant LG Electronics, Inc. (“LG Electronics”) is 

a foreign corporation organized and existing under the laws of Korea, with its principal place of 

business at LG Twin Towers, 20 Yeouido-dong, Yeongdeungpo-gu, Seoul 150-721, South Korea.

Upon information and belief, LG Electronics regularly conducts business within this judicial 

District.

NATURE OF THE ACTION

3. This is a declaratory judgment action seeking a determination that Sony does not 

infringe any valid or enforceable claim of U.S. Patent Nos. 5,537,612; 6,281,895; 6,598,233; 

7,154,564; and 7,760,491 (collectively, the “Patents-in-Suit”) under 35 U.S.C. § 271, and that 

these patents are invalid under at least 35 U.S.C. §§ 102, 103 and 112. 

4. On information and belief, LG Electronics is the owner by assignment of United 

States Patent No. 5,537,612 (the “‘612 Patent”) is entitled “Remotely Selectable 

Audio/Video/Text Disruption,” and indicates on its face that it issued on July 16, 1996.  A true 

copy of the ‘612 patent is attached as Exhibit A. 

5. On information and belief, LG Electronics is the owner by assignment of United 

States Patent No. 6,281,895 (“the ‘895 patent”) is entitled “Level Adjust Display Apparatus and 

Method for On-Screen Display Menu in Image Display Device,” and indicates on its face that it 

issued on August 28, 2001.  A true copy of the ‘895 patent is attached as Exhibit B. 

6. On information and belief, LG Electronics is the owner by assignment of United 

States Patent No. 6,598,233 (“the ‘233 patent”) is entitled “Channel Control Apparatus of Digital 
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Television and Method Thereof,” and indicates on its face that it issued on July 22, 2003.  A true 

copy of the ‘233 patent is attached as Exhibit C. 

7. On information and belief, LG Electronics is the owner by assignment of United 

States Patent No. 7,154,564 (“the ‘564 patent”) is entitled “Method for Controlling Channel 

Tuning of Digital TV,” and indicates on its face that it issued on December 26, 2006.  A true copy 

of the ‘564 patent is attached as Exhibit D. 

8. On information and belief, LG Electronics is the owner by assignment of United 

States Patent No. 7,760,491 (“the ‘491 patent”) is entitled “Display Apparatus,” and indicates on 

its face that it issued on July 20, 2010.  A true copy of the ‘491 patent is attached as Exhibit E. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

9. This lawsuit is an action for declaratory relief under the Declaratory Judgment Act, 

28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202, and under the Patent Laws of the United States, 35 U.S.C. § 101, et

seq.  This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§§ 1331 and 1338(a). 

10. LG Electronics is subject to personal jurisdiction in this Court because, on 

information and belief, it does and has done substantial business in this judicial District, including: 

(i) regularly doing business or soliciting business, engaging in other persistent courses of conduct, 

and/or deriving substantial revenue from products and/or services provided to individuals in this 

District and in this State; and (ii) initiating and participating in litigation asserting the same 

patents-in-suit in this judicial District.

11. Venue is proper in this judicial district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391 and 1400(b) 

because LG Electronics regularly conducts business in this judicial district, has regular and 

established places of business in this judicial district, and/or because certain of the acts alleged 

herein occurred in this judicial district.
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THE SUBSTANTIAL CONTROVERSY BETWEEN THE PARTIES

12. Sony is a leading distributor of HDTV products and digital cameras in the United 

States. 

13. On February 4, 2011, LG Electronics filed suit against Sony in this judicial District 

alleging that Sony’s products infringed the patents-in-suit in a case captioned LG Electronics, Inc. 

v. Sony Corporation et al., S.D. Cal. Case No. 11-0248-DMS (WMC).  On April 8, 2011, one 

business day before Sony was due to answer, LG Electronics voluntarily dismissed that suit 

without prejudice.  Upon information and belief, this dismissal was not based upon any discussion 

with Sony, and Sony lacks knowledge as to why LG Electronics filed the notice of dismissal.  

Consequently, LG Electronics has not ceased to threaten Sony with claims of infringement of the 

patents-in-suit. 

14. Sony has not infringed and does not infringe, either directly or indirectly, any valid 

and enforceable claim of any of the patents-in-suit, either literally or under the doctrine of 

equivalents.

15. By virtue of the foregoing, a substantial controversy exists between the parties that 

is of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant declaratory relief.  A judicial declaration is 

necessary and appropriate at this time so that Sony may ascertain its rights regarding the patents-

in-suit. 

COUNT I
(Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘612 Patent)

16. Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

17. The ‘612 patent is invalid for failure to meet the conditions of patentability and/or 

otherwise comply with one or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103, 112 and 132. 
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18. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

19. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘612 patent. 

COUNT II
(Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the ‘612 Patent) 

20.  Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

21. Sony has not infringed and does not infringe, directly or indirectly, any valid and 

enforceable claim of the ‘612 patent. 

22. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

23. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘612 patent. 

COUNT III
(Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘895 Patent)

24. Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

25. The ‘895 patent is invalid for failure to meet the conditions of patentability and/or 

otherwise comply with one or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103, 112 and 132. 

26. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 
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27. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘895 patent. 

COUNT IV
(Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the ‘895 Patent) 

28.  Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

29. Sony has not infringed and does not infringe, directly or indirectly, any valid and 

enforceable claim of the ‘895 patent. 

30. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

31. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘895 patent. 

COUNT V
(Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘233 Patent)

32. Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

33. The ‘233 patent is invalid for failure to meet the conditions of patentability and/or 

otherwise comply with one or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103, 112 and 132. 

34. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

35. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘233 patent. 
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COUNT VI
(Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the ‘233 Patent) 

36.  Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

37. Sony has not infringed and does not infringe, directly or indirectly, any valid and 

enforceable claim of the ‘233 patent. 

38. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

39. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘233 patent. 

COUNT VII
(Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘564 Patent)

40. Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

41. The ‘564 patent is invalid for failure to meet the conditions of patentability and/or 

otherwise comply with one or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103, 112 and 132. 

42. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

43. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘564 patent. 

COUNT VIII
(Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the ‘564 Patent) 

44.  Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 
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45. Sony has not infringed and does not infringe, directly or indirectly, any valid and 

enforceable claim of the ‘564 patent. 

46. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

47. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘564 patent. 

COUNT IX
(Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘491 Patent)

48. Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

49. The ‘491 patent is invalid for failure to meet the conditions of patentability and/or 

otherwise comply with one or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103, 112 and 132. 

50. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

51. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘491 patent. 

COUNT X
(Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the ‘491 Patent) 

52.  Sony realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in the preceding 

paragraphs as though fully set forth in this Paragraph. 

53. Sony has not infringed and does not infringe, directly or indirectly, any valid and 

enforceable claim of the ‘491 patent. 
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54. As a result of the acts described in the foregoing paragraphs, there exists a 

substantial controversy of sufficient immediacy and reality to warrant the issuance of a declaratory 

judgment. 

55. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate so that Sony may ascertain its 

rights regarding the ‘491 patent. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Sony respectfully requests the following relief: 

A. A declaration that Sony has not infringed, either directly or indirectly, any valid 

and enforceable claim of the ‘612 patent; 

B. A declaration that the claims of the ‘612 patent are invalid; 

C. A declaration that Sony has not infringed, either directly or indirectly, any valid 

and enforceable claim of the ‘895 patent; 

D. A declaration that the claims of the ‘895 patent are invalid; 

E. A declaration that Sony has not infringed, either directly or indirectly, any valid 

and enforceable claim of the ‘233 patent; 

F. A declaration that the claims of the ‘233 patent are invalid; 

G. A declaration that Sony has not infringed, either directly or indirectly, any valid 

and enforceable claim of the ‘564 patent; 

H. A declaration that the claims of the ‘564 patent are invalid; 

I. A declaration that Sony has not infringed, either directly or indirectly, any valid 

and enforceable claim of the ‘491 patent; 

J. A declaration that the claims of the ‘491 patent are invalid; 

K. An order declaring that Sony is a prevailing party and that this is an exceptional 

case, awarding Sony its costs, expenses, disbursements and reasonable attorneys’ fees under 35 

U.S.C. § 285 and all other applicable statutes, rules and common law;  

L. That LG Electronics be ordered to pay all costs associated with this action; and 
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M. That Sony be granted such other and additional relief as the Court deems just and 

proper.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

 Pursuant to Rule 38(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff Sony Electronics 

Inc. requests a trial by jury as to all issues so triable. 

DATED:  April 8, 2011 Respectfully submitted, 

QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART & SULLIVAN, 
LLP

 By      s/ Rory S. Miller
 Rory S. Miller 

Attorneys for Sony Electronics Inc.
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