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FREAR STEPHEN SCHMID, CSB NO. 96089
ATTORNEY AT LAW
177 POST STREET, SUITE 890
SAN FRANCISCO, CA  94108
TELEPHONE:  (415) 788-5957
FACSIMILE:  (415) 788-5958
EMAIL:  frearschmid@aol.com

Attorney for Plaintiff
SECURITY PEOPLE, INC.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

SECURITY PEOPLE, INC.,

Plaintiff,

v.

OJMAR US, LLC,

Defendant.
______________________________/

No. 

COMPLAINT FOR PATENT
INFRINGEMENT                 
[JURY TRIAL DEMANDED]

Plaintiff SECURITY PEOPLE, INC. (“SPI”) file this Complaint for patent

infringement against defendant OJMAR US, LLC (“Ojmar”).

CLAIM FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT

JURISDICTION

1. Jurisdiction is pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1338, allowing original jurisdiction

in this court for patent cases.

VENUE

2. Venue is proper in this judicial district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391( c) in

that defendant Ojmar is subject to personal jurisdiction in this district as defendant

transacts and has transacted business here, including activities infringing on SPI’s

patent as set forth herein.
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INTRADISTRICT ASSIGNMENT

3. Because this case is an Intellectual Property Action, it is not subject to

assignment to a particular location or division of the Court under Local Rule 3-2( c).

NATURE OF THE ACTION

4. This is an action brought against defendant Ojmar for its infringement of

the United States Patent No. 6,655,180 (“the ‘180 Patent”), Claim s 1, 2, and 4

(“Claims”), generally an electronic locking device.

5. On December 2, 2003, United States Patent No. 6,655,180 was duly and

legally issued to plaintiff.  A true and correct copy of the patent, as duly assigned, is

attached hereto as Exhibit 1 and is incorporated herein by reference.  Said patent

pertains to a electronic locking device as more extensively and precisely described in

the attached patent.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

I. THE ASSERTED ‘180 PATENT

6.  At all times relevant, SPI is and was the owner of the ‘180 Patent and has

and had the rights thereunder.  Plaintiff’s patent was well known to defendant at all

times relevant hereto.

II. OJMAR’S INFRINGEMENT OF THE ‘180 PATENT

A. THE OJMAR ACCUSED PRODUCTS

7. Commencing within the last six years, Ojmar has tested, demonstrated,

provided instructions for, provided training for, marketed, made, used, offered to sell,

sold, and/or imported into the United States electronic locking devices (“Devices”) as

taught by the ‘180 Patent.  The model name/numbers of the Ojmar devices include,

without limitation, the OSC Touch Lock.

B. OJMAR’S DIRECT INFRINGEMENT OF THE ‘180 PATENT

8. Commencing within the last six years, Ojmar directly has infringed, and

continues to infringe on one or more of the Claims of the ‘180 Patent under 35 U.S.C. §

271(a) because it has used, tested, demonstrated, manufactured, imported, promoted,
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marketed, offered for sale, and/or sold the Ojmar Devices by using one or more of

plaintiff’s Claims.  In order to have used, tested, demonstrated, and/or sold the Ojmar

Devices, Ojmar had to utilize one or more of plaintiff’s Claims of the ‘180 Patent.  Ojmar

could not have implemented its Devices without infringing the Claims of the ‘180 Patent.

C. OJMAR’S INDUCED INFRINGEMENT OF THE ‘180 PATENT

9. Commencing within the last six years, Ojmar is liable for indirect

infringement under 35 U.S.C. §271(b) because it has knowingly has induced and

continues to induce the direct infringement of one or more of the Claims of the ‘180

Patent by end-users and other third parties.

10. Commencing within the last six years, end-users and other third parties

directly have infringed one or more of the Claims of the ‘180 Patent by using the Ojmar

devices.

11. During said time period, Ojmar knowingly took active steps to induce end-

users and other third parties in the United States to engage in direct infringement of the

Claims of the ‘180 Patent.  For example, Ojmar provided, sold, or promoted the Ojmar

Devices to end-users or other third parties along with specific instructions or training

regarding the use of those devices, which instructions or training actively induced said

end-users and other third parties to practice the ‘180 Patent Claims and said

instructions or training caused direct infringement of the ‘180 Patent Claims.

12. During said time period, Ojmar possessed the specific intent to induce

infringement of the Claims of the ‘180 Patent by end-users and other third parties which

intent was manifested, inter alia, by its instructions or training for using the Ojmar

devices.  

13. During said time period, Ojmar had knowledge of the ‘180 Patent and

knowledge that the use of the Ojmar Devices per its instructions and/or training

infringed the Claims of the ‘180 Patent.  In addition, during said time period, Ojmar

knew or should have known that its actions would and did induce infringement of the

Claims by end-users and other third party users.  Ojmar had actual knowledge of the
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‘180 Patent inter alia due to (1) its active participation and competition in the lock

market, (2) Ojmar’s lock market research, (3) Ojmar’s research and development of the

Ojmar Devices, and (4) Ojmar’s exercise of due diligence pertaining to intellectual

property affecting its Devices.

14. During said time period, Ojmar knew or should have known that testing,

demonstrating, marketing, making, using, offering to sell, selling, and/or importing into

the United States the Ojmar Devices constituted infringement of the Claims of the ‘180

Patent, based on, among other things, the reasons alleged in the foregoing paragraph.

15. During said time period, Ojmar has knowingly taken active steps to induce

end-users and other third parties to engage in direct infringement of the Claims of the

‘180 Patent and has done so with an affirmative intent to cause such direct infringement

and/or with purposeful, culpable expression and conduct to encourage such direct

infringement.  Ojmar’s specific intent to induce infringement is evidenced by, among

other things, Ojmar’s providing of specific instructions and/or training to end-users

and/or other third parties knowing that its acts would induce end-users and other third

parties to use its Devices and by so doing to directly infringe the Claims of the ‘180

Patent.

16. As a result of Ojmar’s infringement of plaintiff’s ‘180 Patent as set forth

above, plaintiff are entitled to damages in an amount according to proof and because

Ojmar’s infringement of the ‘180 Patent was and continues to be wilful and deliberate

and without a reasonable basis for believing that its conduct was or is lawful, plaintiff

are entitled to treble damages under 35 U.S.C. § 284 and to attorney’s fees and costs

incurred in prosecuting this action under 35 U.S.C. § 285.

WHEREFORE plaintiff demands judgment as follows:

1.  That defendant render an accounting for all profits defendant received by

infringing said patent;

2.  For damages against defendant sufficient to compensate plaintiff pursuant

to 35 U.S.C. § 284, in an amount according to proof, but in excess of $1,000,000.00.
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3.  For treble damages;

4. For costs and reasonable attorney fees of the subject litigation and

interest as allowable by law; and

5.  For such other and further relief as the court may deem just and proper.

DATED:  November 10, 2014

 /s/ Frear Stephen Schmid                         
Frear Stephen Schmid, Attorney for
Plaintiff SECURITY PEOPLE, INC.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff hereby demands a jury trial pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil

Procedure 38.

DATED:  November 10, 2014

 /s/ Frear Stephen Schmid                         
Frear Stephen Schmid, Attorney for
Plaintiff SECURITY PEOPLE, INC.
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Exhibit 1



United States Patent 
US006655180B2 

(12) (10) Patent N0.: US 6,655,180 B2 
Gokcebay et al. (45) Date of Patent: Dec. 2, 2003 

(54) LOCKER LOCK WITH ADJUSTABLE BOLT 5,021,776 A * 6/1991 Anderson et al. .... .. 340/825.31 
5,033,282 A * 7/1991 Gartner et al. .............. .. 70/278 

Inventors: TI Gokcebay, Petahlma, A .lOl'lIlSOIl . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. Yuce] K_ Keskin, Santa Clara, CA 5,223,829 A * 6/1993 Watabe 340/825.31 

. 5,321,963 A * 6/1994 Goldman . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 70/278 

Robert Kearns’ Santa Clara’ CA 5,410,301 A * 4/1995 Dawson et al. ............. .. 70/278 

5,473,236 A * 12/1995 Frolov ....................... .. 70/277 

. . 5,473,922 A * 12 1995 Bair et al. ........ .. 70 416 
(73) Assrgnee: Security People, Inc., Petaluma, CA 5,479,341 A * 122995 Pihl et a1‘ ' 340542 X 

(Us) 5,533,368 A * 7/1996 Eagan ............. .. 70/461 X 
5,617,082 A * 4/1997 Denison et al. ...... .. 340/825.31 

(*) Notice: Subject to any disclaimer, the term of this 5,697,689 A * 12/1997 Levine et al. ............... .. 362/26 
patent is extended or adjusted under 35 5,886,644 A * 3/1999 Keskin et al. 340/825.31 
U.S.C. 154(1)) byO days. 5,894,277 A * 4/1999 Keskin et al. 340/825.31 

5,896,765 A * 4/1999 Peyre et al. ................ .. 70/186 

_ 5,941,106 A * 8/1999 Williamson, Jr. et al. .. 70/278.1 
(21) APP1"N°"09/919’723 5,979,948 A * 11/1999 Aramburu ............... .. 70/461 X 

(22) Filed: JuL 31’ 2001 6,012,310 A * 1/2000 Hsiao ..... .. 70/278.2 
6,098,433 A * 8/2000 Maniaci 70/278.1 

(65) Prior Publication Data 6,212,923 B1 * 4/2001 Clark . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 70/416 

6,220,066 B1 4/2001 Haggstrém .. .... .. 70/352 
US 2003/0024288 A1 Feb- 6, 2003 6,340,933 B1 * 1/2002 Chen et al. .. 70/432 X 

7 6,441,735 B1 * 8/2002 Marko et al. 70/432 X 
(51) Int. Cl. .............................................. .. E05B 41/00 6,529,384 B1 3/2003 Haggstrém ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ " 361/759 

(52) US. Cl. ........................ .. 70/432; 70/461; 70/278.1; 
34052 OTHER PUBLICATIONS 

(58) Fleld 0f Search ..................... .. 340/825.31; 70/432, safe_o_mat Card lock product Sheet, 2 pages, http://WW_ 
70/434> 441> 461> 466> 462> 2781; 292/337 W.safeomat.com/prod03.htm, printed May 13, 2003. 

(56) References Cited * cited by examiner 

U_S_ PATENT DOCUMENTS Primary Examiner—SuZanne Dinp Barrett 
(74) Attorney, Agent, or Firm—Thomas M. Freiburger 

3,754,164 A 8/1973 ZOrZy ....................... .. 317/134 
3,754,213 A 8/1973 Morroni et al. .. (57) ABSTRACT 
3,831,065 A 8/1974 Martin et al. ............. .. 317/134 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

3,878,511 A 4/1975 Wagner .................... .. 340/147 An electronlc 106k devlce Includes PIOVISIOH for Semng 
4,148,092 A * 4/1979 Martin ____ __ __ 70/153 X different bolt or latch eXtension lengths, to accommodate 

4,243,256 A 1/1981 Frydrych .... .. 292/245 different door lock situations. In addition, the bolt or latch 
4,278,968 A * 7/1981 Amen et al 340/5“5 itself preferably is interchangeable for bolts or latches of 
47495540 A 1/1985 Relnington ct a1~ ~~ 361/172 different siZes or con?gurations, including switching a latch 
4568998 A * 2/1986 Kllsty ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' " 70/278 for a bolt or vice versa. The bolt or latch eXtension can be 

4’665’397 A 5/1987 Pmnow " 340/8255 settable via a keypad or ibutton. In the preferred embodi 
4,887,445 A * 12/1989 Beatty . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 70/278 . . . 

4,904,984 A * 2/1990 Gartner et a1‘ 70633 R ments the loch units include a DC. geared mrcromotor, 
4,917,022 A * 4/199O ogasawara et aL __ 70/278 WhlCh is also included in other electronic lock umts dis 

4,957,315 A * 9/1990 Lin ................ .. 70/461X Closed 

4,967,305 A * 10/1990 Murrer et al. 70/278 
5,020,345 A * 6/1991 Gartner et al. .......... .. 70/278 X 4 Claims, 22 Drawing Sheets 
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