
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA  

MIAMI DIVISION  

 

CASE NO. 14-21006-CIV-ALTONAGA/O’Sullivan  

 

ATLAS IP, LLC,  

 

Plaintiff, 

 

v.  

 

ST. JUDE MEDICAL, INC., and  

ST. JUDE MEDICAL S.C., INC.,  

 

Defendants. 

 ______________________________/  

 

AMENDED COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY 

 

 Plaintiff, Atlas IP, LLC (“Atlas”), consistent with the Order of this Court in Atlas IP, 

LLC v. Medtronic, Inc., et al., Civ. No. 31-23309 (S.D. Fla. March 17, 2014) [ECF Docket No. 

96], alleges by way of an amended complaint against defendants, St. Jude Medical, Inc. (“St. 

Jude”), and St. Jude Medical S.C., Inc. (“SJMSC”) (collectively “Defendants”), as follows: 

Atlas and Its Patents 

1. Atlas is a Florida LLC with a principal place of business at One SE Third Avenue, Suite 

1200, Miami, Florida 33131. 

2. Atlas is the owner by assignment of U.S. Patent Nos. 5,371,734 (“the ‘734 patent”), 

entitled Medium access control protocol for wireless network.  Exhibit A. 

3. The invention of the ‘734 patent, the application for which was filed in January 1993, is 

directed to “a reliable medium access control (MAC) protocol for wireless, preferably radio 

frequency (RF), LAN-type network communications among a plurality of resources, such a[s] a 

battery powered portable computers.”  ‘734 Patent, col. 5, lines 10-14. 
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4. Representative claim 14 of the ‘734 patent reads: 

A communicator for wirelessly transmitting frames to and receiving frames from 

a least one additional communicator in accordance with a predetermined medium 

access control protocol, the communicators which transmit and receive the frames 

constituting a Group, each communicator including a transmitter and a receiver 

for transmitting and receiving the frames respectively, the medium access control 

protocol controlling each communicator of the Group to effect predetermined 

functions comprising: 

 

designating one of the communicators of the Group as a hub and the remaining 

the communicators of the Group as remotes; 

 

the hub establishing repeating communication cycles, each of which has intervals 

during which the hub and the remotes transmit and receive frames;  

 

the hub transmitting information to the remotes to establish the communication 

cycle and a plurality of predeterminable intervals during each communication 

cycle, the intervals being ones when the hub is allowed to transmit frames to the 

remotes, when the remotes are allowed to transmit frames to the hub, and when 

each remote is expected to receive a frame from the hub; 

 

the remotes powering off their transmitters during times other than those intervals 

when the remote is allowed to transmit frames to the hub, by using the 

information transmitted from the hub; 

 

the remotes powering off their receivers during times other than those intervals 

when the remote is expected to receive a frame from the hub, by using the 

information transmitted from the hub; 

 

the hub establishing the length of each communication cycle; and 

 

the hub transmitting a frame containing information describing the length of the 

communication cycle whose length is established. 

 

5. Digital Ocean, Inc. (“Digital Ocean”), a predecessor in ownership interest in the ‘734 

patent, made product between 1995 and 1998 that practiced the claims of the ‘734 patent.  

Digital Ocean marked such products with the ‘734 patent.  No other owner of the ‘734 patent 

made product covered by the claims of that patent.  

The Defendants and the Accused Products 

 

6. St. Jude is a Minnesota corporation with a principal place of business at 1 St. Jude 
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Medical Drive, St. Paul, Minnesota 55117. 

7. SJMSC is a Minnesota corporation, and has its principal place of business at 6300 Bee 

Cave Road, Building 2, Suite 100, Austin, Texas 78746. On information and belief, SJMSC is a 

subsidiary of St. Jude Medical. 

8. The Defendants manufacture, offer for sale, and/or sell wireless medical monitoring 

devices that operate in the Medical Implantable Communication Service (“MICS”) frequency 

range, the MedRadio Band, and/or the ISM band  (“the accused products”). 

9. The Defendants have used products manufactured by Medtronic, Inc. in seeking approval 

for a model of its implantable cardiac monitors.  Such products are covered by the claims of the 

‘734 patent. 

10. A claim chart comparing representative claims from the ‘734 patent to representative 

products manufactured, used and sold by the Defendants is attached hereto as Exhibit B.  

11. The accused products are compliant with IEEE Standard 802.15.6, Part 15.6, entitled 

Wireless Body Area Networks, and/or incorporate Zarlink ZL70101 or ZL70102 chip sets for 

wireless communication, and/or the equivalents of such chip sets. 

12. Upon information and belief, the Defendants, at all times relevant to this complaint, have 

been doing business in this Judicial District by, inter alia, selling and offering for sale the 

accused products in this Judicial District. 

13. The accused products are designed to form a communication group.  

14. The accused products include a transceiver consisting of a transmitter and received that 

transmits and receives packets of data.   

15. The accused products operate to, inter alia, correct and detect errors, control flow 

automatically to prevent buffer overflow, minimization of collisions from multiple remote 
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devices, and conservation of battery power. 

16. The accused devices form a group of at least one device, e.g., a Medical Body Area 

Networks device, operating in remote mode, and one unit operating in base mode.   

17. The base will negotiate a communication session during which the remote and base 

devices will transmit and receive packets of data to and from one another. 

18. The base transmitter will transmit information to each remote to, inter alia, establish the 

cycle including the reception and transmission periods from and to the base.   

19. During the transmission period, the remotes expect to receive a message from the base 

comprising one or more packets of data.   

20. During the reception period, the remotes send return messages to the base, which may or 

may not provide an acknowledgement of reception, and/or one or more packets of data. 

21. The base establishes communication cycles that repeat in some predetermined fashion, 

e.g., three times per day.  During each such communication cycle, there are intervals during 

which the hub and the remotes transmit and receive frames. 

22. A remote has the ability to power off its transmitter during times other than those when it 

is communicating.   

23. Once a remote has transmitted data packets to the base, if its receiver has been powered 

down, it activates its receiver to await the reception of data from the base. 

Jurisdiction and Venue 

24. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 1338(a). 

25. Venue is proper in this Judicial District pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 1400(b). 

26. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the Defendants by virtue of the Defendants 

having done business in this Judicial District.   
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Count I – Patent Infringement 

27. Atlas hereby incorporates by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-26, 

above. 

28. The Defendants’ manufacture, sale and/or offer to sell the accused products constitute 

direct infringement of the claims of the ‘734 patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §271(a). 

29. The Defendants’ infringement of the ‘734 patent has caused injury to Atlas.   

WHEREFORE, Atlas respectfully requests that this Court award it compensatory 

damages sufficient to compensate for Defendants’ infringement and interest thereon, and award 

Atlas such further relief in law and/or equity as the Court deems appropriate.  

 

Date: May 20, 2014            Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

/s/Curtis Carlson  

Curtis Carlson 

OF COUNSEL:            carlson@carlson-law.net  

              Carlson & Lewittes, P.A.  

Rolf O. Stadheim             1 SE 3rd Avenue  

George C. Summerfield            1200 Sun Trust International Center  

Kyle L. Harvey            Miami, FL 33131-1817  

STADHEIM & GREAR LTD          Telephone: 305-372-9700  

400 North Michigan Avenue           Facsimile: 305-372-8265  

Suite 2200 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Telephone: 312-755-4400 

Facsimile: 312-755-4408 

Stadheim@stadheimgrear.com 

Summerfield@stadheimgrear.com 

Harvey@stadheimgrear.com           Attorneys for Atlas IP, LLC 
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 

Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury. 

 

  

Dated: May 20, 2014     /s/Curtis Carlson 

       Curtis Carlson (Fla. Bar No. 236640) 

Email: carlson@carlson-law.net 

       CARLSON & LEWITTES, P.A. 

       One S.E. Third Avenue 

       Suite 1200 

       Miami, Florida 33131 

       (305) 372-9700 

 

 

Rolf O. Stadheim 

George C. Summerfield 

Kyle L. Harvey 

STADHEIM & GREAR LTD. 

400 North Michigan Avenue 

Suite 2200 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

(312) 755-4400 

stadheim@stadheimgrear.com 

summerfield@stadheimgrear.com 

harvey@stadheimgrear.com 

 

       Attorneys for Plaintiff 

       Atlas IP, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 20th day of May, 2014 the foregoing 

document was filed with the Court and upon entry on the docket shall be served on all 

counsel of record who are deemed to have consented to electronic service via the Court’s 

CM/ECF system, either via transmission of Notices of Electronic Filing generated by 

CM/ECF or in some other authorized manner for those counsel or parties who are not 

authorized to receive electronically Notices of Electronic Filing. 

 

James A. Gale 

jgale@feldmangale.com 

Richard Guerra 

rguerra@feldmangale.com 

Rafael A. Perez-Pineiro 

rperez@feldmangale.com 

FELDMAN GALE PA 

One Biscayne Tower 30th Floor  

2 South Biscayne Boulevard  

Miami, Florida 33131 

Telephone: (305) 358-5001 

 

Wayne M. Barsky, Esq. 

wbarsky@gibsondunn.com 

GIBSON DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP  

2029 Century Park East 

Los Angeles, California 90067-3026  

Telephone: (310) 552-8500  

 

H. Mark Lyon   

mlyon@gibsondunn.com 

GIBSON DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP   

1881 Page Mill Road  

Palo Alto, CA 94304-1211  

Telephone: (650-849-5300  

Neema Jalali 

njalali@gibsondunn.com 

GIBSON DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP  

555 Mission Street, Suite 3000 

San Francisco, California 94105-0921  

(415) 393-8200 

 

Ellen Lin  

elin@gibsondunn.com 

GIBSON DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP  

333 South Grand Avenue 

Los Angeles, California 90071-3197  

Telephone: (213) 229-7000  

 

               

      By: /s/Curtis Carlson 
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