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I. INTRODUCTION 

 
Plaintiff MasterObjects, Inc. (“MasterObjects” or “Plaintiff”) hereby files its 

complaint against defendant Google Inc. (“Google” or “Defendant”), for patent infringement.  

For its complaint, Plaintiff alleges, on personal knowledge as to its own acts and on 

information and belief as to all other matters, as follows: 

PARTIES 

1. MasterObjects is a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 

Delaware, with its principal place of business in San Francisco, California, prior to January 1, 

2010, and now Utrecht, Netherlands. 

2. Google is a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Delaware, 

with its principal place of business in Mountain View, California. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

3. This complaint asserts a cause of action for patent infringement under the 

Patent Act, 35 U.S.C. § 271.  This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this matter by 

virtue of 28 U.S.C. § 1338(a).  Venue is proper in this Court by virtue of 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) 

and (c) and 28 U.S.C. § 1400(b), in that Google may be found in this district, has committed 

acts of infringement in this district, and a substantial part of the events giving rise to the 

claim occurred in this district. 

4. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Google because Google has a place 

of business in, and provides an infringing product or service in, the Northern District of 

California. 

INTRADISTRICT ASSIGNMENT 

5. Pursuant to Civil LR 3-2(c), this case should be subject to district-wide 

assignment because it is an Intellectual Property Action. 
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II. STATEMENT OF FACTS 
 

A. The Plaintiff MasterObjects and its Instant Search Technology. 
 
6. From the earliest days of Internet search, the search process has been 

hampered by what is known as the “request-response loop.”  The user would type a query 

into a static input field, click a “submit” or “search” button, wait for the query to be sent to a 

remote database, wait for the result set to be returned to the server, wait for the server to 

build an HTML page, wait for the page to load into the browser, and then wait for the client 

window to be redrawn so that the result set could be viewed. 

7. Inherent in the “request-response loop” is the pragmatic reality that, if the 

result set did not match user expectations, the entire process had to be repeated, recursively, 

until the results satisfied the user. 

8. In 2000, Mark Smit, the founder of Plaintiff MasterObjects, invented a novel 

approach to search, an approach that solved the “request-response loop” problem.  Smit 

envisioned a system where a dynamic and intelligent search field would immediately begin 

submitting a search query as soon as the user began typing characters into the query field.  

Using asynchronous communications technology, as the user typed more characters, the 

results in the drop-down box would change dynamically, becoming increasingly relevant as 

the string of characters lengthened.  In essence, search would become effective and granular, 

not the block request submit level.  More, this would happen real-time, as the user typed in 

characters, and not be dependent on hitting a “search” or “submit button.” 

9. MasterObjects’ U.S. Patent No. 8,539,024 (the “‘024 Patent”), entitled 

“System and Method for Asynchronous Client Server Session Communication,” issued on 

September 17, 2013.  Under claim 1, for example, a client object sends query messages to the 
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server system, with the term “query messages” representing the lengthening string of 

characters.  See Claim 1, ‘024 Patent (“a server system, including one or more computers, 

which is configured to receive query messages from a client object . . . whereby the query 

messages represent the lengthening string . . . .).  A true and correct copy of the ‘024 Patent is 

attached hereto as Exhibit A.  MasterObjects makes and sells products that practice the ‘024 

Patent, and MasterObjects has been selling these products from approximately 2004 forward.  

MasterObjects remains a going concern today, selling products that practice its patented 

technology. 

B. The Infringing Google Product. 

10. Google’s Google Instant (alone or in combination with other components of 

Google Search) infringes the claims of MasterObjects’ ‘024 Patent.   

11. On September 8, 2010, Google launched Google “Instant.”  Google 

introduced Google Instant “as a new search enhancement that shows results as you type.”  

Unlike the prior technology, where “you had to type a full search term, hit return, and hope 

for the right result,” Google Instant uses asynchronous communication technology to begin 

sending results to the user as the user types.  Google describes the benefit of Google Instant 

as follows: 

The most obvious change is that you get to the right content 
much faster than before because you don’t have to finish 
typing your full search term, or even press “search.”  
Another shift is that seeing results as you type helps you 
formulate a better search term by providing instant 
feedback.  You can now adapt your search on the fly until 
the results match exactly what you want.  In time, we may 
wonder how search ever worked in any other way. 

 
Google: About Google Instant, http://www.google.com/instant. 
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12. In this fashion, Google Instant provides search results to users as the users 

type the queries.  Search results are changed based on the user’s input, that is, as the query 

character string lengthens. 

13. Google executives described Google Instant as representing “a fundamental 

shift in search,” and otherwise recognized the innovative features of Google Instant in its 

release in September 2010. 

C. Google Knew Of The MasterObjects Patent. 
 

14. Google has known that MasterObjects sought to protect its search technology 

through patents since at least June 2008, when MasterObjects’ patent counsel sent to then 

Google Vice-President, Marissa Mayer, and Google General Counsel, Kent Walker, a letter 

introducing Google to MasterObjects, which enclosed then pending patent applications.   

15. Since the June 2008 letter there has been litigation between Google and 

MasterObjects involving MasterObjects patents and Google has even filed Information 

Disclosure Statements with the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office that disclose MasterObjects 

patents with respect to Google’s own predictive search technology patent applications. 

16.  On September 17, 2013 MasterObjects filed in this very Court a complaint 

for infringement of the ‘024 Patent against Google.  The ‘024 Patent was attached to the 

September 17, 2013 complaint.  The September 17, 2013 complaint was sent to Google 

counsel as part of a request for waiver of service for summons on September 19, 2013.1  

Google was on notice of the ‘024 Patent and its infringing activities as of at least September 

2013.   

                                                 
1 The case initiated by the filing of the September 17, 2013 complaint was voluntarily 
dismissed by MasterObjects without prejudice prior to Google filing an answer. 
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COUNT I 
 

PATENT INFRINGEMENT 
(The ‘024 Patent) 

 
17. MasterObjects incorporates and re-alleges, as though fully set forth herein, the 

allegations contained in paragraphs 1-16 above.   

18. On September 17, 2013, United States Patent No. 8,539,024, entitled “System 

and Method for Asynchronous Client Server Session Communication,” was duly and legally 

issued.  A true and correct copy of the ‘024 Patent is attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

19. Mark Smit and Stefan van den Oord are the inventors of the ‘024 instant 

search patent.  The ‘024 Patent has been assigned to Plaintiff.  Plaintiff MasterObjects is the 

sole legal and rightful owner of the ‘024 Patent. 

20. Google makes, uses, and/or sells a product or service that infringes the ‘024 

Patent, as further explained in Paragraphs 10-13 above.  This conduct constitutes 

infringement under 35 U.S.C. § 271(a). 

21. Google’s infringement of the ‘024 Patent is willful.  While Google has been 

on notice of the ‘024 Patent and its infringing activities since at least September 2013, it 

continues to make, use and/or sell a product/service that infringes the ‘024 Patent.  

22. As a result of the infringement by Google, Plaintiff has been damaged, and 

will continue to be damaged, until Google is enjoined from further acts of infringement.  

23. Google will continue to infringe unless enjoined by this Court.  Plaintiff faces 

real, substantial and irreparable damage and injury of a continuing nature from infringement 

for which Plaintiff has no adequate remedy at law. 

 

 

Case3:15-cv-01775   Document1   Filed04/20/15   Page6 of 49



COMPLAINT AND JURY DEMAND   6     Case No.  
 

 

 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for entry of judgment: 

A. that the ‘024 Patent is valid and enforceable; 

 B. that Defendant has infringed one or more claims of the ‘024 Patent; 

 C. that Defendant’s infringement of the claims of the ‘024 Patent was willful; 

 D. that Defendant account for and pay to Plaintiff all damages caused by the 

infringement of the ‘024 Patent, which by statute can be no less than a reasonable royalty; 

 E. that the damages to Plaintiff be increased by three times the amount found or 

assessed pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 284 and that the Defendant account for and pay to Plaintiff 

the increased amount; 

 F. that this Court issue a preliminary and final injunction enjoining Google, its 

officers, agents, servants, employees and attorneys, and any other person in active concert or 

participation with them, from continuing the acts herein complained of, and more 

particularly, that Google and such other persons be permanently enjoined and restrained from 

further infringing the ‘024 Patent; 

G. that Plaintiff be granted pre-judgment and post-judgment interest on the 

damages caused to them by reason of Defendant’s infringement of the ‘024 Patent; 

 H. that this Court require Defendant to file with this Court, within thirty (30) 

days after entry of final judgment, a written statement under oath setting forth in detail the 

manner in which Defendant has complied with the injunction; 

 I. that this be adjudicated an exceptional case and the Plaintiff be awarded its 

attorneys’ fees in this action pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 285; 

 J. that this Court award Plaintiff its costs and disbursements in this civil 

action, including reasonable attorney’s fees; and 
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K. that Plaintiff be granted such other and further relief as the Court may 

deem just and proper under the current circumstances. 

Dated:  April 20, 2015  Respectfully submitted,  

            
     /s/ Spencer Hosie________________  

SPENCER HOSIE (CA Bar No. 101777)        
shosie@hosielaw.com                 
DIANE S. RICE (CA Bar No. 118303) 
drice@hosielaw.com   

     ANTHONY K. LEE (CA Bar No. 156018) 
     alee@hosielaw.com 

DARRELL R. ATKINSON (CA Bar No. 280564) 
datkinson@hosielaw.com 
HOSIE RICE LLP 
Transamerica Pyramid 
600 Montgomery Street, 34th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
(415) 247-6000 Tel. 
(415) 247-6001 Fax  
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
MasterObjects, Inc. 
 

Of Counsel: 
LESLIE V. PAYNE  
lpayne@hpcllp.com 
NATHAN J. DAVIS  
ndavis@hpcllp.com 
ALDEN G. HARRIS  
aharris@hpcllp.com 
HEIM, PAYNE & CHORUSH, LLP 
600 Travis Street, Suite 6710 
Houston, Texas 77002 
(713) 221-2000 Tel. 
(713) 221-2021 Fax 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
MasterObjects, Inc. 
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 Plaintiff, by its undersigned attorneys, demands a trial by jury on all issues so triable. 
 
Dated:  April 20, 2015  Respectfully submitted, 
  
 
 
     /s/ Spencer Hosie___________________  

SPENCER HOSIE (CA Bar No. 101777)        
shosie@hosielaw.com                 
DIANE S. RICE (CA Bar No. 118303) 
drice@hosielaw.com   

     ANTHONY K. LEE (CA Bar No. 156018) 
     alee@hosielaw.com 

DARRELL R. ATKINSON (CA Bar No. 280564) 
datkinson@hosielaw.com 
HOSIE RICE LLP 
Transamerica Pyramid 
600 Montgomery Street, 34th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
(415) 247-6000 Tel. 
(415) 247-6001 Fax 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
MasterObjects, Inc. 
 

Of Counsel: 
LESLIE V. PAYNE  
lpayne@hpcllp.com 
NATHAN J. DAVIS  
ndavis@hpcllp.com 
ALDEN G. HARRIS  
aharris@hpcllp.com 
HEIM, PAYNE & CHORUSH, LLP 
600 Travis Street, Suite 6710 
Houston, Texas 77002 
(713) 221-2000 Tel. 
(713) 221-2021 Fax 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
MasterObjects, Inc. 
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