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COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT 
 

ROBERT J. YORIO (SBN 93178)
yorio@carrferrell.com 
CHRISTOPHER P. GREWE (SBN 245938) 
cgrewe@carrferrell.com 
CARR & FERRELL LLP 
120 Constitution Drive 
Menlo Park, California 94025 
Telephone: (650) 812-3400 
Facsimile: (650) 812-3444 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs  
STEVEN F. REIBER and MARY L. REIBER 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
STEVEN F. REIBER and MARY L. REIBER, 
California residents, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
TDK CORPORATION, a Japanese corporation,  
SAE MAGNETICS (H.K.) LTD, Hong Kong 
company, HUSKO, INC., a California 
corporation, HEADWAY TECHNOLOGIES, 
INC., a Delaware corporation,  
 
 Defendants. 
 

CASE NO. 
 
 
 
COMPLAINT FOR PATENT 
INFRINGEMENT  
 
(U.S. Patent Nos. 6,354,479 and 6,651,864) 
 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

                              

 Plaintiffs Steven F. Reiber and Mary L. Reiber  (collectively, “Plaintiffs” or the “Reibers”) 

hereby allege for their Complaint against defendants TDK Corporation, SAE Magnetics (H.K.) Ltd,  

Husko Inc. and Headway Technologies Inc. (collectively, “Defendants”), as follows. 

 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California (the “Court”) 

has jurisdiction over this matter because it is an action for infringement arising under the United 

States Patent Act (35 U.S.C. § 1 et seq.).  Accordingly, the Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1338(a). 
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2. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants are subject 

to personal jurisdiction in the Eastern District of California (the “District”), because Defendants 

have caused tortious injury in this District by acts committed both inside and outside this District.  

Defendants regularly solicit business in this District and derive substantial revenue from the sale of 

goods, including infringing goods, in this District.  Defendants have, notwithstanding the foregoing, 

engaged in a persistent course of conduct in this District. 

3. Venue for this action is proper in this District pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391 and 

1400 because a significant portion of Defendants’ infringing activities have occurred in this 

District.   

 

THE PARTIES 

4. Plaintiffs Steven F. Reiber and Mary L. Reiber are individuals residing in this 

District with their principal place of business at 867 Mossy Ridge Lane, Lincoln, California.  

5. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that defendant TDK 

Corporation (“TDK”) is a corporation formed under the laws of Japan with its principal place of 

business at 13-1, Nihonbashi 1-chome, Chuo-ku, Tokyo 103-8272 Japan.  TDK is, among other 

things, a major producer of hard disk drive (“HDD”) heads, which TDK principally manufactures 

or assembles through its subsidiaries, including defendant SAE Magnetics (H.K.) Ltd. in Hong 

Kong and defendant Headway Technologies, Inc. in the United States, both of which are wholly 

owned subsidiaries of TDK.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that the HHD 

heads manufactured and assembled by TDK are supplied to HDD manufactures in the United States 

and around the world, and TDK conducts substantial business in this District, including at least a 

portion of the infringement alleged in this Complaint. 

6. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that defendant SAE 

Magnetics (H.K.) Ltd (“SAE”) is a limited company formed under the laws of the Hong Kong 

Special Administrative Region with its principal place of business at SAE Technology Center, 6 

Science Park East Avenue, Hong Kong Science Park, Shatin, N.T., Hong Kong.  SAE is the self-

proclaimed “largest independent manufacturer of magnetic recording heads for hard disk drives 

Case 2:11-cv-01057-WBS -KJN   Document 1    Filed 04/19/11   Page 2 of 48



 
 
 
 

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 

 

   -3-  

COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT 
 

being used in computers and increasingly, in consumer electronics such as digital video recorders, 

MP3 players, or even mobile phones.”   SAE supplies state-of-the-art magnetic recording heads, 

and their subassemblies including Head Gimbal Assembly (“HGA”) and Head Stack Assembly 

(“HSA”) to HDD manufacturers in the United States and around the world, and SAE’s 

comprehensive range of head product families cover disk drive applications from server class 

drives for corporate environment, to mobile class drives in the ubiquitous notebook computers, and 

lately micro drives for consumer electronics.  SAE operates the offices of defendant Husko, Inc. 

and defendant Headway Technologies, Inc., both in Milpitas, California. 

7. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that defendant Husko, Inc. 

(“Husko”) is a corporation formed under the laws of California with its principal place of business 

at 100 South Milpitas Boulevard, Milpitas, California 95035 and doing business as SAE Magnetics 

(H.K.) Ltd.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Husko is operated and/or 

managed by defendant SAE Magnetics (H.K.) Ltd. and is involved in the research, development, 

sale and marketing of recording heads for HDDs. 

8. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that defendant Headway 

Technologies, Inc. (“Headway”) is a corporation formed under the laws of Delaware with its 

principal place of business at 678 South Hillview Drive, Milpitas, California 95035.  Plaintiffs are 

informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Headway is a wholly owned subsidiary of defendant 

TDK Corporation and is operated and/or managed by defendant SAE Magnetics (H.K.) Ltd.  

Headway is involved in the design and manufacture of recording heads for HDDs. 

9. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that at all times relevant 

hereto, each of the defendants was the agent, affiliate or co-conspirator of the other defendants and 

in committing the acts hereinafter set forth, acted within the scope of such agency, affiliation, or 

conspiracy and/or ratified or acquiesced in the acts of the other defendants. 
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GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

The Patents-in-Suit 

10. Plaintiffs have developed – and continue to develop – an intellectual property 

portfolio related to their bonding machine business, including United States Patent No. 6,354,479 

and United States Patent No. 6,651,864 (collectively, the “Patents-in-Suit”). 

11. On March 12, 2002, the United States Patent and Trademark Office duly and legally 

issued United States Patent No. 6,354,479 (the “’479 Patent”), entitled Dissipative Ceramic 

Bonding Tip.  A true and accurate copy of the ’479 Patent is attached hereto as Exhibit A.  Steven 

F. Reiber and Mary L. Reiber are the named inventors of, and are the owners of, the ’479 Patent.   

12. On November 25, 2003, the United States Patent and Trademark Office duly and 

legally issued United States Patent No. 6,651,864 (the “’864 Patent”), entitled Dissipative Ceramic 

Bonding Tool Tip.  A true and accurate copy of the ’864 patent is attached hereto as Exhibit B.  

Steven F. Reiber and Mary L. Reiber are the named inventors of, and are the owners of, the ’864 

Patent.   

13. In general terms, the Patents-in-Suit are directed to dissipative bonding tool tips 

used to form electrical connections and methods of using such bonding tool tips.  The patented 

bonding tool tips and methods enable bonding of delicate electronic devices while avoiding damage 

caused by electrostatic discharge.  Such damage is avoided because the patented dissipative 

bonding tool tips conduct electricity at a rate sufficient to prevent electrostatic charge buildup, but 

are sufficiently resistive as to prevent damage to the device being bonded.  The dissipative bonding 

tool tips claimed by the Patents-in-Suit are used in the manufacture of HDDs, including HDD 

components such as head gimbal assemblies and head stack assemblies. 

14. By virtue of the Patents-in-Suit, the Reibers have the exclusive right to exclude 

others from making, using, offering to sell, and sell in the United States importing into the United 

States, using, offering to sell, and selling the articles claimed therein and articles made by the 

methods claimed therein.  The Reibers have not licensed or otherwise authorized any defendant to 

make, use, offer to sell, sell or import the articles claimed in the Patents-in-Suit and have not 
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licensed or otherwise authorized any defendant to practice the methods claimed in the Patents-in-

Suit. 

 

SAE’s Unlawful Conduct Relating to the Patents-in-Suit 

15. The Reibers are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants, without 

authority, make, use, offer to sell, and sell in the United States and import into the United States, 

including within this District, HDD components that infringe the Patents-in-Suit.  Plaintiffs are 

informed and believe, and thereon allege, that these HDD components include, but are not limited 

to, HGAs and HSAs manufactured using infringing bonding tool tips other than those acquired 

from CoorsTek, Inc.   

16. Defendants’ unlawful activities have resulted in an unjust enrichment to Defendants 

and immediate and irreparable harm to the Reibers.  If Defendants’ unlawful activities are not 

immediately enjoined, Defendants will continue to be unjustly enriched and will continue to 

irreparably harm the Reibers.  The Reibers have no adequate remedy at law. 

 

COUNT I 

(Infringement of United States Patent No. 6,354,479) 

17. The Reibers repeat and re-allege each of the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1 

through 16, as though fully set forth herein. 

18. The Reibers are the owners of the entire right title and interest in the ’479 Patent. 

19. The Reibers are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants’ actions 

in making, using, distributing, offering for sale and selling in the United States and importing into 

the United States HDD components including, but not limited to, head gimbal assemblies and head 

stack assemblies, infringe the ’479 Patent.  The Reibers are informed and believe, and thereon 

allege, that Defendants will continue to infringe the ’479 Patent unless enjoined by the Court. 

20. The Reibers are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants are 

actively inducing others to infringe one or more claims of the ’479 Patent and/or committing acts of 

contributory infringement with respect to one or more claims of the ’479 Patent through 
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Defendants’ activities related to making, using, distributing, offering for sale and selling in the 

United States and importing into the United States HDD components including, but not limited to 

head gimbal assemblies and head stack assemblies, in violation of 35 U.S.C. § 271(b) and 35 

U.S.C. § 271(c), respectively.   

21. The Reibers have been damaged by Defendants’ infringing conduct.  Defendants are 

therefore liable to the Reibers for actual damages suffered and any profits realized on the sale of the 

HDD components including, but not limited to, head gimbal assemblies and head stack assemblies, 

which are not taken into account in the computation of actual damages, as well as any statutory 

damages, such as treble damages.  Moreover, such conduct is likely to cause substantial harm to the 

Reibers unless the Court enjoins the infringing conduct. 

WHEREFORE, the Reibers pray for relief as set forth herein. 

 

COUNT II 

(Infringement of United States Patent No. 6,651,864) 

22. The Reibers repeat and re-allege each of the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1 

through 21, as though fully set forth herein. 

23. The Reibers are the owners of the entire right title and interest in the ’864 Patent. 

24. The Reibers are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants’ actions 

in making, using, distributing, offering for sale and selling in the United States and importing into 

the United States HDD components including, but not limited to, head gimbal assemblies and head 

stack assemblies, infringe the ’864 Patent.  The Reibers are informed and believe, and thereon 

allege, that Defendants will continue to infringe the ’864 Patent unless enjoined by the Court. 

25. The Reibers are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants are 

actively inducing others to infringe one or more claims of the ’864 Patent and/or committing acts of 

contributory infringement with respect to one or more claims of the ’864 Patent through 

Defendants’ activities related to making, using, distributing, offering for sale and selling in the 

United States and importing into the United States HDD components including, but not limited to 
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head gimbal assemblies and head stack assemblies, in violation of 35 U.S.C. § 271(b) and 35 

U.S.C. § 271(c), respectively.   

26. The Reibers have been damaged by Defendants’ infringing conduct.  Defendants are 

therefore liable to the Reibers for actual damages suffered and any profits realized on the sale of the 

HDD components including, but not limited to, head gimbal assemblies and head stack assemblies, 

which are not taken into account in the computation of actual damages, as well as any statutory 

damages, such as treble damages.  Moreover, such conduct is likely to cause substantial harm to the 

Reibers unless the Court enjoins the infringing conduct. 

WHEREFORE, the Reibers pray for relief as set forth herein. 

 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, the Reibers request entry of judgment in their favor and against Defendants 

as follows:  

A. On Counts I-II, declaring that the Patents-in-Suit are valid and enforceable; 

B. On Counts I-II, declaring that the Defendants have infringed one or more claims of 

the Patents-in-Suit; 

C. On Counts I-II, preliminarily and/or permanently enjoining Defendants and their 

officers, agents, servants, employees, and attorneys, and all persons acting in active concert or 

participation with them, from further infringing, contributing to, and/or inducing the infringement 

of the Patents-in-Suit, in accordance with 35 U.S.C. § 283; 

D. On Counts I-II, awarding the Reibers a reasonable royalty in an amount adequate to 

compensate the Reibers for Defendants’ infringement, in accordance with 35 U.S.C. § 154; 

E. On Counts I-II, awarding the Reibers damages in an amount adequate to compensate 

the Reibers for Defendants’ infringement, in accordance with 35 U.S.C. § 284; 

F. On all counts, for actual damages according to proof; 

G. On all counts, for interest on all the foregoing amounts, at the legal rate, with effect 

from the due date for payment; 
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H. On all counts, awarding the Reibers their costs of suit, including reasonable 

attorneys’ fees; and 

I. On all counts, granting such other and further relief as this Court may deem just and 

appropriate. 

 

Dated:  April 19, 2011 CARR & FERRELL LLP 
 
 
 

By:   
ROBERT J. YORIO 
CHRISTOPHER P. GREWE 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
STEVEN F. REIBER and MARY L. REIBER 
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Plaintiffs Steven F. Reiber and Mary L. Reiber hereby demand a jury trial of all issues in the 

above-captioned action that are triable to a jury. 

 

Dated:  April 19, 2011 CARR & FERRELL LLP 
 
 
 

By:   
ROBERT J. YORIO 
CHRISTOPHER P. GREWE 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
STEVEN F. REIBER and MARY L. REIBER 
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