UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON AT SEATTLE
ARRIVALSTAR S.A. AND MELVINO
TECHNOLOGIES LIMITED,

Civil Action No. 12-cv-977
PLAINTIFFS’ DISCLOSURE OF
ASSERTED CLAIMS AND
INFRINGEMENT CONTENTIONS

Plaintiffs,
v.
CENTRAL PUGET SOUND REGIONAL
TRANSIT AUTHORITY,
Defendant.
I.

Disclosure of Asserted Claims and Infringement Contentions
Pursuant to the Local Patent Rules for the Western District of Washington, Plaintiffs

ArrivalStar S.A. and Melvino Technologies Limited (“ArrivalStar”) provide the following Initial
Infringement Contentions for Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority (“Sound Transit”) .
These contentions are preliminary, and based solely on public information obtained by
ArrivalStar. ArrivalStar reserves the right to supplement these contentions as appropriate based
upon further discovery and the schedule of this case.
(a)

Identification of each claim of each patent in suit that is allegedly infringed by

Defendant, Sound Transit including for each claim the applicable statutory subsection of 35
U.S.C. § 271;
In the claim charts below, ArrivalStar has identified claims of the patents in
suit that are infringed by Sound Transit. For each claim in the chart below
the applicable statutory subsection of 35 U.S.C. § 271 is subsection (a).
(b)

Separately for each asserted claim, identification of each accused apparatus,

product, device, process, method, act, or other instrumentality (“Accused Device”) of the
opposing party of which the party claiming infringement is aware. This identification shall be as
specific as possible. Each Accused Device must be identified by name or model number, if
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known. Each method or process shall be identified by name, if known, or by any product,
device, or apparatus which, when used, allegedly results in the practice of the claimed method or
process;
In the claim charts below for U.S. Patent No. 7,030,781, for each claim
asserted by ArrivalStar against Sound Transit the Accused Device is Sound
Transit’s delay alert notification system.
(c)

A chart identifying specifically where each element of each asserted claim is

found within each Accused Device, including for each element that such party contends is
governed by 35 U.S.C. § 112(6), the identity of the structure(s), act(s), or material(s) in the
Accused Device that performs the claimed function;
The claim chart below identifies specifically where each element of each
asserted claim is found within each Accused Device. To simplify issues, and
to conserve the time and resources of the parties and the court, Plaintiffs
have not asserted any means plus function claims at this time.
(d)

For each claim that is alleged to have been indirectly infringed, an identification

of any direct infringement and a description of the acts of the alleged indirect infringer that
contribute to or are inducing that direct infringement. Insofar as alleged direct infringement is
based on joint acts of multiple parties, the role of each such party in the direct infringement must
be described;
ArrivalStar has not alleged indirect infringement in the claim charts below.
(e)

Whether each limitation of each asserted claim is alleged to be literally present or

present under the doctrine of equivalents in the Accused Device; and
In the claim charts below, ArrivalStar asserts that the claims are literally
infringed by the Accused Device. ArrivalStar has therefore not made any
claims under the doctrine of equivalents at this time.
(f)
For any patent that claims priority to an earlier application, the priority date to
which each asserted claim allegedly is entitled;

2

The priority date for each asserted claim in the claims charts below is May
18, 1993.
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 17th day of August, 2012.
By: /s/ Anthony E. Dowell
Anthony E. Dowell
aedowell@dowellbaker.com
Geoffrey D. Smith
gsmith@dowellbaker.com
DOWELL BAKER, P.C.
201 Main St., Suite 710
Lafayette, IN 47901
(765) 429-4004
(765) 429-4114 (fax)
David A. Lowe, WSBA No. 24,453
lowe@blacklaw.com
Black Lowe & GrahamPLLC
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 4800
Seattle, Washington 98104
Telephone: 206.381.3300
Facsimile: 206.381.3301
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS
ARRIVALSTAR S.A. and
MELVINO TECHNOLOGIES LIMITED
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE
I hereby certify that on August 17, 2012, I transmitted the foregoing document via
electronic mail and U.S. Mail to the following attorney:
Brian C. Park
BCPark@stoel.com
STOEL RIVES LLP
600 University Street, Suite 3600
Seattle, WA 98101
And via email only to :
Nathan C. Brunette
NCBrunette@stoel.com
900 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 2600
Portland, OR 97204
Attorneys for Defendant Sound Transit
DATED this 17th day of August, 2012 at Lafayette, Indiana.
/s/ Anthony E. Dowell
Anthony E. Dowell
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U.S. Pat. No. 7,030,781
Claim 1

Sound Transit’s Delay Alert Notification System

A method, comprising
the steps of:
monitoring travel data
associated with the
vehicle

Sound Transit’s system monitors travel data associated with the vehicles in service along their many
different routes.

comparing planned
Sound Transit’s vehicles have a planned timing along their routes of travel.
timing of the vehicle
along a route to updated
vehicle status
information
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Sound Transit’s system compares the planned scheduled of a train to the train’s actual travel and notifies
users when vehicles along the route have delays.

contacting a user
communications device
before the vehicle
reaches a vehicle stop
along route; and

Sound Transit’s system sends out notifications via email messages in advance of vehicles arriving at their
stops.
At 6:05 PM pacific time (9:05 PM eastern) Sound Transit transmitted an alert indicating the 1516 train
from Tacoma would be 20 minutes late in arriving at Seattle.

The 1516 train was scheduled to arrive into Seattle at 5:58 PM Pacific, and did not arrive until
approximately 6:18 PM Pacific, 13 minutes after the alert notification was transmitted via email.
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informing the user of the In addition to notifying users of a delayed vehicle, the Sound Transit system is configured to provide users
with updated arrival timing information, such as 20 minutes after the planned arrival time.
vehicle delay with
respect to the vehicle
stop and of updated
impending arrival of the
vehicle at the vehicle
stop, based upon the
updated vehicle status
information and planned
timing.
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