
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS  

MARSHALL DIVISION 
 

 
LINK ENGINE TECHNOLOGIES LLC,  a 
Texas Limited Liability Company,  
 
 Plaintiff, 
 
v. 

 
M. ROBERTS MEDIA, a Texas Limited 
Liability Company; and JOHN DOES 1 – 10, 
 
 Defendants. 
 

 
 
 
 

Civil Action No. ________________  
 

(JURY TRIAL DEMANDED) 

 
COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT 

1. Plaintiff Link Engine Technologies LLC (“Link Engine” or “Plaintiff”), by and 

through its attorneys, makes and files this Complaint against Defendant M. Roberts Media, LLC 

(“MRM” or “Defendant”), and John Does 1 – 10. In support of this Complaint, Plaintiff alleges 

and complains as follows: 

PARTIES 

2. Link Engine is a Texas Limited Liability Company. 

3. M. Roberts Media, LLC is a Texas Limited Liability Company organized under 

the laws of the state of Texas, with its principle place of business located at 320 E. Methvin St., 

Longview, TX 75601.   

4. MRM can be served with process through its registered agent: Stephen McHaney, 

320 E. Methvin St., Longview, TX 75601. 

5. John Does 1 – 10 represent entities which may be identified through the course 

and scope of discovery. 
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Upon information and belief, MRM directly and/or through its intermediaries, 

ships, distributes, offers for sale, sells and /or advertises its products and services in this State via 

its website www.mrobertsmedia.com for use within this jurisdiction.  

7. Additionally, MRM is located in Longview, Texas and is organized under the 

State of Texas’ rules for limited liability companies. 

8. MRM’s physical location in Texas and company form subject MRM to 

jurisdiction in the State of Texas. 

9. MRM’s website describes itself as a  

“diversified media and marketing solutions company … [whose] portfolio of brands 
includes one bi-weekly and three daily community newspapers, seven digital properties 
and a wide variety of verticals serving East and South Texas as well as a full-service 
marketing business with an emphasis on digital promotion.” 
 

www.mrobersmedia.com/index.pho/about-us/ last accessed on September 26, 2016. 
 

10. Thus, by its physical location, its company organization and its own 

representations, MRM solicits customers not only in this State, but also in the Eastern District of 

Texas.  For example, MRM’s website offers the following geographical representation of the 

Texas locations of its products:  
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www.mroberstmedia.com/index.pho/our-portfolio, last accessed September 26, 2016. 

11. MRM’s Longview News-Journal has its offices at MRM’s location (320 E. 

Methvin St., Longview, TX 75601) and claims to “circulate[s] its print edition in 11 East Texas 

counties to about 25,000 subscribers daily.”  www.news-journal.com/about/, last accessed 

September 26, 2016.   

12. Specifically, the Longview News-Journal serves the following East Texas 

Counties:  Camp, Cass, Gregg, Harrison, Marion, Morris, Panola, Rusk, Smith, Upshur and 

Wood.  Id.  All eleven of those counties are in the Eastern District of Texas. 

www.txed.uscourts.gov, last accessed September 26, 2016. 

13. In addition to the reach of the Longview News-Journal’s print edition, its 

“Longview location is the centralized news, advertising, printing and circulation site for all 

Texas Community Media newspapers and websites … reach[ing[ more than 300,000 consumers 

each week.”  Id. 

14. The Longview News-Journal also separately offers ET Varsity, an online news 

site covering varsity sports in East Texas. www.etvarsity.com, last accessed September 30, 2016. 

15. MRM’s The Panola Watchman’s offices are located in Carthage, Texas which 

itself is located in Panola County, Eastern District of Texas and “publishes print editions each 

Wednesday and Sunday, and updates breaking news daily on web and mobile sites.” 

www.panolawatchman.com/about/, last accessed September 26, 2016. 

16. MRM’s ShopSmart East Texas shares MRM’s company office and is an 

advertising mailer that is “mailed to over 78,000 households weekly making it the largest weekly 

print media publication in East Texas.” www.shopsmarteasttexas.com, last accessed September 

26, 2016. 
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17. MRM’s Charm Magazine shares MRM’s company office and is bimonthly 

women’s magazine that is “racked in over 70 locations across the East Texas region.” 

http://www.mycharmonline.com/about-charm-magazine/, last accessed September 30, 2016. 

18. MRM’s ADM (Advocate Digital Media) shares MRM’s company office as well 

as a separate location in Victoria, Texas and is a “full service digital marketing firm.”  

www.advocatedigitalmedia.com/about/, last accessed September 30, 2016. 

19. MRM’s Victoria Advocate is an independent regional media company located in 

Victoria, Texas. www.victoriaadvocate.com/about/, last accessed September 30, 2016. 

20. By placing infringing products into the stream of commerce with the intent that 

they be sold, offered for sale, purchased, and used, MRM has transacted and continues to 

transact business in Texas. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

21. Plaintiff owns U.S. Patent No. 7,480,694 (the “’694 Patent”), titled “Web Playlist 

System, Method and Computer Program”, issued on January 20, 2009.  A copy of the ’694 

Patent is attached as Exhibit A. 

22. Plaintiff is the owner, by assignment, of the ’694 Patent, and has standing to sue 

and recover for all past, present, and future damages for infringement of the ’694 Patent. 

23. MRM has not been granted a license or any other rights to the ’694 Patent. 

24. The inventions of the ’694 Patent resolve technical problems related to 

computerized browsing and display technology. For example, the inventions include a playlist 

engine configured to retrieve successive network addresses from a sequence and display web 

pages corresponding to the network addresses in a browser window.  
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CLAIM 1  

(PATENT INFRINGEMENT – AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS) 

25. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference, as if fully set forth herein, all 

other paragraphs. 

26. Plaintiff has complied with 35 U.S.C. § 287. 

27. The claims of the ’694 Patent do not merely recite the performance of a business 

practice long known from the pre-internet world along with the requirement to perform it on the 

Internet. Instead, the claims of the ’694 Patent recite one or more inventive concepts that are 

rooted in Internet browsing and display technologies, and overcome problems specifically arising 

in the realm of Internet browsing and display technologies. 

28. The claims of the ’694 Patent recite an invention that is not merely the routine or 

conventional use of Internet browsing and display systems. Instead, the invention describes a re-

playable sequence of web pages with specific display functionality, and a playlist engine for 

retrieving network addresses associated with the web pages.   

29. The inventions claimed in the ’694 Patent do not preempt all ways of Internet 

browsing and display, nor preempt any other well-known or prior art technology. 

30. Accordingly, each claim of the ’694 Patent recites a combination of elements 

sufficient to ensure that the claim in practice amounts to significantly more than a patent on an 

ineligible concept. 

31. Upon information and belief, Defendant, either alone or in conjunction with 

others, has infringed and continues to infringe, contributes to infringement, and/or induces 

infringement of the ‘694 Patent by making, using, selling and/or offering to sell, and/or causing 

others to use, methods and systems, including but not limited to MRM’s Longview News 
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Journal’s website in which users can upload, share, and view videos (the “Accused Product”), 

that infringe one or more claims of the ’694 Patent, including, but not limited to claims 1, 7, 13, 

20, and 28 of the ’694 Patent, and may include other claims of infringement to be identified 

through discovery. 

32. By way of example and not as a limitation, Defendant’s Accused Product 

performs each and every element of the ’694 Patent’s method claims 1 by: 

a. Having at least one browser window configured to display to a user at least one 

web page identified by one of a plurality of network addresses in computer memory, said 

network addresses representing a sequence through for example its “Video” feature. 

b. Including a playlist engine configured to retrieve user selected network 

address(es) from the sequence, and further configured to display, in the browser window, 

web pages corresponding to the user selected network addresses through its various 

playlists on its website, such as “Latest Videos,” “Reader Videos” and “Staff Videos.” 

c. Having a control panel configured to enable a user to select for display in the 

browser window(s) at least one of the web pages corresponding to the user selected 

network address(es), the control panel having a play mode control which when selected 

by the user causes the playlist engine to retrieve successive addresses from the sequence 

in the absence of user selection and to display in the browser window web pages 

corresponding to the retrieved successive addresses, the web pages each displayed for 

one or more predefined durations as the user may click on a thumbnail in the control 

panel to achieve the playing of successive videos in the sequence.   Each of the videos in 

the sequence has a predefined length it will play. 
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d. Having the network addresses associated with one or more duration values, the 

predefined duration for each web page specified by the associated duration value as each 

of the videos in the playlist have a specified duration value. 

e. Having a timer configured to display, for at least one of the displayed web pages, 

the time remaining for the playlist engine to display the web page through its display of 

the time that the video has left to play. 

33. Defendant has further infringed, and continues to so infringe, by knowingly 

inducing purchasers and users of the Accused Product to directly infringe the ’694 Patent. 

34. Defendant has further infringed, and continues to so infringe, by knowingly 

providing to its end users Accused Product which are especially made or especially adapted for 

infringement under the ’694 Patent, which are a material part of the infringement, and for which 

there are no substantial non-infringing uses. 

35. Defendant’s infringing activities have injured and will continue to injure Plaintiff 

unless and until this Court enters an injunction prohibiting further infringement of the ’694 

Patent. 

36. Defendant’s infringing activities have damaged Plaintiff, which is entitled to 

recover from Defendant damages in an amount subject to proof at trial, but in no event less than 

a reasonable royalty. 

37. In particular, MRM engaged in and continues to engage in willful and knowing 

patent infringement because it has actual knowledge of the patent at least as early as the filing of 

this Complaint. 
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38. In particular, upon information and belief, MRM has generated significant sales 

revenue by incorporating the Plaintiff’s technology in its website, easily exposing MRM to 

significant liability for its infringement of the ’694 Patent.  

39. From at least as early as the filing of this Complaint, when MRM was given 

actual notice of the ’694 Patent, MRM induced infringement because it knew, or should have 

known, that its acts would cause patent infringement, and it acted with intent to encourage direct 

infringement by its users. 

40. At least as early as the filing of this Complaint, MRM contributed to direct 

infringement by its end users by knowing that its Accused Product and methods would be 

implemented by its end users; that its methods, components, system and Accused Product were 

especially made or especially adapted for a combination covered by one or more claims of the 

’694 Patent; that there are no substantial non-infringing uses; and the Accused Product is a 

material part of the infringement. 

41. MRM has knowledge of the ’694 Patent and is infringing despite such knowledge. 

The infringement has been and continues to be willful and deliberate. 

42. MRM’s acts of infringement have damaged Plaintiff, and Plaintiff is entitled to 

recover from MRM the damages sustained as a result of MRM’s wrongful acts in an amount 

subject to proof at trial, but in no event less than a reasonable royalty.  

43. MRM’s infringing activities have injured and will continue to injure Plaintiff 

unless and until this Court enters an injunction prohibiting further infringement of the ’694 

Patent. 
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that, after a trial, this Court enter judgment 

against Defendant as follows: 

A. An entry of final judgment in favor of Plaintiff and against Defendant; 

B. An award of damages adequate to compensate Plaintiff for the infringement that 

has occurred, but in no event less than a reasonable royalty as permitted by 35 U.S.C. § 284, 

together with prejudgment interest from the date the infringement began; 

C. An injunction permanently prohibiting Defendant and all persons in active concert 

or participation with Defendant from further acts of infringement of ’694 Patent; 

D. Treble damages as provided for under 35 U.S.C. § 284 in view of the knowing, 

willful, and intentional nature of Defendant’s acts; 

E. Awarding Plaintiff its costs and expenses of this litigation, including its 

reasonable attorneys’ fees and disbursements, pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 285; and 

F. Such other further relief that Plaintiff is entitled to under the law, and any other 

and further relief that this Court or a jury may deem just and proper. 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 Plaintiff demands trial by jury on all claims and issues so triable. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Dated:  October 4, 2016  By:  /s/ Elizabeth L. DeRieux        
Joseph G. Pia 
State Bar No.  24093854 
Joe.Pia@pamhlaw.com 
Chrystal Mancuso-Smith (Pro Hac) 
cmancuso@pamhlaw.com  
Pia Anderson Moss Hoyt 
136 E. South Temple, 19th Floor 
Salt Lake City, Utah  84111 
Phone: (801) 350-9000 
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Fax: (801) 350-9010 
   

Elizabeth L. DeRieux 
State Bar No. 05770585 
ederieux@capshawlaw.com  
CAPSHAW DERIEUX, L.L.P.  
114 East Commerce Avenue 
Gladewater, Texas 75647 
Telephone: (903) 845-5770 

 
      ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
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