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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT COURT OF PORTLAND, OREGON

SHANTU N. SHAH, Individual

342 -CV-1502 =51

Plaintiff COMPLAINT
MYLIFE.COM, Inc., a Corporation; JEFFREY TINSLEY, PLAINTIFF
Chief Executive Officer MyLife.Com Inc.; PETER OEY, DEMANDS JURY
Chief Financial Officer MyLife.Com Inc.; GOOGLE INC., TRIAL

a Corporation, LARRY PAGE, Chief Executive Officer
Google Inc.; ERIC E. SCHMIDT, Executive Chairman
Google Inc.; XYZ Corporation(s) and John Doe(s)

Plaintiffs

1. At all times hereinafter mentioned Plaintiff was and still is a resident of Washington County,
Oregon.

2. Defendants MYLIFE.COM Inc. and GOOGLE Inc. main offices located receptively at 2118
Wilshire Box 1008, Santa Monica, CA 90403-6784 and 1600 Amphitheatre Parkway, Mountain
View, CA 94043 are the corporations under the laws of California and both are licensed to do
business in California. Defendants are not the members of the Press.

3. Defendants JEFFREY TINSLEY, Chief Executive Officer MyLife.Com Inc.; PETER OEY,
Chief Financial Officer MyLife.Com Inc.; LARRY PAGE, Chief Executive Officer Google Inc.;
ERIC E. SCHMIDT, Executive Chairman Google Inc. are the residents of California.

4. Defendants on or about August 25, 2012 have listed on the Internet (Exhibit ‘A’ and Exhibit
‘B’) my and my family members’ names, ages, and places we live without our express written or
oral permission, and are in a business of selling private information to third parties, violating
commerce laws of The United States of America and our fundamental right of privacy.

5. The most frequently quoted statement by a Supreme Court justice on the subject of
privacy comes in Justice Brandeis's dissent in Olmstead v. U. S. (1928):

"The makers of our Constitution understood the need to secure conditions faverable to the
pursuit of happiness, and the protections guaranteed by this are much broader in scope,
and include the right to life and an inviolate personality -- the right to be left alone -- the
most comprehensive of rights and the right most valued by civilized men. The principle
underlying the Fourth and Fifth Amendments is protection against invasions of the
sanctities of a man's home and privacies of life. This is recognition of the significance of
man's spiritual nature, his feelings, and his intellect."
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6. Defendants do not possess the immunity from prosecution for collecting and publishing
information, accorded to the Press. Person’s privacy is a priceless pristine pearl not for public
purchase or procurement.

7. Further Court may decide to classify this complaint for a Class Action for all United States
citizens similarly affected by the Internet publicity of their private information by the
Defendants.

8. Plaintiff herein requests Court for a judgment of a minimum of $1.0 Billion up to a maximum
of $10 Billion in favor of Plaintiff(s) and against the Defendants, for violation of Plaintiff(s)’

privacy.

Submitted Respectfully, Dated September 5, 2012,
2012
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Shantu N. Shah
Pro Se
6637 SW 88" Place
Portland, Oregon 97223

Phone 503-245-1722

CC: 1) MyLife.Com Inc., Jeffrey Tinsley, Peter Oey
2118 Wilshire Box 1008, Santa Monica, CA 90403-6784

2) Google Inc., Larry Page, Eric E. Schmidt,
1600 Amphitheatre Parkway, Mountain View, CA 94043
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