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

CONTINENTAL AUTOMOTIVE SYSTEMS US,  
INC., a Delaware Corporation, 

Plaintiff, Case No.: 2:11-CV-14525-SJM-MJH 

vs. District Judge Stephen J. Murphy, III
 Magistrate Judge Michael J. Hluchaniuk 

SCHRADER ELECTRONICS, INC., a Delaware 
Corporation, and SCHRADER-BRIDGEPORT 
INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Delaware Corporation, 

Defendants. 
 

 
PLAINTIFF CONTINENTAL AUTOMOTIVE SYSTEMS US, INC.’S 

OPENING CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF 
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