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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Jjg 5//13 -6
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA Scan é)snfy '
CIVIL MINUTES - GENERAL ;-‘§
Case No. CV 01-6530-SVW(CTx) Date: April 16,2002
Title: Int’]l E-Z Up. Inc.. et al. -v- Caravan Canopy Int’l, Inc., et al.
PRESENT: THE HONORABLE STEPHEN V. WILSON, JUDGE
K. Leigh Ray Lena Villegas
Courtroom Deputy Court Reporter
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFES: ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANTS:
James Paul Michael Tu
John Fitzgerald Anthony Shaw
Timothy Martin Joerge-Uwe Szipl

PROCEEDINGS:  MARKMAN HEARING

Cause called, and counsel make their appearances. The Court makes the following rulings:
In relation to the ‘001 patent, claims 1 and 18:

On the meaning of “socket,” the Court adopts the plaintiff’s definition.

On the meaning of “close fitting engagement,” the Court adopts the plaintiff’s definition,

In relation to the ‘040 patent:

On the meaning of “center pole,” the Court adopts the defendant’s definition.

On the meaning of “parallel,” in the ‘001 patent, claims 1 and 18, the pa‘rties shall
simultaneously file further briefing. Opening Briefs due no later than April 23, 2002; Reply

Briefs due no later than April 30, 2002. The Court will take under submission once reply briefs
are received. Order will issue thereafter.

Pretrial Conferenée September 23, 2002, at 3:30 PM
Jury Trial Qctober 8, 2002, at 9:00 AM
IT IS SO ORDERED. O\\D
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ANTHONY W. SHAW (Admitted Pro Hac Vice)
BROBECK, PHLEGER & HARRISON LLP
1333 H Street, N.W., Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 26005

Telephone: 52023 220-6000

Facsimile: (202) 220-5200
MICHAEL C. TU (State Bar No. 186793) F!Lg-?ﬂgcr GOURT
'BROBECK, PHLEGER & HARRISONLLP | GRS PO
iSO i%ut% io eISEr oy 90071-2604 4
08§ ¢les, Califormia - Y] 0 2007
Telephg)gne: 213) 489-4060 AR 2 . '
Facsimile: (213) 745-3345
' CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALI;S;‘S{[‘;?
J OERG"U WE SZIPL (Admitted Pro Hac Vice) BY ~
GRIFFIN & SZIPL, PC
Suite PH-1
2300 9th Street, South

Arlington, Virginia 22204
Telephone: g 3) 979-5700
Facsimile: (703} 979-7429

Attorneys for Defendants

AFFORDABLE INSTANT SHELTERS,
ALLREDY PRODUCTS, CANVAS
SPECIALTY, INC., CANOPIES BY FRED,
CARAVAN CANOPY INTERNATIONAL,
INC., RAGE PERFORMANCE, and
CANOPY CONNECTIONS T1.C

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Case No. CV-01-06530 SVW (CTx)

CARAVAN’S OPENING BRIEF
FOR MARKMAN HEARING

INTERNATIONAL E-Z UP, INC., a
California corporation; and

JAMES P. LYNCH, an individual, and
K.D. KANOPY, INC., a Colorado
corporation, ‘

DATE: April 16, 2002
TIME: 1&):00 a.m.

CTRM: Courtroom 6

Plaintiffs,
V.

CARAVAN CANOPY.
INTERNATIONAL, INC., a California
C%Eoratmn; AFFORDABLE INST
SHELTERS, a Florida corporation;
ALLREDY PRODUCTS, a California
proprietorship; CANVAS SPECIALTW %
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INC., a California corporation;
CANQPIES BY FRED, a Washington
proprietorship; RAGE PERFO NCE,
a California proprietorship; JOHN MEE
CANOPIES, an Alabama proprietorship;
and CANOPY CONNECTIONS LLC, a
Colorado corporation.

Defendants.
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