
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

In re: Zurn Pex Plumbing ORDER
Products Liability Litigation Court File No. 08-MDL-1958 ADM/AJB

This Order Relates to All Actions
______________________________________________________________________________

Graham B. LippSmith, Esq., Girardi Keese, Los Angeles, CA, and Chad R. Felstul, Esq.,
Pemberton, Sorlie, Rufer & Kershner, PLLP, Fergus Falls, MN, on behalf of Movant.

Shawn M. Raiter, Esq., Larson King, LLP, St. Paul, MN; Gary E. Mason, Esq., Whitfield Bryson
& Mason LLP, Washington, DC; Robert K. Shelquist, Esq., Lockridge Grindal Nauen PLLP,
Minneapolis, MN; Charles J. LaDuca, Esq., Cuneo Gilbert & LaDuca, LLP, Washington, DC;
and J. Gordon Rudd, Esq., Zimmerman Reed, PLLP, Minneapolis, MN, on behalf of the
Settlement Class.

James A. O’Neal, Esq., Amy R. Fiterman, Esq., Daniel J. Connolly, Esq., and Ryan T. Dunn,
Esq., Faegre Baker Daniels, LLP, Minneapolis, MN, on behalf of Zurn Pex, Inc. and Zurn
Industries, LLC.
______________________________________________________________________________

On January, 11, 2013, the undersigned United States District Judge heard oral argument

on Movant’s Motion to Partially Lift Stay of Parallel Action [Docket No. 221]. 

On October 18, 2012, this Court issued an Order granting the Motion for Preliminary

Approval of Class Action Settlement [Docket No. 219].  As a part of that Order, the Court issued

an injunction and stay of “any other proceeding in any jurisdiction based on or relating to

corrosion or potential corrosion of the F1807 Fittings during the notice and opt-out period

between preliminary approval and the final fairness hearing.”  The Court’s stay of proceedings

included a Circuit Court of the State of Hawaii case, Kai, et al. v. Haseko Homes, Inc. et al., No.

09-1-2834-12 GWBC.  Given that the Final Fairness Hearing is scheduled for February 25, 2013,

and the status of the stay will be affected by the outcome of that hearing, Movant’s motion is

denied without prejudice.



Based upon all the files, records, and proceedings herein and for the reasons stated on the

record at the conclusion of oral argument, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Movant’s Motion

to Partially Lift Stay of Parallel Actions [Docket No. 221] is DENIED.

BY THE COURT:

          s/Ann D. Montgomery          
ANN D. MONTGOMERY
U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE

Dated:  January 14, 2013.
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