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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Dear Madam Clerk,
 
Please find attached for filing a notice of appeal from the Robinson v. 3M matter pending
before the circuit court as Case No. 2025-CP-40-04961. By copy to opposing counsel,
we are serving them with a copy of the same. We will transmit the filing fees within five
days of this correspondence. If we can provide the Court with any additional information
or materials, please just let us know. Best,
 
Todd
 

Todd Carroll
Partner
Womble Bond Dickinson (US) LLP

d:  803-454-7730
m: 803-446-2883
e:  Todd.Carroll@wbd-us.com

1221 Main Street
Suite 1600
Columbia, SC 29201

womblebonddickinson.com

Signature for Carroll, Todd

​
​
​
​
​This email is sent for and on behalf of Womble Bond Dickinson (US) LLP. Womble Bond Dickinson (US) LLP is a member of Womble Bond
Dickinson (International) Limited, which consists of independent and autonomous law firms providing services in the US, the UK, and
elsewhere around the world. Each Womble Bond Dickinson entity is a separate legal entity and is not responsible for the acts or
omissions of, nor can bind or obligate, another Womble Bond Dickinson entity. Womble Bond Dickinson (International) Limited does not
practice law. Please see www.womblebonddickinson.com/us/legal-notice for further details.
Disclaimer for Carroll, Todd

​​​​​

 

mailto:Todd.Carroll@wbd-us.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
mailto:Elizabeth.ONeill@wbd-us.com
mailto:Brent.Glasgow@wbd-us.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=user75c1d125
mailto:jkassel@kassellaw.com
mailto:jrutkoski@kassellaw.com
mailto:tbranham@dobslegal.com
mailto:dhumen@dobslegal.com
mailto:Donna.Yingling@wbd-us.com
tel:803-454-7730
tel:803-446-2883
mailto:Todd.Carroll@wbd-us.com
https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___http://www.womblebonddickinson.com/___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOmU4N2FlNmJhMjkzOWE0Njc4N2Q3YWJiN2M4NTYyNTUxOjc6ZTcwYjo5YjFlNzY4MzE5ZWMzZGM3OTI2ZjFlMWZmMzkzNDA2MWRiZjhiZTg3YjRiMDQ4ZDNhYzA4NmVmNWI3OTQxODQ0Omg6VDpO
https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___http://womblebonddickinson.com/___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOmU4N2FlNmJhMjkzOWE0Njc4N2Q3YWJiN2M4NTYyNTUxOjc6YjZmMDo4OWJkYjkyY2FlMjVkZmIyMDI0ODQzZjg3YjBjMjM2N2FkZjRjMTJhZWMxMmY3NzRkMzEzN2Q3YjcyNTdlZGVjOmg6VDpO
https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___https://www.linkedin.com/company/womble-bond-dickinson-us-llp/___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOmU4N2FlNmJhMjkzOWE0Njc4N2Q3YWJiN2M4NTYyNTUxOjc6MTM5ZjphNzZkNGU5MDMxMTUyZjg1YzliMmJiOTA4NGU3NDVlOWExMmIzMGIxNTUxODI5ZWM0YjZhY2FjMDYyZWJjZDE3Omg6VDpO
https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___https://www.facebook.com/WombleBondDickinsonLaw___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOmU4N2FlNmJhMjkzOWE0Njc4N2Q3YWJiN2M4NTYyNTUxOjc6ZjUzZjozYjYxMGNkYjRiZDkwODcxYmZkYzdkMzNkMGExNzY1NjIyZWRiNGEyMjc0NzNhYzYwNjcyZTRjYmQxMDljZjg4Omg6VDpO
https://protect.checkpoint.com/v2/r01/___http://www.womblebonddickinson.com/us/legal-notice___.YzJ1OnNjanVkaWNpYWw6YzpvOmU4N2FlNmJhMjkzOWE0Njc4N2Q3YWJiN2M4NTYyNTUxOjc6MWQxYTpjZjg0MWVkMDE1NTY4MTMxYmU5MzFkMjUxYzk3YTgxMmE4YjQ0YWFkMTJkYzJiM2I0NjYxZDE4YmM2MTA5YzM3Omg6VDpO

WOMBLE
BOND
DICKINSON














 


 


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In the Court of Appeals 


_______________ 
 


APPEAL FROM RICHLAND COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 


 
The Honorable Jean H. Toal 
Acting Circuit Court Judge 


_______________ 
 


Appellate Case No. 2026-____ 
Circuit Court Case No. 2025-CP-40-04961 


_______________ 
 


Richard E. Robinson, .........................................................................  Plaintiff, 


 v.  


3M Company f/k/a Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing 
Company; 4520 Corp., Inc.; AO Smith Corporation; ABB Inc.; 
Abex Corporation; AECOM Energy & Construction, Inc.; Air & 
Liquid Systems Corporation; Alfa Laval Inc.; Amentum 
Environment & Energy Inc.; American Steel & Wire Company; 
Ameron International Corporation; Anchor Darling Valve 
Company; Aqua-Chem Inc.; Armstrong International Inc.; Atlas 
Asbestos Company Ltd.; Atlas Turner Inc.; Atwood & Morrill Co. 
Inc.; Babcock Borsig Power Inc.; Bahnson Inc.; Beaty Investments 
Inc.; Bell & Gossett Company; Bendix; Benjamin F. Shaw 
Company; Bonitz Company; Bonitz Insulation Company; Brand 
Insulation Inc.; Buffalo Forge Company; Buffalo Pumps Inc.; 
Burnham Commercial; Burnham Corporation; Burnham LLC; 
BWIP Inc.; CR Hipp Construction Inc.; Canvas CT LLC; Canvas 
MW LLC; Canvas SX LLC; Carboline Company; Carolina 
Industrial Insulating Co.; Carrier Corporation; Carver Pump 
Company; CBS Corporation a Delaware Corporation; CBS 
Corporation a Pennsylvania Corporation; Celanese Corporation; 
CIRCOR Instrumentation Technologies Inc.; Clean Harbors 
Industrial Services Inc.; Cleaver-Brooks Division; Cleaver-Brooks 
Inc.; Clyde Union Inc.; CNA Holdings LLC; Compudyne 
Corporation; Compudyne LLC; Cooper Industries LLC; Copeland 
Corporation LLC; Copes-Vulcan; Copes-Vulcan Inc.; Covil 
Corporation; Crane Co.; Crane Instrumentation & Sampling Inc.; 
Crane Instrumentation & Sampling PFT Corp.; Crosby Valve LLC; 
Crown Boiler Co.; Crown Boiler Co. LLC; CRSS Inc.; CSK Auto 
Inc.; Daniel International Corporation; Davis Mechanical 
Contractors Inc.; DB Riley Inc.; DCO LLC; Dean Pump Division; 
Dezurik Inc.; Durez Corporation; EI Du Pont De Nemours and 
Company; Eaton Corporation; Ecodyne Corporation; Edward 
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Valves Inc.; EIDP Inc.; Electrolux Home Products Inc.; Electrolux 
Home Products LLC; Erie City Iron Works; Fiber Insulation Inc.; 
Fisher Controls International LLC; Flowserve Corporation; 
Flowserve US Company; Flowserve US Inc.; Fluor Constructors 
International; Fluor Constructors International Inc.; Fluor 
Corporation; Fluor Daniel Services Corporation; Fluor Enterprises 
Inc.; FMC Corporation; Foster Wheeler Energy Corporation; G 
Denver and Co LLC; Gardner Denver Inc.; Gardner Denver 
Industrial Machinery; Gardner Denver Nash LLC; General Boiler 
Casing Company Inc.; General Dynamics Corporation; General 
Electric Company; Genuine Parts Company; Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company; Gorman-Rupp Company; Gould Electronics 
Inc.; Goulds Pumps Inc.; Goulds Pumps LLC; Great Barier 
Insulation Co.; Grinnell Corporation; Grinnell LLC; Griscom-
Russel Company; Guy M Beaty & Co.; Heat & Frost Insulation 
Company Inc.; Henry Pratt Company LLC; Hoffman Specialty 
Mfg. Corp.; Hoke Inc.; Hollingsworth & Vose Company; 
Honeywell International Inc.; Howden Buffalo Inc.; HPC Industrial 
Services LLC; IMO Industries Inc.; Impac Inc.; International Paper 
Company; ITE Circuit Breaker Co.; ITT Corporation; ITT Fluid 
Products Corp.; ITT Industries Inc.; ITT LLC; ITT Marlow; J & L 
Insulation Inc.; K-Mac Services Inc.; Kennedy Valve Company; 
Kennedy Valve Division; Kirby-Cundiff Insulation and Firestop of 
Virginia; Kirby-Vass Insulation Inc.; Kragen Auto Supply Co.; 
Marley Cooling Tower Company; McCord Corporation; McWane 
Inc.; Met-Pro Technologies LLC; MetLife Inc.; Metropolitan Life 
Insurance Company; Michelin Corporation; Michelin North 
America Inc.; Micheline Tire Corporation Minnesota Mining and 
Manufacturing Company; Mueller Co. LLC; NAPA; National 
Automotive Parts Associates; Nibco Inc.; O’Reilly Auto 
Enterprises LLC; O’Rilley Automative Stores Inc.; Occidental 
Chemical Corporation; Paramount Global; Patterson Pump 
Company; PECW Holding Company; Peerless Pump; Pfizer Inc.; 
Piedmont Insulation Inc.; Pipe & Boiler Insulation Inc.; Plastics 
Engineering Company; Plenco; Pneumo Abex LLC; Presnell 
Insulation Co. Inc.; Pursuit Attractions and Hospitality Inc.; Redco 
Corporation; Rentavla LLC; Riley Power Inc.; Riley Stoker 
Corporation; Rust Engineering & Construction Inc.; Rust 
International Inc.; Schneider Electric USA Inc.; Sherwin-Williams 
Company; Siemens Energy & Automation Inc.; Siemens Industry 
Inc.; Sirrine Environmental Consultants Inc.; Spirax Sarco Inc.; 
SPX Cooling Technologies LLC; SPX LLC; Square D. Company; 
Standard Insulating Company Inc.; Standard Insulation Company 
of NC Inc.; Starr Davis Company Inc.; Star Davis Company of SC 
Inc.; Sterling Gludi Systems USA LLC; Sterling Wander LLP; 
Taco Inc.; The Dial Corporation; The Duriron Company, Inc.; The 
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Marley-Wylain Company LLC; TopBuild Corp.; Union Carbide 
Corporation; Union Pump Company; Uniroyal Holding Inc.; United 
Conveyor Corporation; United States Steel Corporation; United 
Subcontractors Inc.; US Rubber Company Inc.; Valves and 
Controls US Inc.; Velan Valve Corp.; Viacom Inc.; Viad Corp.; 
Victor Gasket Manufacturing Company; Viking Pump Inc.; 
Walworth Company; Warren Pumps LLC; Watts Regulators Co.; 
Watts Water Technologies Inc.; Weil-McLain; Weir Valves & 
Controls USA Inc.; Westinghouse Electric Corporation; William 
Powell Company; Wind Up Ltd.; Yeargin Construction Company 
Inc.; York International Corporation; York-Shipley Inc.; Zurn 
Industries Inc.; Zurn Industries LLC, ................................................  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Defendants, 


of which 
 


 
TopBuild Corporation is the ..............................................................  


 
Appellant. 


____________________________ 
 


NOTICE OF APPEAL 
____________________________ 


 
 Pursuant to South Carolina Code § 14-3-330(2)(c), TopBuild Corporation appeals the order 


of the circuit court dated August 21, 2026, which has the effect of striking “an answer or any part 


thereof, or any pleading in any action.” Appellant received written notice of entry of this order on 


that same date. Appellant has received the relevant transcripts. 


 


Signature Page Attached 
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Respectfully submitted, 


WOMBLE BOND DICKINSON (US) LLP 
 
By: /s/ M. Todd Carroll 


S.C. Bar No. 74000 
todd.carroll@wbd-us.com 
M. Elizabeth O’Neill 
S.C. Bar No. 104013 
elizabeth.oneill@wbd-us.com 
1221 Main Street, Suite 1600 
Columbia, SC 29201 
(803) 454-6504 
 
Brent H. Glasgow 
S.C. Bar No. 106915 
brent.glasgow@wbd-us.com 
5 Exchange Street 
Charleston, SC 29401 
(843) 722-3400 


 
Attorneys for Appellant TopBuild Corporation 


September 21, 2026 
 







 


 


_____________________ 
 


PROOF OF SERVICE 
_____________________ 


 
 I, the undersigned of the law offices of Womble Bond Dickinson (US) LLP, attorneys for 
Appellant TopBuild Corporation, do hereby certify that I have served all parties to this appeal with 
a copy of the pleading(s) specific below by emailing them at the addresses below: 
 
Pleading(s): Notice of Appeal 
 
 Parties Served: 
 
Theile B. McVey (tmcvey@kassellaw.com) 
John D. Kassel (jkassel@kassellaw.com) 
Jamie Rutkoski (jrutkoski@kassellaw.com) 
Charles William Branham, III (tbranham@dobslegal.com)  
David Christopher Humen (dhumen@dobslegal.com) 
 
Counsel for Plaintiff 
 
 


By: /s/ M. Todd Carroll 
 


September 21, 2026 
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Subcontractors, Inc., successor to Standard Insulating Company, Inc. (“Standard”) 


matter in March of 2021 for Standard’s work as an insulation 


Judicial Circuit, County of Richland, South Carolina (“ ”); 


Richland, South Carolina (“ ”); 
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Standard’s corporate representatives Jay Fleet (“Mr. Fleet”) and  Frederick Judson (“Mr. 


Judson”) were deposed in the aforementioned cases.  Throughout the depositions, Standard 


performed any type of asbestos abatement work.  It appears that, based on Standard’s 


Richard Robinson (“Mr. Robinson”) was diagnosed with lung cancer on or about 


February 4, 2025.  Plaintiffs’ Original Complaint was filed in this matter on July 18, 2025 


(“ ”).
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“one of the areas largest [insulating] firms.”


Subcontractors, Inc. (“USI”).


Jay Fleet was presented to testify as Standard’s corporate representative on April 6, 


(“9/24/21 Judson Dep. Tr.”) at 64:21
, dated Apr. 6, 2021 (“Fleet Dep. Tr.”) at 25:25


The Charlotte News, “Wait May Mean Insulation Scare,” dated July 13, 1977; 9/24/21 Judson Dep. Tr., at 
16 (“Q: Would you agree with this characterization that Standard Insulating was one of the areas 


largest firms in 1977? A: Yes.”).  
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were both part of a merger that formed United Subcontractors, Inc. (“USI”) in 1998.


only things Mr. Fleet did to prepare for his deposition were read Standard’s objections to 


the deposition notice, Standard’s discovery responses, articles of merger, and interviewed 


Fredrick Judson (“Mr. Judson”), the former president of Standard.


Mr. Fleet testified that Standard was a “residential insulation company.”


when it began performing some “light commercial work.”


It wasn’t our scope of work to do that type of work. We were all residential 
insulators … 


–


49:5 (“Q: Do you know whether or not Standard Insulating ever retailed insulation or 


distribute any …”). 
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Frederick Judson was first presented to testify as Standard’s corporate 


coporate representative because “I have sixty years of experience, knowledge and 


tandard Insulating.” Mr. Judson is the son of Standard’s founder, David 


Judson’s primary job in the early 1970s was business development or sales until he moved 


live; commercial is “anything other than a residence that was not industrial.”


had relationships with general contractors for work but “the primary focus was residential 


[contractors], because that’s all we did.”
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• “the primary focus was residential because that’s all we did.”


•


• “The fact that Standard Insulating or TopBuild did not do any asbestos
– –


discovery of any documents or any volume of documents almost nil.”


Power or performed work at any Duke power plants.   He testified that starting in the “mid, 


late 1970s,” Standard began working on commercial properties for Duke.


Mr. Judson, Duke referred to Standard as “an approved residential insulation vendor” and 


•


No. And I’ll underscore the word there, power plants, that just 
wasn’t our scope of work.


• … did you sell any materials to Duke at any point in time? Is it your 
–


I don’t recall selling any materials to Duke Power per se …


, dated May 21, 2026 (“5/21/26 
Judson Dep. Tr.”) at 136:10


(“12/8/21 Judson Dep. Tr.”) at 45:1
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names and addresses of vendors who “have or may have supplied asbestos containing 


materials to Duke Power Company.”


deposition and testified that Mr. Griffith, “made a mistake” and confused 


work at industrial job sites: “All of those people on there are industrial insulation 


didn’t do it, didn’t install any of those projects.”


I’d be aware of that one and the answer is no.


…
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Mr. Judson was shown a 2001 North Carolina workers’ compensation order 


•


•


• Sometime in 1982 or 1983 Standard’s abatement crew performed work at 
Greenville, South Carolina and the decedent “helped 


where the asbestos had been removed.”


work are “incorrect” and any work with asbestos “is totally absolutely against our co


policy[.]”


Documents show Standard’s Prior Testimony is False.


In August of 2024 Standard Insulation Company of North Carolina (“SIC”) –


–


, I.C. No. 714936, dated July 25, 2001 (“WC Order”); 


121:9 (“Q: And it says, defendant employer had abatement crews which 
– I guess, based on what you’ve told me today, do you take 


–
containing insulation? A: That is incorrect. … So there’s several things in there that –
rendered, that is yesterday’s news, but I will tell you there are numerous inaccuraci


–
hygienist, who’s an independent person, and if that’s where he got exposure to asbestos, it’s 


backs. I mean, it’s just a sad situation if that’s where he contracted exposure to asbestos.”) (emphasis added). 
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Plaintiff’s counsel identified several documents showing Standard did in fact perform work 


– –


square feet of insulation “required for unit 1 steaming.”


the order was confirmed by phone with David Judson, Standard’s owner.


Circuit, County of Richland, South Carolina (“ ”).
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– – just focusing on this location because that’s what we 
–


Standard was hired to remove/abate “10 linear feet of trowelled on asbestos electrical 


conduit insulation” from the Celanese Fiber Celriver Plant in Rock hill, South Carolina.


Standard, but knew how Standard performed abatement work “because I wanted to be 


Ltr. from Robert Williams to Robert Betterton, subject: “Notification of Asbestos Abatement,” dated 


25 (“Q: Did Standard Insulating Company or USI perform any work 
at, for lack of a better term, the Celanese plant in Spartenburg, South Carolina? A: No, sir.”). 


107:15 (“Q: So I just want to make sure. So we know that –


use it did it for a couple years. You just don’t have in your 
memory or in front of you the list? A: That would be correct.”). 
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familiar with what we’re doing.”


… The owner –


airborne fiber might be …


Mr. Judson’s Testimony at the July 22, 2026 Hearing


115:2 (“Q: Now, do you have any personal knowledge as to actually how this abatement was 
– – –


to be familiar with what we’re doing ...”). 
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Yes, ma’am.


contractor on a job, you’re the one that gets paid, are you not?


A:  Yes, ma’am


A:  Yes, ma’am


Mr. Judson’s testimony at the hearing made clear he had given a second deposition, again, 
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contractors they hired, at worst, it was Standards’ subsidiaries that Standard hired to do the 


work, further illustrating the inaccuracies in Mr. Judson’s testimony.  


Plaintiff’s counsel conferred with counsel for Standard and the 


Okay. What documents did you review if you didn’t review all of them? 


– –
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located on USI’s server by searching “Standard Insulating.”


was sent to Standard’s counsel but did not have any information about what the file 


contained and doesn’t know what, if any, other search terms were performed on USI’s 
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The selection of a sanction for discovery violations is within the trial court’s 


“In determining the appropriateness of a sanction, the court should consider such 


willfulness, and degree of prejudice.” 


The South Carolina Court of Appeals previously explained “[t]he entire thrust of 


guessing game or one of surprise for either party.” 


495 S.E.2d 213, 217 (Ct. App. 1997). “Discovery sanctions are imposed to penalize those 


” 


Ltd. P’ship


While “[t]he 


the Rules.” 
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about the entire nature of Standard’s business, including testimony that Standard never 


Standard’s 


The discovery rules are designed to allow parties to prepare for trial.  Standard’s 


complete disregard for the rules has significantly prejudiced Plaintiff’s ability to prepare 


dard’s business, 


–


–


evidence is permitted a “negative inference” charge to the jury. 


this Court allow evidence of Standard’s false testimony,  


instruct the jury that it can draw adverse inferences from Standard’s false testimony, grant 
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scope of its business as well as the locations it performed work.  Standard’s discovery 


Okay. What documents did you review if you didn’t review all of them? 


– –


Standard’s failure to make any effort to determine what locations it supplied to 


provide complete and truthful answers to Plaintiff’s questions has resulted in sign
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•


•


•


•


•


caused by Standard’s complete disregard for the discovery rules as well as its intentional 


covery process.  Standard’s discovery 


evidence of Standard’s false testimony
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Standard’s false testimony;


’s


[JUDGE’S ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS]
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Richland Common Pleas


Case Caption: Richard E Robinson vs   3M Company , defendant, et al


Case Number: 2025CP4004961


Type: Order/Compel


So Ordered


Jean H. Toal


Electronically signed on 2026-08-21 09:11:01    page 20 of 20


E
LE


C
T


R
O


N
IC


A
LLY


 F
ILE


D
 - 2026 A


ug 21 1:11 P
M


 - R
IC


H
LA


N
D


 - C
O


M
M


O
N


 P
LE


A
S


 - C
A


S
E


#2025C
P


4004961






