
ORDER DENYING ESAB CORPORATION’S MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF 

Court, having considered ESAB Corporation’s (“ESAB” or “Defendant”) Motion to 

the same reasons this Court denied ESAB’s 

again denies ESAB’s motion.  

[W]e have reviewed the trial court’s order denying the Appellants’ 
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Carolina Supreme Court confirmed that “jurisdiction over ESAB is 

ego and single business enterprise theories.” Order, 

compounder… ESAB Corporation is based in North Bethesda, Maryland and 

Press Release).  ESAB’s designated witness on personal jurisdiction, Rita Herring, 

Herring further testified that ESAB “is not transacting any business in South Carolina.”   

On May 20, 2026, ESAB filed an “Application for Surrender of Authority to Do Business 

in the State of South Carolina,” signed by ESAB Corporation’s General Counsel, stating the 

ESAB’s 10

for the year ended December 31, 2025, and its “sales channels include both independent distributors 

and direct salespeople.” 
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Plaintiff’s suit seeks, in part, to hold ESAB and its predecessors and successors in interest 

responsible for Cape Intermediate Holdings Limited’s (successor to Cape PLC, successor to Cape 

ng from Cape’s sale of massive 

’s ability to exercise jurisdiction over it in a manner that would leverage Cape’s litigation

because Plaintiffs’ complaint, coupled with submitted evidence, makes a prima facie showing that 

See Walbeck v. I’On Co.

— —

Third, jurisdiction is further supported by ESAB’s participation in an amalgamated commodity 
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Corporation Limited (“Central Mining”), Charter Consolidated Limited (“Charter”), and Cape, 

historical materials describe the Oppenheimer Group System’s integrated control over affiliated 

South Carolina, and the following two decades were Cape’s most bountiful years. Third

distributed in South Carolina; NAAC’s records show Cape sold asbestos to companies in South 

NAAC’s operations 
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’s

Corporation through NAAC’s final president to act as a commission agent. Third

“ ” “a difference in 
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form” 

of Charter, and ultimately with ESAB as Charter’s parent, through a series of transactions: a 1993 

(d) ESAB’s Continued Attempts to Avoid Responsibility

ESAB’s CFO signed

and ESAB’s corporate representative confirmed review of documents before signature.   Charter’s 

Annual Report for year ended December 31, 2024 reflects ESAB’s control, reciting ESAB 

E
LE

C
T

R
O

N
IC

A
LLY

 F
ILE

D
 - 2026 A

ug 11 10:51 A
M

 - R
IC

H
LA

N
D

 - C
O

M
M

O
N

 P
LE

A
S

 - C
A

S
E

#2025C
P

4008457



ESAB’s corporate representative acknowledged these statements and investor access to 

ESAB’s Contacts with South Carolina

ESAB’s Terms and Conditions of Sales
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Carolina’s long

Int’l Shoe Co.

P’ship v. Int’l Paper Co.

Walbeck v. I’On Co., LLC
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—

have made a prima facie showing of personal jurisdiction under South Carolina’s single business 

satisfies South Carolina’s long

Plaintiffs’ claims arise out of those activities; and exercising jurisdiction comports with fair play 

and substantial justice, given the forum’s interests and Plaintiffs’ interest in effective relief. 
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ESAB’s 

A. The South Carolina “Door Closing Statute” does not bar the Plaintiffs’ Claims.

South Carolina; given Cape’s importation and sale of amosite into South Carolina and Plaintiffs’ 

exposures, suit is proper, and because ESAB is responsible for Cape’s actions, dismissal is 

Court’s discretion

Thus, ESAB’s stay request is denied.

C. Plaintiffs’ Complaint provides fair notice of the claims.

notice under Rule 8 and South Carolina’s liberal standards and are not so vague as to preclude a 
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that ESAB Corporation’s Motion to Dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction is DENIED. 

’s ruling is consistent with its prior denial of ESAB’s similar motion in 

01759, and with the South Carolina Supreme Court’s recognition of ample 
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Richland Common Pleas

Case Caption: Roger D Stiwinter , plaintiff, et al vs   3M Company , defendant, et al

Case Number: 2025CP4008457

Type: Order/Other

So Ordered

Jean H. Toal
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