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Overview: A Korean company seeks a writ prohibiting the circuit court from taking any action 
other than to vacate its order overruling the company’s motion to dismiss a products liability 
lawsuit for lack of personal jurisdiction. In a unanimous decision written by Judge W. Brent 
Powell, the Supreme Court of Missouri makes permanent its preliminary writ of prohibition. The 
lawsuit did not allege facts establishing the company had sufficient minimum contacts with 
Missouri to allow Missouri courts to exercise jurisdiction over it consistent with due process. 
 
Facts: LG Chem Limited, a Korean company headquartered in South Korea, designs, 
manufactures and distributes certain lithium-ion batteries. Missouri resident Peter Bishop sued 
LG Chem in the St. Louis County circuit court, alleging he sustained burn injuries after one of 
the company’s lithium-ion battery he purchased from a Missouri retailer spontaneously exploded 
in his pocket. LG Chem moved to dismiss the claims against it, arguing due process prohibits 
Missouri courts from exercising personal jurisdiction over it in this matter. Bishop opposed LG 
Chem’s motion and, alternatively, asked the circuit court to order additional discovery regarding 
jurisdiction. The court overruled LG Chem’s motion but did not address Bishop’s alternative 
request. LG Chem seeks to make permanent this Court’s preliminary writ prohibiting the circuit 
court from taking any action other than to vacate its order overruling the motion to dismiss. 
 
PRELIMINARY WRIT MADE PERMANENT. 
 
Court en banc holds: Based on the allegations Bishop made in his petition, asserting personal 
jurisdiction over LG Chem would violate due process. Missouri courts lack general personal 
jurisdiction over a Korean company with its principal place of business in South Korea, and 
Bishop failed to establish the company’s contacts with Missouri are sufficient to establish 
specific personal jurisdiction. He alleged only that LG Chem’s batteries made their way into 
Missouri by way of an independent, third-party distributor and, based on the large quantities it 
sold to such distributors, that the company knew or should have known its batteries would be 
distributed and sold to Missouri consumers. Neither a third party’s actions nor foreseeability that 
the batteries might end up in Missouri is sufficient to satisfy the due process requirement of the 
specific personal jurisdiction analysis. The circuit court is directed to vacate its order overruling 
LG Chem’s motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction. 


