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thecase is whetherin thisquestionC. TheKenison, J.
sostatebusiness in thisdoingforeign corporation wasdefendant

foractionjurisdiction plaintiff’stheoveracquiredthethat court
RSA 300:11in Vermont.committedimprisonment allegedlyfalse

102 N. H. 413.(c). Retreat,Benson Brattleborov.See
specialincorporated bycorporationThe defendant is a charitable

onlyprincipalhaving andLegislature, itsof the Vermontacts
ofpurposetheBrattleboro, Vermont,in forplace businessof

46; Vt.1834,Vt. Private Acts No.caring mentallyfor the ill.
2503, 2511. It receives230; 18,Tit. ss.1892,Laws No. V.S.A.

privatesupportedare the Vermont alsopatients bywho State of and
v. Townpatients by other states. Brattleboro Retreatcontract from

doBrattleboro, registered to106 Vt. 228. The defendant is notof
receiveappointed agentin New noHampshire,business has to

propertyinprocess Hampshire, office,New maintains owns nono
litigationand instituted no in appearshas this state. It fromalso

anythe record that neither the Brattleboro Retreat have“does
agents in the theHampshire channeling patientsState of New to
Brattleboro Retreat.”

The defendant’s contacts and ties with this beenstate have
tenuous at best. In 1943 the defendant ofsold to the State New
Hampshire a tract of “undeveloped land” it owned in this state “for
one dollar.” priorThis was one beginningto the ofyear the
alleged imprisonmentfalse and years priorfourteen to the com-

presentmencement of the action. If the occasional or incidental
leasing of property generally does not doing byconstitute business

foreign (anno.a corporation A.59 L. R. 2d 1131), singlethis sale
property priorof to the time the cause of action bearose cannot

“doingconsidered business” in any realistic sense phrase.of that
Fletcher, Corporations (Revised17 1960)volume 8486, 8487;ss.

Note, Ownership, Possession, or Use of Property a Inas Basis of
Jurisdiction,Personam 44 (1959).Iowa L. Rev. 374

The defendant’s board of trustees held two meetings in this
state at the “summer home” of one of the trustees, a resident of
Vermont, at a time when “he couldn’t come because[to Vermont]

leg.”of a broken In the absence of a statute requiring otherwise,
it is generally held that directors’ or officers’meetings in a state
does not constitute doing business therein. 17 Fletcher, Corpora-

(Revisedtions 1960)volume s. 8474.
plaintiffThe relies on the following quotation from LaBonte v.

Company, N.98 H. 163, 166-167: “Today in determining whether
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theoriesthesubject process,to localshall beforeign corporationa
indiscardedhave beencorporate presenceandimplied consentof

formulatedjustice’ ruleplay and‘fair substantialfavor of the
310, 320, andWashington, 326 U. S.Co. v.International Shoein

HealthTravelerssubsequentin cases.approvalfollowed with
the rule ofit true that339 S. 643 . . . While isVirginia,Ass’n v. U.

application, itpreciseness in itsShoe lacks definiteInternational
foreignjurisdiction now overquite is exercisedis clear that state

im­formerlywhere it was consideredcorporations in instances
possible.”

LaBonte bothWe shall to follow the rule laid down incontinue
spirit permittedthein the as well as the letter to fullest extent
process Internationalby statutory requirements.due and McGee v.

220; Denckla,Ins. Hanson v.Co., 355 U. S. 357 U. S. 235.Life
Scott, (1959).Denckla, Leflar,v. Harv. L.72 Rev. 695Hanson
Conflict Laws, Survey Law, pp.of in 1959 Annual Americanof

(1960). However,34-39 agreewe with the Trial that inCourt
the circumstances of this the doingcase defendant was not business
in allegedthis imprisonmentstate. The false occurred and con-
tinued in and the insignificantVermont and occasional activities
of the Hampshiredefendant in New are insufficient to confer
jurisdiction over the indefendant this Galston,state. Reese &
Doing an ConsequencesAct or Causing as Bases of Judicial
Jurisdiction, 44 (1959);Iowa L. Rev. 249 (Second),Restatement
Conflict Laws, (Tent.92, 1956).of s. comment b, 3,Draft No.

Exception overruled.

All concurred.


