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form of the set out in the new section 22. Wepolicy therefore hold
that the theofprovision the time within whichpolicy limiting ac­
tions be iscommenced not a bar tomay recovery.

Our answer to the transferred isquestions therefore that neither
RSA 407:15 nor the limitation contained in(­supp­ ) the con­policy

a barstitute to these actions.

Remanded.

Griffith, sit;did thenot othersJ., concurred.
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Perkins, &Holland andDonovan William Beckett Beckett{Mr.
for theorally ), plaintiff.
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Tetlerand G. Tetler orally),Treat RobertWilliam W. {Mr.
defendant.for the

orforGrimes, Wever familySince personal,purchasedJ.
asDart is classified consumer goods.thepurposes,household

interest wasThe perfectedsecurity382-A:9-109. plaintiff’sRSA
ofstatement with the town clerk Hamptonthe financingfilingby

and con-382-A:9-401Wever resided (1) (a),(RSAwhere
as was theits consentis sold withoutwhen the collateraltinues

unless Article 9 RSAhere otherwise. 382-A:9-306providescase
case of ArticleIn the of 9-307 doesbuyers goods, (1) pro-(2).

instances, asin certain follows:vide otherwise
of“A in course of business (9)(subsectionbuyer ordinary

froma farmother than productsSection person buying1-201)
takes free of aa in securityperson engaged farming operations

interestseller theinterest created his even securityby though
existence,”of itsis and even the knowsperfected buyerthough

Since defendant in faith thatwithoutpurchased good knowledge
the sale to him was in violation theof ofinterestsecurity another

in aand the course from in the businessbought ordinary person
automobiles,of he was a in course ofselling “buyer ordinary

However,business.” RSA 382-A:1-201 Article 9-307(9). (1)
him to take free “a interestof created hispermits only security by

seller.” The interest of the was creatednotsecurity plaintiff by
Hanson-Rock, Inc., seller,the defendant’s but Wentworthby

Co., Defendant, therefore,Motor Inc. does not take free of the
interest under this section. Neither does he takeplaintiff’s security

thefree of interest reason of the of Articlesecurity by provisions
to9-307 consumer even if he for(2) relating purchasedgoods

his own or household fact notfamilypersonal, purposes (a
because theto the securedagreed upon ) “prior purchase, party

. . . filed a statement. ...” These are the twofinancing only pro­
visions of Article 9 under awhich of can claim tobuyer goods

sale,take free of a interest where a or other dis­security exchange
wasof the collateral without the consent of the securedposition

The defendant does not benefit either Articlefrom one. 9-­party.
306 the court no to create other(2) gives leeway any exceptions

custom,to its dictates and no hasor beenusage agreement
to our attention which us RSAwould to do so.brought permit

See382-A:1-102 Bank & v.Lincoln Trust Co.(2). Queenan,
S. W. 2d 383344 (Ky. 1961).
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an es-RSA 382-A:2-403 (1) providesthatDefendant contends
. . . awhen itinterest providesfrom securityplaintiff’scape

a title totransfertotitle has goodwith voidable powerperson
”value . . . .forfaitha purchasergood

Article 9-306answers. (2) provideshas twoThe contention
when thisthe interestof “exceptcontinuance securityfor the

thosetoany exceptionsotherwise thereby limitingArticle provides”
thatitself9; and Article 2-403 (4) providesin Articlecontained
Se-the Articles onare“lien creditors bythe of governedrights

” also,See Article 2-402. . . .Transactions 9)cured (Article
deemedshall be toin this Articlewhich “(3) Nothingprovides

thethe seller underof provisionsthe of creditors (a)impair rights
ItSecured Transactions 9)....”Article on (Articleof the

in the of a saletherefore, a interest caseclear, thatis security
in Articleasbewas to only providedwithout consent impaired

Articleis unaffected 2-402.9 and by
affirmative and to1 is in the questionanswer toOur question

2 is in the negative.

Remanded.

All concurred.


