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that there no “unrestrained information”.is toright gather
665, 626,684,v. 408 U.S. 33 L. Ed. 2dBranzburg Hayes,

Rusk,641, 2646, 381(1972);S. Ct. see Zemel v. U.S.92 2658
190, 1271,179, (1965).1, 17, 85 S. Ct. 128114 L. Ed. 2d

bemedia toof allallowed present,The commission reporters
commis-utilize theorwrittento make their own transcriptions

official and to what-sion’s transcription, reportstenographic
andever occurred media. filmingthrough any Only taping

Theof the entire commissionwasproceedings regulated.
media,did not the of the butnewsprevent bygathering

the method the mediamerely regulated whereby gathered
their information. The fact that the media had at their dis-

reasonable methods to the entireposal report public portion
of the the the be informed.satisfies of tohearings right public

Texas, 532, 543,See v.Estes 381 14U.S. L. Ed. 85 S.2d
Ct. (1965).1628

Since the thecommission had to the privateright prohibit
of its and since courtrecording proceedings byaltogether

order the underwas to record onlyplaintiff permitted
and and for aconditions restrictionsspecified particular pur-

the and is not tocommission waspose, required grant plain-
tiff’s for to use the forrequest permission tapes publication
in media or radio.newsprinted bybroadcasting

dismissed.Appeal
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R. Peter for(Mr.and orally)Stanley, Shapiro ShapiroTardif
the plaintiff.

& Gilbert for(Mr.SandersUpton, Upton orally)Upton J.
the defendant.

Grimes, In this to enforce an IllinoispetitionJ.
divorce decree for supportgiving plaintiff judgment unpaid

debt,an amount for fees and ancounselpayments, alleged
and defendant to month$250 alimony,ordering pay per
the raised the transfer withoutquestions byby ruling Loughlin,

on an of facts are whether the IllinoisstatementagreedJ.
court had in whether the Illinoisjurisdiction,personam

credit, effectdecree is entitled to full faith and and the of
a divorce indecree in favor of this defendant this State prior
to the divorce decree in Illinois.

It is our that theopinion representing unpaidjudgment
full faithand counsel fees is entitled toalimony payments

and that the New divorce decree hasand credit Hampshire
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effect the decree with to theseno on Illinois judg-respect
ments.

facts, domiciledthe Eleanor had beento agreedAccording
in her in IllinoisIllinois for six tosome years marriageprior

13, inPaul on 1969. Paul had been domiciledto January
at the time of theNew for over ten marriageHampshire years

lived withbut went to Illinois and married Eleanor and her
4, 1969,there until he returned to NewwhenFebruary

15, 1969,Eleanor remained in Illinois untilHampshire. April
20,when she Paul in untilvisited New Hampshire April

23, 1969,1969. On Eleanor filed an action forMay separate
Paulmaintenance in Illinois and obtained onservicepersonal

12, 1969.in Massachusetts on Paul filed a special appear­June
which,ance to contest the of the courtIllinoisjurisdiction

counsel,after a whichat Paul was byhearing represented
ruled that it had in over Paul. Nojurisdictionpersonam

Paul, notified,taken fromwas thisappeal ruling. although
2, 1969,was not at a onrepresented hearing July following

which the a andcourt ordered month$200 $500support
and ruled the to be infees that orders wereattorney’s per­

sonam.
27, 1969,On Paul afiled libel for divorce in NewJune
which was served in hand on Eleanor in IllinoisHampshire

18, 28, 1969,on 1969. On a forJuly injunctionJuly petition
was on Paul and Theserved on his attorneys. petition sought
to restrain the withdefendants from further theproceeding

6, 1969,New libel. On the Illinois courtHampshire August
found Paul and his in thatruled Newlawyer contempt,

was to full andfaith credit to its ordersHampshire give
and that was entered for duejudgment $400 past support

22, 1969,and fees. On October the$500 Illinoisattorney
court found Paul in default and aentered decree of separate
maintenance, $1,000for accruedgave judgment temporary

due, for fees and enteredalso$500alimony attorney judg-
forment for loaned Paul.Eleanor to$925 moneys by

Eleanor filed no in the New divorceappearance Hampshire
2, 1969,action and on December a decree of divorce in favor

Paul becameof effective.
22, 1970,On Eleanor filed an amended andApril supple-

mental for divorce in Illinois with servicecomplaint being
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made certified mail Onon Paul in Massachusetts.by May
14, 1970, the oncourt decreed a divorce to EleanorIllinois

desertion,the of entered aground money judgment against
$3,175,Paul $2,500for that be awardedEleanor’s lawyer

for and beservices that a enteredlegal money judgment
amount,in his favor for that and that Paul $250 perpay

month Paul not at the Illinoiswas ofalimony. present any
nor he atwas counselproceedings byrepresented except

the first on the ofhearing question jurisdiction.
28, 1970,On Eleanor commenced theAugust present pro-

and Paul filed the motion to whichdismissceedings gave
rise to this transfer.

The court’s itIllinois that had inruling personam jurisdic-
over Paultion was based on the Illinois statute.long-arm

The statute that a who does of theprovides person any
enumerated acts thesubmits to of thejurisdiction Illinois

forcourts cause of action out of theany ofarising doing
acts,the and contains a section on foractions divorce and

maintenance which reads as follows:separate
“(e) With to actions of divorce andrespect separate
maintenance, the maintenance in this State of a mat­
rimonial domicile at the time the cause of action arose

theor commission in this State of act riseany giving
Stat.,to the ofcause action”. (Ill. Ann. ch. §110 17

(1) (e) (1968)).
Defendant that the Illinois court’sargues was basedruling

an unconstitutional law and that itupon therefore bemay
here.attacked He that the acts relied on tourges jurisdic-give

tion do not meet the standards International Shoerequired by
310,v. 95,Co. U.S. 90 L. Ed.326 66 S. Ct. 154Washington,

Denckla,(1945), 235,v.Hanson 357 U.S. L. Ed.2and 2d
1283, case,78 Ct.S. In the(1958).1228 former it was said
that there bemust “sufficient contacts or ties with the state

theof forum to make it reasonable and tojust according
our traditional of fair and substantialconception play justice
to the state to enforce the whichpermit obligations appellant

there”,has incurred and the“to extent that a corporation
theexercises of state,activities within aprivilege conducting

it the laws of that state.the benefits and ofenjoys protection
The toof riseexercise that obligations,mayprivilege give
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and, are connectedfar arise out of orso as those obligations
state,with the within the a whichactivities requiresprocedure

to enforce themthe to to a suitcorporation respond brought
Shoe Co.can . . . be to be undue”. Internationalsaidhardly

104,319-20,v. S.U.S. at 90 L. Ed. at 66326Washington,
Denckla, 251,Ct. at In v. U.S. at(1945).160 Hanson 357

1296,L. Ed. at 78 Ct. at the(1958),2 2d S. 1238 required
were“minimal contacts” found lacking.

case, the State ofIn this the defendant Paul went into
Illinois, hermarried one of and lived with asits residents

toman and wife for a of time and thenperiod according
her, herthe of the court desertedIllinois leavingfindings
and cohabitationin Illinois without Thesupport. marriage

availed him­were activities of which defendant purposefully
self, thethus benefit and of Illinois laws.invoking protection
These activities rise to the ofgave obligations support sought
to be enforced. We think more than the “minimalthere were
contacts” to meet the jurisdictional requirementsnecessary

310,under International Co. v. 90Shoe U.S.326Washington,
95, Denckla,L. Ed. 66 S. Ct. 154 Hanson v. 357(1945), U.S.

235, 1283,L. Ed. McGee2 78 S. Ct. and(1958),2d 1228
Co., 220, 223,v. International Ins. L. Ed.355 U.S. 2d2Life

S. Ct. 199 and(1957),78 that the isIllinois statute constitu­
Hawes,tional as to this defendant. Hawes v. 130applied Cf.

546,Ill. (1970).2d 263 N.E.2d 625App.
Also, the was heard thejurisdictional question byfully

at aIllinois court at which defendant washearing represented
counsel. The issue decided him and he didwasby against

that He entitled to thatnot is notappeal ruling. relitigate
Sherrer, 343, 1429,v. L. Ed.issue here. Sherrer 334 U.S. 92

Men’sv. State(1948);68 S. Ct. 1097 Baldwin Iowa Traveling
Assn, 522, 1244, 517 (1931).U.S. 75 L. Ed. 51 S. Ct.283

of the court to be enforced hereAll orders Illinois sought
in which thatD9450)out of the (#69arise same proceeding

after a at which Paul counselcourt was byrepresentedhearing
overfound and ruled that it had in jurisdictionpersonam

The andPaul. decree was made on an amendedalimony
in the samesupplemental complaint proceeding.

The Illinois decree a final decree inas to wasalimony
the that it notsense is to modification as tosubject payments
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262,App.past due. v. Ill. N.E.2d52 2d 202Gregory,Gregory
(1964); Mendenhall, 294,App.v. Ill.139 Mendenhall 43 2d

(1963). addition, alimony pastIn the due193 N.E.2d 207
money judgmentat of reduced to athe time the decree was

paid attorney’sbe in fees.as the amount ordered towas
entitled full faith and creditThe Illinois decree therefore is to

(1950);Moore, 130, 409v. N.H. 71in Moore 96 A.2dthis State.
279,Carolina, 287, Ed.L. 63v. North U.S. 87Williams 317

(1942).S. Ct. 207
effec-divorce decree wasAlthough HampshireNewPaul’s

decree, does not affecttive to the Illinois divorce thisprior
Hamp-The Newvalidity alimonyof Illinois decree.the the

adjudicate topurport rightdid to Eleanor’sshire court not
jurisdictionit no personalor and then hadalimony support,

Vanderbilt, 416, 1 Ed. 2dv. 354 L.her. Vanderbilt U.S.over
(1957);1456, v. 350 U.S.77 S. Ct. 1360 Armstrong Armstrong,

(1956).705,568, L. S.100 Ed. 76 Ct. 629
in heplea recoupmentDefendant filed a in whichhas

plaintiffthe for in thedamages obtainingfrom fraudseeks
a action thedecree. This is cause of fromseparateIllinois

not or in issueproceeding litigatedand raises issuesIllinois
ourplea permitted practice.The defendant’s is underthere.

(1946);Ashworth, 8,94 45 Laconiav. N.H. A.2d 218Lovejoy
(1950);353,Lavallee, 107v. 96 N.H. 77 A.2dNat’l Bank
(1969).McGrath, 312,v. 109 251 A.2d 336McGrath N.H.

Remanded.

All concurred.


