
790

Rockingham
78-188No.

BaillargeonClifford

v.

Sales,Brodhead Ford Inc.
and
Ford,Dover Inc.

15, 1978November

Flynn, Blanchard,McGuirk & of Blan-(RaymondPortsmouth P.
orally), plaintiff.chard for the

Boynton, Waldron, Aeschliman,Dill & of Portsmouth (Richard E.
Dill orally), for the defendants.

MEMORANDUM

2, 1973, Ford, Dover], pur-On March Dover Inc. [hereinafter
chased the of Brodhead Ford Brodhead],assets Sales [hereinafter
and notified all purchaseddisclosed creditors of Brodhead that it had

suppliedBrodhead’s The notice and ofassets. list creditors’ names
plaintiff.did plaintiffnot include the The suit in Juneinstituted

assumpsit1973 to inrecover for a breach of Service wascontract.
person apparentmade on Brodhead and one “Bob inBrodeur,

charge” of managerBrodhead was in fact the ofDover. business
the attorney, apparently intendingDover at An to enter antime.

appearance Brodhead,on behalf of entered appearancean which was
interpreted by beingsuperior corporatethe court on of bothas behalf
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years attorney forlater that withdrewdefendants. Two-and-one-half
orBrodheadfor eitheronly. appearedno oneBecauseBrodhead

judgments werelist,the defaultpretrial call ofsubsequentaDover at
damages, andofan affidavitagainst Plaintiff filedthem.entered

de-themotion to strike$3,300 Dover’sdamages of were assessed.
trans-exception wascourt, and itsby superiorthedeniedfault was

Bean,byhere J.ferred
originally filedappearancethefact thatnote that but for theWe

to be filedby personnelcourtby attorney was assumedBrodhead’s
inbeen defaulted¿Iso, the would haveof latteron behalf Dover

rather than in 1976.1973
ofno abuse discre­file we findof the and exhibitsUpon a review

Follansbee, 111,N.H. 47Lewellyn 94trial Seeby the court. v.tion
Superior Court Rule 14.(1946);572A.2d

Exceptions overruled.
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v.

Town of Pembroke

17,November 1978

RiggsCasassa, Ryan, Hampton orally),& A.Mulherrin of {David
plaintiff.for the

Quint, byConcord, orally,Wilder of brief and for the defendant.L.

Bois, injunction declaratory judg­petitiona for andJ. This is
Basically application ofchallenges validitythe andplaintiffthement.

growth” byHearing {Bean,Pembroke’s “slow the Courtordinance.


