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GRIMES, whether theissues in this contract case areC.J. The
long-arm statute,300:14, Hampshire’srequirements of NewRSA

defendant, foreignand, so, abeen if thehave met whether
corporation, to enable thehas contacts with this Statesufficient

that, presentjurisdiction hold in theto assert over it. Wecourt
case, jurisdiction attaches.

corporation engaged inplaintiff Hampshire the manu-The is a New
is ain The Canadianof wooden crutches defendantfacture Gilford.

things,brokerage dealing with, amongcompany the sale ofother
essence, a middlemandefendant acts ashardwood veneer. In the

buyers producebetween the which veneer.and Canadian mills
eighteen years business,Over the it has inbeen the defendant has

doingcompaniessold materials to various in thisbusiness State.
Moreover, magazinesthe defendant advertises in certain trade which

Hampshire. Althoughare indistributed New the defendant maintains
agents State, controversy arose,inno or officers this before this one of

plaintiff’sthe defendant’s officers visited the onfacilities at least one
occasion.

original byThe partiescontract between the arose virtue of a letter
plaintiff expressingthe obtainingfrom interest in veneers and re-

questing price quotation. Thereafter,a plaintiff purchasethe sent
orders to the subsequently arrangeddefendant which with a mill for
shipment. plaintiffs purchaseThe routinelyorders stated “[s]ame

.,” specifyingmust arrive reply,. . a date. In the defendant’s
acknowledgments specified Mill,” although“F.O.B. the some also

”stated,expressly date,on line shippinga labeled “to arrive week of
Subsequent change ownershipto a in plaintiff corporationof the in

1978, managementthe new contacted officers of the defendant
regarding purchases. Upon receivingfuture veneer assurances that

outstanding paid,an agreedbalance would acceptbe the defendant to
plaintiff.further orders from the

May 1978, plaintiffIn the purchaseissued a order for four different
load,respect“loads.” With purchaseto each specifiedthe order a

required date of arrival in TheLaconia. defendant returned four
separate acknowledgments, includingeach the term “F.O.B. the Mill”

with date....”stating arriveshippingalso datebut each “[t]oafter
specified. Claiming delivery poor qualitylate and theof tendered
goods, plaintiff brought againstthe damages.suit the defendant for

againstwas bySuit processinstituted the upondefendant service of
secretary pursuantthe of 300:14,state Hampshireto RSA the New

long-arm Appearingstatute. specially, the fileddefendant a motion to
jurisdiction.dismiss for hearinglack of aAfter and recommendation
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by thedeniedwasmotionEsq.), theCarignan,A.by a Master {Robert
seasonably appealed.J.). The defendant{Batchelder,CourtTrial

determining corporationIn whether the defendant is
inquiryHampshire,inamenable to suit New our first is whether the

requirements regarding jurisdictionpersonamof inRSA 300:14 have
Co., 409,Citybeen met. Town Haverhill v. Bank Trust 119 N.H.&of

(1979). OnlyA.2d when that is so must we consider402 185 whether
satisfythe had todefendant contacts with this state sufficient due

See, Woodson,process. e.g., Volkswagen Corp. v. 100World-Wide S.
(1980); Washington,Ct. 559 International 326 310Shoe Co. U.S.v.

(1945).

provides:pertinent part,In RSA 300:14

betoa contractcorporation makesforeignIf a
party in Newby eitherpartinorin wholeperformed

doingbetodeemedbeacts shallsuchHampshire . . .
foreign corporationbyHampshire suchin Newbusiness

.appointment . .equivalent to thebe deemedshalland
to be its ...Hampshire...secretary of Newof stateof the

anyprocess inmay lawfulallbe servedattorney upon whom
—growing contractout of sucharising orfromactions...

jurisdictionthis statute “to allow the exercise of overWe construe
foreign corporations to the full extent of the constitutional limit.”

508,Engineering Liquidating Corp.,v. B L 115 N.H.Associates &
511, 900, Moreover, performance any part(1975). of345 A.2d 902

byHampshire partyin either thereto rendersof the contract New
Cityapplicablethe statute to both. Town Haverhill v. Bank &of

409, 412, 185,Co., (1979).A.2dTrust 119 N.H. 402 187
argues deliveryplaintiff partiesThe that because the envisioned

Laconia,place of business in the contract isof the veneers at its
Hampshire.”performed part in“to be ... in ... New RSAone

defendant, hand,on the other asserts that itsThe300:14.
goodsobligation to a commonended when the were delivered

view,Thus, completedthein its contract wasin Canada.carrier
contention,support of thisIn the defendantthis State.outside

included in“F.O.B. the Mill” itson the termrelies
plaintiffs purchaseacknowledgments orders.to the
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Arguably, agreement governed bythis is New
Hampshire’s Code,version of the RSAUniform Commercial ch.

applies,382-A. parties’That statute agreementabsent the to the
contrary, bearing appropriate“to transactions an relation to this

382-A:l-105(l). by goodsstate.” RSA A contract which are to be
“delivered, shipped Hampshireor received in .” bears suchNew . .

Comments,“appropriatean Hampshirerelation to this Newstate.”
(emphasisRSA added).382-A: 1-105 Even if law were toCanadian

govern agreement, however,the there evidence ofwhere is no
foreign law, presumed Hampshireit is to be in accord with New

390,Garapedian Anderson,common law. Inc. v. 92 31 A.2dN.H.
(1943).371

Code, board,F.O.B., meaningthe on is aUnder free
delivery regarding goods.specifying theterm the seller’s duties

parties displayRSA 382-A:2-319. Unless the some other intent,
expense“F.O.B. the Mill” means that the must bear andseller the

goods Id.;placingofrisk in of seethe the hands a carrier. RSA
382-A:2-504.

here,When, as ofthe contract consists various
documents, partiesof fromthe intent the must be determined all

together. College,the instruments read Bellak v. Franconia 118
313, term,(1978).N.H. 386 A.2d 1266 Aside from the theF.O.B.

goods byplaintiff specified that the must arrive at Laconia a
acknowledgments expresslycertain date. The defendant’s

recognized Moreover, principalthis. the defendant’s stockholder
obligatedand officer that the to havetestified defendant was the

plaintiff’s placeveneer at the business no than theof later
specified dates. It would not have been for theunreasonable

defendant, by expressmaster to that the theconclude virtue of
agreement, dutyofterms the assumed the to deliver veneerthe to

by specified. Services,Laconia the dates Erin Food Inc. v. 688
232,Properties, (1979).119 401 A.2d 201 anN.H. Such outcome

Erskine, (1843).accords with common law. Erskine v. 13 436N.H.

Moreover, plaintiff certainly bythe was bound the contract
perform goodsHampshire. Upon deliveryto in ofNew the in

Laconia, plaintiff obliged acceptthe was to andboth them to make
payment Thus,therefor. thatRSA we hold the382-A:2-507.

requirementscontract in this case satisfied the of 300:14.RSA



200

case,are opinionWe also of the that in the instant the
requirements processof due have been met. World-Wide
Volkswagen Woodson,Corp. (1980);v. 100 S. Ct. 559 International

Washington, years followingShoe v. (1945).Co. 326 InU.S. 310 the
Co.,the decision in International there has been a trendShoe

expanding permissible scope jurisdictiontoward the of State over
foreign corporations. Co.,E.g., McGee v. International Ins. 355Life

(1957). part220U.S. Due in to inthe increase business conducted
lines, change encouraged byacross state this has been the

lessening defending brought byof the burden of such a suit about
transportation.improved andcommunications atId. These222-23.

“developments only generation. . . in theaccelerated sincehave
Woodson,Volkswagenwas decided.” Corp. v.World-Wide[McGee]

supra at 565.
buyers in Newproducts to varioushas soldthe defendantHere

Through ofmediumthelong period of time.Hampshire aover
Moreover, asin this State.journals, has advertiseditvarious trade

deliveringduty atobserved, ofdefendant had thethewe have
Acceptance ofquality ordered.Láconia, quantityof the andveneer

payments thereforegoods in andoccur this Statethese would
plaintiff isHampshire where thefrombe mailed Newwould

Co., 220355Ins. U.S.Internationalresident. See McGee v. Life
(1957).

Volkswagentherefore,case, is unlike World-WideThe instant
theno withcorporate had contactsdefendantCorp. thewhere
thestate, observed thatthe CourtThereOklahoma.forum

state:activity in the forumwhateveron nocarrieddefendants

privileges andthenone ofofThey themselvesavail
thereThey no businesssolicitlaw.of Oklahomabenefits

advertisingthroughsalespersons orthrougheither
thedoesthe Norreach State.reasonably tocalculated

tocars ...they regularly sellthatrecord show
indirectly,theythatorresidentsorcustomersOklahoma

the Oklahomaothers, to serveor seekthrough serve
market.

100 Ct. at TheS. 566. facts of sharpthat are incase contrast to
those of the case of hasbefore us. Here the conduct the defendant

reasonablybeen “such that he should anticipate being intohaled
product simplycourt Id. the sale of a ... is not an[here].” “[I]f
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occurrence, ofisolated but arises from the efforts the
manufacturer, directly indirectly,serve,distributor to or theor^product States, tomarket for its in other it is not unreasonable
subject presentIndeed,init to suit one of those . . .” Id. theStates.

arising directly byone carried on thesuit is out of such activities
Washington,defendant. 310SeeInternational Shoe Co.v. 326 U.S.

(1945).

Hampshire providinginNew has a manifest interest
an effective means of redress for its residents when a seller fails to

goods quantity qualitydeliver here of the ordered on time.and
supra. plaintiffInternationalv. Ins.McGee Co. If the in thisLife

wrongfully any products,payaction had refused of theto for the
Hampshiredefendant would have the benefit of laws andNew

City Company,courts. Town v. 119Haverhill Bank & Trustof
(1979).409,N.H. 402A.2d 185

sum,In we conclude that both the defendant and this
litigation Hampshirehave sufficient contacts with so thatNew
exercising jurisdiction in this case would be consistent with

justice.”play“traditional notions of fair and substantial
Washington, (1945).International Shoe v. 310,Co. 326 U.S. 316 The

properlymotion to dismiss was therefore denied.

Exceptionsoverruled.

All concurred.


