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plaintiff neces-highway public,the was theimplication was that since
though Thispassage, might restricted.sarily righthad of even it bea

was error.
requests forargued of itshas that threeBy brief the defendant

requesterroneously was sufficient-denied. Its firstinstructions were
conclusivelydid notgiven Since the evidencely in substance.

travel, the seventhin fact tohighway was closedestablish that the
to issuerequestninth anThe relatedrequest properlywas denied.

no claim of reli-plaintiff madeby the Thepresentednot evidence.
uponjustifyhighwaythe to her entranceupon prior overance travel
uponto existedupon claimed haveher conditionsit, but based case

of theperceived in denialNor is thenight the accident. errorthe of
they related, sowhichremaining requests. generalIn the toissues

excep-jury.adequately placed the Thematerial, were beforefar as
accordingly over-arerequests for instructionsto denial oftions the

ruled.

trial.New

Branch, sit: others concurred.J.,C. did not the
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Wynot plaintiffs.orally), forSullivan, Wynot (Mr.&Dolan

Phinney orally), for defendant(Mr.BassSheehan, Phinney &
trustee.

thein case is whetherKenison, issue thisJ. The fundamental
“doing withinDistributing Company was businessProcter & Gamble

asin the manner domesticand “liable samethis state” therefore
questionL., 280, s. “Thecorporations” R. c. 8.process.in trustee

310,N. H.Campbell Corporation,v. 86is one of law.”federal See
controllingasthe decisions311, regardedthis court federalwhere

legalCampbellcase, however, theconvincing. therather than Since
foras the testfiction of has been discardedcorporate “presence”
areforeign corporations. theredetermining jurisdiction Whileover

quantitative,” the de-no or“simplysubstitute mechanicalcriteria
corporate agentsof theprocessmands of met if the activitiesdue are

require corporationthejust” toare such as “to it andmake reasonable
International Shoeto activities.defend the suit in the state of their

“ . . .This decision316, 319,Co. v. 320.Washington, 310,U. S.326
foreign corporationsoverjurisdictionthat the ofproblemindicates

ofSurveyAnnualwill realistically.”more 1945hereafter be treated
U. S.37; Publishing McColgan,v. 328 823.American Law Co.West

toof court makechargeability powerThe the theof trustee andthe
carry intoto effect”may necessaryorders “as be and convenient

(R. whether theL., dependentis on412, 47) process,c. s. trustee
no suchdoing The disclosestrustee was in this state. recordbusiness
it notargued here, isfindings ruling. question has beenor theWhile

questiondischarged that wasclear from to thetrustee’s motion be
Apparently theargued by Superior Court.or thebefore considered
of tothe the courtquestioning only powermotion was asconsidered

In withaccordanceproductionorder outside the state.the of records
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(Hackettv. Rail-having on their meritspractice of cases decidedour
Therequires case be remanded.road, ante, 45), justice that the

doingproving that the trustee wasplaintiff the burden ofwill have
Superiormay, in of theHampshirein and the discretionbusiness New

purposefor and the trusteeevidence thatCourt, introduce additional
contrary.to The court willmay introduce evidence theadditional

rulingguided findings byin International Shoe Co. v.be its and
Washington, U.326 S. 310.

question negative,in the the trusteeIf Trial Court decides thethe
question indischarged. If decides the the affirma-will be the court

productiontive, present calling for the of the trustee’sits order
H.may Company,v. N. 377.records stand. Davis 79

discharged.Case

All concurred.
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