Having enough continuous & systematic contacts AND
Substantial importance

CLASS 4 – HELICOPTEROS CASE (10/20/2005)

(Pg 515 – the “” case)
1. A Columbian heli co. crashed a heli in Peru
2. Crash had to do w/ a bus oper run by a pnership out of TX
3. The Columbian co:
1.) Comes to TX to sign a K; 
2.) They ferry a bunch of American (LA) citizens, from TX over to Peru
3.) The come to TX to buy heli 
4.) Do all their training in TX
4. The co is sued by representatives of the estates of the dead people in TX state ct
5. Does the Columbian co have continuous & systematic contacts suff to allow general jd?
6. SCt holds that their contacts are NOT enough
7. SCt adds to the idea of ‘are you contacts continuous & systematic’ the element of substantial importance.  Why?  So that’s it’s fair to sue you for anything you did anywhere in the world
1.) The whole pt of general jd is that b/c your actions are continuous & systematic, it is fair to sue you there for anything you did anywhere in the world 
2.) It is hard to say that merely b/c this Columbian co buys it’s heli in TX, that you can sue them in TX for anything they did anywhere in the world
3.) On the other hand, in Perkins, that co is not doing anything at the moment anywhere other than OH – OH looks like the best place to sue them for anything they did anywhere in the world
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