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An airline is incorporated in State A, where its corporate headquarters are located. The facility where it receives and processes online and telephone reservation requests is located in State B. It employs 150 people at that facility. The airline's base of physical operations, including its transport hub and major maintenance facility, is in State C, where more than 12,000 of its 15,000 employees are located. The airline serves States A and C but not State B. 
In August, a woman who lived in State C called the reservation center in State B to obtain a round-trip ticket for the woman to fly between State C and State A in early September.  
In early September, the woman used the ticket to fly to State A. The purpose of her trip was to hunt for an apartment in State A, where she was planning to start working at a new job that was set to begin in December. The woman found an apartment and signed an agreement to rent the apartment for one year, starting on December 1.  
On the woman's return flight from State A to State C, a mechanical failure forced the plane to make an emergency landing in State A. The woman suffered serious and permanent injuries during the emergency landing and was hospitalized for three weeks in State A. Upon leaving the hospital, she returned to her home in State C. Because of the injuries she suffered, the woman has been unable to work, and she has received an indefinite deferral of the starting date for her job in State A. She continues to live in State C, where she has lived her entire life, although she hopes one day soon to move to the apartment in State A and begin working at her new job.  
The woman has retained an attorney, who recommended filing a personal injury claim against the airline in State B because of the larger awards that State B juries tend to give in such cases. Accordingly, the woman sued the airline in federal court in State B, making a state-law tort claim for damages in excess of $1 million for the injuries she suffered during the plane's emergency landing.  
The airline promptly filed a motion to dismiss for lack of subject-matter and personal jurisdiction.  
State B's long-arm statute allows its courts to exercise personal jurisdiction to "the maximum extent allowed by the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution."  
How should the federal district court rule on the motion to dismiss? Explain.
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