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1. The issue is whether Dan was properly served with service of process. 

Service of process is due to the defendant within 90 days of filing the complaint in court. Proper service of process is serving the defendant with a copy of the summons and complaint in person to the defendant themselves or to an authorized representative or responsible adult at the defendant residence. The person serving the process must be an adult and not a party to the lawsuit. Alternatively, the process can be served at the defendant residence by first-class mail with a copy of the summons and complaint, a waiver for service of process, and a stamped return envelope.

The first attempt to serve Dan was improper because it did not include a copy of the summons and complaint and did not include a prepaid envelope to return the waiver of service of process.

The second attempt to serve Dan was proper because the attorney mailed the required documents to Dan permanent residence and were received by responsible adults who had the authority to accept and transfer the mail to Dan. It is immaterial that the envelope did not disclose the nature of the service of process. 

Therefore, Dan was properly served the service of process.

2. The issue is whether the district court in State C has personal jurisdiction over the corporation.

Personal jurisdiction gives the court the power to haul a defendant into its court. A court has personal jurisdiction over a corporation where the corporation is a citizen of. A corporation is a citizen of the state or states where they are headquarted and their principal place of business. A court also personal jurisdiction where a defendant has been properly served, where there is a long arm state statute allowing for the jurisdiction of an out of state defendant and exercising that jurisdiction would not interfere with due process. Due Process Clause of the Constitution requires fair play and justice when exercising jurisdiction over a defendant. That means that the defendant must have minimum sufficient contacts with the forum jurisdiction that would make it foreseeable that the defendant could be hauled to court there.

Here, the Defendant corporation would be subject to personal jurisdiction in the district court in state C because, although it is only a citizen of state A, it does meet the minimum contacts test and State C long arm statute test. State C long arm statute creates general personal jurisdiction over a corporation registered to do business in State C, which subjects the corporation to the same liabilities and duties as corporations incorporated.
