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STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND OF THE FACTS 

Petitioner adheres to the Statement Of The Case And Of 

The Facts set forth in her Initial Brief On The Merits. 

The parties will again be referred to by their design- 

ation in the trial court below; that is, Petitioner will be 

called "Wife," and Respondent will be called "Husband." 

All emphasis is the writer's unless otherwise 

indicated. 



POINTS ON APPEAL 

POINT I 

BROWARD COUNTY IS THE ONLY PROPER VENUE IN A 
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SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 

THE HUSBAND'S BRIEF ON THE MERITS FAILS TO SET FORTH 

ANY PLAUSIBLE OR PERSUASIVE EXPLANATION AS TO HOW THE "THRIVING 

BUSINESS" OF A NON-PARTY CORPORATION CAN BE CONSIDERED "PROPERTY 

IN LITIGATION" FOR PURPOSES OF DETERMINING VENUE. 

THE HUSBAND'S BRIEF ON THE MERITS FAILS TO SET FORTH 

ANY PLAUSIBLE OR PERSUASIVE EXPLANATION AS TO HOW THE CORPORATE 

VEIL OF A NON-PARTY CORPORATION CAN BE PIERCED WITHOUT DUE 

PROCESS OF LAW. 
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CONCLUSION 

Based upon the reasons and authorities set forth in the 

Initial Brief On The Merits Of Petitioner, Ana Silvia Goedmakers, 

the decision of the District Court of Appeal, Third District, 

should be quashed and the cause remanded with directions to 

reverse the Trial Court's Order with instructions to transfer the 

action to Broward County. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MILLER AND SCHWARTZ, P.A. 
Attorneys for 
4040 Sheridan 

r Miami 62 


