NOT FI NAL UNTI L TIME EXPI RES
TO FI LE REHEARI NG MOTI ON
AND, | F FILED, DI SPOSED CF.

I N THE DI STRI CT COURT OF APPEAL
OF FLORI DA

THI RD DI STRI CT

JANUARY TERM A.D. 2002

MARI O J. M RANDA, al/k/a **
MARI O M RANDA ARRI NDA,
* *
Appel | ant,
* %
VS. CASE NO. 3D01-2671
** LOVER TRI BUNAL NO. 01- 2670
GLAMOUR FOOTWVEAR, CORP.,
* %
Appel | ee. o

Opinion filed June 16, 2002.

An appeal fromthe Circuit Court for Dade County, Florida,
Anmy N. Dean, Judge.

Mari Sanpedro-1lglesia and Jose R Iglesia, for appellant.

Lopez & Best and Virginia M Best, for appellee.
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PER CURI AM

Appellant Mario J. Mranda challenges the in personam
jurisdictionthe trial court found hi msubject to by virtue of the
Fl ori da Long ArmStatute. The crux of our agreenent withthe trial
court isthat it was M randa hi nsel f who approached W I fredo Agusti
of the appell ee corporationto solicit and negoti ate the purchase

of shoes. M randa physically was i n the appellee's office in Dade



County, | ooked over the stock and t ook sanpl es of the shoes back to
Costa Rica. One check was drawn by M randa on a Dade County bank
payabl e to appellee, and it was M randa who cal |l ed Agusti to offer
to sign a personal guarantee to ensure @ anour's shi pnment of shoes
after the purchaser in Costa Rica defaulted. Consequently, the
argument that nost of the paynents were made by checks in Costa
Rica is unavailing. As the trial judge concluded, by Mranda's
actions, he should have reasonably anticipated being haled into

court in Florida. See Venetian Salam Co. v. Parthenais, 554 So.

2d 499, 500 (Fla. 1989); 8911 Normandy Beach, Inc. v. Kearns, 739

So. 2d 156, 157 (Fla. 3d DCA 1999); Wrld Class Yachts, Inc. v.

Mur phy, 731 So. 2d 798, 799 (Fla. 4th DCA 1999); Hachette G oupe

Livre v. 3 Dol phinlndus. Corp., 717 So. 2d 622 (Fl a. 3d DCA 1998);

Law O fices of Evan |. Fetterman v. Inter-Tel Inc., 480 So. 2d

1382, 1386 (Fla. 4th DCA 1985).

Affirned.



