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SUMMARY

The Florida Fourth District Court of Appeal reversed a final judgment against Aramide Yusuf and
remanded with instructions to dismiss the third-party complaint for lack of personal jurisdiction. The
court held that the complaint did not allege that Yusuf committed a tortious act in Florida under
Florida's long-arm statute, because the alleged conduct occurred in Texas between Texas residents.
The court also rejected jurisdiction based on injury from a separate Florida transaction, vague
conspiracy allegations, or the tracing of funds to Florida.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Yusuf, a third-party defendant, appealed the final judgment entered
against him in favor of Ilunga and the order denying his motion to
dismiss Ilunga's third-party complaint for lack of personal jurisdiction.

STANDARD OF REVIEW De novo review applies to the legal rulings on a nonfinal order
concerning personal jurisdiction; factual findings are reviewed for
competent substantial evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Ilunga's third-party complaint sufficiently alleged that Yusuf committed a tortious act in Florida
under section 48.193(1)(a)2., Florida Statutes, so as to establish specific personal jurisdiction.

HOLDINGS

1. The complaint did not sufficiently allege that Yusuf committed a tortious act in Florida or that Ilunga's
claims arose from tortious conduct in Florida. Because the alleged contribution and fraudulent-
inducement conduct occurred in Texas, and mere injury in Florida or the Florida origin of the funds was
insufficient, Florida lacked personal jurisdiction over Yusuf.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“a majority of the district courts, including this court, have held that mere injury in Florida resulting from a
tort committed elsewhere is insufficient to support personal jurisdiction over a nonresident defendant.” (4)

“This allegation is insufficient to establish personal jurisdiction over Yusuf in Florida for his all-Texas
conduct against a fellow Texas resident.” (5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Starfish Title Agency alleged that a fraudulent email caused it to wire money that ultimately came into Ilunga's
possession. Ilunga alleged that Yusuf, both a Texas resident, induced him to deposit illicitly sourced checks and
wire money to others in Texas, but did not allege that Yusuf entered Florida, communicated with anyone in
Florida, or participated in the original fraud against Starfish. The trial court found that all alleged conduct
between Ilunga and Yusuf occurred in Texas, while nevertheless concluding that the Florida origin of the funds
supported jurisdiction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Starfish sued Ilunga and others for unjust enrichment after money was allegedly diverted through a fraudulent
email and ended up in Ilunga's possession. The trial court allowed Ilunga to add Yusuf as a third-party defendant,
and Ilunga filed claims for contribution and fraudulent inducement. After an evidentiary hearing, the trial court
denied Yusuf's motion to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction; following a nonjury trial, it entered judgment
for Ilunga on the contribution claim. Yusuf appealed the jurisdictional ruling as his sole issue.

DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The trial court must dismiss Ilunga's third-party complaint against Yusuf for lack of personal jurisdiction over
Yusuf.
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