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At oral argument appellees intend to rely on Sinochem International Co. LTD. v.

Ma!aysia International Shipping Corp. 127 S. Ct. 1184 (2007), for the propoéition in

that, considering a forum non conveniens dismissal, the court need not first determine its
own jurisdiction when plaintiff's forum choice is not its home forum. Thus, any presumption

in plaintiff's favor would apply with less force.

In Barth v. Barth, 113 Ohio St.3d 27, 862 N.E.2d 496 (2007), the issue of a
party’s residency was required to be determined without considering the motives of a party

with regard to his or her establishment of residency out31de of Oh[o
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r. Linder, Attorney for F’Ialntlff -Appellant, 33 Public Square, Ste. 1600, Cleveland, Ohio
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