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Lawrence S. Katz is a Fellow in The International Academy of Matrimonial 
Lawyers (IAML)1. He focuses his practice on family law, complex jurisdictional 
issues, interstate and international family law as well as child abduction. He has 
practiced law for over four decades. 
He has been counsel of record, mentored or consulted in over 250 Hague 
Convention and child abduction cases.  Mr. Katz was the first and in the majority 
of cases, the only U.S. attorney to recover children from: Turkey, (non-Hague) 
Iran, Saudi Arabia and Japan (using “Special Family Circumstances”) as well as 
to return children to Haiti, Jamaica, the Bahamas and Russia. Mr. Katz also 
conducted the first mediation in a Hague case in a pilot program for NCMEC and 
the U.S. Dept of State in November 2005. He continues to mediate.  
Mr. Katz has lectured and published on international relocation. In 2008, he 
successfully represented 3 clients in international relocation cases and served as 
a Guardian ad Litem in a fourth case where he was responsible for drafting the 
relevant portions of the agreement  and final decree with respect to relocation, 
jurisdiction and enforcement. The 4 mothers were authorized to relocate with 
their young children to: Germany, Belgium and Israel. In 2009, he represented 
mothers who were authorized to relocate with their children to the United 
Kingdom and France. In 2010-11 and again in 2012, he represented a Foreign 
Service Officer of the U.S. Dept. of State who was permitted to relocate with her 
child to France. He frequently represents clients in interstate relocation cases. In 
2012 he testified as an expert and prepared provisions of the final judgment (7 
pages) permitting a mother to relocate to Argentina with her two minor children. 
Mr. Katz has testified on numerous occasions as an expert witness in 
international matters especially concerning the Hague Abduction Convention, 
relocation, abduction factors/profiles, drafting and enforcement of court orders In 
July 2013, he was an expert that prevented vacation travel of children to Brazil 
and Japan. He has been requested by various courts to do so. In addition, he 
serves as co-counsel, drafter of provisions of agreements, court orders, 
judgments or consultant in international abduction cases, preventive measures, 
travel, relocation, and complex jurisdictional matters. 

                                            
1 “The IAML is a worldwide association of practicing lawyers who are recognized by their peers as the 
most experienced and expert family law specialists in their respective countries” www.iaml.org 
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EDUCATION 
J.D., University of Miami, 1968 Phi Alpha Delta 
Law Fraternity 
B.B.A., University of Miami 1965 
Phi Epsilon Pi Fraternity, President 

ADMISSIONS 
Mr. Katz was admitted to the Florida Bar in 1968 and to the Florida Supreme Court, 
U.S. District Court, Southern District of Florida and the U.S. Court of Appeals, 5th 
Circuit; 1971, U.S. Supreme Court; 1980, U.S. District Court, Middle District of Florida; 
1981, U.S. Court of Appeals, 11th Circuit; and, 1996, U.S Court of Appeals 3rd Circuit. 

ACTIVITIES AND LECTURES 
Lecturer, "Records and the Abducted Child," Children's Records Law in Florida, 1999, 
2000, 2001. 
Lecturer, Twelfth Annual Nuts and Bolts of Divorce, DCBA Family Courts Committee 
(2005). “Economic Injunctions/Freeze Orders Domestic and Foreign.” 
Lecturer, “Abduction Factors and Fla. Stat. §61.45 as it Concerns International 
Visitation and Child Custody,” First Family American Inn of Court (2006). 
Lecturer, Family Law Update 19th Judicial Circuit in St. Lucie County, Florida (2007), “Int'l 
Child Abduction: Returning Kids Home & Making the Abductor Pay Through Hague or 
UCCJEA." 
Lecturer, “Cross-Border Family Mediation with an Emphasis on the 1980 Hague 
Convention on the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction” sponsored by the 
University of Miami School of Law and the National Center for Missing and Exploited 
Children (NCMEC) (February 2008) 
Participant, ICARA 15 Symposium. Office of Children’s Issues, Department of State, 
2003. 
Attended the Fifth meeting of the Special Commission to Review the Operation of the 
Hague Convention of 25 October 1980 on the Civil Aspects of International Child 
Abduction held at the Hague, Netherlands 2006. 
Member of Study Group of the Secretary of State Advisory Committee of Private 
International Law considering the 1996 Hague Protection of Children Convention, 2007. 
Lecturer, “From Ferreting to Fetching: How to Find, Freeze and Retrieve Marital Assets 
Hidden Abroad,” ABA Section of Family Law, 2009 Spring CLE Conference. 
Lecturer, “Moving from Kansas to Oz: Competing Paradigms and Practical Issues in 
International Child Custody Relocation Cases,” Association of Family and Conciliation 
Courts (AFCC), 46th Annual Conference, May 2009. 
Lecturer, “Transnational Families: Where International Law and Family Law Intersect,” 
2009 Florida College of Advanced Judicial Studies. 
Lecturer, “Mediating International Child Abduction Cases and Other High Conflict Cross-
Border Custody Disputes,” ABA Section of International Law, 2009 Fall CLE 
Conference. 



3 
 

Lecturer, “Alternative to the Hague by Returning Kids Home and Making the Abductor 
Pay Through the UCCJEA”, U.S. Chapter of the IAML, 2011 Annual General Meeting.  
Observer/attendee on behalf of IAML (NGO) at the Sixth meeting of the Special 
Commission to Review the Operation of the Hague Convention of 25 October 1980 on 
the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction and the Hague Convention of 19 
October 1996 on Jurisdiction, Applicable Law, Recognition, Enforceability and 
Measures for the Protection of Children held at the Hague, Netherlands, June, 2011. 
Lecturer, “Case Study: Application to Remove a Child From the Jurisdiction”, IAML, 
2011 Annual General Meeting held at Harrogate, U.K., September 2011.  
Lecturer, “1980 Hague Convention”, Lunch and Learn Seminar Sponsored by Family 
Court Services, October 2011. 
Observer/attendee on behalf of IAML (NGO) at the Sixth meeting of the Special 
Commission to Review the Operation of the Hague Convention of 25 October 1980 on 
the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduction and the Hague Convention of 19 
October 1996 on Jurisdiction, Applicable Law, Recognition, Enforceability and 
Measures for the Protection of Children held at the Hague, Netherlands, January, 2012. 
Lecturer, “Representing the Abducting Parent”, Japanese Symposium, IAML, U.S. 
Chapter held at Minneapolis, MN, June 2012. 
Lecturer, “Enforcement of Mediated Agreements”, Japanese Symposium, IAML, U.S. 
Chapter held at Minneapolis, MN, June 2012. 
Lecturer, “International Enforcement of Mediated Agreements: Properly Structuring Your 
Agreements for Enforcement Success.”, IAML, U.S. Chapter held at Minneapolis, MN, 
June 2012. 
Lecturer, “Mediating Hague Abduction Cases.” Phoenix Symposium, IAML, U.S. 
Chapter, held at Carefree, AZ, February 2013. 
Upcoming Lectures:  
Lecturer, “International Relocation”, IAML Hague Symposium, held at Colegio Puplico 
de Abogados de Capital Federal, Buenos Aires, Argentina, September 2013. 
Lecturer, “Domestic Violence and the Article 13(b), Grave Risk Defense”, IAML Annual 
Meeting held at Buenos Aires, Argentina, September 2013. 

PUBLICATION 
Author, “When the? Involves an International Move, The Answer May Lie in Retaining 
U.S. Jurisdiction,” ABA Section Family Law, Family Advocate Spring 2006. 

AWARDS AND RECOGNITIONS 
Super Lawyers 2010, 2011, 2012 and 2113 (Top Attorneys in Florida). Florida 
Trend, the State’s Legal Leaders. Florida Legal Elite 2009-2013. The First Family 
Law American Inns of Court Awards for Service (2008-10). Awards of Merit from the 
National Center for Missing and Exploited Children and the U.S Department of State 
Certificate of Appreciation for Extraordinary Assistance to Hague Convention 
Applicants. "AV" rated by Martindale Hubbell since 1976. Certificate of 
Recognition from ABA, Section of Family Law for Service as Chair of the 
International Law Committee. Listed in the Bar Register of Preeminent Lawyers. 
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Supreme Court Certified Family Mediator. Listed in “Who’s Who in America, 
World and Law”.  

MEMBERSHIPS 
Fellow, International Academy of Matrimonial Lawyers (IAML), Board of Managers 
and Chairman of Committee on Hague Conventions (2012-present): U.S. Chapter of 
the IAML, Delegate to IAML 2010-2013, Chairman of the Committee on Hague 
Conventions (2010-present) and member of the Admissions Committee (2010-
present): First Family Law American Inn of Court, President (2009-10): American 
Bar Association: Family Law Section, International Law Committee, Chairman 
(2007-9) and Immediate Past Chairman (2009-2011), Domestic Violence 
Committee, Vice Chairman (2009-2011); International Law Section, Family Law 
Committee, member of Steering Committee; Florida Bar Association: former 
member; Continuing Legal Education, Children's Issues Committees, Legislation, 
Mental Health in Litigation, and Domestic Violence Committees; Mentor, 
International Child Abduction Attorney's Network (ICAAN) and the U.S. Department 
of State, Office of Children’s Issues Attorney Network; Member, International 
Society of Family Law; and, Member, Association of Family and Conciliation Courts. 

REPORTED FAMILY CASES 
Hanley v. Roy, 485 F.3rd 641 (11th Cir. 2007) (return to Ireland and held that district 
court made a “mockery” of Convention refusing to order the return of children to 
grandparents/guardians). 
 
Dallemagne v Dallemagne, 440 F. Supp. 2d 1283 (M.D. Fla. 2006) (return to France 
and provides an excellent analysis of burden of proof and defenses). 
 
Angulo Garcia v. Fernandez Angarita, 440 F. Supp. 2d 1364 (S.D. Fla. 2006) (return 
to Colombia and held, in part, that consent to travel is invalid if procured by fraud). 
 
Leslie v. Noble, 377 F.Supp. 2d 1232 (S.D. Fla. 2005) (held that father had rights of 
custody before, during and after paternity court proceedings in Belize).  
 
In Re Cabrera, 323 F.Supp.2d 1303 (S.D. Fla. 2004) (return to Argentina the court 
found equitable tolling and held that a child should be returned rather than threatened 
with possible deportation).  
 
In Re Arison-Dorsman, U.S. Dist. Lexis 9861, 32 Media L. Rep. 1699 (S.D. Fla. 2004) 
(return ordered to Israel: record should not be sealed). 
 
Marcos v. Haecker, 915 So.2d 703 (Fla. 3rd DCA 2005) (international paternity case 
involving Spain, Mexico and Florida where a motion to quash service of process was 
affirmed on appeal). 
 
Dyce v. Christie, 17 So.3rd 892 (Fla. 4th DCA 2009) (expedited enforcement of final 
decree from Jamaica, child abduction, collateral attack of foreign judgment and due 
process of law). 
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Abdo v. Ichai, 34 So.3rd 13 (Fla. 4th DCA 2010) (PCA affirmed order permitting mother to 
relocate to France, retaining habitual residence in the United States and transferring 
jurisdiction to California).  
 
Sarpel v. Eflanli, 65 So.3rd 1080 (Fla. 4th DCA 2011) (Temporary absence and the 
establishment of “home state” subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to the U.C.C.J.E.A. 
and anti-suit injunction preventing the former wife from attempting to modify the final 
judgment from Florida and “mirror orders” entered in Turkey).  

















 
CHAPTER 61.13001 - FACTORS 

 
 
(a ) The nature, Quality, extent of involvement and duration of the child's relationship 
with the parent or other person proposing to relocate with the child and with the non-
relocating parent, other persons, siblings, Half-siblings and other significant persons in 
the Child's life. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(b) The age and developmental stage of the children, the needs of the child, and the 
likely Impact the relocation will have on the child's physical, educational and emotional 
development, taking into consideration any special needs of the child.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



( c ) The feasibility of preserving the relationship between the non-relocating parent or 
other person and the child through substitute arrangements that take into consideration 
the logistics of contact, access and timesharing,  as well as the financial circumstances 
of the parties; whether those factors are sufficient to foster a continuing meaningful 
relationship between the child and the non-relocating parent or other person; and the 
likelihood of compliance with the substitute arrangements by the relocating parent or 
other person once he or she is out of the jurisdiction of the Court. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(d) The child's preference, taking into consideration the age and maturity of the child.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
( e ) Whether the relocation will enhance the general quality of life for both the parent or 
other person seeking the relocation and the child, including, but not limited to, financial 
or emotional benefits or educational opportunities.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



( f ) The reasons each parent or other person is seeking or opposing the relocation.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
( g ) The current employment and economic circumstances of each parent or other 
person and whether the proposed relocation is necessary to Improve the economic 
circumstances of the parent or other person seeking the relocation of the child.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(h) That the relocation is sought in good faith and the extent to which the objecting 
parent has fulfilled his or her financial obligations to the parent or other person seeking 
relocation, including child support, spousal support and marital property and marital 
debt obligations. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(i) The career and other opportunities available to the objective parent or other person If 
the relocation occurs.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



(j) A history of substance abuse or domestic violence as defined in Section 741.28 or 
which meets the criteria of Section 39.806(1)(d), by either parent, including a 
consideration of the severity of such conduct and the failure or success of any attempts 
at rehabilitation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(k)  Any other factor affecting the best interest of the child or as set forth in Section 
61.13. 



	
  

	
  

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR 
PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA 

	
  

IN RE: THE MARRIAGE OF 
	
  
JOHN E. ABDO, JR., 

Petitioner/Husband , 
and                                                                CASE NO: xxxxxxxxxx 
	
  

HELENE ICHAI, 
Respondent/Wife. 

 
	
  

FINAL JUDGMENT OF DISSOLUTION OF MARRIAGE 
 

This case proceeded to a final hearing on the Husband's Petition for Dissolution 

of Marriage and the Wife's Counter Petition for Dissolution of Marriage.  The Court 

finds that it has jurisdiction over the parties and the marriage. Both parties were present 

and were well represented by counsel. The Husband is represented by xxx and the Wife is 

represented xxx and Lawrence Katz, Esquire.  The facts are as follows: 

*** 

While the parties last lived together as Husband and Wife in Boca Raton, Florida, the 

Husband has relocated for employment to California.  The Wife would like to be able to return 

to France.  Both parties have offered proposed parenting plans with the children residing with 

them. The Husband proposes that the children reside with him and the Wife either resides in 

California, resides in Florida, or returns to France.  The Wife proposes that the children reside 

with her either in France or in Florida…. 

*** 
 

By the time the case proceeded to trial, the two main issues in the case involved 

the residence of the children pursuant to F.S. 61.13(3) and the relocation of the Wife 

pursuant to F.S. 61.1300 1 effective October 1, 2009…. 



	
  

  
*** 

Accordingly, based .upon the foregoing factual background, the Court has considered 

the evidence pr esented, the arguments of counsel, and the applicable case law. The Court 

makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of law and it is: 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED as follows: 
 

*** 
 

RELOCATION & TIMESHARING 
 

Each parent seeks relocation in this case. Palm Beach County, Florida has always 

been the primary residence and the home state of the children.  By temporary Order, the 

Wife has had the primary residence of the children in Florida. As noted, the Husband has 

already voluntarily relocated himself more than 50 miles outside of Palm Beach County, 

Florida to the State of California. The Court addresses Relocation pursuant to F.S. 

61.13001, effective October 1, 2009. 

 the feasibility  of preserving the relationship between the non-relocating parent or 

other person and the child through substitute arrangement that take into consideration the 

logistics of contact, access and timesharing, as well as the financial  circumstances of the 

parties, whether those factors  are sufficient to foster a continuing, meaningful relationship 

between the child and the non-relocating parent or other person and the likelihood of 

compliance with the substitute arrangements by the relocating parent or other person once 

he or she is out of the jurisdiction of the Court. 

Because of the Husband’s relocation to California and the collapse of the 

marriage, there would be little doubt that the Husband would have less timesharing 

than if he had remained in Florida.  Notwithstanding, the Court finds that Husband will 



	
  

still enjoy similar and significant timesharing with the children if the Wife relocates 

from Florida. 

The Husband will be able to communicate with the children through the use of 

webcam on a daily basis.  The Court believes that the relocating parent will comply 

with all Court Orders and has demonstrated that she will comply with the Orders of 

this Court. Each party has the financial resources backing them to allow for 

meaningful contact as evidenced by the amount of money spent on this litigation, 

which has been far in excess of a half million dollars.  In addition, the Husband was 

able to travel almost every other weekend from California to Florida to exercise his 

timesharing. Finally, while the Husband has his mother who lives in England and 

France, the Wife has no one in the United States. 

 
Accordingly, having considered the evidence presented in connection with the 

foregoing statutory factors, the Court finds itself with the unpleasant task of either 

moving small children across the Country or across the Atlantic Ocean.  While one of 

the Wife's proposed parenting plans is to leave the children with the Wife in Florida, 

even the Husband suggested in the closing argument that the Court should not leave 

them in Florida. The Court finds that it is in the best interest of the minor children to 

grant the Wife's request for relocation to France with the minor children. 

The relocation will be subject to the following conditions and shall not take 

place for at least Sixty (60) Days from the date of this Final Judgment: 

A. The Wife must post a bond or other security in the amount of $100,000 

which shall remain until further court order, prior to relocating with the children, as a 

means of enforcing compliance with this Order and to be used as a sanction if she 



	
  

willfully fails to comply with this Order as it pertains to timesharing issues. 

B. Prior to any relocation, the Wife shall register this Final Judgment of 

Dissolution of Marriage with the proper authorities or court in France. The Wife 

represented that they have retained counsel to accomplish this and she shall furnish 

proof that the registration has taken place to the Husband's counsel. The Wife must 

show the Husband proof that a mirror order has been established in France prior to any 

relocation. 

*** 

 
The State of Florida is presently the home state and habitual residence of the minor 

children and after their relocation, the State of California will become the habitual 

residence of the minor children, within the meaning of Article 3 of the Convention.  It is 

anticipated that State of California will have the significant contacts with the minor 

children.  The minor children's home environment in France and the State of California will 

not expose them to physical or psychological harm, or otherwise place the minor children 

in an intolerable situation within the meaning of Article 13 of the Convention.  Any absence 

from the State of California shall be a temporary absence and shall not cause the State of 

California to lose its status as the habitual residence of the minor children. 

The Final Judgment of Dissolution of Marriage ratifying this Agreement and 

incorporating the Parenting Plan is a custody determination/decree in conformance with 

and complies with the Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act 

("UCCJEA") of the State of Florida. 

The children are residents and domiciliaries of the State of Florida, United States, 

and will become residents and domiciliaries of the State of California, which will become 



	
  

	
  

their habitual residence after their relocation to France as provided herein. 

 The home state of the children is the State of Florida pursuant to the UCCJEA 

and United State law.  The State of Florida will no longer be the home state of the 

children after their relocation to France.  The home state and habitual residence of 

the children will become the State of California pursuant to the UCCJEA since the 

children's residence would be in the State of California for more than ten weeks per 

year that they will be habitual residents of that state and not France.  This Court has 

formulated its opinion that the State of California will be the home state and habitual 

residence, as opposed to France where the children will reside for the majority of the 

year, pursuant to the case of  In Re The Marriage of  Lasich, 99 Cal. App . 4, 121 Cal. 

Rptr. 2d 356 (2002). 

*** 
 

The Court reserves jurisdiction to enforce and/or modify this Final Judgment and 

to enter any other Orders that may be just and proper. 

 DONE AND ORDERED at Delray Beach, Palm Beach County, Florida this 

26th day of October, 2009.  

      /s/        
      CHARLES E. BURTON 
     Circuit Judge "  
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