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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Central District of California ordered the plaintiff to show
cause why his patent-related action should not be dismissed without prejudice for improper venue. The
court explained that venue must be established separately for each defendant under 28 U.S.C. §
1400(b) and gave the plaintiff 30 days to identify proper venue, seek transfer, or request dismissal.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court sua sponte issued an order to show cause concerning
whether venue was proper in the Central District of California. The
order required the plaintiff to explain why the action should not be
dismissed without prejudice for improper venue, or alternatively to
explain the propriety of transfer under 28 U.S.C. § 1406(a).

STANDARD OF REVIEW A federal court may raise venue on its own motion, and the plaintiff
bears the burden of establishing that venue is proper.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; the document is a district-court order to show cause and
contains no reporter citation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court may raise the issue of venue sua sponte.

2. Whether plaintiff adequately alleged that venue was proper in the Central District of California under 28
U.S.C. § 1400(b).

3. Whether venue in a patent infringement action must be established separately as to each defendant.

4. Whether plaintiff should be required to show cause why the action should not be dismissed without
prejudice or transferred for improper venue.

HOLDINGS

1. A federal court may raise the issue of venue on its own motion.

2. The plaintiff bears the burden of establishing that venue is proper.

3. In a patent infringement action involving multiple defendants, venue must be established individually as
to each defendant.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Any civil action for patent infringement may be brought in the judicial district where the defendant resides
or where the defendant has committed acts of infringement and has a regular and established place of
business.”

“In patent infringement cases involving multiple defendants, venue must be established as to each defendant.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff, a federal inmate, sued two private attorneys whom he had hired in connection with a patent application.
He alleged that the attorneys withheld a certificate issued by the United States Patent Office, took possession of
the patent without authorization, received monetary benefits from the invention, and refused to communicate
with him. The complaint identified one defendant as residing in Portage, Michigan, and the other as residing in
Kamuela, Hawaii, but did not allege facts establishing venue in the Central District of California.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a motion-complaint on February 3, 2025, asserting claims concerning defendants' handling of his
patent application and patent-related property. He later requested leave to proceed without prepayment of filing
fees. Before screening or resolving the merits, the court examined venue sua sponte and ordered plaintiff to show
cause within thirty days.
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