UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
FLORIDA
Kersha Leanie Lampson Hodgson v. Starboard Cruise Services, Inc.,
Celebrity Cruise Line, Inc., International Cruise Shops, Ltd., and
Celebrity Silhouette, Inc.

Lampson Hodgson - No. 25-cv-23669-BLOOM/Elfenbein - Decided April 1, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida grants Defendants’ motions to
dismiss an employment-related maritime injury complaint. The Court holds that the negligence counts
improperly commingle distinct theories of liability, constituting a shotgun pleading, and dismisses the
Complaint without prejudice with leave to amend. The Court also finds that service of process on
Celebrity Cruise Line, Inc. and Celebrity Silhouette was insufficient because Plaintiff served entities

under incorrect names and did not establish service on the proper registered agents.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved under Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 12(b)(4)

and 12(b)(6) to dismiss Plaintiff's maritime employment-injury
complaint for shotgun pleading, failure to state Jones Act claims, and
insufficient service of process. The court granted both motions and
dismissed the Complaint without prejudice, allowing Plaintiff to

amend.

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded factual
allegations as true, draws reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's favor,
and determines whether the complaint states a plausible claim for
relief; legal conclusions are not accepted as true. On a Rule 12(b)(4) or
12(b)(5) motion, the court may make factual findings necessary to

resolve disputed issues concerning service of process.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Complaint was an impermissible shotgun pleading because it commingled multiple distinct
negligence theories in single counts.

2. Whether service of process on Celebrity Cruise Line, Inc. and Celebrity Silhouette, Inc. was ineffective

because Plaintiff served entities under incorrect names through an agent that was not their registered
agent.

3. Whether the Complaint should be dismissed without prejudice with leave to amend.

HOLDINGS

1. The Complaint was an impermissible shotgun pleading because Counts I through III commingled

distinct theories of negligence rather than separating each cause of action or theory of liability into a
separate count.

2. Service of process was insufficient because Plaintiff served the defendants under incorrect names and

did not establish service on an authorized agent or registered agent for the correctly identified entities.
3. Dismissal was without prejudice, and Plaintiff was granted leave to file an amended complaint.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“A complaint that fails to articulate claims with sufficient clarity to allow the defendant to frame a responsive

pleading [violates Rule 8(a)(2) and] constitutes a ‘shotgun pleading.’”

“The Court finds that Counts I-III of the Complaint commit the third type of sin identified by the Eleventh

Circuit in Weiland—failing to separate “into a different count each cause of action or claim for relief.””

“Those documents demonstrate that neither Celebrity nor Silhouette were properly served under their correct
name.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Plaintiff was hired by International Cruise Shops, Ltd. to work as a sales associate aboard the M/V Celebrity
Silhouette, where she alleged that Starboard and Celebrity controlled and supervised her work. She alleged that
repetitive lifting of heavy boxes caused lower-back pain, menstrual bleeding, and abdominal pain, and that
shipboard medical personnel diagnosed endometriosis and dysmenorrhea while allegedly disregarding her back-
pain complaints. Plaintiff was later medically disembarked and diagnosed in Nicaragua with grade-four
endometriosis, and she alleged that Defendants failed to provide adequate medical care, maintenance, and cure.
She served Celebrity Cruise Line, Inc. and Celebrity Silhouette through CT Corporation, which rejected service

because it was not the registered agent for the entities identified.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a maritime employment-related injury complaint asserting Jones Act negligence, unseaworthiness,
maintenance and cure, and medical-care claims against four defendants. Starboard and ICS filed one motion to
dismiss, while Celebrity and Celebrity Silhouette filed another. After briefing, the district court granted both
motions, dismissed the Complaint without prejudice, and permitted an amended complaint by April 14, 2026.

DISPOSITION

dismissed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

No remand. Plaintiff may file an Amended Complaint no later than April 14, 2026. If Plaintiff refers to an
Employment Agreement or employment contract in the amended complaint, she must attach it. Plaintiff must
also properly serve each improperly served defendant pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 4.
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