UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF

FLORIDA, TAMPA DIVISION

Joel Price v. The Individuals, Partnerships, and Unincorporated

Associations Identified on Schedule A

Price - No. 8:25-cv-3398-KKM-AEP - Decided February 4, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida ordered Plaintiff Joel Price to show

cause why all defendants except the first defendant listed on Schedule A should not be severed and

dismissed. The order expressed concern that the alleged trademark infringement claims did not satisfy

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 20's requirements for permissive joinder because the complaint did

not allege that the defendants were related or acted jointly.
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The court, on its own review of a trademark-infringement complaint
against 102 anonymous defendants, ordered the plaintiff to show cause
why all defendants other than the first Schedule A defendant should

not be severed and dismissed for improper joinder.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the allegations were sufficient to establish that the 102 defendants could be joined in one action
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 20(a)(2).

2. Whether Price should be required to show cause why defendants other than the first Schedule A

defendant should not be severed and dismissed for improper joinder.

HOLDINGS

1. Rule 20(a)(2) requires both that the asserted right to relief against the defendants arise from the same
transaction, occurrence, or series of transactions or occurrences, and that a common question of law or

fact arise in the action.

2. Alleging that multiple defendants committed the same type of trademark or intellectual-property
violation, without allegations connecting the defendants through related conduct or joint action, does not

by itself satisfy Rule 20's transaction-or-occurrence requirement.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Simply committing the same type of violation in the same way does not link defendants together for the

purposes of joinder.” (Order)

“a plaintiff cannot satisfy Rule 20’s requirements merely by alleging that multiple defendants have infringed
the same intellectual property.” (Order)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Price alleged that 102 anonymous defendants infringed the same trademark. The complaint did not allege that
the defendants were related or acted jointly. The asserted commonalities were that the defendants allegedly

violated the same trademark and that some products appeared similar or identical.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Joel Price filed a trademark-infringement action on December 12, 2025, naming 102 anonymous defendants by
Seller IDs in a sealed Schedule A. Before proceeding further, the district court questioned whether the

defendants were properly joined under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 20 and issued an order requiring Price to
show cause by February 6, 2026.
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