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INTERSCOPE RECORDS; CAROLJNE
RECORDs. INC.; CAPITOL RECO RDS,
] NC. i MAVERICK RECORD [NG
COr.tPAJ.W; WARNER BROTHERS
RECORDS, INC.; LONDON~SIRE
RECORDS, JNC.; UMG RECORDINGS,
lL~C.; SONY MUS] C ENTERT AJNMENT .
INC.; MOTOWN RECORD COMPANY.
L.P.; ARlSTA RECORDS, INC.j
FONOVJSA.INC.; BMG MUSIC;
A 11..ANTIC RECORDING
CORPORA TrON; E LEKTRA
ENTER T .'IN~fENT GROU P, rNc.;
PRJORITYRECORDS LLC; Bad VmGfN
RECORDS AMERICA. IN Co.

Plalntlfr_1

Case No. 6:040.cv~191..orl-nDAB~"".

DOES 1-25,

DeleQdlnts.

ORDER To SHOW CAUSE AI~ IJ RULI~~G Ojll ~"C:ITION

This cause came 011 fQr considerauol1 without ora! argum~nL 011 Lhe following moLion filed

herein:

MOTION: PLAINTIFFS' EX PARTE MOT [ON FOR LEAVE TO
TAKE IMMEDIATE DISCOVERY (Doc. No.3)

FILED: Feb..u nry 17. 2004

THEREON iL is ORDERED that Lhe motion is DENJED y,iLbout prejudice
II to rcnewaJ after col1Sideranon or Plaintiffs' response 10 the Order to Show

I Cause.- -- ,,--



I

,

J

P 1ai nti Frs in this case an 17 recom companies wtl 0 own or license OOPyrlgh15 in 'popular sou nd

Rcordingl in the United States. Plainti ffs have rued s~jt against twenty-fi ve \D1identi tied "John Doe"

Defendants for copyright infiingerrent. Doc. No. I. Plainti& seek leave to serve iaunedillte

discovery on a third.party Intemel Service Provider Lo detcrminethe true idcntilies of the '"John Doe'.

Defendants. Plall1litrsassert lbat venlleand persoB8ljurisdjc1ion iD this District are proper. Doc. No.

1 &1 2. MOll information and belief, personal jlJrisdictioll in this Dlltri<:t js proper because each

Defendant, wi1bout COhSeDt or pennission or the copyright owner, disseminated over tbe InimJet

copyrighted works owned 8IId/or controUed by the Plaintiffs... . [EjlCh Defendant contracted with

811 bltemct Serv ico Pro" ider found in thj I Diltrict to JX'Ovide each DDfendant with the ac~ to the

m1emet which facilitated Defendants' infringing activities." Doc. No.1 at 2. WhiJe pleadings may

be based 011 inforrnalion and belIef rad1er Lball actual knowledge. the assertIons a~ iuadequale to

establish a basil for ex~g personal jurisdiction over any of the DefendSI1ts or for venue to be

proper in this D isLrict

11] addition. the papers submitted do nOtS1lpportjoinderofd1iB group orPllintiftilllDne action

DOl' tbejoir\del'ofmuiliple Defendants

II is ORDERED !hat PlainUtrs shall show cause in writing witJtlJl 11 day. from the date of I

this Order why Ibis case should not be dismilsed for improper joind« o(Plaintitrs and Defendants

IlDd for an madeqllaJe showing that th i5 Court bas personal jurisdiction over tlle DefendaJIts and 1hat

venue is proper.

DON E and ORDERED ill Orlando. P lorida ibis ~ day 0 r March. 2004.

UNITED STATBS MAOISTRATE JUDGE
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