UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA

Kathryn Stagner v. Oklahoma State Health Department et al.

Stagner - No. CIV-25-948-G - Decided March 11, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma denied Defendants’ Motion for
Judgment on the Pleadings under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(c). The Court held that the
motion was premature because Defendants had not yet filed answers, meaning the pleadings were not

closed, and declined to construe the motion as one under Rule 12(b)(6).
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved for judgment on the pleadings under Federal Rule

of Civil Procedure 12(c) after removal from state court, but before

filing an answer.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A Rule 12(c) motion is available only after the pleadings are closed,
although the court has discretion to construe a premature Rule 12(c)

motion as a Rule 12(b)(6) motion.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order; nonprecedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether defendants could obtain judgment on the pleadings under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(c)

before filing an answer.



2. Whether the court should exercise its discretion to construe the premature Rule 12(c) motion as a motion
to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6).

HOLDINGS

1. A motion for judgment on the pleadings under Rule 12(c) is unavailable before all defendants have filed

answers and the pleadings are closed.

2. The court declined to construe defendants' premature Rule 12(c) motion as a Rule 12(b)(6) motion.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“After the pleadings are closed—but early enough not to delay trial—a party may move for judgment on the

pleadings.” (at 1)

“Therefore, “a remedy under Rule 12(c) is not available.”” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff brought an employment-discrimination action against the Oklahoma State Health Department and
Oklahoma Long Term Care Division, alleging federal-question claims including claims under Title VII.
Defendants removed the case to federal court and sought judgment on the pleadings before filing answers to the

state-court petition.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff initiated the action in Oklahoma state court on July 23, 2025. Defendants removed the case to the
United States District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma on August 21, 2025, and filed a Rule 12(c)
motion on August 28, 2025. Because defendants had not answered, the court denied the motion as premature and

declined to construe it as a Rule 12(b)(6) motion.
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