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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky granted Amazon.com Services,
LLC's motion for judgment on the pleadings in Stephen R. McPherson's pro se action alleging
workplace harassment. The court held that the claim, construed under KRS 446.070 and KRS
525.070(1)(e), was time-barred under Kentucky's one-year limitations period for personal injury
claims and alternatively failed to plausibly allege the requisite intent or lack of legitimate purpose. The
court denied McPherson's motion to compel discovery as moot and ordered the case closed.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether plaintiff's harassment claim under KRS 446.070 and KRS 525.070(1)(e) is time-barred under
the one-year statute of limitations for personal injury claims.

2. Whether plaintiff's complaint states a plausible claim for harassment under KRS 446.070 and KRS
525.070(1)(e).

HOLDINGS

1. The essence of plaintiff's allegations is bodily injury, making his claim essentially a common law
personal injury claim subject to the one-year statute of limitations under KRS 413.140(1)(a).

2. Plaintiff fails to state a claim because he does not plausibly allege that Amazon acted with intent to
harass or that Amazon's actions served no legitimate purpose.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“McPherson merely alleges that Amazon subjected him to disciplinary processes for failing to meet expected
productivity requirements, and that Amazon provided him training to improve productivity.”

“These allegations are not enough to 'raise a right to relief above the speculative level.'”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff, a registered sex offender, was hired by Amazon as an outbound picker. After management discovered
his status, he alleges Amazon created a hostile environment through physical and verbal harassment,
overworking him to force resignation. He received write-ups for low productivity, suffered physical pain in feet,
back, and hands, and eventually stopped working after his third write-up on January 19, 2023.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Pro se plaintiff filed complaint alleging wrongful termination and harassment. Court performed initial review
under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B), dismissed some claims but allowed harassment claim under KRS 446.070 and
KRS 525.070(1)(e) to proceed. Defendant moved for judgment on the pleadings; plaintiff responded and moved
to compel discovery.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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