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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina grants the plaintiff leave to
amend his complaint under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 15(a). The court denies the defendant's
motion to dismiss and for judgment on the pleadings without prejudice and directs the clerk to file the
proposed amended complaint.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant moved to dismiss and for judgment on the pleadings under
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 12(b)(1), 12(b)(2), and 12(c).
Plaintiff moved for leave to amend under Rule 15.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Leave to amend under Rule 15(a) should be freely given when justice
so requires and may be denied for prejudice, bad faith, or futility.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; precedential status not stated.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether plaintiff should be granted leave to amend the complaint under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
15(a).

2. Whether defendant's motion to dismiss and motion for judgment on the pleadings should be decided
before the amended complaint was filed.

HOLDINGS

1. Leave to amend should be granted because the record showed no bad faith, no prejudice to defendant,
and no apparent futility or plain insufficiency in the proposed amendment.

2. The motions to dismiss and for judgment on the pleadings were denied without prejudice after leave to
amend was granted.

KEY QUOTATIONS

““[L]eave to amend a pleading should be denied only when the amendment would be prejudicial to the
opposing party, there has been bad faith on the part of the moving party, or the amendment would be futile.””
(at 509)

“*to resolve cases on their merits instead of disposing of them on technicalities.” (at 426)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff sought to clarify his allegations through an amended complaint and removed at least one claim for
relief. The case was at an early stage, and the court found no bad faith by plaintiff, no prejudice to defendant,
and no indication that the proposed amendment was plainly insufficient.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The motions were heard on December 16, 2025, and were ripe for disposition. The court granted plaintiff leave
to amend, directed the clerk to file the proposed amended complaint, and denied defendant's motions to dismiss
and for judgment on the pleadings without prejudice.
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