
SUPREME COURT OF WYOMING

Ted Nobles v. Memorial Hospital of Laramie County, d/b/a United
Medical Center and d/b/a Cheyenne Regional Medical Center and the

Board of Trustees of Memorial Hospital of Laramie County, d/b/a
United Medical Center and d/b/a Cheyenne Regional Medical Center
Ted Nobles v. Memorial Hospital of Laramie County, 2013 WY 66 (Wyo. 2013) · No. S-12-0054 · Decided May

28, 2013

SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court reviewed a summary judgment ruling in a medical malpractice action
involving an alleged brachial plexus injury sustained while the plaintiff was hospitalized. The court
held that evidence raised a factual question about whether Wyoming’s continuous treatment rule
applied, including whether treatment continued until the plaintiff’s discharge. It reversed the district
court’s grant of summary judgment for the hospital.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the continuous treatment rule applied to determine when the medical-malpractice statute of
limitations began to run.

2. Whether Wyoming should recognize a single-act exception to the continuous treatment rule and, if so,
whether it applied to Nobles's claim.

3. Whether summary judgment for the Hospital was proper.

HOLDINGS

1. Wyoming's continuous treatment rule applies beyond misdiagnosis cases and encompasses continuing
treatment for the same or related injury. Where the Hospital continued treating Nobles's shoulder and
arm condition, the act, error, or omission was not complete until termination of that treatment.

2. Wyoming declines to adopt the single-act exception to the continuous treatment rule.

3. Summary judgment for the Hospital was improper because evidence viewed in Nobles's favor
established a genuine issue regarding whether his course of treatment ended upon discharge on March
15, 2008; his March 11, 2010 claim was therefore timely under the continuous treatment rule.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We hold with the foregoing authorities that the act, error or omission which starts the running of the statute
of limitations against medical malpractice actions is the termination of the course of treatment for the same or
related illnesses or injuries.” (¶ 18)

“The continuous treatment doctrine remains applicable in Wyoming.” (¶ 33)

“Because the single act exception is inconsistent with our precedent, not widely accepted, and difficult to
apply, we decline to adopt the single act exception to the continuous treatment rule in Wyoming.” (¶ 44)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Nobles was hospitalized in Cheyenne from December 21, 2007, through March 15, 2008, after suffering acute
respiratory failure and other serious complications. During his intensive-care stay, he developed right shoulder



and arm pain and dysfunction that he attributed to hospital personnel pulling, tugging, or twisting his arm while
moving or repositioning him. The Hospital continued evaluating and treating the shoulder and arm condition,
including imaging and physical and occupational therapy, until his discharge, after which doctors in Washington
diagnosed a brachial plexus injury.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Nobles presented a governmental claim and filed a claim with the Wyoming Medical Review Panel on March
11, 2010. After the Hospital waived panel review and the panel authorized suit, Nobles filed his complaint on
June 11, 2010. The district court treated the Hospital's motion to dismiss or, alternatively, for summary judgment
as a summary-judgment motion, granted judgment for the Hospital, and Nobles appealed.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remanded for further proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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