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SUMMARY

The Tennessee Supreme Court held that Tenn. R. Civ. P. 15.03 permits an amended complaint adding a

governmental entity as a defendant to relate back to the date of the original, timely filed complaint.

The court concluded that applying the relation-back doctrine does not extend the Tennessee

Governmental Tort Liability Act's statute of limitations when the governmental entity received timely

notice and the rule's other requirements are satisfied.
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Plaintiffs sought interlocutory appellate review of the trial court's
denial of their motion under Tennessee Rule of Civil Procedure 15.03
to amend their medical-negligence complaint to add the Jackson
Madison County General Hospital District, a governmental entity, as a
defendant. The Court of Appeals affirmed, and the Tennessee Supreme

Court granted review.

The denial of a motion to amend ordinarily is reviewed for abuse of
discretion. Because the issue concerned interpretation of the scope of
Tennessee Rule of Civil Procedure 15.03, the Supreme Court applied
de novo review with no presumption of correctness for the trial court's

legal determinations.
published precedential opinion of the Supreme Court of Tennessee

Edgar Forrest Doyle, Brenda Doyle v. Jimmy Pratt, M.D., Bolivar

General Hospital, Inc., West Tennessee Health Care, Inc.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Tennessee Rule of Civil Procedure 15.03 permits an amendment adding a governmental entity

as a defendant to relate back to the date of the original complaint.

2. Whether the Tennessee Governmental Tort Liability Act's one-year statute of limitations and sovereign-
immunity provisions preclude application of Rule 15.03 to a governmental entity that received timely

notice of the action.

HOLDINGS

1. Tennessee Rule of Civil Procedure 15.03 applies to governmental entities. An amendment adding a
governmental entity relates back to the date of the original complaint when the Rule's requirements are
satisfied.

2. The doctrine of sovereign immunity does not preclude application of Rule 15.03 when the party sought

to be added by amendment is a governmental entity.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In sum, we hold that the relation back doctrine embodied in Rule 15.03 does not extend or enlarge the
applicable statute of limitations period, for amendments pursuant to the rule are considered filed on the date
of the original, timely pleading, and such amendments only may be made if the Rule's notice requirements are
met.” (49 S.W.3d at 860)

“Thus, no reason exists to preclude application of Rule 15.03 to governmental entities.” (49 S.W.3d at 860)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Edgar Doyle suffered a back injury and was treated at Bolivar General Hospital by Dr. Jimmy Pratt, who
diagnosed urinary incontinence and did not identify the ruptured disk later diagnosed at another hospital. The
Doyles filed a negligence action within the applicable limitations period against Bolivar, Pratt, and West
Tennessee Health Care, among others. After learning that Pratt may have been employed by the Jackson
Madison County General Hospital District, they sought to add the Hospital District as a defendant; the Hospital
District had received service of the original complaint through its agent within the limitations period and within
120 days after commencement.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Doyles filed a negligence complaint against several defendants, including Bolivar General Hospital, Dr.
Jimmy Pratt, and West Tennessee Health Care, Inc. After the defendants disputed Pratt's employment

relationship, the Doyles moved to amend the complaint to add the Jackson Madison County General Hospital



District. The trial court denied the motion as untimely under the Tennessee Governmental Tort Liability Act, and

the Court of Appeals affirmed. The Tennessee Supreme Court reversed and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Reverse the denial of the Doyles' motion to amend their complaint and remand for further proceedings consistent

with the opinion.
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