
SUPREME COURT OF WYOMING

Wendy R. Williams v. Richard Gage, Individually, and Richard Gage,
P.C.

Williams, 2026 WY 30 (Wyo. 2026) · No. S-25-0206 · Decided March 5, 2026

SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court affirmed summary judgment for Richard Gage and Richard Gage, P.C.
in Wendy Williams's legal malpractice action. The court held that the district court did not abuse its
discretion by denying Williams's untimely requests to extend expert-designation and discovery
deadlines because she failed to show good cause and excusable neglect. The court also held that expert
testimony was necessary to establish the standard of care, breach, and causation, and declined to
consider Williams's privacy-related arguments because she had not raised them below.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Williams appealed from the Laramie County District Court's denial of
her motions to extend deadlines and grant of summary judgment for
Gage and Gage, P.C. in a legal-malpractice action.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court abused its discretion by denying Williams's motions to extend the expert-
designation and discovery deadlines.

2. Whether the district court properly granted summary judgment to Gage and Gage, P.C. on Williams's
legal-malpractice claim.

3. Whether the Supreme Court should consider Williams's privacy-law and Wyoming Rule of Civil
Procedure 5.2 arguments raised for the first time on appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court did not abuse its discretion in denying Williams's motions to extend the expert-
designation and discovery deadlines because, having filed the requests after the deadlines expired, she
failed to demonstrate both good cause and excusable neglect.

2. Summary judgment was proper because Williams's failure to designate an expert left her unable to
establish the professional standard of care, breach, or legal causation, and the issues in this case were not
within the common knowledge and experience of laypersons.

3. The court declined to consider Williams's privacy-law and Rule 5.2 arguments because she did not raise
them in the district court and they were neither jurisdictional nor fundamental.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, a district court may extend a deadline for good cause if the request for the extension is made
before the deadline expires. If the request for an extension is made after the original deadline has passed, the
court must also determine whether the failure to meet the deadline is the result of excusable neglect.” (¶ 11)

“To succeed on a legal malpractice claim, the plaintiff must prove three elements by a preponderance of the
evidence.” (¶ 22)

“A party would not need expert testimony only if a lay person’s “common sense and experience are sufficient
to establish the standard of care.”” (¶ 23)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Williams alleged that attorney Richard Gage committed legal malpractice in handling her petition under the
National Vaccine Injury Compensation Program. She claimed Gage failed to include a claim concerning a 2010
vaccination and thereby prevented her from obtaining compensation for injuries allegedly caused or aggravated
by the vaccination. Williams failed to designate a legal-malpractice expert by the scheduling-order deadline and
did not show diligent efforts to obtain one. The district court denied extensions of the relevant deadlines and



granted summary judgment because expert testimony was necessary to establish the standard of care, breach,
and causation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Williams filed a legal-malpractice complaint in January 2024. The district court dismissed her negligent-
infliction-of-emotional-distress claim, leaving a negligence/malpractice claim. After Williams failed to timely
designate a malpractice expert, the district court denied her requests to extend the expert-designation and
discovery deadlines and granted defendants' motion for summary judgment. The Wyoming Supreme Court
affirmed and declined to consider privacy-related arguments raised for the first time on appeal.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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