UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
TENNESSEE, WESTERN DIVISION
Robert Wegner, M.D. v. Tenet Physician Resources, St. Francis
Physician Network, LL.C, St. Francis Hospital, and Tenet Healthcare

Corporation

Wegner - No. 2:25-cv-02389-SHL-atc - Decided February 17, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Tennessee denied Robert Wegner, M.D.’s
motion for reconsideration of the denial of his motion for a temporary restraining order and
preliminary injunction. Applying Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(b), the court held that newly
discovered evidence concerning a December 6, 2025 telephone call did not alter its prior conclusion

that Wegner lacked standing for the requested injunctive relief.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(b) for

reconsideration of the court's prior order denying his motion for a

temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(b), an interlocutory order
may be revised before entry of final judgment. Reconsideration is
traditionally justified by an intervening change in controlling law,
newly available evidence, or the need to correct clear error or prevent
manifest injustice; it should not be used to relitigate previously
considered issues.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential interlocutory district-court order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should reconsider its interlocutory order under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(b)

based on the December 6, 2025 telephone call and related communications.

2. Whether the alleged new evidence altered the court's prior conclusion that Wegner lacked standing to

obtain temporary or preliminary injunctive relief.

HOLDINGS

1. Reconsideration of the prior interlocutory order was not warranted because the December 6 telephone
call was the same type of evidence previously considered and did not establish an intervening change in

law, clear error, manifest injustice, or materially different grounds for relief.

2. The December 6 telephone call did not establish an injury in fact or redressable harm sufficient to give

Wegner standing for the requested extraordinary relief.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Even if Defendants were not already providing the sort of relief that Wegner is requesting, to order them to
do so with an injunction would once again not redress any of the harm Wegner alleges he has suffered.”
(PagelD 494)

“Fielding the occasional phone call from the St. Francis staff and having to inform them that he is no longer
dffiliated with the hospital does not amount to an injury in fact that would warrant putting in place

mechanisms that would help ensure those calls are not made.” (PagelD 495)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Wegner was terminated by St. Francis Hospital on March 20, 2025, and thereafter was no longer employed by
the hospital, did not have hospital privileges, and lacked malpractice-insurance coverage through it. After the
court denied his request for injunctive relief, a St. Francis transfer-center operator called him on December 6,
2025, regarding a life-threatening bariatric emergency. Wegner relied on that call and an undated text exchange
as new evidence that defendants lacked adequate bariatric coverage and that he faced ethical, legal, and
reputational risks. He told the caller that he was no longer employed by St. Francis, lacked privileges and

malpractice coverage, and could not participate in the patient's care.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The court previously denied Wegner's request for a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction after
determining that he lacked Article IIT and prudential standing. Wegner later moved for reconsideration based on
a December 6, 2025 telephone call concerning a bariatric-emergency patient and related communications. The
defendants responded, and the court denied reconsideration.
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