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SUMMARY

The Thirteenth Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed summary judgment for attorneys, an insurer, and
related defendants in an action brought by a bankruptcy trustee. The court held that the trustee waived
challenges to certain summary-judgment grounds and failed to produce evidence raising a fact issue on
the elements of breach of fiduciary duty, fraudulent concealment, causation, or damages. The court
therefore did not address the appellees’ affirmative defenses.

CASE DETAILS

COURT Texas Court of Appeals, Thirteenth District, Corpus Christi–Edinburg

WRITING FOR THE COURT Jaime Tijerina, Chief Justice; Peña, Justice; West, Justice

JURISDICTION Texas Court of Appeals, Thirteenth District, Corpus Christi–Edinburg

DECIDED March 26, 2026

DOCKET 13-24-00472-CV
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STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is reviewed de novo. The reviewing court takes as
true all evidence favorable to the nonmovant, indulges every
reasonable inference, and resolves doubts in the nonmovant's favor.
When the trial court does not specify its grounds, the judgment must
be affirmed if any asserted ground is meritorious. When both parties
move for summary judgment, the reviewing court reviews both sides'
evidence and determines all questions presented. When a motion



asserts both no-evidence and traditional grounds, the no-evidence
grounds are reviewed first.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether summary judgment could be affirmed on the unchallenged ground that Ruggero lacked
standing to assert legal-malpractice claims based on alleged wrongs that did not affect him personally.

2. Whether Ruggero produced no-evidence summary-judgment evidence raising a genuine issue of
material fact on the challenged elements of breach of fiduciary duty and fraudulent concealment.

3. Whether the trial court erred by granting appellees' no-evidence and traditional motions for summary
judgment.

HOLDINGS

1. An appellant who fails to specifically challenge every possible ground supporting summary judgment
waives any error as to the unchallenged grounds, and the appellate court may affirm without reviewing
the merits of the challenged grounds. Because Ruggero did not challenge the standing ground, the court
could affirm on that basis.

2. A nonmovant responding to a no-evidence motion for summary judgment must identify evidence raising
a fact issue on each challenged element. Ruggero failed to do so for breach, causation, damages, and the
elements of fraudulent concealment; therefore, the trial court properly granted no-evidence summary
judgment.

3. The trial court did not err in granting appellees' motions for summary judgment and dismissing
Ruggero's claims.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When the trial court does not specify the grounds for its ruling, a summary judgment must be affirmed if any
of the grounds on which judgment is sought are meritorious.” (at 5)



“An appellant seeking to defeat a no-evidence motion for summary judgment must present evidence raising a
fact issue on each of the challenged elements.” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Christopher Floyd was involved in a 2014 head-on collision that killed two people, and Texas Farm Bureau
insured him under an automobile liability policy. After litigation by the victims' heirs, a jury awarded more than
$11 million, and the heirs and Texas Farm Bureau disputed the amount and manner of tendering policy-limit
payments, leading Texas Farm Bureau to file an interpleader. Ruggero, as trustee for Floyd's bankruptcy estate,
later alleged that the law firm and the other appellees created or participated in a conflict of interest by
representing Floyd and Texas Farm Bureau in connection with the interpleader and thereby caused liability for
post-judgment interest. The appellees asserted that the claims were barred or unsupported, and the trial court
granted summary judgment after Ruggero failed to adequately respond to the asserted grounds and evidentiary
challenges.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Ruggero, as trustee for Floyd's bankruptcy estate, sued the appellees for negligence, gross negligence, breach of
fiduciary duty, knowing participation in a breach of fiduciary duty, fraudulent concealment, and related theories
arising from the handling of an insurance interpleader and post-judgment interest. The appellees moved for
traditional and no-evidence summary judgment, asserting, among other grounds, lack of standing, limitations,
res judicata, collateral estoppel, and failure of proof. The trial court granted summary judgment and dismissed
the claims; the motion for new trial was overruled by operation of law. The court of appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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