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SUMMARY

The Texas Supreme Court held that Texas does not recognize a cause of action for intentional

interference with inheritance, resolving a split among the courts of appeals. The court reasoned that

existing remedies—including probate law, constructive trusts, restitution, and established torts—

adequately redress wrongful interference with expectancies, and that recognizing the tort would

conflict with statutory probate procedures and the principle of freedom of disposition. The decision

overrules prior appellate cases that had recognized the tort.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Texas recognizes a cause of action for intentional interference with inheritance.

HOLDINGS

1. There is no cause of action in Texas for intentional interference with inheritance. Existing law affords
adequate remedies for the wrongs the tort would redress, and the tort would conflict with Texas probate

law.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because existing law daffords adequate remedies for the wrongs the tort would redress, and because the tort
would conflict with Texas probate law, we hold that there is no cause of action in Texas for intentional

interference with inheritance.” (at 1)

“The tort of intentional interference with inheritance is not recognized in Texas. The decisions of the courts of

appeals to the contrary are overruled.” (at 21)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jack Archer executed a will in 1991 leaving the bulk of his estate to his brother's children (the Archers). After a
stroke in 1998, his friend Ted Anderson, an attorney, obtained powers of attorney and attempted to change Jack's
estate plan to disinherit the Archers and leave everything to charities. Anderson hired attorneys who drafted new
wills and trusts disinheriting the Archers, despite doubts about Jack's mental capacity. The Archers instituted
guardianship proceedings and later sued for declaratory judgment to set aside the documents, settling with the
charities. They then sued Anderson's estate for intentional interference with inheritance, seeking damages

including attorney fees and settlement costs.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Archers sued Anderson's estate for intentional interference with inheritance. The jury found in favor of the
Archers, and the trial court rendered judgment on the verdict. The court of appeals reversed and rendered
judgment for Anderson, holding that Texas does not recognize the tort. The Texas Supreme Court granted

review.
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