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SUMMARY

The Washington Supreme Court held that the Trust and Estate Dispute Resolution Act applies to will
contests but does not eliminate the statutory requirement under RCW 11.24.020 to request and serve a
citation. Because Helen Cleveland failed to timely issue and serve the citation on the personal
representative, the court lacked personal jurisdiction and the will contest was time-barred. The court
affirmed dismissal of the contest.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether TEDRA applies to statutory will contests.

2. Whether TEDRA's notice provisions eliminate or modify the citation requirement imposed by RCW
11.24.020.

3. Whether Cleveland's failure to request and serve a citation within the applicable limitations period
deprived the court of personal jurisdiction and required dismissal of the will contest.

HOLDINGS

1. TEDRA applies to will contests because a will contest presents a question arising in the administration
of an estate and therefore constitutes a TEDRA matter.

2. TEDRA does not affect the requirement under RCW 11.24.020 that a party contesting a will request and
serve a citation on the executors, administrators, and other specified parties.

3. Failure to request and timely serve the citation required by RCW 11.24.020 deprives the court of
personal jurisdiction over a party to the will contest.

4. Cleveland's citation, issued and served more than two years after she filed the will-contest petition, was
untimely and could not cure the jurisdictional defect.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A citation is equivalent to a civil summons, conferring personal jurisdiction over a party to a will contest.”
(209)

“Under RCW 11.24.020, a party contesting a will must issue a citation to parties to any existing probate
proceeding.” (212)

“A party contesting a will must satisfy the RCW 11.24.020 citation requirement.” (213)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Robert Kordon executed a will on April 2, 2001, died on April 24, 2001, and his will was admitted to probate the
next day with Leilani Duke appointed personal representative. Kordon's sister, Helen Cleveland, filed a petition
contesting the will on August 24, 2001, but did not request or serve a statutory citation on Duke. Cleveland did
not issue a citation until October 9, 2003, more than two years after filing the petition, and the superior court
dismissed the contest.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Robert Kordon's will was admitted to probate and Leilani Duke was appointed personal representative.
Cleveland filed a petition contesting the will but did not issue a citation to Duke. More than two years later, after
Duke moved to dismiss, Cleveland issued a citation; the superior court dismissed the contest for lack of
jurisdiction. The Court of Appeals ultimately affirmed, and the Washington Supreme Court affirmed, holding
that TEDRA applies to will contests but does not eliminate the statutory citation requirement.

DISPOSITION
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