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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Kentucky affirmed the Court of Appeals' denial of Debra Goff's petition for a

writ of mandamus seeking dismissal of an estate-related action in Jefferson Circuit Court. The court

held that the circuit court had subject-matter jurisdiction over the adversarial probate-related claims
under KRS 395.510 and KRS 395.515. It further held that Goff's statutory-standing argument did not

support a writ because an adequate remedy by appeal was available and no great and irreparable injury

was shown.
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Appeal from the Kentucky Court of Appeals' denial of Goff's petition
for a writ of mandamus directing the Jefferson Circuit Court to dismiss

an adversarial probate-related action.

A writ decision is generally reviewed for abuse of discretion. Whether
a lower court is acting outside its subject-matter jurisdiction presents a

question of law reviewed de novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Jefferson Circuit Court had subject-matter jurisdiction over the Sisters' adversarial action

involving the settlement and distribution of the estate.

2. Whether the Sisters' asserted lack of statutory standing to pursue claims concerning misuse of the power

of attorney justified issuance of a writ of mandamus.

3. Whether Goff established the prerequisites for either a first-class or second-class writ.

HOLDINGS

1. The Jefferson Circuit Court had subject-matter jurisdiction because the Sisters' adversarial claims fit
within KRS 395.510 and KRS 395.515, including claims presenting a genuine issue concerning the

correct and lawful settlement or distribution of estate assets.

2. The asserted question whether the Sisters were authorized by KRS 411.140 to pursue the power-of-
attorney misuse claims was a statutory-standing issue, not a subject-matter-jurisdiction issue, and did not

support a first-class writ.

3. Goff was not entitled to a second-class writ because an adequate remedy by appeal remained available
and she did not establish great injustice or irreparable injury.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“subject-matter jurisdiction involves a court’s ability to hear a type of case while standing involves a party’s
ability to bring a specific case.” (at 12)

“standing is distinct from subject-matter jurisdiction.” (at 12)

“if it appears that there is a genuine issue as to what constitutes a correct and lawful settlement of the estate,

or a correct and lawful distribution of the assets, such issues may be adjudicated by the court” (at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Elbert Goff, Sr. executed a will leaving his estate equally to his six children and later executed a power of
attorney naming Debra Goff as attorney-in-fact. After Elbert died, Debra presented the will for probate and was
appointed executrix. Debra's sisters filed an adversarial circuit-court action alleging that she misused the power
of attorney before Elbert's death and misused her authority as executrix afterward, including by failing to pursue
debts allegedly owed to the estate. They sought an accounting, constructive trust, monetary relief, punitive
damages, and restraints on further estate administration.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Sisters filed an action in Jefferson Circuit Court against Goff and other family members alleging fiduciary
misconduct, misuse of a power of attorney, self-dealing, failure to pursue estate debts, and seeking an accounting

and other relief concerning the Estate of Elbert Goff, Sr. The circuit court denied Goff's motion to dismiss for



lack of subject-matter jurisdiction, concluded the Sisters had standing, and permitted an amended complaint. The
Court of Appeals denied Goff's writ petition, concluding that the circuit court had subject-matter jurisdiction and

that any standing error could be addressed by appeal. The Supreme Court of Kentucky affirmed.
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