
The Kentucky Supreme Court Locks Down the Legal Malpractice 
Statute of Limitations in Abel v. Austin (411 S.W. 3d 728 (Ky, 2013) 
First, some perspective on just how significant this decision is for Kentucky lawyers. Prior to 
the 1970s legal malpractice claims were infrequent. From then on, however, they ballooned 
into a major risk of the practice of law today. Often the affirmative defense of the Kentucky 
one-year professional services malpractice statute of limitations is available to defeat this 
increasing number of claims. This in turn generated novel pleadings to convert a legal 
malpractice claim into another cause of action with a longer statute of limitations. Many of 
these claims are styled as fraud, misrepresentation, and breach of contract based on a letter of 
engagement or fee agreement. 

The killer development to enlarge the statute of limitations and put more pressure on lawyers 
to settle is to allege a fiduciary duties breach instead of malpractice. This allows a routine 
malpractice matter invoking the lawyer standard of care into a cause of action based on a breach 
by a lawyer of the fiduciary obligations of undivided loyalty or confidentiality. These suits 
usually are couched in general terms that fail to specify damages or clearly describe the wrong 
or breach of duty committed. A fiduciary breach claim often enlarges the statute of limitations 
and connotes a treacherous act by a lawyer as opposed to mere negligence. With professional 
reputation at stake and loss of a one-year statute of limitations defense, lawyers sometimes will 
settle rather than dispute frivolous and questionable fiduciary breach claims.
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“Nobody can go 
back and start a 
new beginning, 
but anyone can 
start today and 
make a new 
ending.”

Maria Robinson

2014 ANNUAL POLICYHOLDERS’ MEETING

The Annual Policyholders’ Meeting of Lawyers Mutual Insurance Company of 
Kentucky is scheduled for 8:00 am, Wednesday, June 18, in the Riverview II room at the 
Marriott in Covington, KY. Included in the items of business are the election of a class 
of the Board of Directors and a report on Company operations. Proxy materials will be 
mailed to policyholders prior to the meeting. We urge all policyholders to return their 
proxies and to attend the meeting.

Kentucky Statute of Limitations for Professional Services Claims

KRS 413.245 provides: 
Notwithstanding any other prescribed limitation of actions which might otherwise appear 
applicable, except those provided in KRS 413.140, a civil action, whether brought in tort or 
contract, arising out of any act or omission in rendering, or failing to render, professional 
services for others shall be brought within one (1) year from the date of the occurrence or 
from the date when the cause of action was, or reasonably should have been, discovered 
by the party injured. Time shall not commence against a party under legal disability until 
removal of the disability. 
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The Kentucky Supreme Court resolved this muddled 
situation for Kentucky in Abel v. Austin. The facts of 
Abel stem from the class action tort lawsuits arising from 
injuries to Fen-Phen consumers. The essential facts for the 
purposes of this article are that 53 plaintiffs discovered 
that instead of receiving the $47,943.84 to which they 
were entitled, they received only $29,500. Fifty of these 
plaintiffs brought suit against the defendant lawyers 
alleging fraud, misrepresentation, and breach of fiduciary 
duty. The Circuit Court dismissed the suit because it was 
not commenced within the Kentucky one-year statute 
of limitations for professional services claims, KRS. 
§ 413.245. The Court of Appeals affirmed, as did the 
Supreme Court.

In its decision the Supreme Court covers:

l When the Kentucky professional services statute 
of limitations applies in cases involving another 
jurisdiction; 

l Why KRS § 413.245 is the exclusive statute of 
limitations for claims against lawyers for acts or 
omissions arising out of the rendition of professional 
services regardless of how pled; and 

l Provides an instructive analysis of the facts of Abel 
in determining when the plaintiffs discovered or 
reasonably should have learned of the malpractice to 
start the statute of limitations to run. It was concluded 
that the plaintiffs knew of their claim one year and 15 
days before filing suit and thus, were out of time. 

Abel means that in Kentucky a legal malpractice claim by 
any other name still has a one-year statute of limitations. 
Gaming the system to enlarge the limitation period and 
pressure lawyers to settle will not work anymore. Abel is 
highly recommended professional reading. For a quick 
refresher on the Kentucky professional services statute of 
limitations as it applies to lawyers go to Lawyers Mutual’s 
Website at lmick.com – click on Resources, Subject Index, 
Statute of Limitations for Legal Malpractice, and on the 
article “The Supreme Court Clears the Air.”

Attorney-Client Relationship – Third Party 
Liability – Statutory Beneficiaries:

Kentucky Supreme Court Clarifies the Scope of 
Representation for Plaintiff Lawyers in Wrongful 
Death Suits in Pete v. Anderson (2011-SC-000692-DG 
(11/21/2013)).

This malpractice suit concerned Pete’s representation of 
Elizabeth, wife of Michael Anderson who was killed in a 
van accident. He filed a wrongful death suit on behalf of 
Elizabeth as personal representative of Michael’s estate, 
and a loss of consortium claim for Elizabeth. Pete did 
not file a loss of parental consortium claim on behalf of 
Anderson’s two minor children. This suit was dismissed 
because plaintiff’s expert witnesses were excluded 
from testifying. Two years later the two children filed a 
malpractice suit against Pete alleging negligence, gross 
negligence, breach of fiduciary duty, and negligent or 
fraudulent misrepresentations.

Pete was granted summary judgment based on the 
argument that he had no attorney-client relationship with 
the children and that all other claims were barred by the 
statute of limitations. On appeal the Court of Appeals 
reversed, ruling that there was a material factual issue in 
dispute over the existence of an attorney-client relationship 
with the two children. Furthermore, even if there was none, 
professional duties were owed the children because they 
were the intended beneficiaries of the underlying wrongful 
death suit. 

In affirming the Supreme Court addressed the following 
issues:

Does the Kentucky professional services one-year statute 
of limitations bar this suit?

The Court had little difficulty deciding it did not citing the 
provision of KRS 413.245 that “Time shall not commence 
against a party under legal disability until removal of the 
disability.” This tolling rule permits the two minor children 
to bring suit within one year of achieving the age of 
majority. This suit was, therefore, timely.

Do the children have standing to sue because Pete owed 
them professional duties?

Elizabeth’s evidence was that she reasonably believed 
that Pete was representing not only her own interests, but 
the interests of her minor children as well. She offered 

continued on page 3

 “Several excuses are always less convincing than one.”
Aldous Huxley 



3

Lawyers Mutual Insurance Company of  Kentucky

continued from page 2

an undisputed affidavit that Pete discussed the case with 
her in terms that “I understood that Defendants were 
representing me, my children, and my husband’s, Mr. 
Anderson, estate in the Prior Action.”

In its analysis the Court reviewed long-standing 
considerations in determining whether an attorney-client 
relationship is formed:

The contractual relationship between an attorney and 
client may be “either expressed or implied by the 
conduct of the parties.”…. Indeed, an attorney-client 
relationship may be created as a result of a party’s 
“reasonable belief or expectation,” based on the 
attorney’s conduct, that the attorney has endeavored to 
undertake representation. …. Therefore, whether a party 
had a “reasonable belief or expectation” relating to the 
attorney’s representation of that party’s legal interests is 
a question of fact. (citations omitted)

The Court concluded that the reasonableness of 
Elizabeth’s belief presented a genuine issue of material 
fact and was not ripe for summary judgment.

Is this a case of client liability, third-party liability, or 
statutory beneficiaries liability? 

In analyzing this aspect of the appeal the Court noted 
the settled law that a lawyer is liable to the intended 
beneficiaries of professional services “irrespective of any 
lack of privity” and observed that with “this principle in 
mind, we examine the nature of a wrongful death claim 
in order to determine who is entitled to the benefit of the 
action, and, in turn, who has standing to sue the attorney 
for malpractice.”

The Court then provided a tutorial on the history of 
wrongful death claims in Kentucky reviewing who 
has responsibility for bringing suit, who is intended to 
be benefited, the nominal party status of the personal 
representative, and the statutory beneficiaries of the action 
as the real parties in interest. The Court concluded that the 
children in this case were statutory beneficiaries and the 
real party in interest in the wrongful death suit. As such 
they have standing to sue Pete because the wrongful death 
action he brought is construed as undertaken on behalf of 
the children. A finding of third-party beneficiary liability 
was not necessary because the children were statutory 
beneficiaries and real parties in interest. 

Risk management lessons learned from Pete:

No Letter of Engagement: 

This is yet another malpractice suit with no evidence of 
a letter of engagement or fee agreement specifying who 
the lawyer’s client is or the scope of the engagement. 
Lawyers without client intake procedures that identify all 
interested parties in a representation are often blindsided 
by finding that they have clients they did not know 
they had – resulting almost always in an indefensible 
malpractice claim as happened in Pete. A carefully 
crafted letter of engagement clearly indicating who is 
being represented and the scope of the representation 
causes lawyers to thoroughly think through any duties 
assumed for named clients, statutory beneficiaries, 
and third-parties. Given the current environment when 
lawyers are seen as deep pockets for any matter gone 
bad, it is an inexcusable failure of risk management for 
a firm not to use a comprehensive client intake checklist 
and detailed letters of engagement – not simply a bare 
fee agreement. 

Extended risks for plaintiff lawyers filing wrongful 
death suits:

Pete is recommended professional reading for all 
Kentucky lawyers. Special emphasis should be placed on 
the dissents that flag how the decision increases risk for 
plaintiff lawyers. In particular Justice Noble writes: 

I recognize that this decision today places wrongful 
death attorneys in the difficult position of having to 
potentially face a malpractice claim many years in the 
future after young children have gained their majority. 
The statute requires that a wrongful death action be 
brought by the personal representative of the estate on 
behalf of the beneficiaries of the estate. That makes 
the personal representative the agent of the minor 
beneficiaries. The only viable argument that the minor 
children cannot be bound by the acts of their agent is 
that as minors, they retain their right to file a tort action 
within one year of reaching their majority without 
being time barred.

Justice Noble would place the duty on the personal 
representative “to bring any ancillary claims on behalf of 
the children in a timely manner, and failure to do so can 
result in an action being time barred.” She concluded, 
however, as follows:

continued on page 4

“I’m going to stop punishing my children by saying,   
‘Never mind! I’ll do it myself.’”

Erma Bombeck
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 I found out that it’s not good to talk about my troubles. Eighty percent of the people who hear them don’t care 
and the other twenty percent are glad you’re having them. Tommy LaSorda, Former LA Dodgers Manager

But the majority has decided that the risk is better born 
by the attorney in a wrongful death action, who is held 
to professional standards and knowledge, than by the 
personal representative who often is not informed about 
the matter. I cannot fault the logic of that distribution of 
risk, although I do regret the potentially chilling effect 
this has on wrongful death representation.

Compare Pete with Branham v. Stewart, another 
significant Supreme Court decision protecting the interest 
of minors (307 S.W.3d 94 (Ky., 2010)):

In Branaham the Supreme Court ruled that a lawyer 
retained by a minor’s guardian or next friend to pursue 
a claim on behalf of the minor has an attorney-client 
relationship with the minor. This means the lawyer owes 
professional duties to the minor who is the real party in 
interest and can file a malpractice suit. 

As a matter of good risk management recognize, that 
the Pete and Branaham decisions show that the current 
Supreme Court holds the Bar to enhanced responsibility 
when a matter involves minors. We offered this risk 
management advice when we covered Branaham in our 
Summer 2010 Newsletter (available on Lawyers Mutual’s 
Website at lmick.com – click on Resources, Subject Index, 
Minors/Clients with Diminished Capacity, and on the 
article “Kentucky Supreme Court Expands Malpractice 
Exposure for Claims by Minors”)

It is hard to miss the point of Branham that when the 
real party in interest in any action is a minor, lawyers 
engaged in representing that interest have an attorney-
client relationship with the minor with all attendant 
ethical duties. Accordingly, it is recommended:

l Read Kentucky Rule of Professional Conduct 
1.14, Client with Diminished Capacity, for 
ethical guidance on representing minors. Note 
the requirement in the Rule to maintain as far 
as reasonably possible a normal client-lawyer 
relationship with the client.

l Read “The Child Client in Domestic Violence 
Proceedings: The Ethical Dilemma of Child 
Advocacy in Guardian Ad Litem Appointments” by 
Crabtree and DiLoreto in the January 2010 issue of 
the KBA Bench & Bar (Vol. 74 No. 1). (available on 
the KBA Website)

l Avoid conflicts of interest when representing more 

than one party in matters involving minors. You are 
likely to be sued either for malpractice or fiduciary 
duty breach if you fail to do so. Consult the KBA 
Ethics Hotline to be sure you are on safe ethical 
ground if you want to represent multiple parties. 

An Update on the Kentucky Paralegal 
Association’s Certified Kentucky  
Paralegal Program 

My How We Have Grown!

In 2010, the Kentucky Paralegal Association (KPA) 
initiated its Certified Paralegal Program to implement 
Kentucky Supreme Court Rule 3.700 governing paralegals. 
The Program establishes procedures for paralegal 
certification that promotes competence and high standards 
of professional responsibility. It is based on the Kentucky 
Rules of Professional Conduct and the KPA’s Paralegal 
Professional Standards of Conduct modeled on the 
Kentucky Rules. This is accomplished by setting minimum 
training, work experience, and education requirements 
for eligibility to take the Certified Kentucky Paralegal 
examination. The ultimate purpose of this self-regulation 
program is to improve the quality of legal service in 
Kentucky and make it more readily available to the public. 

Dean Nicholas Riggs, Director of Paralegal Studies at 
Sullivan University, and Del O’Roark, Lawyers Mutual’s 
Risk Management Consultant, prepared the certification 
examination. It requires in-depth knowledge of the 
professional and ethical standards that a competent 
paralegal must possess to achieve certification. For more 
information, go to the KPA’s website, kypa.org. There you 
will find a description of the overall program, including 
the qualifications required to sit for the exam, the extensive 
study materials that must be mastered, and continuing 
education requirements. 

The first KPA Certified Paralegal examination was given in 
November 2010. Since then the test has been offered twice 
a year in May and November. There are currently 150 
Certified Kentucky Paralegals. The next exam is scheduled 
for May 17, 2014.

The KPA Certified Paralegal Program is a significant 
contribution to the practice of law in Kentucky. It is 
of major assistance to lawyers in complying with their 
paralegal professional responsibility duties. By employing 
paralegals that are Certified Kentucky Paralegals, lawyers 

continued on page 5
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“Be obscure clearly.”
E. B. White

can be confident that they are bringing into the firm competent and highly motivated professional staff – now that is 
good risk management!

Lawyers Mutual congratulates the following Certified Kentucky Paralegals for their outstanding achievement:

continued on page 6

Chantal M. Adams, CKP
Middleton Reutlinger
Louisville, KY

Tonja A. Arnold, RP, CKP
Elliott, Houlihan & 
Skidmore, LLP
Lexington, KY

Lola B. Ball, CLA, CKP
Franklin, Gordon & 
Hobgood
Madisonville, KY

Jennifer R. Barrie, CKP
Commonwealth of Ky
Frankfort, KY

Donna J. Bass, CKP
Adams Law Firm
Madisonville, KY

Geoffrey S. Bialas, CKP
Prospect, KY

Kimberley Ann Blue, CKP
Hopkins County  
Fiscal Court
Madisionville, KY

Lynn M. Bowlin, CKP
Metropolis, IL

Suzanne Bowman, CKP
Hillerich & Bradsby 
Company, Inc.
Louisville, KY

Rachael Linette  
Breedlove, CKP
Bardenwerpe, Talbott & 
Roberts, PLLC
Louisville, KY

Brenda M. Brown, CKP
Stites & Harbison
Louisville, KY

Holly J. Brown, CKP
Schiller Osbourn  
Barnes & Maloney
Louisville, KY

Rebecca L. Brown, CKP
Borowitz & Goldsmith PLC
Louisville, KY

Wayla D.   
Brumbaugh, CKP
Becker Law Office
Lexington, KY

Shirley J. Burgess, CKP
Law Office Of  
Warren K. Hopkins
Murray, KY

Dianne M. Burnett, CKP
Meade County Attorney
Brandenburg, KY

Sarah A. Butler, CKP
Jefferson Co. 
Commonwealth’s Atty
Louisville, KY

Pamela K. Byerly, CKP
Stoll Keenon Ogden PLLC
Louisville, KY

Kena J. Cambron, CKP
Stoll Keenon Ogden
Louisville, KY

Mary M. Campbell, CKP
McBrayer McGinnis Leslie 
& Kirkland 
Lexington, KY

Tiffany Carlson, CKP
Law Office of Don Thomas
Benton, KY

Leslie Carr, CKP
Law Office of Dov Moore
Bowling Green, KY

Kimberly A. Cates, CKP
Corbin & Thomas
Madisonville, KY

Jan E. Chapman, CKP
Tempur-Pedic  
International, Inc.
Lexington, KY

Melanie M. Chenot, CKP
O’Hara, Ruberg, Taylor, 
Sloan & Sergent
Crestview Hills, KY

Paula C. Chumbley, CKP
Thompson Miller & 
Simpson, PLC
Louisville, KY

Cheryl Clark, CKP
Thompson Miller & 
Simpson, PLC
Louisville, KY

Luanne N. Colm, CKP
Martin & Vincent, PSC
Ashland, KY

Charissa M. Cooke, CKP
Adams, Hayward  
And Welsh
Louisville, KY

Tracy M. Cooke, CKP
Alltech, Inc.
Nicholasville, KY

Christina   
Cummings, CKP
Lancatser, KY

Denise M.   
Cunningham, CKP
Lynne M. Osterholt, 
Attorney
Louisville, KY

Anna M. Curley, CKP
Bardenwerpe, Talbott   
& Roberts
Louisville, KY

Heather S. Davis, CKP
Fowler Bell PLLC
Lexington, KY

Shawna Davis, CKP
Edwards & Kautz
Paducah, KY

Stephanie Dewitt, CKP
Peter Perlman Law Office
Lexington, KY

Nanci S. Dively, CKP
Bardenwerpe, Talbott   
& Roberts
Louisville, KY

Dawn M. Douthat, CKP
Schiller Osbourn Barnes   
& Maloney
Louisville, KY

Lori H. Dreimiller, CKP
Bubalo Goode Sales & 
Bliss PLC
Louisville, KY

Cynthia R. Duffy, CKP
Julie A. Butcher Law Office
Lexington, KY

Mary A. “Sandy” 
Dulaney, CKP
General Electric Company
Louisville, KY

Courtney D. Durall, CKP
Humana, Inc.
Louisville, KY

Sadie M. Durbin, CKP
Jefferson Co. 
Commonwealth’s Atty
Louisville, KY

Debra L. Ewen, CKP
Louisville, KY

Donna Ferrill, CKP
Clariant Corporation
Louisville, KY

Marie E. Field, CKP
Middleton Reutlinger
Louisville, KY

Cynthia R. Flannery, CKP
Magruder Law
Louisville, KY

Julie P. Franklin,  
CLA, CKP
Franklin Gordon & 
Hobgood
Madisonville, KY

Kris A. Gandrud, CKP
Pharmerica Corporation
Louisville, KY

Tabitha L. George, CKP
Gary C. Johnson, P.S.C.
Pikeville, KY

Debra L. Gibby, CKP
Sturgill Turner Barker   
& Moloney
Lexington, KY

Kathy Gillum, CKP
Ky Public Service 
Commission
Frankfort, KY

Jennifer L. Green, CKP
Whitlow, Roberts, Houston 
& Straub
Paducah, KY

Melissa Green, CKP
Whitlow, Roberts,  
Houston & Straub
Paducah, KY

Juanita Griffiths, CKP
Vanantwerp, Monge, Jones, 
Edwards & McCann LLP
Ashland, KY

Jill M. Hardin, CKP
Hardin Law PLLC
Louisville, KY

Tina M. Hays, CKP
T. Brian Lowser, PLLC
Bowling Green, KY

Julia Heath, CKP
Donohue Law Group
Somerset, KY

Deanna M. Herron, CKP
Hicks & Demps
Hopkinsville, KY

Debra A. Hickey, CKP
U.S. Attorney’s Office
Louisville, KY

Tennia Y. Hill, CKP
Stoll Keenon Ogden, PLLC
Louisville, KY

David W. Hobson, CKP
Green Chestnut &  
Hughes, PLLC
Lexington, KY

Amber R. Hoffman, CKP
The Jaeger Firm, PLLC
Erlanger, KY

Debbie L. Howard, CKP
John H. Morgan, PSC
Manchester, KY

Nancy K. Hubbs, CKP
Hebron, KY

Christina M.  
Inskeep, CKP
Vanantwerp, Monge, Jones, 
Edwards & McCann LLP
Ashland, KY

Ann Ives, CKP
U.S. Attorney’s Office
Louisville, KY

Samantha M.  
Jackson, CKP
Fidelity Investments
Covington, KY

Billie Renee  
Johnson, CKP
Corbin & Thomas
Madisonville, KY

Catherine Johnson, CKP
English, Lucas,  
Priest & Owsley
Bowling Green, KY

Stephanie K. Jones, CKP
KFC Corporation
Louisville, KY

Katelyn A. Justice, CKP
Fogle, Keller & Purdy
Louisville, KY

Helen K. Kelly, RP, CKP
Bubalo Goode Sales & 
Bliss PLC
Lexington, KY

Crystal D. Kirby, CKP
Huddleston Bolen LLP
Louisville, KY

Dianne B. Kuhnell,  
RP, CKP
Duke Energy
Cincinnati, OH

Shobha Lakhiani, CKP
Lexington, KY

Courtney D.  
Lawrenz, CKP
Moynahan, Irvin & 
Mooney, PSC
Nicholasville, KY

Mary Anna Lisanby, CKP
Stoll Keenon Ogden PLLC
Louisville, KY

Rhonda R. Lobb, CKP
Napier Gault, PLC
Louisville, KY

Sheree M.   
Loewenberg, CKP
Brown-Forman Corporation
Louisville, KY

Joyce A. Manning, CKP  
LaGrange, KY

Dana Martin, CKP
Louisville, KY

Tammy Martinez, CKP
Fowler Bell PLLC
Lexington, KY

Sheryl J. Matherly, CKP
Schiller Osbourn  
Barnes & Maloney
Louisville, KY

Joni M. Mayhugh, CKP
Whitlow, Roberts,  
Houston & Straub
Paducah, KY

Rachel McFadden, CKP
Larry G. Bryson, P.S.C.
London, KY

Lisa R. Meier, CKP
Poston, Seifried & 
Schloemer
Ft. Mitchell, KY

Deborah Darlene  
Moore, CKP
Leonard Law Firm
Providence, KY

Christy K. Morgan, CKP
Peter Perlman Law Office
Lexington, KY

Vicki L. Mosteller, CKP
Schiller Osbourn Barnes   
& Maloney
Louisville, KY

Ouida W. Mundy, CKP
Whitlow, Roberts, Houston 
& Straub
Paducah, KY

Tammy M. Naples, CKP
Seiller Waterman, LLC
Louisville, KY

Becky Noble, CKP
Smith & Wilcutt, LLC
Bowling Green, KY

Sherry M. Novak, CKP
Joyner Law Firm, PLLC
London, KY

Ricardo A. Ocampo,  
RP, CKP
Henry E. Davis, PSC
Lexington, KY

Lora D. Ogden, CKP
Lynch Cox Gilman & 
Goodman PSC
Louisville, KY

Catherine E. Owens, CKP
Langley Properties 
Company
Lexington, KY

Davonna A. Page, CKP
Kerrick Stivers Coyle PLC
Bowling Green, KY

Tammy Lynn Parks, CKP
Stuart C. Peek, Attorney
Smithland, KY

Debra L. Patterson, CKP
Hopkins Circuit Court 
Judge Brantley
Madisonville, KY

Patricia Perdue, CKP
Perdue Law Offices 
Winchester, KY

Paula L. Peters,  
CLA, CKP
Frost Brown Todd LLC
Louisville, KY

Tammy Phelps, CKP
City of Bowling Green
Bowling Green, KY

Kelsi J. Poteet, CKP
Schiller Osbourn Barnes   
& Maloney
Louisville, KY

Dawn M. Powers,  
RP, CKP
Ky Cabinet For Economic 
Development
Frankfort, KY

continued from page 4



For more information about Lawyers Mutual, 
call (502) 568-6100 or KY wats 1-800-800-6101 
or visit our Website at www.lmick.com

Waterfront Plaza
323 West Main Street, Suite 600
Louisville, KY 40202

Malpractice Avoidance Update 
Member National Association of Bar 
Related Insurance Companies

This newsletter is a periodic publication of Lawyers 
Mutual Insurance Co. of Kentucky. The contents are 
intended for general information purposes only 
and should not be construed as legal advice or legal 
opinion on any specific facts or circumstances. It 
is not the intent of this newsletter to establish an 
attorney's standard of due care for a particular 
situation. Rather, it is our intent to advise our 
insureds to act in a manner which may be well 
above the standard of due care in order to avoid 
claims having merit as well as those without merit.
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University of Ky 4-H 
Youth Development
Lexington, KY

Jennifer L.   
Wheatley, CKP
Gwin Steinmetz &  
Baird PLLC
Louisville, KY

Susan K. Wiggins, CKP
McBrayer McGinnis 
Leslie & Kirkland PLLC
Lexington, KY

Rachel Willis, CKP
PBI Bank
Louisville, KY

Billie Jo Wilson, CKP
Lowder McGill, PLLC
Bowling Green, KY

Rebecca A.   
Wireman, CKP
Baptist Healthcare 
System, Inc.
Louisville, KY

Sandra Denise  
Woods, CKP
Kerrick Stivers  
Coyle PLC
Bowling Green, KY

Tressia D. Wright, CKP
Mattingly Simms 
Robinson & McCain
Springfield, KY

Kimberly D.  
Yates, CKP
Law Offices of  
Steven Downey
Bowling Green, KY

Shannon Renae  
Young, CKP
Fine & Hatfield, 
Professional Corporation
Evansville, IN

Eva M.  
Zinsmeister, CKP
Lloyd & McDaniel
Louisville, KY

Lawyers Mutual congratulates the following Certified Kentucky Paralegals for their 
outstanding achievement:


