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LAW INTELLIGENCE. COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE-March 11.  
(Before -Sir James Hannen and a Special Jury.)  
Lloyd v. Pooley. — This was a probate suit, in which the defendant propounded the will 
of the late Mrs. Sarah Guion, who died. in June, 1873, at the age of 80 years. The will is 
dated 11th November, 1867, and is opposed by the plaintiff, a nephew of the testatrix, on 
the ground of improper execution, incapacity, undue influence on the part of the 
defendant, Mr. Charles Pooley, and that the testatrix did not know or approve of the 
contents of the will.— Dr. Spinks, Q.C., Mr. Hume Williams, and Mr. Gardner were 
counsel for the plaintiff; and Dr. Deane, Q.C., and Mr. Inderwick for the defendant, who 
propounds the will.— From the opening statement of Dr. Deane, on the part of the 
defendant, in support of the will, it appeared that the testatrix was the widow of Captain 
Guion, of the Royal navy, who, while in command of the ship St. George, was lost off the 
coast of Holland in 1811, in one of the most disastrous storms which perhaps ever 
occurred on that coast, when 1400 officers and men of the Royal navy went to the 
bottom. She never married again, but moved in the best society, and was a woman of 
great talent, who could speak fluently no less than five foreign languages. Some time 
previous to the execution of the will now propounded she appeared to have taken up her 
residence at Weston- super-Mare, where she was attended by Mr. Pooley, the defendant, 
who is a medical practitioner at that celebrated watering- place. She was suffering from 
paralysis of the limbs. She became very much attached to him and his wife and daughter, 
and by the will of the 1 1th November, 1867, she appointed him her executor, and left 
him the residue of her estate, which was stated to amount to about 4000l. She was stated 
to have entertained unfavourable feelings towards her nephew, the plaintiff, who was her 
Sister's son, and said that if she left her property to him he would only squander it. That 
gentleman now opposes the will on the grounds stated. — In support of the will, Mr. 
Charles Pooley was called who stated that be became acquainted with the testatrix in 
1863. She was then residing at Weston-super- Mare, and sent for him to attend her in his 
medical capacity. He was her medical attendant from that time to her death, which took 
place in June. 1873. He knew of the will having been executed, in fact, he recommended 
the solicitor to her who prepared it, but he denied positively having ever exercised any 
influence over her in the making of it. He was present when it was executed, and at the 
time the testatrix was of perfect capacity. The legacies bequeathed under the will 
amounted to about 6700l. When the will was about to be executed the residue clause was 
not filled up, and on the solicitor who prepared the will asking to whom she was to leave 
the residue, she at once said Mr. Pooley ; upon which he rose from his chair and went 
over to the testatrix and thanked her. She was then asked who she wished to witness the 
will, when she said she wished the Rev. John Cook to do so. Witness went in quest of 
him, but did not find him, and another witness having been procured, the will was 
executed before be returned. He never saw the will after it was executed, until 1871, 
when the testatrix asked him to take charge of it, and he took it to Mr. Baker, the solicitor 
who prepared it, and in whose custody it remained until after the testatrix's death.— In 
cross-examination the Witness stated that he believed the testatrix had only been married 
a year when her husband was drowned. She told him so herself. She was a woman of 
very irritable temper, but he never saw any symptoms of insanity or delusion about her 
until the last year of her life, when her mind no doubt did be- came somewhat affected. 



He knew that the solicitor who prepared the will had stated that he was not present at the 
execution of it, and that his clerk had stated that he took the instructions for the will from 
witness. They had both said so in his presence, but he did not at the time contradict them 
and he was taken by surprise. He saw the plaintiff, Mr. Lloyd, at Weston-super-Mare in 
1872, but he never told him that he was well provided for by the will. He told him that he 
had a legacy. He did not say that he (witness) had a trifling interest under it. He was 
present, and saw Mr. Baker take the instructions for the will. In re-examination the 
witness stated that when the plaintiff came to Weston-super- Mare the testatrix refused to 
see him, and told witness to send him off. He told him he had been left a legacy, but he 
did not name the sum. — The evidence of Colonel Burrows and Mrs. Burrows, which has 
been taken on commission, was then read, both of whom spoke as to the testatrix's 
capacity, the latter especially speaking as to the refinements of the testatrix. She also 
stated that she was anxious to leave a legacy to Madame Guion, the wife of General 
Guion, the celebrated Hungarian patriot, and her children, and in the will she does leave 
them 360l.— Colonel Guion stated that he was a relative of the testatrix's husband, and 
had known the testatrix from his childhood. She was a most intelligent, clever woman. 
She was fond of mingling in society and of being visited by respectable persons. He 
resided in Weston-super-Mare from October 1866 to October 1867, and he often saw the 
testatrix. He knew Dr. Pooley, who attended her, and in whom she placed the greatest 
confidence. She always spoke in the highest terms of him. She did not do the same in 
respect of her nephew. Up to 1872 he considered her perfectly competent to make a will. 
She was no doubt very irritable in her temper. — The Rev. William Hunt, the vicar of 
Holy Trinity Church, Weston- super-Mare, stated that he knew the testatrix in 1867, and 
he considered her of perfectly sound mind. He frequently visited her as a clergyman. In 
1869 she became very irritable, and that increased. In 1874 he considered her 
incompetent — The Rev. John Cook visited the testatrix in 1869, and considered her at 
that time of perfect capacity. — The Rev. Charles Manly lived near Bridgewater, and 
became intimate with the testatrix in 1806. She was a great friend of Walter Savage 
Landor. She was a most refined and intelligent lady. She was fond of literature, and he 
had often conversations with her— at least three times a week— during the year 1866 
and the three following years. In 1871 he noticed some confusion in her mind, but she 
was still perfectly conversable. She always spoke in the highest terms of Mr. Pooley, but 
be never had any conversation with her as to her will, save on one occasion, that he 
suggested she should be mindful of her servant, who was very attentive to her, when she 
said that she had provided for her. He did once hear her speak disrespectfully of her 
nephew.— Other witnesses were called, who spoke as to the capacity of the testatrix, 
although she was somewhat irritable. They all spoke as to her dislike to her nephew, and 
her favourable opinion of Mr. Pooley. None of them ever saw the slightest symptoms of 
delusion about her. — The case was not finished at the rising of the Court. 
 
  


