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LAW INTELLIGENCE. COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE— March 12, (Before 
Sir James Hannen and a Special Jury.) Lloyd v. Pooley. — The further hearing of this 
probate suit, in which the defendant propounds the will of the late Mrs. Sarah Guion, was 
resumed this morning.— Dr. Spicks, Q.C., Mr. Hume Williams, and Mr. Gardner, of the 
Chancery bar, were counsel for the plaintiff ; and Dr. Deane, Q.C., and Mr. Inderwick, 
for the defendant.— On the conclusion of the defendant's case in support of the will, Dr. 
Spinks opened the case for the plaintiff against it. In doing so, he commented on the 
relationship which existed between the testatrix and the defendant, who was her medical 
attendant. He then went over the evidence which had been given, and contended from it 
that there was not a scrap, with the exception of that of Mr. Pooley himself, to show that 
the old lady ever gave instructions for the will, or that she had any knowledge of its 
contents. He then called several witnesses in support of his case. — On the conclusion of 
the evidence, Sir James Hannen stated that it might save a great deal of time were he to 
state before the counsel addressed the jury that he had received a communication from 
them stating that they had made up their minds on the subject. In the conclusion they had 
come to he might state that he cordially concurred, but if the learned counsel thought that 
they could alter their opinions by their eloquence the case must go on — Dr. Spinks said 
if the jury had made up their minds it was not likely that the eloquence of counsel could 
alter the decision they had arrived at.— The Jury then gave a verdict for the Defendant in 
favour of the will on all the issues. —Dr. Spinks then asked that the costs should be paid 
out of the estate, which application the learned judge, without calling on Dr. Deane to 
reply to it, refused. He then pronounced for the will in terms of the verdict of the jury, 
and condemned the plaintiff in costs. 
 
  


