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SUMMARY

The Fourteenth Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed the probate court’s judgment admitting Raul
Humberto Ayala, Sr.’s 2006 will to probate. The court held that legally and factually sufficient
evidence supported the jury’s findings that the will was properly executed, that Raul Sr. had
testamentary capacity, and that the will was not the product of undue influence.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Will contest appeal from a probate judgment admitting the decedent's
2006 will to probate after a jury found that the will was validly
executed, that the decedent had testamentary capacity, and that he did
not execute the will as a result of undue influence.

STANDARD OF REVIEW For legal sufficiency, the court viewed the evidence in the light most
favorable to the challenged finding, credited favorable evidence that a
reasonable factfinder could believe, and disregarded contrary evidence
unless a reasonable factfinder could not. When the appellant did not
bear the burden of proof, reversal required showing no evidence
supported the adverse finding; when the appellant bore the burden,
reversal required showing that the evidence conclusively established
the contrary. For factual sufficiency, the court examined the entire
record and could set aside a finding only if it was so contrary to the
overwhelming weight of the evidence as to be clearly wrong and
unjust, or, where the appellant bore the burden, if the finding was
against the great weight and preponderance of the evidence. The jury
remained the sole judge of witness credibility and evidentiary weight.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published memorandum opinion; precedential status is not otherwise
characterized in the opinion text.

PARTIES Raul Humberto Ayala, Jr. v. Martha Enriquetta Ayala Garza, Sandra
Wallace Ayala Wied

TOPICS

will contests undue influence testamentary capacity probate procedure appellate procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

probate estate litigation appellate procedure evidence

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether legally and factually sufficient evidence supported the jury's finding that the 2006 will was
properly executed.

2. Whether legally and factually sufficient evidence supported the jury's failure to find that the decedent
executed the 2006 will as a result of undue influence.

3. Whether legally and factually sufficient evidence supported the jury's finding that the decedent had
testamentary capacity to execute the 2006 will.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was legally and factually sufficient to support the jury's finding that the 2006 will satisfied
the requirements for valid execution.

2. The evidence was legally and factually sufficient to support the jury's finding that the decedent did not
execute the 2006 will as a result of undue influence.

3. The evidence was legally and factually sufficient to support the jury's finding that the decedent had
testamentary capacity when he executed the 2006 will.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We hold that the evidence was legally and factually sufficient for the jury to conclude the 2006 Will was
properly executed.” (at 8)

“The mere possibility that Sandra and Martha exercised undue influence is insufficient to overturn the jury’s
conclusion” (at 11)

“We hold the evidence is legally and factually sufficient to support the jury’s conclusion that Raul Sr. had
testamentary capacity to execute the 2006 Will.” (at 13)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Raul Humberto Ayala, Sr. executed a 2000 will leaving his stock in the family business to his son, Raul
Humberto Ayala, Jr. In 2006, he executed a new will revoking the 2000 will and leaving the stock to his
daughters, Martha Enriquetta Ayala Garza and Sandra Wallace Ayala Wied, in equal shares. Trial evidence
included testimony that the son had mistreated the decedent and that the decedent understood the proposed
changes, intended to redistribute his estate, and possessed testamentary capacity when he signed the 2006 will.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After Raul Humberto Ayala, Sr. died, Martha Ayala Garza applied to probate the 2006 will, Sandra Ayala Wied
supported the application, and Raul Humberto Ayala, Jr. sought probate of the 2000 will. The jury found that the
2006 will satisfied the execution requirements, that the decedent had testamentary capacity, and that he did not
execute the will as a result of undue influence. The probate court rendered judgment on the verdict, admitted the
2006 will to probate, and overruled the appellant's motion for new trial by operation of law. The Fourteenth
Court of Appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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