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SUMMARY

The Florida Third District Court of Appeal reviewed an order admitting Madelon C. Reid’s will to
probate despite challenges based on lack of testamentary capacity and undue influence. The court
upheld the finding that Reid had testamentary capacity but reversed the finding that the attorney-
beneficiary had rebutted the presumption of undue influence arising from their confidential
relationship.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether substantial competent evidence supported the county judge's finding that Madelon C. Reid
possessed testamentary capacity when she executed the will.

2. Whether the presumption of undue influence arising from the confidential attorney-client relationship
between the testatrix and the sole beneficiary was rebutted by the evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. The county judge's finding that the testatrix possessed testamentary capacity was supported by
substantial competent evidence and was not shown to result from a misapprehension of the evidence as a
whole.

2. When a beneficiary occupies a confidential relationship with the testator, actively participates in
procuring the will, and is made a substantial beneficiary, a presumption of undue influence arises; here,
the evidence did not rebut that presumption.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“it is a well-settled rule of judicial administration that an order of a county judge sitting in probate not be
disturbed on appeal where there is substantial competent evidence to sustain the finding unless the county
judge has misapprehended the evidence as a whole.” (at 345)

“if the beneficiary occupies a confidential relationship with the testator and is active in procuring the will and
is made a substantial beneficiary therein, a presumption of undue influence arises.” (at 349)

“It is to be remembered that in cases such as ours, there is rarely any direct evidence establishing undue
influence, and accordingly, direct evidence is not necessary to establish undue influence.” (at 350)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Madelon C. Reid executed a will on January 31, 1961, leaving her estate to Forney B. Stafford, an attorney who
had represented her and who was the partner of the executor, Richard C. Carter, Jr. The evidence concerning
Reid's mental and physical condition was sharply conflicting, including testimony that she used barbiturates,
became disoriented, wandered naked, and was found crawling on the floor, as well as testimony that she was
intelligent, socially active, and capable of understanding her property. Stafford had a confidential attorney-client
relationship with Reid, was socially involved with her, and was the sole beneficiary under the will. The will was
prepared by Stafford's law partner and executed in Reid's apartment in the presence of subscribing witnesses.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Madelon C. Reid's executor petitioned the County Judge's Court of Dade County to probate her January 31,
1961, will. John B. Reid contested the will, alleging lack of testamentary capacity and undue influence by
Forney B. Stafford, the sole beneficiary and an attorney who had a confidential relationship with the testatrix.
The county judge found testamentary capacity and concluded that any presumption of undue influence had been
rebutted, then admitted the will to probate. The District Court of Appeal affirmed the capacity finding but
reversed the undue-influence determination and the order admitting the will to probate.



DISPOSITION

reversed
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