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way, hecause a will may be altered by a testator after execution
without fraud or wrong. Hence in the case of wills, unattested
alteratioas are as a general rule presurred to have been made after
execution, and in the absence of positive evidience that such alter-
ations were made before execution. they wviIl (if important) be
presumed to have been made afterwards and will be omitted from
probate : In r Adaînson, 3 P. 253;> In re Horsfard, IL 211, R.S.O.
C. 128, S. 23. Gen..trally speaking when therc. are alterations in
penc.« thev will be regarded as merely deliberative, and wilI be
rejectcd : I re fia?, 2 P. 256; In re A dams, Lb. 367 ; J'1 re WYat/,
2 Swv. & Tr. 494. But in Re Tonge, 66 L.T. 6o, a printed revoca-
tien clause in a teF.tai-nentary paper struck out %wtýh pencil was
omnitted from the probate because the testator lîad enciosed the
document in a sealcd envepe with instructions that it wvas ta be
opcned at the same timne as bis will, se that the court %vas satisfied
that the pencil mark hiad been made before thc execution of the
wil] and therefore gave effect ta it, as alse I re Syke;., 3 P. 26.

In the absence of any evidence that words written over erasures
;nî a wvill %vere sa written befere the executien of the %vil, or codicil,
if any, probate ,.; granted with blanks wherever crasures occur, if
the words erased cannot bc ascertaied : Dolterty v. ZDWyer, 25
LR. Ir. 297. Wherc thc wvords erased are stili discernible thev
shouild be included in the probate: Re james. i Sw. & T. 238;
Jeffrei v. C'ancer HJospita, 57 I .T. 6co l In rtGré enwood, (1 892)

P. 7. XVhere homever the %vords isitcrlincd and unattested were
unimpertant single wvords, each of w-hich wa- requircd te complete
the sentence to wvhich it bclonged, and they were apparently writ-
tell with the sanic ink and at the sanie time as the test of the will
the court held that it %vas not botind te presumne they wvere made
aftcr execution anîd included tI'em in the probate : In eCadge,
L.R. i P. 54. ; Iun reHindmarcl, lb. 307.

As is well knewn testators sornetimes avail themnselves cf thecir
wills as a vehicle fer the abuse or vitupcratio.1 of othcr people and
efforts have bcen made te omnit froni probate abusive expressions
contaitied in wills. Such cxl)ressioins cati hardiy bc classcd under
thc hcad of inistakes or defects, nevcrtheless attempts have been
made to exclude themn from probaze.

In a Ilote to the cas2 01- Re WV/arlnaby, 4 N.C. 476, it is said
that cases wcre rnentioncd in %vhich Sir William Wynne and Sir
j oli Niclioli had allowcd offensive passages iii a will to be struck
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