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re A nderrOn, 39 LJ. P- 5 ; bu t see Ingre Stedrnan, 6 P. D. 205; Rt
Reade (1902) P. 75 ; and a clause inserted per incuriam in a paper
executed by the decea--ed ard for wbich be had flot given any
instructions and of the existence of which clause he was ignorant
was omitted frora the probate: lIn re fluant, 2 Sw. & Tr. 590

The late Mr. justice Butt in recent years in two cases undertook
to correct a clerical error which appeared in a will and which was
proved to have been made in the tngrossment by rnîstake in copy-
.ng bv flot only striking out the erroncous word but, also by sub-
stïtuting the word intended to sm used. lIsreBuslze//l8' )13P.

7, he substifuted for the word < British' the word ' Bristol ' as the
designatiori of an infirmary intended to be benefited b>' the will ;
and in Re Iiiddleston (:890) 63 L.T. 255, it was proved that when
the c!raft of the will wvas read over to the testator Zhe word
1 ncluding ' was altered by his direction to 'excluding,' and it wa.-
belicved at that ti-ne that the aiteration so made in the draft was
ccrrectly co1pitd in the engrosbinent, and the latter was duly
executed by the testatrir undcr that belief. It was foiunc; atter his
dcath that the word had been altered in a different part of the
wil! through a clerical error. The executors applied to have the
%%-(,rd altcrcd b>' initake restored as it stood before the alteration,
and also to alter the word 'including' to 'excluding' as ivas
;ii:cndcd by thc testator. Butt, J., granted the first part of the
application but rcfused the latter.

In the later case of Re Reade (1901) P. i9r0, jeune, P.I>.D..
struck out the wvord ' revenue,' which had been inserttd in the wAl
by' mistake for the word « residue,' but he declined to insert the
word 'rcsidue,' and hcld that the cases ùf Re Dus/i and R'e
lluddesloi, supra, were not to be- followed: and that though the
court mnight strike out a word it could not properl,! substitute any
other.

With regard to obliterations, intnrlineations or other alterations
appearing on _h'c face of the will, these, if made after the execution
of the will, are void unless affirmed in the margin or otherwise by
the signature of the testator and the attestation of witnesses :
Grtville v. Moore, 7 P.C. 32o, and although in a deed the presump-
tion of law is that obliterations, interlineations or other alterations
appearing on it have been made before execution because they
could flot bc made otherwise witb3ut fraud, amd the law will flot
presumne fraud. Vet in the case of wills the presumption is the other


