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The change in procedure was not intended to make
change in the substantive riglits of the parties; and, thoug.
time limit was found in the Common Law Procedure Act, it
always held that the application to enter a suggestion or f
writ of revivor must be made within the statutory period: 1
less v. Richardson (1856), 2 Jur. N.S. 716; Williamns v. M
(1846), 3 D. & L. 565.

-Ail this leada me to the conclusion that the present 1
relating to the issue of execution are subject to the statu
limitations, and that the obtaining of leave is a judicial act,
not a mere ministerial act, which may be done after the
limited.

The decision of the Chancellor in Price v. Wade (,1891
P.R. 351, that, apart from any statutory limitation, the j
ment is presumed to be satisfied, is lef t untouched by the
sion in Poueher v. Wilkins, and it, as well as Farrell v.
son (1844), il CI. & F. 702, justifies the view that the pro
ings under the Rule are in effeet .more thaii a mere continui
of the former suit-for it must be rcmcmbered that the se
there rnentioned was not an "original writ" but a judii
under the Statuite of Westminster.

For these reasons the motion must be dismissed, and
should follow.

MIDDLETON, J. MARCK 29TH,

IRE MORROW.

WVi11-Conistruction-Gifî Io Children of Deceased Relati
Grandchffdren andt Stepchildren not IncZlded-Inte.i

Motion by the executor of the will of John Morrow, dec(
for an order determining questions arising as to the coni
tion of the will.

C. C. Ross, for the executor.
G. T. Walsh, for the children of a deeeased brother.
J. Gilchrist, for the ehildren oi another deceased brotl
B. Williams, for Ruby Livingston.
J. Nason, for Fanny Williams.

MIDDLEi!ON, J. :-The testator, who, died on the 28th
ary, 1914, by wiUl dated the 9th October, 1913, divided Ij


