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or of administration shall operate as a revocation of such
administration durante minoritate, or pendente lite. And upon
such revocation, it shall be the duty of every administrator
durante mainoritate, or pendente lite, to exhibit to the orphans’
court his aceounts without delay, and to deliver to the executor
or administrator, on demand, all the goods, chattels and
personal estate in his possession belonging to the decedent ;
and on failure, his bond shall be liable to be put in suit by
the executor or administrator; but all suits pending by or
agdinst any such administrator may be prosecuted or defended
by the executor or administrator appointed to succeed him, in
the same manner as hereinbefore provided where letters of
administration have been revoked by the production of a will,
and the grant of letters testamentary.
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69. If an execufor or administrator shall die before admin-
istration is completed, letters de bonis non or de bonis non cum
testamento annexo may be granted at the discretion of the court,
giving preference, however, to the person entitled if he shall
actually apply for the same; and the form of the letters shall
be as hereinbefore directed, except that the words “not; already
administered” shall be added in their proper place; and the
authority conferred thereby shall be to administer all things
herein described as assets, not converted into money and nat
distributed and delivered or retained by the executor or former
administrator, under the court’s direction.
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