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him $600 to be paid fôrthwiÎli and $100 a monfli for four
xnontlis. -And I find that the said amounts were duly paid
to hima or on hia behaif as ana for his ýmaintenance.

"<And I find that the said suins so paid were and are a
reasonable amount to bie allowed to, the said William George
Corkett for his maintenance and that lie is not entitled to
be allowed any further amount for such maintenance.

1I further flnd that Margaret Jennie Kee consented bie-
fore mne to waive any further dlaim of maintenance i n theý
event of no further amount being allowed to the said
William eog Corkett and I therefore find that the said
Margaret Jennie iKee'is not entitled to any further allow-
ance for such maintenance.»

Fromi this order Williamn George Corkett appeals, and in-
his notice of motion, arter setting out that lie had previously
zeceived various suius, on account of maintenance, prior tu
the order of the 15tli October, 1911, already referred to,
and that at the tinie of the miaking of such order it was
understood -"that an application would 'be madç on behaif
of the execu1tors for construction of the will of the said
George Corkett, deceased, on the question, of maintenance
upon the se.id Williamn George Corkett attaining the age of
25 years in the event of his living to attain that age,» lie
goes on fturtlier tu allege that thie "-learned Judge of the
Surrogate Court erred in rertisingr to admit evidence as.tc,
the fauts iii connection wvith the application on whidli the
orther of 1,5 lt October, 1911, wais made," and aise "in hold-
ing thiat tie amnount of the maintenance to whidh the, fiaid
WiIliani George Corkett was entitled was in any wa;y fixed
or intended by the parties or by the Court to be fixed, by
said order.» And further, that thec order of the Pivisional
Court is bînding "apart froem whetlier tlie said order of
the lsth October, 19.11, assumes tc> lix sudh maintenance
or otherwise," and thait upon the evidence thc ainounts as
fixed by the said erder of the, 15th October, 1911, were not
reaaenably sufficienit to pay , lis necessary expenses of main-
tenance and a rvasonablv Itiii sliould now be allowed.

llpon thie application it was contended on the part of those
oppoming that no applei vould lie as the Surregate Judge
wau peroisa de&oiynaIa, aud further thiat the order of Fal-
eonibridge, .3,was a consent order and intended te cover
atIl past inpaid maintenance and ail future maintenance.

Cuntsdicoryalildavits and statenients wèe illed and made.


