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shall bear his own costs. In other statutes the principle seems
Wo be that the ineidence of costs must follow the determination as
14 the adcquacy of the offer made. This, however, doe not con-
eern me, as the discretion under this Act i8 vested in the arbi-
trator-s, and there is no power to review the discretion given to
thlem.

The muotion inust be dismissed with conts.

MIDDLETON, J., 1N ('HlAMBERS. DECEMBERt 7TH, 1914.
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Division Court-Territorial Jurisdictio w-Place where Cawqe of
Action Arose-Vhole Cause of Action,-Prohibtion--Lmî-
tation-Trans fer of Action to Pro per Court.

Motion by the defendanùt for prohibitioni to a Division Court
in the county of Wentworth, with territorial jurîsdietion in the
city of Hamilton.

H. S. White, for the defendant.
H. E. MeKittrick, for the plaintiffs..

MIDDLETON, J. :-The plaintiffs' office is in Hamnilton; the de-
fendant carnies on business in the county of Grey. An ageney
eontract was cntered into between the parties. This eontract
was nicgotiatcd and signed by the defendant at his residence(, but
it was provided that the contraet, although signedl by thie tra-
velling agent of the company, in the counÎty of CGrey, should flot
be binding until approved at the Hlamilton office. It was ap-
proved at the Hamilton office, and the goods were shipped. Somne
disputes have-arisen as to the amount duc in respect of goods
received by the defendant at G rey, supposed to have been dis-.
posed of by him there.

Suit has bccii entered at Hlamilton, and a motion te, transfer
the case to Grey has failed. This motion for prohibition ie now
inade.

Under a long series of decisions upon the Division Courts
~Act, "cause of action" has been held to, mean ail material. facts
eusexftial for the proof of the plaintiffs' case. Manifestly, mucli
that took place in the eounty of Grey f aIls within this definition.


