
handie, or a handie of soute nion <eon<ueing material. so that the
lIgbt eould be safely earricd. Then the sereen or cage whieh
Ipi-t(,vted the Ianip against breaking iu case of a fait was ne0
Iprotc,(ti on to the workmcn. These w'îres, as ini the prescrnt case,
would, iii case of leakage of eleetrieity, become eharged, and
there was niegligence in not having these eovcring wires insul-
ated, or ii Itot having a eoverilg over or ini place of wires as lit
present. No difflculty exista in having protection to render the
portall ap reasonably safe for persona carrying it.

Upon cross-examination of the widow, one of the plaintifsN,
she stated that she was boru iii Hungary; and se it was arguted
that, as an alien enemy, belonging to a country with whichl 1an1-
ada is at war, she could nlot maintain this action. About 7 or
8 years ago, the deceased, with his wife, one infant son and an
infant daughtcr, left Hlungary and went to the United States.
Shortly bcforc the accident, the dcceascd, with his wife and
children, carne to Canada, apparently with the intention of mak-
ing C'anada bis permanent place of residenov. Tho death oc-
currcd, and this action was eontmenecd, before wvar wvas dleclared,
and 1 amn of opinion that the plaintiffs are entitled to eniforce
their laîi in our Courts.

lu the very r'emit case of Princess of Thurii and Taxis v.
Moffitt. 119141 W.N. 379, Mr. ,Justice Sargant said thait thiere
appcared to bc a gencral impression that during the continuanice
of a state of war an allen enemy as sueh was ntot entitled to an v
relief as a plaîintif iii the Coudts of this country; but, in bis
Lordship 's opinion, that proposition was too widcly stated, and
did not apply to a person lu the position of the plaint iff in that
case.

In Hall 's International Law, fith cd., p. 388, it is said:-
"When persona are allowed to remain cither for a s;peeified] tie

aftcr the commencement of war or during good behaviour they
arc cxoneratcd f rom the disabilities of demies, for sueh time ab;
they in fact stay, and they are placcd in the samne position ais
other foreigners. except that they canet carry on a direct tradle
in their own or other enemnies' vessels, with the enemy count ry."
Sec Wells v. Williams (1697), 1 Salk. 46.

The plainiffs arc within thc proclamation of the (oenr
General of Canada of thc l3th August, 1914. This Proclama-
tien, after reeiting that there arc many immigrants of Austro-
1lungarian nationality quietly pursuing their usuial avoelations
in varions parts of Canada, and il is desirable thiat such persona
shbould continue in such avocations without interruption, is as
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