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are to he- paid out of the fruits of the litigation. If there is any
other reaxon for !1eplity' it is nlot suigpeated in the judginent
referred to.

We think 1V would vot be for the benefit of litigants, nor
would it be fair to soflcitorg, to lay down too Strict a rue re-
garding the right of a policitor tr» bargain with bis client for
something more tha 'n t2mable fees. Sucli bargains, it is need-
legs to gay, are made by repittable solicitors every- day Nvith
%cl.to-do clients, as every judge knows froni W4 own profes.
sioîîal practice.

Ought there bc any different rule wherp the olient is a poor
man and unable to supply his lawyer with any fiida to prose.
ente 'his case? Hle ï.sks the solicitor to weef. ail the di.8burse-
Monts of what may bo i protraeted litigation, and to go 'o, great

trouble and expense in preparing the case for trial, for which
troulble taxable costs would bc a ricliculously inadequate return

under the present low tariff. Muoicns should, in seine way, 'oe
given to enforce any legal riglît. It surely cannot be the laNw

thit becanse a r'ian is poor and unable to psy a lawyer the

necegsary focs, hi,, rights should be lost or his wrongs remain

unvindieated. rut if the above judgment ho sound he Mnay
practicailly ho hl-pless, naiucasa solicitor iay not, witlà-
out incurring thec possible censure cif the Court, stipulate for

any rernuneration whatever over and above his taxable costs,

and miust mun the iýisk, not only of getting nothing, but also of
being out of pocket, and few reputable lawyers wvould take such
risks for nierely tariff fees.

If the client is a Mau of means the solicitor Mnay require
to be paid a retainer in cash, and if it is paid, and the nature

of. the demand properly explained ta thle client, the Court will

not require the solicitor to refund it; but why this should bc an
iiniimpeachable tran.%nctioni,, and a bargain to psy at a future

timie wrong and unenforcable, is one of thogp anomalies which-

tend te niake one question thec reasonablenless of the mule o

laid down. If the latter transaction ho illegal, +.he dernand and

paynment el a retailler over and above taxable cots ouglit aise


