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I Il înere dicturn, and not neceissary to the decision of the point involved
in the case at bar, And Davey, .J., referring to this, adds to his

a judgment. " 1 only desire-ïo 4ay 1 express rio opinion as to the
'y effect of the death or illness of the solicitor." There is sone
)n corntbrt to the solicitor to knowv that in case of bis death, although

Ye lieh rnay not bc paid for %vork hie bas donc on unfiniisried actions, he
t) ~ will not be liable to bis client in damnages for dving at sucb an

d inconvenient tinte,
in This brings us to the question, what will justify, a solicitor in
1. refusing to proecetd in the action after reasonahie notice ? Or. as the
t Master of the Rolls î,uts it in the case 1 have just quotedl frorli:

le Eldon's mile ? ** anid lie iwswers " Que of themi is titis :silice al
a slicitor canntot relsounablv be iisXKcd to pas' disburscrnunts out of

td lus owni pockuet, the Contract iniplies a provision that hie rnay with-
draw if his client refuses to supplv hlmii, because eveury Pers(n of

le Sense woulcd Corne to the Conrclusion. that the parties 11àd contracted
.0 . ~wth the ofuwldi'u such inuphîlciation."
)r ~Il' .Si-(e v. -Scvýtt, 2 1l"P:î, 14 1, it Wils held tha1t Wvherc al client

it b' bis conduet inakes h. impossible for bis solicitor to Continue
longer wvith iiiu, the solicitor is justifit'd in re'fusing to Continue the

e proceedînigs. It is tiot statt!c what the conduct of~ the' client was,
e but apparentlv it contsi.steti of imputatio<ns cast upmi the character

o r coniduet of the solicito Tr *he Niaster of the Roîls c niee
r, that the~ client hall substitntiiallv discharged the solicitor.
)t Thîe d1vith of the~ client, as it terinaiite4 the solicitor'S
e rt'taîner, eimblt's the solicitor t rt'cover bis costs before the' action
if is tt'rlninated: 1V-kiteli'dt/ v. 7Exch. (sp.ý Su alsu for other
if eaoîb caus4es, as al dissolution of partnershl, or bis retireienit
'r front btisincss, or the ilisolvencv' of bis client, the attornicv rnav
dI throw up) his enmplovrnenit. and 'niav recover bis costs for what lie

O asi donc) - Ulli1g, 127 But al ,40iicitor cannot refuse to îu'oceecl
)f on the ground of non-pavrnnt of disbturiernints if lie bas umider-

C ~takeii the action onu theunestndn that the plaintif' bias not-
tllï)teî to pav- costs HdUtrritgt#* V. BINns, 3 F. & F. 052

a %V hlat is rasouiable notice mu.st necessarily dq-iend largely on
t the, facts (if vach case, 1 bave 6)uid onl' two cases where the

poinu lias bc'vn thiscussedi, lt iti wor/l' v. AiIttrsîi?//, : r.
I 665, the court re~fuses. to couiliel ait attornuey, even afier notice of

a i trial, to carry the cause tu court, unlesýs the clic-it supplîed hirn %ith
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