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%vhen the outstanding matters are concluded, which we hope will
be shortly, mle wiIl send ini a further bill."

Some of the judges have tried tu confine the principles of a
"convenient breakinu the business" to sueh action., as were forini rly

purely, Chancery actions, and to exclude it altogether fromn cornmon
lawv actions; but in I rÊ RO$Olr & Hîlsdtim (1 893) 2 Q.B. 286, Kay,I L*., aid: But when we apply that doctrine (of an entire contract>,
to a longr and coniplicated litigation which niav flot be cornpleted
for years. and may involve questions of difficulty, I care not iiiIl: vlhat tribunal the litigation is, it inay be unrea.sonable to treat it as
an entire contract in the sense that a solicitor ks to hiave nuo righit
to seiî. iii his bill of costs unitil the wvhole inatter ks finaliv concluded.

V Accordîniigly, thtŽ courts, without iinfriniging upun the nid rule, hiavc
Said that the pruper mode of applying the rile ks that in such a
case the solicitor inav* at anv% reasonable break in the litigation send
in his bill ot costs uî> to that tile and dlemn auie

InVdeww v. Lewiis, supra, it was argued that the strict rile
of an claire contract laid duwn by the nid casües had beenl su
niaterially mn dified that ail that is necessary t,> entitie a solicitor
to vthrwand site for bis costs, ks that hie shud give his client
reasoniable notice of his intention tu (lo su. Li .nd Eshier, M.R,
disscented frtini that view verv vîgourous]y, and said that if the
decision in Inz re /f<d/ &, Pirrker wvere to bt, su read, he shoud be

ni oinin i mut b uvr-rlc 1 l tact L ord Esher seeînedi ic, ini
to pusli the do ctrine to anr tilreasonable letngti agrainst the sulicitor,
whtŽn lie -ýavs As to the nature of reasunable trruud. 1 arn nut
quite clear, and 1 doubt whether anlything whicl m1av happen to the
SOlicitor limtlelf wuld be sufficient. 1It has been suggesteci, tlmit if
a great miilfo)rtunci, such as a severe illniess, haipix-ted t>> Iirni, or if'
his death occurre<t, that Mwofld pur an end to bis obligittion under
the contract w~hile neot depriving hini nf a -git tu site for what had
i tact bccii dunie, If the captain of a ïhip who bas contracted to
navigate the ship froin une 1p-ort to amiother, udies in the, middile of
the voaehis executors catitut say that his detath has altered the
cointract and that hoe uught to) be paid %vage-s front week to week e1r
niunth to ionitth. It rnay 1xl that dcath or illness w'uult furin a
good grojutid why tiothing -;houlti be charged igaisist a stelicitor, but
it cannot be Said that it lias aitered the contract froiti an entire
contract til a colntract to pâ)y on a tîuatnturn nicruit befo.re the endi
uf the suiit." ht rnust be rernernbered, howeverx that this %vas a


