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An  attorney seaks Panzl advice conzewniay e
recovarcy  for an attloney  cetained under a contingency
disnissed without cause by tha client orioc oo Tilal resotatin

—
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fee contract and
1 F the matTarn,

It apnears to the Panel that Rhode Island case law has £3:a0Lish2 |
that an attorney may be discharged by the client at any time, with or without
cause, and that the proper measure of recovery of damages by the discharj2i
attorney 1is the reasonable valus of the services performed for Chat clisn:t
prior to dismissal. See Lake v, Winfield fuller Co., 173 A.Zﬁ 119, 5S4 7.7,
358 (1939); Lisker v. MonEi, 80 A.2d 435, 74 R,T. 310 (1948). It should be
noted that Rhode Island case law dn2s aot «distinguish between contingency fee
contracts and fixed fee agjresmenats L e contaxt of th2 proper measure of
pecovacy Toe an attorney who is discharged, with or without cause, prior to
= Final resolubion of the subject matter of the representation.

Fthics Advisory Panel advice is pmiuactive in nature. There 1s nno

o

requirement that an attornsy abids by 2 Panz2i oninion, DiIn iF he or she doss,
he or she is fully nrotected from any charge of impropriety.



