
Procedure

Substance
• Subject Matter Topics
• Bigger Things
• Common Law and Precedent 

(Stare Decisis)
• Thinking Like a Lawyer







�[F]inder . . . keep[s] it against all but 
the rightful owner� Armory v. 
Delamirie

•Why Does Armory Win Under This 
Rule?

•What is a “rightful owner”?

•What is a “finder”?



HYPO
•Lord Hobnob loses jewel
•Armory finds jewel
•Delmairie gets the jewel
•Does this change anything?
•Lord Hobnob’s rights compared to 
Delmairie?  Armory?

•Does the holding in Armory solve this?

�[F]inder . . . keep[s] it against all but the 
rightful owner� Armory v. Delamirie



HYPO
•Clark finds logs
•Clark loses logs
•Maloney finds logs
•Clark or Maloney?
•Reasons for Clark getting it?
•Reasons for Maloney getting it?

•Does the holding in Armory solve this?

�[F]inder . . . keep[s] it against all but the 
rightful owner� Armory v. Delamirie



�[Current Possessor] keep[s] it against all but 
the [Prior Possessor]�

�[F]inder . . . keep[s] it against all but the 
rightful owner� Armory v. Delamirie



�[Current Possessor] keep[s] it against all 
but the [Prior Possessor]�

• Public Order
•Maximizes Utilization
• Evidentiary Convenience
• Return to Original Possessor
• Reward Effort/Labor 
• Codifies Current Social Norms

• Why?

•What if prior possessor  obtained illegally 
(trespass?)





�[Current Possessor] keep[s] it against all but 
the [Prior Possessor]�

Remedies:
• Trover
• Replevin



�[Current Possessor] keep[s] it against all but 
the [Prior Possessor]�

Bridges v. Hawkesworth

• What is the Holding?
• Does the court simply follow Armory or 

change/ignore it?

�[F]inder . . . keep[s] it against all but the 
rightful owner� Armory v. Delamirie



�[Current Possessor] keep[s] it against all but 
the [Prior Possessor]�

Bridges v. Hawkesworth

•What About Merry v. Green? [427]

•What if Armory found them in a house 
he was sweeping? [428] 

•Bundle in Inn Hypo [428] 





•What if it was a public pool?

�[Current Possessor] keep[s] it against all but 
the [Prior Possessor]�

South Staffordshire v. Sharman

•What if the rings are found on a table 
by the pool?

• What is the Holding?
• Does the court simply follow Armory

and/or Bridges or change/ignore them?



• custody/control (Bridges and 
South Staffordshire)

�[Finder] keep[s] it against all but the 
rightful owner� Armory v. Delamirie

�[Current Possessor] keep[s] it against all 
but the [Prior Possessor]�

• attached to/or under (South 
Staffordshire)

• lost/mislaid (Bridges)





Hannah v. Peel

• How does the case interpret Bridges?
• How does the case interpret South 
Staffordshire?
•What is the holding?
• Does the court make new law?



• custody/control (Bridges and 
South Staffordshire)

�[Finder] keep[s] it against all but the 
rightful owner� Armory v. Delamirie

�[Current Possessor] keep[s] it against all 
but the [Prior Possessor]�

• attached to/or under (South 
Staffordshire)

• lost/mislaid (Bridges)



Hannah v. Peel
• Attached to or under – constructive 
possession
• If not . . . 
• “Lost” – no constructive possession
•Good faith relevant???
•Physical possession of locus relevant



McAvoy v. Medina

•Which Rule of Law Does the Court 
Apply?
• Is this a better approach then
•Hannah v. Peel?
•Our interpretation?
•What is the “right” approach?


