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14218 SALE. D, I,

House of Peers, in that of Arthur contra Hastie and Iamlcson, roth April 190,

No 43. p. 14209.

The cause was reported by the Lord Ordinary ; when
A majority of the Court were of opinion, that the proper possession of the
goods was held, not by the shipmaster or owner, but through them, first by the

shipper, and then by the indorsee to the bills of lading, animi ; delivery of
-possession being made in an effectual manner, and such alone as the case was

capable of ; and therefore
“ Tm: Lorps repelled the defences pleaded for Messrs Dunmore and Com-

pany.”
Reporter, Lord Henderland.  Act. Wight, A, Campbell.  Alt. Rolland, Abercrom&y.
Clerk, Orme.
S. : Fol. Dic. v. 4. p. 250. ' Fac. Col. No 305. p. 470.
/
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SECT. IIL

Stoppages in transitu.

‘ArLLaN and STEUART again.rt CrEDITORS of STEIN.

In the case of Allan and Steuart contra Creditors of Stein, No 49. p.
4949, it was virtually found, both in the Court of Session and in the House
‘of Lords, that the transmission of bills of loading to the purchaser three weeks
‘before his bankruptoy, did not bar the seller from stopping, in transitu, such of
the goods as were not landed and delivered. \

Fol. Dic. v. 4. p. 252.

1488. December 4.

1789. Fuly 23.

Joun Youne against The Trustee for James StEIN’s CREDITORS.

Sanpeman and Graham, merchants in London, were the consignees of [ames
Stein, a Scotch distiller, and as such intrusted with thesale of large quantities
of spirits prepared by him for the London market. They had come under ac-
ceptances for Stein to a great amount, when he shipped for London, consigned,
as was usual, a cargo of aquavite, of which he had indorsed and transmitted
to them the bill of lading, -

The vessel set sale, but was, by contrary wmds obliged to put back to her
mort. Mean lime, Sandeman and Graham became bankrupts, and their estate



