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stance of the grantee fromi year to y6eI' notWitstafldiflg the

appareutly absolute grant, and that lni default of that being

do>ne, the titie may revert to the Grown.

lRe lias no0 more propertY lni the pinie trees, or Charge Of

or over thein, than if they were growmng upon an adjacent

lot under sucli legal conditions that hie xnight by virtue of a

covenant froin the owner ini fee siinp'le ini certain contin-

gencies which mnight or iglt neyer happen, have a license

to cut and use sanie for his use in developing his mining

interest in the land granted for such purpose, but for no0

other purpose.
The trees having> contied the property of the Crown,

hew can the grante in any such case assert the right of

property claiin.d here, #hen the trees have been eut and re-

moved frein the. lantd?
The appellants as sueli grantees had neither a legai. nor

physical. possession of tiie pine trees and hence no0 basis on

which to rest a dlaim to the ties into which they were eut.

They were under no position of responsibility to, th

Crowu to have theni protected froin the acts of others than

thernselves.
Trai Qali. relation to thille~ trees, or the (Jrown as


