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Even with tis protection, ever 40 acres of the land covered
by the Crown grant have washed away during the paut cen-
tury, and doubtless without the shore or beach, and withi th£%
direct action of thic wavspon the clay banks, a great deal
more land w-ould have bvee lQst during that tirne. A narrow
highway rils down te tlic beach, aid ino-D)ecember Iast, and
again ini Ma « of this year, defendant drove down the highway
and rmoved gravel from the shore opposite the lands of
plainitifs. Objectýion was taken to thîq hy one of the plain-
tiffaz, aind hei orderced defendant off. Again on '29tb Mav de-
fendant returncd, with a nuiliber of bis neiglibours, and drew
away' 17' or 18 tonds of gravel froîn a point soniebdnc
fromn where thie road touches the beaeh, and oppoito plaýin-
tiffs' Lands. P]aintilTs then had defendant noiidin writ-
ing to de-st; h e drew two Ioads4 after reiing the. written
,lotice,. and in fils -xainaition for oliscoverY saYs heIntcn
toi draw nru as soon ais hliý fanal1 work will peormlit him.- so
defendaniiltý cLaillný tllw righit to lref1iove ibis grv 1 froni op-
posite O ih ads of ph:1intiffsý, amiï[ the' point for de'('teination
is whether plaýinifs can prevent hini.

latis oteddthat the prointl of coinieinient in
thedesripionin tlie Crowii grant being now, soinu 10) orl 11

ebiis ont in thelae they are the owners of thie land eut
that far cov\ertd bý thle lake( waters, but I do not tiink that
tN bvi tic case. The graniit relates to land on the, shore of

Lake Ontrio, andl 14 the laike widens the boundary of polain-
tiffs' lands recedes. Rut, to eýntîtie, plaintiffs te inaintalin this;
action, it is net nesrvfor- theni to) iiake titie tý any. oif
the lands covered b)'y waiter. They, a :re riparian poreos
&,ni] have the, right te haive the bnAh orshere imitained in
.urh rminer asq wMl best protect their laîîds.Crrigaa
this grave11 gives the water casier afevss to laýiîîtiffs' cuilti-
vatod lainds, and tenders them. lable,ý duiringÎ storiii4, i en-
croaehxnent, they would net otherwise be abeto. 1It is as w
it were, a natuiral wall between the waters of the lak ad
Plaintiffs' banks, and deifendant, prepoosing tek tear that wal
down. miay be resgtraîined: Attomney-Oeneral v. Tomline, 14
Ch, ). 158.

in Stover v. ljavoia, 8 0. W. R. 398, 9 0. W. R. il1', it ii
hel that thce shore of a navigable inlaud lae is now well,
,nderstood te mean the edge of the water at itsq lowcst miark.,
and that a grant to the lake shoore " carnîes teo the edge of the
water in its natural cenditien at low water mark." If this


