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known, but flot Corning within the. ancient definition oif trêig.
sure trove, s goid or silver. Thus, a prehistoria boat embedded
in the soil six feet below the surface (Eiwes v. Brigg Gas Co., 33
Ch. D. 562), au aerolite which has fallen to*the eorth (Gocd4rd
v. Winchell, 86 Iowa 71), ancien'- dishes buried in the groud
(7 Loto Notes, p. 160), and gold-bearing quartz rock found em.
bedded in the soil, evidently once coritained in a cloth bag
(Ferguson v. Ray, 44 Oregon 557), have been directly or indir.
ectly held not te be treasure trove, on account of the character
of the articles so found, though in other respects, sucli as the
place cf flnding, they rnight well be so classifled. And it is'
eviciont that for such articles a different rule of ownership is
net:essary thon that ohtainirig in the case either of lost property
or of treasure trove.

The right of the finder of lost property to retain tho saine
as against ail persons save the true owner has been reeýogniWe
siîice the early caue of Arrori, v. Delarnirie, 1 Strange f04.
'In that case a chimnney s..',eeper's boy found a jew'el, and car.
ried it to a goldsrnith to ascertain what it ivas. The goldsrnith
refused to return it, andI it was hld. that the boy ig"lit nmain.
tain trover on the grotind that bjy the finding he had iicqniiretl
sudvi a property in the jewel as would entitie hivi tu kz(elp it
against all persons but tlue rightfui owner. This ease litus been
uniformnly tollowed in Engiand and Arnerica, and the Iaw on
thiN point is well settled-.' (Sovern v. Yvrin*, 16 Oregon 269;
19 Amn. and Eng. Eneye. of Law (2nd ed.) 579; Dan ieson v.
Roberts, 44 Oregon 108). It seerne that in Oregon a statute
exists by virtue of which lost property iiuuît be dividvd txtween
the finder and the country (Soverni v. Yaran, 16 Or<.gun 2639),
and sirnihir statutes doubtiess exist in sone other jurixdictions.
but the general ride is as above stated. The right of the fander
of treasure trove is lms weil defineil, in this country, at 8Y
rate. The eonnaon-law vnte wus, as st.ated le Blaekstcn)e, that
treasure trove belonged to the king as the suceasor of the un-
kntown owner. Whother this raie obtairn in Anteriea is ex-
tremely doubtful. (So 2 Konit Coin. 0357). There a1 0 mUM.
eroniq Arnerican autliorities whit'h ref#'r tu, te 1w oiunon la%\ nue,


