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Whatsoever grows wild on cultivated lands must
be assumed to have been subjected by the proprie-
tor to his ends; hence it rightfully belongs to him.
Moreover, if a stranger should interfere with such
wild products, he would interfere with the proprie-
tor's right to dispose of his lands as may seem best
to him,

Uncultivated lands are property of the whole
commonwealth, for they were assigned to no one
when the lands were distributed. Of course, the
state distinguishes between the substance, the
ground itself, and its accidences, that which grows
upon it. These accidences will most properly be
taken by the state for public purposes, (forests.)
But if they shall be so taken by the state, then the
state must expressly declare them to be state pro-
perty ; and what is not so declared thereby becames
the property of the first one who chooses to appro-
priate it, (wild fruits, berries, etc.)

Whenever a citizen wishes to cultivate any of
these uncultivated lands, they must be divided,
‘Whoever obtaing such lands as his property must
cultivate them. The state will thus be indemnified
for the loss of the accidences on these lands by
receiving contributions (taxes) from their new cul-
tivators,

MINERAL LANDS.

Minerals are the tramsition of nature from inor-
ganic matter to organic products. The laws by
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which nature produces them are either not at all
discoverable, or, at least, are not yet discovered.
Metals can, therefore, not be arbitrarily reproduced
by art and cultivation like fruits. They are found
as nature made them.

It seems as if each one ought to have the right
to say : I intend to hunt for minerals; just as each
has the right to say: I intend to cultivate fruits;
and hence as if the interior of the earth could be
divided among the miners precisely as the upper
crust is divided among the farmers, The metals
found would thus beleng to the miner, as the fruits
cultivated belong to the farmer. Nevertheless, there
is a difference ; partly because mining is risky, and
can not be surely known to support the miners, and
partly because the land once investigated by the
miner can not be reinvestigated. Mining must,
therefore, be assigned to a permanent corporation,
which can afford to await for success; and no cor-
poration is better adapted to do this than the state,
which, moreover, has still another reason for ob-
taining possession of the metals, as we shall soon
show, Hence, the interior of the earth remains
the common property of the commonwealth, and
the miners become the regularly employed laborers
of the state, receiving their wages whether they
find any metals or not.

The same principle applies to all similar products
of nature ; precious stones, quarries, sand, etc. The
state has the right to make these objects its own de-
clared property, and to prohibit all others from ap-
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propriating or using them. If it does so, it must,
of course, guarantee to furnish these products in
sufficient quantities to all who may desire fo use
them. If the state does not choose so to do, it
may extend the privilege of working them for cer-
tain districts to such individuals as may apply for
the privilege; or may tacitly agree to let any one
take possession of them who chooses te do so. The
principle which rules is always that unless the state
exprossly declares these objects to be its property,
they may be taken possession of by the first comer.

PROFERTY IN ANIMALS,

There are also animals upon the earth who may
be useful to men in their accidences, or whose sub-
stances may be useful to men ; their meat to eat,
their skin for various purposes, etc. If any citizen
intends to subject only the accidences of such ani-
mal to his ends, he must first make the animal sub-
servient to him. Moreover, since the animals are
fed and kept alive only by organized matter, and
since it is not to be expected that nature will take
care of them after they have once been made art-
products, he must replace nature in becoming their
nourisher. This, again, is conditioned by the z¢-
clusive possession of the animal; only 7 must feed
and attend the animal always, and only I, therefore,
must be allowed to enjoy the advantages it may
confer.

There is no reason why each one should not bave




