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I. In t r o d u c t io n

The proverbial “bundle of sticks” is an analogy familiar to real 
property scholars.1 The analogy compares property ownership to a 
bundle of sticks—that is, ownership composed of separate and 
individual property rights—where each “stick” represents a right 
or stream of benefits available to the property owner. Under the 
cQnturies-old common law ad coelum doctrine, real property 
contained all lands from the core of the earth to the sky. Although

1. See United States v. Craft, 535 U.S. 274, 278 (2002) (citations omitted) (stating 
that a “common idiom describes property as a ‘bundle of sticks’—a collection of individual 
rights which, in certain combinations, constitutes property. State law determines only 
which sticks are in a person’s bundle.”).


