
ing the pcrtion of Cobalt Lake in respect of which thi.^

action is brought.

And assuming that the plaiutifi's were able to

establish a status entitling them to impeach the sale,

the defendants would derive no protection from the

plea of purchasers for value without notice

But they would still be entitled to the benefit of

the Act, 7 Edw. VII., Cap. 15.

Many objections have been urged with much force

and ability against the constitutional validity and the

legal effect of this Act.

It is impossible, however, to conclude that it is a

private and not a jjeneral Act, and that it was not in-

ten'ed to \Jidate and confirm the sale and grant of

the lands comprised in the Letters Patent and of all the

mines and minerals being and lying in and under the

lands and all mining rights therein and thereto, and to

vest the property therein and thereto in the defendants

as and from the date of the sale, absolutely freed from

all claims and demands of every nature whatsoever in

respect of or arising from any discovery, location or

staking. Having regard to what is known to have trans-

pired before and up to the time of the t-'ssing of the

Act, it is not possible to ignore the . nee of the

enactment, or to seek to treat it as ii. ...cable to the

plaintiffs' asserted claim to impeach the grant to the

defendants.

And unless the enactment was beyond the legis-

lative authority of the Legislature, it must be taken as

absolutely concluding any claim to the lands to which

the plaintiffs assert title in this action.

It was urged that the legislation was ultra vires

and incompetent because it was enacted during the


