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it is extremely îflterestiflg, therefore, ta note that aur Ontario
Act n.S.O. o. 119, os. 33-35 dealing with the saine subject, whiie
followiflg almout iýerbatim in other respets tbe Erglish Act, con-
tainé the significant variation that the words "unfair dealing"
are entirely omitted.

The exact differences between the two enaptrrents are indi-
cated by the brackets in the following extract from the Imiperial
Act- "No purchase made bon& fide and without froud [ur un-
fair dealing], of any reverî;ianary intrrest in real or personal
estate shall [hereafter] be opened or set aide [merely] on the
ground of undervalue. " The bracketed , words are amitted in the
Canadian Act. The latter aiea cantains a provision nat found in
the English Act that ini cases arising out of transactions prior ta
4th March, 1868, the anuis of proving undervalue shall be upan
the persan attacking the bargain.

One would certainly be inclined ta say, having in view the
pujrnose sought to be effected by the Act that the inclusion of the
wourds "uinfair dealing" canld scarcely fail to be a source of
emblarrRssmenft in transactions ainied at by the Act, and aur

0îiteirio legisiatars are entitled ta full credit for their astuteneas

in foreseeing (and avoidingk by amission: of the dithiois wvords)

tlhv very diffleulty which was suhsequently l)r)nou1fee upan by
the English 'u.dges, am ahbve indieated, ta mender ta a large ex-
tent nugatory the Engligh special legisiation.

I>erhaps it is scarcely possible ta bestow the saine couimendi-

tion on the other change in oaur Ontario Act, viz., the omission of

the word ''merely''ý
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