
7. Where an individuel wlio ceases to be a resident of a Contracting State, and
ùnediately thereafter becomes a resident of the other Contracting State, is treated for
the purposes of taxation in the first-mentioned State as having alienated a property and
is taxed in that State by reason thereof, the individual may elect to be treated for the
purposes of taxation in the other State as if the individual bail, fimmediately before
becommng a reident of that State, sold ami rcpurchased the property for an amount equal
to its fair market value at that time.

8. Notwithstanding any provision of the Convention

(a) a company that is a resident of Algeria and that bas a permanent
establishment in Canada shahl, in accordance with the provisions of
Canadian law, remain subject to the additional tax on companties other
than Canadian companies, but the rate of such tax sha flot exceed 15 per

<(b) a company that is a resident of Canada and that has a permanent
establishment in Algeria shall remain subject to the withholding tax in
accordance with the provisions of Algerian law, but thc rate of such tax
shah not exceed 15 per cent.

9. Ilc provisions of thc Convention shall not be construed te rcstrict in any manner
any exemption, allowance, credit or other deduction accordcd

(a> by Uic Iaws of a Contracting State in the determination of the tex imposed
by that State; or

(b) by any other agreement entered into by a Contmacting State.

10. Nothing in the Convention shahl k construed as prevcnting Canada from imposing
a tex on amounts included in the income of a resident of Canada with respect to a
partnership, trust, or controlled foreign affiliate, i which that resident bas an interest.

11. flic Convention shall not apply to any company, trust or partnership Uiat is a
resident of a Contracting State and is beneficially owned or controlled, directly or
indirectly, by one or more persons who are not residents of that State, if Uic amount of
the tax imposed on Uic income or capital of the company, trust or partnership by that
State is substantially lower than the amount that would be imposed by that State if all of
Uic sbires of Uic capital stock of the company or ail of thc interests i the trust or
partnership, as Uic case may ke, were beneficially owned by one or more individuals who
were residents of that State.


