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management of international insolvencies. In Australia, interest in this text can be dated 
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International Transactions, which recommended that a high priority be given to 
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examiners to use powers granted for public purposes for private ends. The article also 
exposes ways in which the application of the powers have departed from the intentions 
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examination proceedings swifter, fairer and more tailored to the purpose of each 
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All contributions to the journal are welcome and should be sent, with a signed licence agreement, to the Production Editor, 
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must be included with the manuscript. 
Manuscript must be submitted electronically via email or on disk in Microsoft Word format. 
Manuscript should not exceed 15,000 words for articles or 1,500-2,000 words for section commentary or book reviews. An 
abstract of 100-150 words is to be submitted with article manuscripts. 
Proof pages will be sent to contributors. Authors are responsible for the accuracy of case names, citations and other 
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Contributors of articles receive 25 free offprints of their article and a copy of the part in which the article is published. 
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Articles published are critically appraised or reviewed by an academic or professional peer of the author for the purpose of 
maintaining the standards of the journal.  

Style 
1. Levels of headings should be clearly indicated (no more than four levels). 
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footnote. Give at least two and preferably all available citations, the first listed being the authorised reference. 
Australian citations should appear in the following order: authorised series; Lawbook Co./ATP series; other company series 
(ie CCH, Butterworths); media neutral citation. 
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ALJR 408; 107 ALR 1. 
Where only a media neutral citation is available, “at” references should be to paragraph, eg: YG v Minister for Community 
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