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In the wake of the Christchurch Massacre, the Australian Government passed the Criminal 
Code Amendment (Sharing of Abhorrent Violent Material) Act 2019 (Cth) (AVM Act) 
with essentially no debate or consultation. Creating new criminal offences for social media 
and hosting companies that fail to remove certain violent content “expeditiously”, the 
legislation treats the matter of the viral spread of violent content online as a simple problem 
that could be solved by technology companies if they were only sufficiently motivated. But 
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that it is not.  ............................................................................................................................   61

BOOK REVIEW – Editor: Angelina Gomez

The Oxford Handbook of the Australian Constitution, by Cheryl Saunders and Adrienne 
Stone (eds)  ................................................................................................................................   75

OBITUARY

The Hon Jane Hamilton Mathews AO  ......................................................................................   78

General Editors of the Australian Law Journal

1927 to 1946 	 –	 Mr (later Sir) Bernard Sugerman

1946 to 1958 	 –	 Mr (later Justice) Rae Else-Mitchell

1946 to 1961 	 –	 Mr (later Sir) Nigel Bowen

1958 to 1967 	 –	 Mr (later Justice) Russell Fox

1967 to 1973 	 –	 Mr (later Justice) Philip Jeffrey

1974 to 1992 	 –	 Professor J G Starke QC

1992 to 2016 	 –	 The Hon Justice P W Young AO

2016 to present 	 –	 The Hon Justice François Kunc

https://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/ext/app/document?docguid=Ic91bab5747c311ea867ef5a4d6202a58&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
https://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/ext/app/document?docguid=Ic91bab5747c311ea867ef5a4d6202a58&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
https://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/ext/app/document?docguid=Ic91bab5747c311ea867ef5a4d6202a58&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
https://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/ext/app/document?docguid=Ic91bab6d47c311ea867ef5a4d6202a58&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1
https://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/ext/app/document?docguid=Ic91bab6447c311ea867ef5a4d6202a58&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&startChunk=1&endChunk=1


4� (2020) 94 ALJ 2

Australian Law Journal Reports
HIGH COURT REPORTS – Staff of Thomson Reuters

DECISIONS RECEIVED IN DECEMBER 2019

AWI16 v Minister for Immigration, Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs (Citizenship and 
Migration) ([2019] HCA 43) .................................................................................................     4

DBE17 v Commonwealth (Citizenship and Migration; High Court and Federal Court) 
([2019] HCA 47) ...................................................................................................................   41

EBT16 v Minister for Home Affairs (Citizenship and Migration) ([2019] HCA 44) ............     6

New South Wales v Robinson (Criminal Law) ([2019] HCA 46) .........................................   10

Plaintiff S53/2019 v Minister for Immigration, Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs 
(Citizenship and Migration) ([2019] HCA 42) ......................................................................     1




