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3aKOHO0/JAaTe/IbCTBO O TPAHCTPAHUYHOM HECOCTOATETbHOCTA ABCTPAINU U fANoHUM:
aHaJ/IM3 JBYX HaMpaBJ/ieHUi NPaBOBOrO PeryJIMpoBaHus

B Hacmoswell cmambe npugodumcs cpasHuUmMenbHblll aHaAU3 onbima Aecmpaauiickozo cowo3a u AnoHuu no eHedpeHuio Ha ceo-
ell meppumopuu npasoevlx HOPM, pe2yAUpPyrUUX OMHOWEHUS 8 C85A3U C MPAHC2PAHUYHOU HECOCMOSMEAbHOCMbI0 00ANCHUKA.

Asmop obpawjaem sHUMaHuUe Ha 0cobeHHocmu egedeHus 8 delicmsue 8 Aescmpaauu u AANOHUU edUHO020 3aKOHA 0 MPAHC2PAHUYHOU
HecocmosimeAbHOCMU, a MAKJ*Ce HA 803HUKAIOWYIO 8 C853U C 3MuM npobaemy yHUPUKayuu npasogozo pezyaupo8aHus mpaHczpaHuy-
HOU HecocmosmeibHOCMU.

B pamkax uccaedosanus Hopm 3akoHodameasbcmea Aecmpaauu u AnoHuuU, nocessujeHHblX MpaHCc2PaHUYHOU HECOCMOoAmMeabHO-
cmu, asmop obpawaem SHUMAHUE HA NPUMEHSIeMble 8 YKA3AHHbIX 20cydapcmeax ouamempaasbHO NPOMuU8oNoaA0iCHbIe N0OX00bl 8
paspeweHuu npasossix npobiemM npu 803HUKHOBEHUU OMHOWEHUL HecocmosimeAbHOCMU, umeroujeli c8si3b ¢ UHbLM NPABONOPSOKOM.

Kniouesule c/108a: mpaHczpaHu4Has HECOCMOSAMeAbHOCMb, 6AHKPOMCMB0, YeHMpP OCHOBHLIX UHMePecos8 00NNCHUKA, UHOCMPAH-
Hblll 3/1eMeHm 8 6aHkpomcmae.

Laws on Trans-Border Insolvency of Australia and Japan: An Analysis
of Two Legal Regulation Areas

This article provides a comparative analysis of the experience of the Australian Union and Japan on the introduction of legal norms
regulating relations in connection with the cross-border insolvency of the debtor on their territory.

The author draws attention to the peculiarities of the introduction of a single law on cross-border insolvency in Australia and Japan,
as well as the problem of unification of legal regulation of cross-border insolvency caused by this circumstance.

Within the framework of the study of the Australian and Japanese legislation on cross-border insolvency, the author draws attention to
the diametrically opposite approaches used in these States in resolving legal problems faced by law enforcement officers when an insolvency
relationship arises that has a connection with a different legal order.

Keywords: cross-border insolvency, bankruptcy, the center of the debtor's main interests, the foreign element in bankruptcy.
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