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“pragmatic tax analysts”? Are the courts asking the wrong question: not whether “a” trust
estate continued after the changes, but whether the “same” trust estate continued? ........... 203

(2012) 41 AT Rev 169 169

http://sites.thomsonreuters.com.au/journals/category/australian-tax-review/
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?endChunk=1&fromToc=true&startChunk=1&docguid=I0cadbd751e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&tocGuid=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC||I0cadbd771e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?endChunk=1&fromToc=true&startChunk=1&docguid=I0cadbd721e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&tocGuid=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC||I0cadbd761e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?endChunk=1&fromToc=true&startChunk=1&docguid=I0cadbd701e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&tocGuid=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC||I0cadbd741e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?endChunk=1&fromToc=true&startChunk=1&docguid=I0cadbd701e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&tocGuid=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC||I0cadbd741e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18
http://www.westlaw.com.au/maf/wlau/app/document?endChunk=1&fromToc=true&startChunk=1&docguid=I0cadbd731e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18&tocDs=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC&isTocNav=true&tocGuid=AUNZ_AU_JOURNALS_TOC||I0cadbd781e6111e2aceaa1779488cc18


VOLUME 41 – 2012

Table of Authors .................................................................................................................... 227

Table of Cases ........................................................................................................................ 229

Index ....................................................................................................................................... 235

(2012) 41 AT Rev 169170


	EDITORIAL
	Renewed community interest in tax: What will it lead to?

	ARTICLES
	Dispelling the urban myth around s 95A(2) – Alex Evans
	Constraining the recovery powers of the Commissioner: Judicial considerations in granting a stay – Rodney Fisher
	“Plutarch’s Paradox” – or the case of the interminable trust – Robin Woellner


