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RETIREMENT OF PROFESSOR STANLEY YEO AS CO-EDITOR OF THE JOURNAL

This is the last edition of the Criminal Law Journal in which one of the co-editors, Professor Stanley Yeo, will participate as such.  He has been a general editor since Paul Byrne retired in 1990, on the completion of volume 14.  He has shared the editorial duties with Mr Stephen Odgers, now of Senior Counsel of the New South Wales Bar.  Fortunately, Mr Odgers is remaining at his post.


The retirement of Stanley Yeo is  significant event in the life of this Journal.  Indeed, at volume 30, it marks a definite watershed.  He has shared the direction of the publication for 16 years and thus for more than  half of the life of the Journal.  He is leaving Australia to take up a new appointment in the Faculty of Law at the University of Singapore.


As a member of the Editorial Board since the foundation of the Journal, I express grateful thanks for Professor Yeo's participation and leadership.  I do so on behalf of the Board, the publishers, but above all the readership of the Journal in the judiciary, the legal profession and academia.  It has gone from strength to strength under the present duumvirate.  The severance of the link between the quiet, scholarly Yeo and the frenetic, incisive Odgers will necessarily mean that things will be somewhat different in the future.  But change is the way of all living organisms and doubtless the move will bring new adventures and stimuli both for Professor Yeo and this Journal.


Since 1991, Professor Yeo has held a chair of law the in the School of Law and Justice of Southern Cross University in New South Wales.  From that vantage point he has helped to make this publication the principal journal of criminal law and policy in Australia and, I would venture to say, in New Zealand too which the Journal attempts to cover.


Professor Yeo has contributed numerous articles to refereed journals in the United Kingdom, including the International and Comparative Law Quarterly and the Oxford Journal of Legal Studies.  He is extremely well known as a writer on criminal law issues in Australia because of his articles in this Journal, in the Sydney Law Review, the Melbourne University Law Review, the University of New South Wales Law Journal, the Australian Bar Review, the Australian Law Journal and other journals.  Above all, he has demanded a conceptual and outward-looking approach to criminal law.  For that, Australian lawyers will long be grateful.


One of the most important contributions that Professor Yeo has made to legal writing on criminal law is the strong emphasis he has placed on comparative law.  His awareness of developments in criminal law in other Commonwealth countries is reflected not only in what he has written and published in these pages but also in essays of his that are published in the Indian Law Institute Journal, the Malaya Law Review and the Singapore Journal of Legal Studies.  The common law, statutes and codes in all of the countries named are profoundly influenced by the traditions of the common law of crime derived ultimately from the law of England.  That law still represents the core of the doctrine.  There is a tendency of lawyers (and perhaps those interested in criminal law and practice more than most) to stick to their own jurisdictions.  Stanley Yeo has helped rescue this Journal from such intellectual parochialism.  He has looked beyond the horizon; whilst never forgetting the intensely practical issues raised by criminal law.  


A measure of Professor Yeo's standing in Australia during his co-editorship has been the extent to which the Justices of the High Court of Australia have referred to his writings in their opinions.  I had occasion to do so in my reasons in Green v The Queen (1998) 191 CLR 334 at 402 (concerning the so-called homosexual advance defence) and in R v Lavender (2005) 79 ALJR 1337 at 1351 (concerning the content of manslaughter).  Justice McHugh did so in his opinion in Masciantonio v The Queen (1995) 183 CLR 58 at 72‑74.  He there explained that his reason for changing his mind in relation to the role that ethnicity can play in respect of the 'ordinary person' test in provocation was his reading of Professor  Yeo's criticism of an earlier decision of the High Court in Stingel v The Queen (1990) 171 CLR 312.


We all wish Stanley Yeo success, happiness and fresh challenges in his new posting in Singapore - a criminal code jurisdiction.  We look forward to receiving articles from him for these pages in the future.  We thank him for his work over the past 16 years.  The reward of legal writers and scholars derives from the part they play in the promotion and analysis of ideas.  Stanley Yeo can depart his co-editorship sure in the knowledge that this Journal and its sister publication, the Australian Criminal Reports, have helped to strengthen the intellectual content of, and respect for, criminal law in this country.  That is no mean contribution to leave behind.
Michael Kirby
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