UTILIZING CROSS-BORDER INSOLVENCY LAWSTO ATTACK FRAUD: AN ANALYSIS...
Kenney, Martin S;Klose, Bernd H;Rukavina, Davor;Wielebinski, Joseph J

Law and Business Review of the Americas; Summer 2007; 13, 3; ProQuest Central

pg. 569

UTtiLizING CroOss-BORDER INSOLVENCY
Laws To AtTacKk FRAUD: AN ANALYSIS
oF How 1T CouLp WORK IN THE
BritisH VIRGIN IsLANDS, THE UNITED
STATES, AND GERMANY

Martin S. Kenney,*
Bernd H. Klose,**
Davor Rukavina,***
and Joseph J. Wielebinski****

* Martin S. Kenney, Principal of Martin Kenney & Co., Solicitors of Tortola, British
Virgin Islands; Practising Solicitor-Advocate, Supreme Court of Judicature of En-
gland and Wales, Supreme Court of the Eastern Caribbean at the British Virgin
Islands; Non-Practising Barrister and Solicitor, Law Society of British Columbia,
Canada; Licensed Legal Consultant, Supreme Court of the State of New York;
Certified Fraud Examiner; Active Member, International Bar Association—SEc-
TION ON INSOLVENCY, RESTRUCTURING, AND CREDITORS RiGHTS and Business
Crime Committee, London; Solicitors’ Association of Higher Court Advocates,
England & Wales; Exclusive Member of Fraudnet, Commercial Crime Services
Division, International Chamber of Commerce for the British Virgin Islands; BA
(English Literature) (With Distinction), Athol Murray College of Notre Dame,
1988; LL.B, University of Saskatchewan, 1983; LL.M. (International Business
Law), University of London, 1991.

**  Bernd H. Klose, Owner of Kanzlei Bernd H. Klose, Friedrichsdorf, Germany; le-
gally educated at Johann-Wolfgang-Goethe-University in Frankfurt/Germany; sec-
ond examination at the Legal Department of Dresdner Bank AG and the Higher
Regional Court of the State of Hessen; appointed on a regular basis as an insol-
vency administrator, especially in fraud-related insolvencies in Germany; German
member of Fraudnet, the global network of leading lawyers organised under the
auspices of the International Chamber of Commerce (ICC) in Paris, which focuses
on combating and pursuing international cases of fraud; Certified Fraud Examiner,
Association of Certified Fraud Examiners, Houston, Texas; Member of INSOL
Europe; the Creditors Rights and Insolvency Committee; the Business Crime
Committee of the International Bar Association; and the Insolvency Practioners
Association of Germany.

***  Davor Rukavina, Associate, Munsch Hardt Kopf & Harr, P.C., Dallas, Texas; J.D.,
Texas Tech University School of Law, 2001; B.A., Whitman College, 1998 (cum
laude).

#+kk  Joseph J. Wielebinski, Shareholder, Munsch Hardt Kopf & Harr, P.C., Dallas,
Texas; J.D., Syracuse University College of Law, 1983; Master of Public Adminis-
tration, Maxwell School of Syracuse University, 1983; B.A., Temple University,
-1980 (magna cum laude); Past President, Bankruptcy and Commercial Law Sec-
tion of the Dallas Bar Association; Past President, Dallas-Fort Worth Chapter,
Turnaround Management Association; Former member, National Board of Direc-
tors, Turnaround Management Association; Member, American Bankruptcy Insti-
tute; Texas Super Lawyers: 2003-2006; Chambers & Partners USA: America’s
Leading Lawyers for Business: 2005- 2006; Chairman, Reorganization-Corporate
Finance Section, Munsch Hardt Kopf & Harr, P.C.

569

Reproduced with permission of the'copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.




570 LAW AND BUSINESS REVIEW OF THE AMERICAS [Vol. 13

I. INTRODUCTION

on insolvency law and the law of fraud. It has become common
practice for creditors to advance value to debtors who own assets
all around the globe. The law has had to adapt to this growing phenome-
non in order to accommodate cross-border litigation. States have been
compelled to enact legislation based on the United Nations Commission
on International Trade Law (UNCITRAL) Model Law on Cross-Border
Insolvency (Model Law) in order to combat complex international fraud
and its sequela—global money laundering and complex asset conceal-
ment schemes. The UNCITRAL Model Law is designed to assist states
in implementing modern, harmonized, and fair insolvency regimes that
effectively address cross-border insolvency. The Model Law offers solu-
tions that help in several significant ways, including: foreign assistance for
insolvency proceedings taking place in the enacting state, access to the
courts of the enacting state for foreign representatives, recognition of for-
eign proceedings, cross-border cooperation, and coordination of concur-
rent proceedings.! Currently, only a limited number of countries have
adopted legislation based on the Model Law. While the British Virgin
Islands (BVI) and the United States adopted it in 2005, the Germany
decided to implement rules for international insolvencies rather based on
the Council Regulation (EU) for Insolvencies.
This paper contains a comparative analysis of the cross-border effects
of insolvency proceedings involving the BVI, the United States, and Ger-
many based on a hypothetical fact-pattern.

r I \HE internationalization of commerce has had a profound impact

A. HyrotHETICAL FACT-PATTERN

Fraudsters Limited (Fraudsters) is a company formed in accordance
with the laws of the BVI in the British West Indies. Fraudsters has issued
many different forms of promises and undertakings to thousands of inves-
tors in Norway, Ireland, the United Kingdom, Israel, Dubai, and else-
where. The total value of the outstanding liabilities of Fraudsters to these
investors is not yet known. But it is clear that the amount involved ex-
ceeds U.S. $250 million.

Fraudsters employed fifty young men, who worked in a boiler room in
Boca Raton, Florida, to solicit funds from investors located in countries
outside of the United States.

Some of the investors in Norway discovered that Fraudsters is domi-
ciled in the BVI and have contacted a local BVI law firm for advice. The
firm has recommended that the investors involved petition the Supreme
Court of the Eastern Caribbean in the BVI for an order appointing a

1. UN. Comm’n on Int'l Trade Law [UNCITRAL], UNCITRAL Model Law on
Cross-Border Insolvency with Guide to Enactment, U.N. Sales No. E.99.V.3
(1997), available at http://www.uncitral.org/uncitral/en/uncitral_texts/insolvency/
1997Model.html (last visited Apr. 1, 2007).
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liquidator to wind up the company’s affairs. The liquidator’s mandate
and purpose will be to:
¢ identify, locate, and assist creditors and victims to file sworn proofs
of claim in the BVI insolvency proceedings;

¢ identify and locate documents that will reveal where the creditor-
victims might be and where the corrupt enterprise conducted its op-
erations—usually in a number of different locales where various
strands of the fraudulent enterprise find expression. (The senior
shadow directors of Fraudsters may be in Britain, while a publishing
house, mass mailer, and data processor in Quebec, Canada may have
been used to (i) send written solicitations to prospective victims; (ii)
receive and process the mass marketing data used by the enterprise
to identify target investors; and (iii) channel information to Boca Ra-
ton, Florida for use by the boiler room boys when soliciting funds
from investors over the telephone. Furthermore, the investors may
have been directed to send their funds to a bank account in Prague,
Czech Republic. From that point, no one knows where the funds
went or how they were misapplied;

e begin the process of identifying who the primary fraudsters might be
in order to commence the process of a reverse trace from the point
of where the fraudsters lie into the labyrinth of money laundering
vehicles used to conceal the relationship between the activity of
Fraudsters, the company, and the primary wrongdoers; and

* locate evidence of the path of progress of value from the point of
Fraudsters’ receipt of the same from investors.

The newly appointed BVI liquidator has leads to some assets that
might be quickly secured and used to fund the global investigation into
this complex matter. Fraudsters has two assets of interest in the United
States: (i) a bank account in New York and (ii) Fraudsters United Inc., a
wholly-owned subsidiary located in Dallas, Texas, and organized as a
Texas company. Fraudsters United Inc. owns bank accounts in Florida
and Canada and assets in Germany consisting of a bank account in its
name at a small local bank near Frankfurt and a wholly-owned subsidi-
ary—incorporated as Fraudsters Europe GmbH-—which itself owns a
bank account in Lithuania and a palace near Paris, France used for the
fraudsters’ regular meetings.

II. THE BVI EXPERIENCE

The majority of this section sets out how the liquidation process oper-
ates under the law of the BVI. At the end of this section, we discuss
some practical tools that are used to advance fraud investigations during
the liquidation of corruptly-managed BVI companies.
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A. THE BriTisH VIRGIN IsLANDS CORPORATE INSOLVENCY REGIME
— AN OVERVIEW

The BVI s a British Overseas Territory. The BVI is largely responsible
for its own internal self-government. It is one of the world’s largest off-
shore providers of companies (with more than 740,000 companies in good
standing);? and its company insolvency regime is one of the most up-to-
date and comprehensive in the common law system.

BVI law generally consists of English common law, equity, and certain
British Parliament at Westminster statutes, together with local legislation
enacted by the BVI Legislative Council. In circumstances where there is
no applicable BVI legislation and no relevant applicable U.K. legislation,
the courts of the BVI apply English common law and equity (although
decisions of major British Commonwealth courts such as Australia and
Canada are also considered and used). The principal trial court is the
Supreme Court of the Eastern Caribbean at the BVI. The intermediate
court of appeal is the itinerant Appellate Division of the same court
(based in St. Lucia). The ultimate appellate court is the Judicial Commit-
tee of the Privy Council in London, England.. ,

On April 17, 2003, the BVI Legislative Council enacted the Insolvency
Act 2003 (the Act). Before the Act, the BVI insolvency regime relied
upon a combination of sections of the Companies Act (modelled after the
English Companies Act of the late nineteenth century), case law, and
parts of the English Insolvency Rules 1986.> The new Act is modelled
largely on the English Insolvency Act 1986 and is the most comprehen-
sive piece of legislation enacted in the BVI since the International Busi-
ness Companies Act of 1984. The Act includes detailed sections
governing, inter alia, creditors’ arrangements, administration, and receiv-
ership, including administrative receivership and liquidation. The Act

2. This information was obtained from a telephone call at the BVI Companies
Registry.
3. Ingrid Pierce, Insolvency and International Assistance — The Impact of the British
Virgin Islands Insolvency Act 2003, 1 KLUwER L. INT’L 39 n.1 (2004):
See In the Matter of Tele-Art Inc. (an unreported 1998 decision of the
BVI High Court of Justice). The Court considered the legislation and
concluded that in the absence of specific winding-up rules under the BVI
Companies Act, it would rely upon section 11 of the West Indies Associ-
ated States Supreme Court (BVI) Ordinance, Cap. 80. It provides that in
the absence of special provisions or procedural rules regarding the exer-
cise of the civil jurisdiction of the High Court, such jurisdiction must be
“exercised as nearly as may be in conformity with the law and practice
administered for the time being in the High Court of Justice in England.”
The Court was therefore content to apply the provisions of the English
Insolvency Rules 1986. See also Marshall v. Antigua Aggregates Ltd. &
Others (an unreported 2000 decision of the Court of Appeal of Antigua
and Barbuda—highly persuasive in the BVI—in which it was accepted
that since there were no local rules guiding the presentation of a wind-
ing-up petition, the Court should look to the English Insolvency Rules
1986 for guidance).
4. See generally Insolvency Act, No. 5 (2003) (Virgin Is.), available at http://www.
bvifsc.vg/LegislationLibrary/tabid/211/DMXModule/626/Default.aspx?Entryld=67
(last visited Apr. 1, 2007). Note that this article will not address the provisions
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also introduces the concept of shadow directors, the licensing of insol-
vency practitioners, and rules governing the disqualification of directors.
The BVI court system is also well developed in the context of corporate
recovery and insolvency cases.

B. COMMENCEMENT OF LIQUIDATION

A BVI liquidator must be a licensed insolvency practitioner and may
be appointed by (1) a resolution of the members of the company passed
by a super majority of seventy-five percent of all members present or
represented by proxy at a meeting of members (or such higher majority
as the articles of the company may provide) or (2) by the BVI High Court
upon application by the company itself, a creditor, a shareholder, a super-
visor of a creditors’ arrangement, the BVI Financial Services Commis-
sion, or the Attorney General of the BVIL>

A liquidator may be appointed by the court on any one of the following
grounds: (a) that the company is insolvent, (b) that it is “just and equita-
ble” that a liquidator be appointed, or (c) that liquidation of the company
is in the public interest.® The court can also appoint a liquidator over a
foreign company if the company has or appears to have had assets in the
BVI, is carrying on or has carried on business in the BVI, or there is a
reasonable prospect that the appointment will benefit the creditors of the
company. Once an application for the appointment of a liquidator has
been made to the court, interim relief in the form of the appointment of a
provisional liquidator is available. A provisional liquidator may be ap-
pointed if it is in the public interest, if the company consents, or if the
court is satisfied that the appointment is necessary for the purpose of
maintaining the value of the assets owned or managed by the company
pending the disposition of a winding-up petition. Provisional appoint-
ments are rarely granted in the BVI as they are usually sought ex parte
and can be devastating to an ongoing enterprise. But if the target com-
pany is a passive holding company, the management of its affairs can be
shown to involve some form of dishonesty or corruption, and a high risk
of asset flight can be inferred from the objective facts the court will con-
sider appointing a provisional liquidator.

The Act expressly describes the status, powers, and duties of the liqui-
dator, the procedure for the removal and resignation of the liquidator,
and includes detailed provisions for the conduct of liquidations. Upon
appointment, the liquidator gains custody and control of the assets of the
company and must advertise his appointment both in the BVI and in the
company’s principal place of business. Moreover, the liquidator is re-
quired to call a meeting of the creditors within fourteen days of his ap-

regarding set-off (this section of the Act effectively mirrors rule 4.90 of the English
Insolvency Rules), netting, administrative receiverships, or the creditors’ arrange-
ments procedure.

S. Insolvency Act, No. 5, part VI, § 162(2).

6. §162(1).
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pointment.” At that meeting, a liquidator appointed by the members (or
the shareholders) can be removed and replaced by a liquidator nomi-
nated by the creditors. But the liquidator need not call a meeting of the
creditors if the company is solvent and notice is given to the creditors
stating that no meeting will be held unless the creditors elect to have such
a meeting. Upon commencement of a liquidation, no proceedings may be
commenced against the company or steps taken to enforce any right over
the company’s assets without the court’s permission. This does not affect
the rights of a secured creditor to enforce his security interest.

C. VoOIDABLE TRANSACTIONS

As with most insolvency regimes, the Act provides that certain transac-
tions carried out before the onset of liquidation or administration are
voidable by the court. The main transactions that are likely to be voida-
ble are those involving unfair preferences and those transacted at an un-
dervalued amount. An unfair preference is a transaction that has the
effect of putting a creditor in a better position than that in which he
would have been in a liquidation. A transaction is undervalued when the
consideration provided by the company is significantly more than the
value of the asset it receives. In both cases, the transaction is likely to be
set aside if it (a) was entered into at a time when the company was insol-
vent or (b) caused the company to become insolvent. The court can also
set aside certain floating charges and extortionate credit transactions. In
any case, a transaction can only be set aside if it took place during a speci-
fied period prior to the onset of liquidation or administration. This pe-
riod is set out in the Act and varies according to the different types of
voidable transactions. The Act has avoided emphasis on the more chal-
lenging “intention to prefer” test used under English insolvency law, pre-
ferring a simple test based on the effect of a transaction. Thus, the focus
is upon the objectively discernable effect rather than the subjective fo-
cused intent of the transaction.

The court has considerable discretion as to the type of order it may
make if the transaction is voidable. Available remedies include orders for
restoring the company to where it would have been if it had not entered
into the transaction, for the variation of the terms of an extortionate
credit transaction, for the re-transfer of assets to the company, or for the
release or discharge of any security given by the company.

D. MALPRACTICE AND DISQUALIFICATION ORDERS

Under the Act, liquidators are afforded wide powers to recover and
restore the company’s assets in cases of actions involving misfeasance,
fraudulent trading, and insolvent trading. The court can issue an order
against a delinquent officer of a company. The guilty party may be or-
dered to restore the assets to the company or pay compensation.

7. §178.
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Where a company’s business has been carried on with an intention to
defraud creditors, the court may order that any person who was know-
ingly a party to the fraud make a contribution to the assets of the com-
pany. The insolvent trading provisions only relate to directors and
former directors of the company. The court may order such a person to
make a contribution to the company’s assets when he knew, or ought to
have known, that there was no reasonable prospect that the company
would avoid insolvency, but failed to take every reasonable step to avoid
or minimize the loss to creditors. In addition to the above powers, the
court may make disqualification orders barring delinquent individuals
from acting as a director, insolvency practitioner, receiver, or from being
active in the management of a company for a specified period. An appli-
cation for such an order may be made up to six years after the company
becomes insolvent.®

E. LICENSING SYSTEM FOR INSOLVENCY PRACTITIONERS

The Act provides for a new system of licensing insolvency practitioners.
Only an insolvency practitioner who is a resident of the BVI may be li-
censed. This has caused a number of existing accounting firms to either
expand their insolvency practices or establish new ones in the BVL

Only an insolvency practitioner may act as an administrator, adminis-
trative receiver, liquidator, provisional liquidator, interim supervisor
under a proposal for an arrangement, or supervisor of an arrangement.
While an individual who resides outside of the BVI cannot be licensed as
an insolvency practitioner, the Act states that foreign practitioners can be
appointed jointly with a licensed insolvency practitioner who does reside
in the BVI. In that case, the body appointing the non-resident, whether it
be the court or the other person, must satisfy itself that the appointee has
sufficient qualifications and experience to competently take part in the
insolvency proceedings.

F. INTERNATIONAL INSOLVENCY AND THE ASSISTANCE PROVISIONS

Given the sheer volume of corporations domiciled in the BVI (740,000
at last count), it is not surprising that practically every insolvency initiated
there has an international dimension. Sections dealing with cross-border
insolvency and international assistance are incorporated into parts XVIII
and XIX of the Act. In the case of multi-jurisdictional insolvency pro-
ceedings, sections of the Act enable cooperation between the BVI® and
other jurisdictions based on the UNCITRAL Model Cross-Border Insol-
vency Law. For example, there are detailed provisions setting out the
basis for recognition of foreign proceedings and appointments. The Act
also clarifies the law in relation to the issue of whether sufficient legal

8. Part X, § 261(2).
9. See generally Insolvency Act, No. 5. This part of the Act has yet to be brought into
force.
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basis exists to enable the BVI court to make requests to the English court
under section 426 of the English Insolvency Act or to act on foreign re-
quests (except those made under the Evidence Proceedings in Foreign
Jurisdictions Act).

G. Part XVIII

The stated purpose of Part XVIII is:
to provide effective mechanisms for dealing with cases of cross border
insolvency so as to promote the objectives of

(a) cooperation between (i) the Court and insolvency administrators
of the Virgin Islands; and (ii) the courts and other competent
authorities of foreign countries involved in cases of cross border
insolvency;

(b) greater legal certainty for trade and investment;

(c) fair and efficient administration of cross-border insolvencies that
protects the interests of all creditors and other interested per-
sons, including the debtor;

(d) protection and maximisation of the value of the debtor’s assets;
and

(e) facilitation of the rescue of financially troubled businesses,
thereby protecting investment and preserving employment.1©

Part XVIII applies where:

(a) assistance is sought in the BVI by a foreign Court or a foreign
representative in connection with a foreign proceeding;!*

(b) assistance is sought in a foreign country in connection with
a[BVI corporate] insolvency proceeding;

(c) a foreign proceeding and a [BVI] insolvency proceeding in re-
spect of the same [corporate] debtor are taking place concur-
rently; or

(d) creditors or other interested persons in a designated foreign
country have an interest in requesting the commencement of, or
participating in, a [BVI corporate] insolvency proceeding.!?

The Act therefore contemplates that requests for assistance may be
sought by foreign courts, administrators, receivers, liquidators, or other
representatives, as well as creditors or other parties with an interest in a

10. Part XVIII, § 436(1).

11. A “foreign court” means a judicial or other authority competent to control or su-
pervise a foreign proceeding. A “foreign representative” means a person or body,
including one appointed on an interim basis, authorized in a foreign proceeding to
administer the re-organization or the liquidation of the debtor’s property or affairs
or to act as a representative of the foreign proceeding. A “foreign proceeding”
means a collective judicial or administrative proceeding in a designated foreign
country (a country or territory designated by the Governor by notice published in
the Gazette), including an interim proceeding pursuant to a law relating to insol-
vency in which proceeding the property and affairs of the debtor are subject to
control or supervision for the purpose of re-organization, liquidation, or bank-
ruptcy. § 437(1).

12. § 436(2).
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set of BVI insolvency proceedings. In order to achieve cooperation with
foreign courts or foreign representatives, section 458 provides that the
court must cooperate to the “maximum extent possible” and may com-
municate directly with, or request information or assistance directly from,
the foreign courts or foreign representatives.!®> Section 460 provides that
such cooperation may be implemented by “any appropriate means,”
including:
(a) appointment of a person or body to act at the direction of the
Court;
- (b) communication of information by any means considered appro-
priate by the Court;
(c) coordination of the administration and supervision of the
debtor’s property and affairs;
(d) approval or implementation by courts of agreements concerning
the coordination of proceedings; [and]
(e) coordination of concurrent proceedings regarding the same
debtor.14

H. THE PROCEDURAL STEPS!®

In order for a foreign representative to obtain the assistance of a BVI
court, he must make an application for the recognition of the foreign pro-
ceeding for which he has been appointed. A certified copy of the deci-
sion commencing the foreign proceeding and appointing the foreign
representative or a certificate from the foreign court affirming the exis-
tence of the foreign proceeding and appointing the foreign representative
must accompany the application. In the absence of such evidence, the
court may be satisfied by “other evidence.”'¢ Once the foreign proceed-
ing has been recognized by the BVI court, the foreign representative may
apply directly to the court for any other relief available under part XVIIL
Subject to that, the court or an insolvency office-holder may provide ad-
ditional assistance to a foreign representative where permitted by part
XVIII or any other act or rule of law in the BVIL.

Once a foreign main proceeding has been recognized, no individual
proceedings may be commenced for any relief regarding a debtor’s prop-
erty, and all extant proceedings or executions against a debtor’s property
in the BVI are stayed. Moreover, any right to transfer, encumber, or oth-
erwise dispose of any property of the debtor within the BVI is suspended
upon recognition of a foreign main proceeding. But the Act also provides
that after recognition of a foreign main proceeding, a BVI insolvency pro-
ceeding may only be commenced if the debtor has assets in the BVI and
must be restricted to assets of the debtor in the BVI. When a foreign

13. Part XVII, § 458.

14. § 460. : '

15. § 448. The court is likely to follow the new UNCITRAL Model Law approach to
encouraging cooperation with other courts from other lands.

16. § 448(2)(c).
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proceeding and a BVI insolvency proceeding are taking place concur-
rently, the courts must cooperate and coordinate so that any relief
granted to a foreign representative to protect assets of the debtor or the
interests of creditors is consistent with the BVI insolvency proceeding.
Thus, for example, any orders made pursuant to section 453 will be modi-
fied or terminated if found to be inconsistent with the BVI insolvency
proceeding. If a stay has automatically been imposed by virtue of recog-
nition of the foreign proceeding, that stay may subsequently be lifted if
the court considers it to be inconsistent with the BVI insolvency proceed-
ing. Further, if the foreign proceeding is pending when the BVI insol-
vency proceeding takes place, then no stay or suspension will come into
effect.

A foreign representative may also apply to the court under section 249
for relief with respect to voidable transactions once the foreign proceed-
ing has been recognized. But the court must not make an order granting
relief with respect to voidable transactions unless it is satisfied that the
foreign representative has roles and functions that are equivalent or
broadly similar to the roles and functions of a liquidator or trustee-in-
bankruptcy. Foreign creditors are afforded the same rights as creditors in
the BVI with respect to commencing and participating in a BVI insol-
vency proceeding. Thus, a foreign creditor of a BVI company can apply
to the court for the appointment of a liquidator on the same grounds as
creditors in the BVI, namely that the company is insolvent or that it is
just and equitable that a liquidator should be appointed.!”

I. Part XIX

Under part XIX, a foreign representative may apply to a BVI court
under section 467(3) for an order in aid of a foreign proceeding for which
he is authorised. The court has extensive powers to grant relief to a for-
eign representative. For example, the court may restrain the commence-
ment or continuation of any proceedings, execution, or other legal
process against the debtor or his property. The court may also make any
order or grant any relief it considers appropriate, such as ordering a per-
son to deliver any property of the debtor or the proceeds of such property
to the foreign representative. It is important to note that for the purpose
of this section, property must be subject to or involved in the relevant
foreign proceeding, but there is no requirement that the property itself
must be within the BVI. In making an order under section 467(3), the
court may apply the law of the BVI or the law applicable in the foreign
proceeding. In determining an application under section 467, the court
shall be guided by:

what will best ensure the economic and expeditious administration of
the foreign proceeding to the extent consistent with

17. Part VI, § 162(1)(a)-(b).
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(a) the just treatment of all persons claiming in the foreign
proceeding;

(b) the protection of persons in the Virgin Islands who have
claims against the debtor against prejudice and inconvenience
in the processing of claims in the foreign proceeding;

(c) the prevention of preferential or fraudulent dispositions of
property subject to the foreign proceeding, or the proceeds of
such property;

(d) the need for distributions to claimants in the foreign proceed-
ings to be substantially in accordance with the order of distri-
butions in a Virgin Islands insolvency; and

(e) comity.!®

But the court will not make an order under section 467 when doing so
would be contrary to BVI public policy. As a general proposition, this
will rarely present itself as a serious barrier to relief.

Wide forms of relief are available to foreign representatives when such
relief is necessary to protect the assets of the debtor or the interests of the
creditors. For example, upon recognition of a foreign proceeding, a for-
eign representative may be entrusted with the administration or realiza-
tion of the debtor’s assets in the BVI. Section 454 provides as follows:

(1) Upon recognition of a foreign proceeding, whether main or an-
cillary, where necessary to protect the assets of the debtor or the
interests of the creditors, the Court may, at the request of the
foreign representative, grant any appropriate relief, including
(a) staying the commencement or continuation of individual ac-

tions or individual proceedings concerning the debtor’s
property, rights, obligations or liabilities, to the extent they
have not been stayed under section 453(1)(a);

(b) staying execution against the debtor’s property to the extent
it has not been stayed under section 453(1)(b);

(c) suspending the right to transfer, encumber or otherwise dis-
pose of any property of the debtor to the extent this right has
not been suspended under section 453(1)(c);

(d) providing for the examination of witnesses, the taking of evi-
dence or the delivery of information concerning the debtor’s
assets, affairs, rights, obligations or liabilities;

(e) entrusting the administration or realisation of all or part of
the debtor’s assets located in Virgin Islands to the foreign
l[‘eprci,sentative or another person designated by the Court;

and '

(f) extending relief granted under section 452(1);

(2) Upon recognition of a foreign proceeding, whether main or an-
cillary, the Court may, at the request of the foreign representa-
tive, entrust the distribution of all or part of the debtor’s
property located in the Virgin Islands to the foreign representa-
tive or another person designated by the Court, provided that

18. Part XIX, § 468(1).
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the Court is satisfied that the interests of creditors in the Virgin
Islands are adequately protected.

(3) In granting relief under this section to a representative of a for-
eign ancillary proceeding, the Court shall be satisfied that the
relief relates to property that, under the law of the Virgin Is-
lands, should be administered in the foreign ancillary proceeding
or concerns information required in that proceeding.!®

J. URGENT RELIEF

If an application for recognition of a foreign proceeding has been filed
but not yet determined, an application may be made for urgent relief if
the court is satisfied that such relief is urgently needed to protect the
assets of the debtor or the interests of the creditors.?? The court may

grant such relief of a provisional nature as it considers appropriate,
including

(a) staying execution against the debtor’s assets;

(b) entrusting the administration or realization of all or part of the
debtor’s assets located in the Virgin Islands to the foreign rep-
resentative or to another person designated by the Court, in
order to protect and preserve the value of assets that, by their
nature or because of other circumstances, are perishable, sus-
ceptible to devaluation or otherwise in jeopardy; [or]

(c) any relief mentioned in Section 454(1)(c), (d) and (f).2!

(d) Unless provisional relief is extended under Section 454(1)(f),
it will automatically terminate when the court determines the
foreign representative’s application for recognition of the for-
eign proceedings.??

K. INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION

In keeping with the principles of comity, the BVI court must promote
the application of parts XVIII?® and XIX in a manner that is consistent
with the application of similar laws adopted by foreign jurisdictions. Sec-
tion 426 of the Insolvency Act 1986 and the English case law interpreting
and applying that section are thus relevant. The leading English case in-
terpreting section 426 is Hughes v. Hannover Ruckversicherungs-Aktien-
gesellschaft,>* in which the English Court of Appeal considered a request
from the Supreme Court of Bermuda to the English High Court under
section 426(5) to recognize the rights of joint provisional liquidators for
the purpose of restraining actions or proceedings in England brought
against the Bermudian debtor. The Court of Appeal held that the court
in England could apply either the insolvency law of the relevant country

19. Part XVII, § 454.

20. §452(1).

21. Id

22. §452(3).

23. Note that this part of the Act is not currently in force.

24. Hughes v. Hannover Ruckversicherungs-Aktiengesellschaft, 1997] B.C.C. 921
(C.A)) (appeal taken from Berm.).
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concerned or its own insolvency law when faced with a request from a
relevant country. Further, the Court confirmed that, notwithstanding the
mandatory words in section 426(4), the English court was not bound to
grant the order sought in the letter of request from the foreign court.
Rather, the Court held that the reviewing court had the discretion to do
so. Lord Justice of Appeal Morrit stated that in cases requiring the exer-
cise of discretion, the fact that a request has been made is a matter to be
taken into account, although it does not outweigh all other factors.

In Re Bank of Credit and Commerce International SA,2 the liquidators
of a Cayman Islands company sought the assistance of the English court
in order to obtain relief under certain sections of the Insolvency Act 1986.
Notwithstanding the fact that the Grand Court of the Cayman Islands
had no power to grant such relief because there were no comparable pro-
visions in the Cayman Islands Companies Act, Justice Rattee granted the
relief requested, holding that section 426(4) of the Insolvency Act 1986
imposes an obligation on the English court to assist the Grand Court,
although the English court nonetheless has discretion as to how such as-
sistance should be provided.

In the BVI, the usual practice is to issue a letter of request to a foreign
court requesting its assistance. For example, in Re Trading Partners Lim-
ited,?6 Justice Patten of the English High Court granted an application by
the joint official liquidators of a BVI company who sought their recogni-
tion in the English court to enable them to do all things that were ‘“nec-
essary or convenient”* in connection with the winding-up of a fraudulent
BVI company, including obtaining information and records under section
236 of the Insolvency Act 1986.27 Justice Patten recognized that the pol-
icy behind section 426(4) “must be to encourage the English Court to
recognise the appointment of a foreign liquidator from an approved juris-
diction unless the only purpose of such recognition is to permit that liqui-
dator to operate within the jurisdiction in a manner which this Court
would regard as impermissible.”?®

Under the Act, a party to a BVI insolvency proceeding who wishes to
obtain the assistance of a foreign country in connection with that pro-
ceeding may rely upon the provisions of part XVII to seek wider forms of
relief. Thus, just as the English court has recognized the importance of
assisting the insolvency office-holders appointed by foreign courts in cer-
tain designated countries or territories, the High Court of Justice of the
BVI must now cooperate “to the maximum extent possible” with foreign
courts or representatives from foreign countries designated by statutory
instrument.?° In August of 2005, the BVI issued a list of designated coun-

25. In Re Bank of Credit & Commerce Int’l SA, [1993] B.C.C. 787 (Ch.).

26. In Re Trading Partners Ltd., 2001 WL 1040186 (Ch.) (unreported).

27. Id. at 16 (quoting from the letter of request dated Oct. 11, 2000, from the British
Virgin Islands Court to the English High Court).

28. Id.

29. Insolvency Act No. 5, Part XVII, § 458(1).
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tries for the purposes of the cross-border insolvency provisions.3° Part
XIX of the Act as amended on August 22, 2005, now reads as follows:

The Financial Services Commission in exercise of the powers con-
ferred by section 466 (1) of the Insolvency Act, 2003 designates the
following countries, territories or jurisdictions as relevant foreign
countries for the purposes of Part XIX of the Insolvency Act 2003:
1. Australia; 2. Canada; 3.Finland; 4. Hong Kong; S5.Japan; 6.
Jersey; 7. New Zealand; 8.United Kingdom; and 9.United States of
America
The designations shall take effect on the 23rd day of August,
20053t

L. SuMMARY OF THE NEw AcCT

The Act has clearly upgraded and simplified the insolvency regime in
the BVI. The procedure for applying for recognition of foreign repre-
sentatives and relief in aid of foreign proceedings is now defined. This
removes much of the uncertainty that existed in this area previously, al-
though the sections dealing with cross-border insolvencies have yet to
come into force3? (along with the provisions dealing with administration).
The new Insolvency Rules 2005 will replace the current practice of relying
on the U.K. Insolvency Rules. While it remains to be seen how the cross-
border insolvency provisions will apply in practice, given the substantial
commonality between the BVI and U.K. provisions and the current prac-
tice of relying upon UK. precedent, it can be expected that the BVI
Court will draw upon the experience of the U.K. courts in interpreting
and applying these provisions. The new regime can also be expected to
lead to a great increase in the number of insolvencies in which the BVI
represents the primary domicile of insolvency (as opposed to those in
which the BVI aspect operates as a satellite proceeding).

M. THE TooLs FOR LocaL INVESTIGATION IN
THE BVI BY THE LIQUIDATOR

Returning to the hypothetical problem discussed above, the BVI liqui-
dator of Fraudsters may well identify the names of a number of other
BVI companies linked to it. Assume that such linked companies are in
fact discovered and are administered by seven different company forma-
tion agents located in the BVI. If the controlling malefactors (suspected
to be in the United Kingdom) learn of the liquidator’s discovery of these
links, they are likely to further dissipate whatever bank accounts or other
assets held by the linked companies administered by the other BVI for-
mation agents.

30. Part XIX, as amended Aug.22, 2005.

31. Part XIX (2003).

32. Notwithstanding their lack of force, these sections still provide helpful guidance in
analysing how the BVI High Court exercises its inherent jurisdiction in this area.
See generally Insolvency Act, No. 5.
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BVI counsel to the liquidator recommends that the liquidator immedi-
ately apply for a Norwich Pharmacal/Bankers Trust document-disclosure
order without notice and to have such order wrapped with a seal and a
gag. The order will be directed against the seven local BVI company for-
mation and administration concerns that hold records establishing the
beneficial ownership and the identity of the directors involved abroad.
Also, the order will be tailor-made to ensure that copies of all directions
and instructions from outside of the BVI regarding these companies are
produced, as well as copies of all electronic funds transfer advices or che-
ques used to pay any invoices issued by the local formation agents in
exchange for the provision of their annual services and for the upkeep of
the linked companies involved.

The Norwich Pharmacal/Bankers Trust jurisdiction is dependent upon a
showing by the liquidator that the seven targeted BVI company forma-
tion agencies have somehow managed to innocently get themselves mixed
up with, or have facilitated, the commission of certain serious forms of
wrongdoing done to the estate of Fraudsters (in liquidation).

The BVI High Court can order the sealing and gagging of these forma-
tion agents for a period of not more than twenty-eight days.3®> The dura-
tion of the seal and gag may be extended at a hearing that takes place
before the expiry of this twenty-eight day period.3*

N. WuAT CaN THE BVI LiIQUIDATOR OF FRAUDSTERS DO ABROAD,
AND How Does HE Go AsouTt Doing IT?

Clearly, the estate in liquidation needs further funding because the pe-
titioning creditors were only able to advance U.S. $200,000. The liquida-
tor believes that it will cost somewhere between U.S. $5 and U.S. $10
million to complete his investigations and to have a serious chance of
recovering very substantial value in this matter.

The bank account of Fraudsters located in New York is worth U.S. $5
million, while the assets of Fraudsters United Inc., the subsidiary in Dal-
las, Texas (and which owns certain bank accounts in Florida and in Ca-
nada), have a combined estimated value of U.S. $5 million as well. If
these assets can be quickly and effectively frozen, then the liquidator
should be in a position to raise further funds from creditors, and eventu-
ally liquidate the U.S. $10 million of assets in North America with a view
to completing the job at hand.

In order to facilitate these urgent activities, the liquidator is advised by
BVI counsel to submit Requests for Judicial Assistance Abroad to bank-
ruptcy or insolvency courts in Canada, the United States, and Germany.
These letters of request should set out the background of the matter, the
facts and nature of the BVI insolvency proceedings, the fact that the BVI
court will reciprocate with the courts to whom the letters of request are

33. EAsSTERN CARIBBEAN R. Civ. P. § 17.4 (4) (2000).
34. §17.4 (7).
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directed under similar fact circumstances, and the nature of the relief re-
quested—namely, orders of recognition of the powers of the BVI liquida-
tor in the countries in question.

Although letters of request are not always necessary in order to obtain
recognition of a BVI liquidator’s powers abroad, they certainly provide a
further objective basis for the exercise of a foreign court’s jurisdiction to
order the recognition of the BVI liquidator’s powers for local purposes.
In the hypothetical problem, they would objectively set out in clear terms
the BVI court’s own provisional findings regarding the matter—which
would be particularly useful in a fraud case.

O. Do NatioNnAL RuLes IN THE BVI oN MONEY LAUNDERING
INFLUENCE OR RETARD THE PROCESS OF THE LIQUIDATION?

In the BVI, the Financial Services Commission regulates and enforces
the local money laundering laws. All company formation and administra-
tion concerns and trust companies must be registered and licensed to do
business by the Financial Services Commission. Detailed regulations
have been promulgated requiring the offshore financial services commu-
nity in the BVI to know their customers. Photocopies of passports and
other identifying detail of beneficial owners and directors of each BVI
company are now, in theory, held by the relevant formation agents. This
form of documentation can prove to be very useful in the investigation of
global fraud.

It is theoretically possible that there could be a collision between the
modern proceeds-of-crime legislation and the insolvency laws of the BVI.
If the BVI company was used to obtain value by fraud, it is possible that
the state could argue that such proceeds should be forfeited to the
Crown—thereby depriving its creditors of a source of recovery. As a
practical matter, it is most unlikely that this hypothetical form of collision
between public and private law would arise. The BVI government simply
has not allocated sufficient resources to local law enforcement to make
the possibility of this type of collision between legal norms and rights
likely. Moreover, local law enforcement authority is more inclined to as-
sist the victims of fraud in obtaining compensation than to fatten the local
public purse.

This notwithstanding, if any such hypothetical clash in rights did occur,
it is probable that the BVI High Court would look to decisions from Aus-
tralia and other parts of the Commonwealth indicating that (a) the rules
and legal norms governing the administration of insolvent companies
have over one hundred years of sophisticated jurisprudential develop-
ment in support of them; (b) the rules pertaining to the forfeiture or
seizure of the proceeds of crime are virtually brand new in contrast; and
(c) these new rules could not possibly have been intended to be used by
the state for the purpose of disrupting the legitimate private property
rights of creditors or victims of the very form of abusive conduct that the
money laundering laws are intended to suppress. In other words, money
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laundering as a concept in public law is intended to suppress the very
harm being done to innocent victims and creditors. It can hardly be said
that the legislature intended to place a spear in the hands of the police
with which to stab the victim-creditor a second time.

P. A PracTicAL PROBLEM IN SEEKING RECOGNITION OF THE
PowgRs OF A FOREIGN INSOLVENCY OFFICE-HOLDER IN
THE CONTEXT OF A FRAUD-RECOVERY
InsoLvENCY CASE

In international cross-border insolvencies, foreign courts prefer to have
a direct link to or conversation with the home court (i.e., the place of
domicile of the debtor). In order to invoke the jurisdiction of the foreign
court, there must be some link with that jurisdiction in the context of the
liquidation, or some objective to be secured by doing so that is compati-
ble with the goals of the liquidation—in simple terms, to secure the most
equitable distribution of assets amongst creditors. Assets, the location of
the business, and the whereabouts of creditors of the foreign debtor in a
particular foreign jurisdiction are the classic cornerstones that are sought
during an ancillary insolvency proceeding. But in fraud investigations
and insolvencies, the existence of a place of business or the location of
assets abroad may not be known so much as suspected. Insolvency office-
holders will often attach a much higher priority to obtaining access to
information and documentation than to the immediate gathering of as-
sets, particularly in circumstances where it is believed that a much bigger
pot of gold can be tapped eventually.

The three most important factors in securing assets in an international
insolvency are location, location, and location. But in fraud cases, the
location will often be unknown without access to information. Docu-
ments and information are very important in a tracing case—for obvious
reasons, if a foreign country’s insolvency court requires proof of an asset
within the country in question before it will recognize the office holder,
then information regarding the location of assets is clearly a valuable as-
set in and of itself. Accordingly, if information or documentation that
would advance the trace is reposed in a foreign country, then the foreign
court involved should have the power to assist.

Article 27 of the UNCITRAL Model Law, the substance of which has
been incorporated into the BVI Cross Border Insolvency provisions, em-
phasizes the importance of cooperation. It specifically notes that cooper-
ation may be implemented by any appropriate means,*> including
appointment of a person or body to act at the direction of the court; com-
munication of information by any means considered appropriate by the
court; and coordination of the administration and supervision of the

35. UNCITRAL, MopEeL Law oN Cross-BORDER INSOLVENCY wiITH GUIDE TO EN-
ACTMENT art. 27, U.N. Sales No. E.99.V.3 (1997), available at http://www.uncitral.
org/uncitral/en/uncitral_texts/insolvency/1997Model.htm] (last visited Apr. 1,
2007).
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debtor’s assets and affairs.3¢

Cross-border cooperation is a core element of the Model Law. Its ob-
jective is to enable courts and insolvency administrators from two or
more countries to efficiently achieve optimal results. Cooperation is
often the only realistic way to prevent dissipation of assets or even to
locate assets. The ability of courts, with appropriate involvement of the
parties, to communicate directly and to request information and assis-
tance from foreign courts or foreign representatives avoids the use of
time-consuming procedures traditionally implemented. This ability is
critical when the courts must act with urgency. These necessities justify
the power of foreign court to provide access to information without re-
quiring definite proof of presence of assets, place of business, or creditors
as a precondition to such assistance. The Act represents a major leap
forward for legal and accounting professionals involved in complex fraud
investigations. The incorporation of the Model Law will provide a conve-
nient platform from which to launch international investigations within
the context of the insolvency model, regardless of the fact that the rele-
vant provisions have not yet been brought into operation.

III. THE U.S. EXPERIENCE
A. OvVeERVIEW OF CHAPTER 15 oF THE UNITED STATES CODE
1. Advantages of Chapter 15

Even though the BVI Liquidator has non-bankruptcy and non-chapter
15 bankruptcy options, it is likely that he would seek relief under chapter
15 in relation to the proceedings against Fraudsters. This is because relief
under chapter 15 would give him more control over the liquidation of
Fraudsters’ U.S. assets, more tools to protect those assets, and more op-
tions to coordinate and synthesize any liquidation with his overall goals
and the requirements of his appointing court.

2. Control

If a chapter 15 petition is recognized, and unless the court orders other-
wise, “the foreign representative may operate the debtor’s business and
may exercise the rights and powers of a trustee under and to the extent
provided by sections 363 and 552.”37 Section 363 of the Bankruptcy Code
generally provides that only the trustee, in this case the foreign represen-
tative, may lease or sell the debtor’s property, and may make transfers
outside the ordinary course of the debtor’s business, with the approval of
the bankruptcy court.3® This ensures that only the foreign representative
will be able to lawfully transfer assets outside the ordinary course of busi-
ness, and if any such assets are transferred by someone other than the

36. Id.
37. Bankruptcy Code, 11 U.S.C.A. § 1520(a)(3) (West 2005).
38. 11 U.S.C. §§ 363(b),(f) (2000).
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foreign representative, the transfer is subject to avoidance.*® Addition-
ally, upon recognition of the foreign proceeding, the bankruptcy court
may “entrust the distribution of all or part of the debtor’s assets located
in the United States to the foreign representative or another person . . .
provided that the court is satisfied that the interests of creditors in the
United States are sufficiently protected.”# Section 552 of the Bank-
ruptcy Code generally provides that pre-bankruptcy liens do not attach to
property acquired by the debtor after the petition for recognition is rec-
ognized, meaning that the debtor will be able to generate unencumbered
assets, albeit subject to significant restrictions.*!

Therefore, one of the main benefits of a chapter 15 filing, especially if
managers of assets in the United States refuse to abide by the foreign
representative’s instructions, is that the foreign representative will be
able to take control of the debtor and any liquidation or reorganization
proceedings.

3. Ability to File Bankruptcy Under Other Chapters

If the chapter 15 petition is recognized, the foreign representative will
have the authority to file a bankruptcy case under other chapters of the
Bankruptcy Code (although he may have this authority without chapter
15 as well).#? If the foreign proceeding is recognized as a “foreign main
proceeding,” the foreign representative will have the authority to file a
voluntary bankruptcy petition on behalf of entities owned by the debtor
in the United States.*> But if the foreign proceeding is recognized as a
“foreign nonmain proceeding,” the foreign representative will be limited
to filing an involuntary bankruptcy petition against any such entity.*4

4. The Automatic Stay

Upon the recognition of a chapter 15 petition by a bankruptcy court,
the automatic stay becomes effective automatically.*> The automatic stay
is extremely broad and, although subject to certain limitations, it enjoins
and prohibits creditors and governmental agencies from initiating or con-
tinuing a judicial proceeding against the debtor and its assets, and from
seizing, foreclosing on, or setting off against the debtor’s assets.#¢ Thus,
“[t]he purpose of the automatic stay . . . is to protect the debtor and his
creditors by allowing the debtor to organize his affairs, and by ensuring
that the bankruptcy procedure may operate to provide an orderly resolu-

39. See discussion infra at Section II C, p.9.

40. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1521(b) (West 2005).

41. 11 US.C.A. § 552(b) (West 2005).

42. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1511(a) (West 2005).

43. See § 1511(a)(2).

44. See § 1511(a)(1).

45. The foreign representative can request that the bankruptcy court impose the stay
or other injunctive relief prior to recognition, on an interim basis, as discussed
below.

46. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 362(a) (West 2005 & Supp. 2006).
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tion of all claims.”4” Chapter 15 also grants the bankruptcy court the
power to stay even those actions that are not otherwise stayed by the
automatic stay, if the bankruptcy court thinks it appropriate and neces-
sary.*® Since the automatic stay becomes effective automatically, the af-
firmative motion of a creditor and the affirmative granting of relief by the
bankruptcy court must occur before the protections of the automatic stay
with respect to any given property or action will be modified or termi-
nated.*® As such, bankruptcy courts treat the automatic stay, and any
violations thereof, most seriously. Parties that violate the stay become
subject to sanctions for contempt of court and to payment of actual and
potentially punitive damages.>°

5. Avoidance Actions

The Bankruptcy Code contains several so-called avoidance actions—
actions designed to set aside fraudulent transfers (pre-bankruptcy trans-
fers for less than reasonable equivalent value), preferential transfers (the
favoring of one creditor over another), and unauthorized post-bank-
ruptcy transfers.>! Upon the avoidance of the transfer, either the prop-
erty transferred or its value must be returned to the bankruptcy estate.>?
Avoidance actions are statutorily created and arise automatically upon
the commencement of any bankruptcy case under non-chapter 15 chap-
ters of the Bankruptcy Code. Only the trustee or the debtor entity has
the standing to initiate avoidance actions unless the bankruptcy court
grants leave to another party to commence an avoidance action.>3

Chapter 15 automatically grants the foreign representative that special
standing: “[u]pon recognition of a foreign proceeding, the foreign repre-
sentative has standing in a case concerning the debtor pending under an-
other chapter of this title to initiate actions under sections 522, 544, 545,
547, 548, 550, 553 and 724(a).”>* This is a powerful tool because the for-
eign representative will not be subject to the will of a potentially hostile
trustee or obstreperous debtor management (management which, for ex-
ample, may have no intention of initiating avoidance actions to avoid
transfers that they may have authorized to themselves or insiders).

6. Rights of Foreign Creditors

Another advantage of chapter 15 is that it expressly provides that for-
eign creditors have the same rights regarding the commencement of, and

47. Pursifull v. Eakin, 814 F.2d 1501, 1504 (10th Cir. 1987).

48. See 11 US.C.A. § 1521(a)(1)-(2) (West 2005). While the bankruptcy court has this
greater power, it may not enjoin a police or regulatory act of a governmental unit,
including that of a criminal nature. § 1521(d).

49. 11 US.C.A. § 362(d) (West 2005 & Supp. 2006).

50. 11 U.S.C.A. § 362(k) (West 2005 & Supp. 2006).

51. 11 U.S.C.A. §§ 547-549 (West 2005).

52. See 11 U.S.C. §§ 550-551 (2000).

53. See, e.g., Girard v. Michener (In re M1chener) 217 B.R. 263, 270 (Bankr. D. Minn.
1998).

54. Bankruptcy Code, 11 U.S.C.A. § 1523(a) (West 2005).
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participation in, a chapter 15 proceeding as domestic creditors.>> Moreo-
ver, “the claim of a foreign creditor . . . shall not be given a lower priority
than that of general unsecured claims without priority solely because the
holder of such claim is a foreign creditor.”¢ Foreign creditors are also to
be provided notice of the chapter 15 filing, together with sufficient time
to file claims, and are entitled to notice of actions taken in the chapter 15
case and to contest those actions.>” Therefore, any fears that foreign
creditors might be prejudiced in normal judicial proceedings in the
United States, whether justified or not, are obviated through chapter
15—foreign creditors (except foreign taxing authorities) share equal
rights with domestic creditors.

7. Ability to Intervene in Current Bankruptcies

In addition to obtaining access to courts in the United States in general,
chapter 15 specifically grants the foreign representative, upon the recog-
nition .of the chapter 15 petition, the right “to participate as a party in
interest in a case regarding the debtor under this title.”8 This is of poten-
tial significant importance because it will mean that the foreign represen-
tative will be allowed to be heard and to object to actions being taken
against the debtor whose assets it is administering in a foreign country in
a U.S. bankruptcy proceeding against that debtor. It may also grant the
foreign representative greater rights with respect to any bankruptcy case
involving the foreign debtor’s U.S. assets, such as a subsidiary.>®

B. THE CARROT (ASSISTANCE TO THE FOREIGN REPRESENTATIVE
AND THE ForeigN COURT)

1. Access to Courts in the United States

Chapter 15 opens the door to all courts in the United States and not
just to courts of the United States (i.e., federal courts only). Once the
chapter 15 petition is recognized, the foreign representative has the ca-
pacity to sue and to be sued in any court in the United States and to apply
to any such court for assistance and relief.®® Significantly, courts in the
United States are required to “grant comity or cooperation to the foreign
representative,” although this provision may well prove to be unconstitu-
tional.6! If a particular state or local court refuses to provide such comity
or cooperation, an argument can be made that the federal government,
absent a treaty (which chapter 15 is not), lacks the authority to command
courts of sovereign states of the United States. The foreign representa-

55. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1513(a) (West 2005).

56. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1513(b)(1) (West 2005).

57. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1514(a)-(d) (West 2005).

58. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1512 (West 2005).

59. In this case, had Fraudsters United already filed a bankruptcy case, or had one
been filed against it, the foreign representative should have the authority to pro-
tect his interests in such a case.

60. 11 U.S.C. § 1509(b)(1)-(2) (West 2005).

61. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1509(b)(3) (West 2005).
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tive is also granted specific authority to intervene (become a party to) any
legal proceeding in state or federal court in which the debtor is a party.62
A foreign representative is subject to all U.S. non-bankruptcy law re-
gardless of whether a chapter 15 petition is recognized.® Nevertheless, if
a foreign representative files a chapter 15 petition, it “does not subject
the foreign representative to the jurisdiction of any court in the United
States for any other purpose.”® This protects the foreign representative
from personal or derivative claims and does not alter the normal jurisdic-
tional provisions, both subject matter and personal, and venue provisions
applicable to suing the foreign representative on other matters.

2. Cooperation and Coordination with Foreign Representative and
Foreign Court

The bankruptcy court is authorized to provide assistance to the foreign
representative in addition to, and other than, the specific relief that is
identified in chapter 15 and in the Bankruptcy Code.®5 In other words,
through the exercise of comity, the bankruptcy court is specifically au-
thorized to take actions that it deems appropriate to ensure the just treat-
ment of creditors, protect domestic creditors from prejudice in a foreign
proceeding, prevent fraudulent or preferential transfers of property, dis-
tribute property under the equitable scheme of the Bankruptcy Code,
and even grant a discharge.®® Not only will the foreign representative
obtain the assistance of courts in the United States, but also the bank-
ruptcy court is directed to communicate and cooperate with the foreign
court to the maximum extent possible.5” The bankruptcy court is entitled
to request information or assistance from the foreign court.5® Similarly,
in addition to the bankruptcy court, any bankruptcy trustee or examiner
appointed concerning the debtor is directed to cooperate with the foreign
representative and foreign court, and is entitled to communicate directly
with them.%®

3. Presumptions in Favor of the Foreign Representative

The foreign representative is granted several presumptions to assist
him in fulfilling his duties. If the certificate from a foreign court submit-
ted with a petition for recognition indicates that the foreign proceeding is
a “foreign proceeding” for purposes of chapter 15 (meaning that the ele-
ments of the term are satisfied), and that person is the “foreign represen-
tative,” the bankruptcy court is entitled to presume the same.” The

69. 11 U.S.
70. See 11

1526(a)-(b) (West 2005).
C.A. § 1516(a) (West 2005).

62. 11 US.C.A. § 1524 (West 2005).
63. 11 US.C.A. § 1509(e) (West 2005).
64. 11 US.C.A. § 1510 (West 2005).
65. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1507(a) (West 2005).
66. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1507(b) (West 2005).
67. 11 US.C.A. § 1525(a) (West 2005).
68. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1525(b) (West 2005).

CA.§

UsS.
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bankruptcy court is also entitled to presume that documents submitted
with the petition for recognition are authentic and genuine, regardless of
whether they are formally proved up.”! For purposes of a “foreign main
proceeding,” the debtor’s registered office, or, if the debtor is an individ-
ual, his habitual residence, is presumed to be the “center of the debtor’s
main interests.””? If the foreign representative commences an involun-
tary bankruptcy proceeding, there is a presumption, upon the recognition
of the foreign proceeding, that the debtor is generally not paying its debts
as they become due, which is one of the elements that must be met by
anyone filing an involuntary bankruptcy case.”?

4. The Stick (Beware of Politics and Public Policy)

Although chapter 15 provides many advantages, it is not without its
pitfalls—potentially significant pitfalls depending on the country of ori-
gin, the debtor, the judge, and American public opinion and policy. The
United States, as with all democracies, has certain influential lobbyists
and special interest groups, some of who wield significant influence if
their constituency is negatively impacted or threatened. A foreign insol-
vency representative, expecting to file a routine case, may well find him-
self suddenly confronted with issues or with archaic laws that he would
never suspect (although it is highly unlikely that the BVI liquidator would
face these issues, since the British Virgin Islands and the United States
share friendly relations). Nevertheless, just as the BVI liquidator must be
a master of insolvency laws, it would not hurt for him to have some un-
derstanding about American politics and public opinion.

5. Treaty Obligations Trump Chapter 15

Under U.S. law, treaties are given equal weight to the Constitution and
trump all statutes, whether federal or state. It is not surprising, therefore,
that chapter 15 provides that to the extent it conflicts “with an obligation
of the United States arising out of any treaty or other form of agreement
to which it is a party with one or more other countries, the requirements
of the treaty or agreement prevail.”’# For example, suppose that the
United States does not recognize the government of a country (as it did
not recognize communist China in the 1960s), and enters into a treaty
with what it considers to be the lawful government of that country (in this
example, Taiwan) to the effect that the agents of the unrecognized state
will not have access to U.S. courts. Entities subject to the jurisdiction of
the unrecognized government may be precluded from seeking relief
under chapter 15.

71. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1516(b) (West 2005).
72. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1516(c) (West 2005).
73. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1531 (West 2005).
74. 11 US.C.A. § 1503 (West 2005).
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6. Public Policy Trumps Chapter 15

Additionally, chapter 15 provides: “[n]othing in this chapter ... pre-
vents the court from refusing to take an action governed by this chapter
. if the action would be manifestly contrary to the public policy of the
United States.””> This is Congress’ safety-valve, which is designed to en-
sure that courts of the United States do not do the bidding of foreign
governments or take actions perceived to be hostile to the interests of the
United States, and may take many forms. For example, would a Cuban
liquidator be granted relief under chapter 15? Would an Iranian liquida-
tor be able to propose a plan or liquidation that would transfer advanced
technology to an Iranian company? Would a representative of Libya be
granted relief under chapter 15, if citizens of the United States had signif-
icant unpaid claims against that country? These are but a few examples
of situations which may raise issues of public policy, or at least the public
policy of the bankruptcy judge who may have his own views on the matter
and is granted the discretion under chapter 15 to make such decisions.

7. Denial of Recognition with Prejudice

Finally, the bankruptcy court has the power to refuse to recognize a
chapter 15 case and prevent other courts from accommodating the for-
eign representative. Specifically, if the bankruptcy court refuses to grant
relief under chapter 15, “the court may issue any appropriate order nec-
essary to prevent the foreign representative from obtaining comity or co-
operation from courts in the United States.”’®¢ While the foreign
representative may otherwise be able to obtain a favorable order from a
non-bankruptcy court under principles of comity, such as from a local
court that orders the garnishment of a bank account, if the foreign repre-
sentative tries to obtain relief under chapter 15 and fails, he could find all
of the other courts in the United States closed to him.

C. Tue MecHANICS OF CHAPTER 15
1. Foreign Proceedings and Foreign Representatives

A case under chapter 15 is commenced by the filing of a petition with a
United States bankruptcy court for “recognition of a foreign proceeding”
under chapter 15.77 The petition for recognition is filed by the “foreign
representative” who, by filing the petition, “applies to the court for recog-
nition of a foreign proceeding in which the foreign representative has
been appointed.”’® The term “foreign representative” is defined as “a
person or body, including a person or body appointed on an interim basis,
authorized in a foreign proceeding to administer the reorganization or
the liquidation of the debtor’s assets or affairs or to act as a representa-

75. 11 US.C.A. § 1506 (West 2005).
76. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1509(d) (West 2005).
77. 11 US.C.A. § 1504 (West 2005).
78. 11 US.C.A. § 1515(a) (West 2005).
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tive of such foreign proceeding”’® The foreign representative can, there-
fore, be an individual or a company, such as a professional organization
of accountants or other insolvency specialist, but the foreign representa-
tive must be appointed by the foreign court in the particular foreign pro-
ceeding that he is seeking the recognition of.8¢

The phrase “foreign proceeding” is a defined term, meaning “a collec-
tive judicial or administrative proceeding in a foreign country, including
an interim proceeding, under a law relating to insolvency or adjustment
of debt in which proceeding the assets and affairs of the debtor are sub-
ject to control or supervision by a foreign court, for the purpose of reor-
ganization or liquidation.”8!

Clearly, not every foreign insolvency proceeding qualifies as a “foreign
proceeding.”8? First, there must be court supervision of the process. Al-
ternatively, a foreign tribunal may supervise insofar as it is an “authority
competent to control or supervise a foreign proceeding,” which definition
has yet to be fully addressed, although some level of governmental offi-
cialdom appears to be required.?3> Second, that supervision must be for
the purpose of a financial reorganization or liquidation of the entity that
is the subject of the proceeding. A foreign proceeding to recover a single
asset, without the overall purpose of reorganization or liquidation, for
example, does not qualify. Third, the foreign proceeding must be a col-
lective proceeding, meaning that it is designed to address the claims of
creditors as a whole, as opposed to only one or a few creditors. Fourth,
the foreign proceeding must be a proceeding in a court in a foreign coun-
try, which is straightforward. Fifth, the foreign proceeding must be a pro-
ceeding under a law relating to insolvency or reorganization®+.

2. Entities that May Not Seek Relief Under Chapter 15

Even if the definitions of “foreign proceeding” and “foreign represen-
tative” are met, and assuming that no treaty exists or public policy excep-
tion applies, not every foreign entity is eligible for relief under chapter 15.
This is an important distinction because it is anticipated that a significant
number of foreign insolvency proceedings will fit within the applicable
exclusions and will, therefore, not be eligible for chapter 15. This is be-
cause the Bankruptcy Code prohibits certain domestic entities from seek-
ing or obtaining relief, and it would be paradoxical for foreign entities of

79. 11 U.S.C. § 101(24) (2000).

80. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1515(a) (West 2005).

81. 11 U.S.C. § 101(23) (2000).

82. The Bankruptcy Code contained a definition of “foreign proceeding” prior to the
enactment of chapter 15. That definition, however, has been extensively changed,
and practitioners are advised not to rely on court interpretations of the prior
definition.

83. 11 U.S.C.A.§ 1502(3) (West 2005).

84. A proceeding under a law whose purpose is merely to recover assets to satisfy a
judgment does not qualify. The use of the words “relating to” however could al-
low sufficient and potentially far-reaching flexibility.
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the same excluded type to be able to seek or obtain such relief.8

Specifically, chapter 15 relief cannot be granted to an entity that is oth-
erwise excluded by the Bankruptcy Code from seeking relief.3¢6 The only
exception is that, while a foreign insurance company engaged in business
in the United States may not seek relief under other chapters of the
Bankruptcy Code, it is apparently permitted to seek relief under chapter
15 (although it remains unclear as to whether it is still excluded if it en-
gages in business in the United States).%” Similarly, chapter 15 also con-
tains limitations and exclusions on in rem remedies. Specifically, chapter
15 relief is not available regarding “any deposit, escrow, trust fund, or
other security required or permitted under any applicable State insurance
law or regulation for the benefit of claim holders in the United States.”58
This provision relates to state laws that require insurance companies to
establish reserve and security accounts, and evidences Congress’ intent
that those reserves be available to U.S. creditors since the domestic credi-
tors have effectively paid for those protections.

3. Foreign Main Proceeding Versus Foreign Nonmain Proceeding

Chapter 15 distinguishes between two types of foreign proceedings that
may be recognized: (i) a “foreign main proceeding;” and (ii) a “foreign
nonmain proceeding.”®® This is an important distinction that will affect
the rights and options of the foreign representative under chapter 15.

A “foreign main proceeding” is a “foreign proceeding pending in the
country where the debtor has the center of its main interests.”®® Signifi-
cantly, the phrase “main interests” does not necessarily mean the country
where the debtor has it main assets, and may be interpreted as, for exam-
ple, the country where the debtor’s principal corporate decisions and
management reside or are made.®' In other words, “interests” may mean
property interests, as that term is frequently used in American law, but it
may also be interpreted in the broader linguistic sense such as business
interests. But in the absence of contrary evidence, “the debtor’s regis-

85. For historical, constitutional, and other reasons outside the scope of this article,
insurance and banking companies are generally prohibited from seeking relief
under the Bankruptcy Code. In the United States, these types of companies are
chartered and controlled by individual states, and must establish certain services
and insurance or reinsurance, with each state providing detailed provisions for
their court-supervised insolvencies and receiverships.

86. 11 US.C.A. § 1501(c) (West 2005). These include railroads, domestic insurance
companies, domestic banks of various types, and foreign banks with a branch in
the United States, a stockbroker (with limitations), a commodity broker (with limi-
tations), and entities and persons subject to the Securities Investor Protection Act
of 1970 (generally, brokers and dealers outside the United States who engage in
brokerage business inside the United States). See 11 U.S.C.A. § 109(b) (West
2005); cf. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1501(c)(1) (West 2005) with 11 U.S.C.A. § 109(b)(3)(A)
(West 2005).

87. Cf §1501(c)(1) with § 109(b)(3)(A).

88. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1501(d) (West 2005).

89. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1502(4)-(5) (West 2005).

90. § 1502(4).

91. Id
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tered office, or habitual residence in the case of an individual, is pre-
sumed to be the center of the debtor’s main interests.®?

A “foreign nonmain proceeding,” on the other hand, is the opposite of
a foreign main proceeding.®®> A foreign nonmain proceeding is a “foreign
proceeding, other than a foreign main proceeding, pending in a country
where the debtor has an establishment.”®* Basically, this term means a
foreign proceeding pending in any country against the debtor, other than
the country where a foreign main proceeding is pending. But there must
nevertheless be a foreign proceeding pending, which raises the require-
ments and the considerations applicable to the determination of whether
a foreign proceeding is pending, as discussed above.

4. The Procedure

A case under chapter 15 is commenced by the filing of a petition with a
United States bankruptcy court for “recognition of a foreign proceeding”
under chapter 15, also referred to as a petition for recognition.> Upon
the filing of a valid petition for recognition, accompanied by the proper
fee and the proper documents, the bankruptcy court is commanded to
decide the petition for recognition at the earliest practical time.*® But as
with most court actions under the Bankruptcy Code, the court may grant
the petition for recognition only “after notice and a hearing.”” If the
foreign proceeding is main, then any party-in-interest may contest the
granting of the petition for recognition.®® If the foreign proceeding is
nonmain, providing legal notice is much more difficult. First, the foreign
representative has to obtain a summons from the clerk of the court.®
That summons, and the petition for recognition, must be served on the
debtor and on any party against whom provisional relief under chapter 15
is sought (as discussed below), in the manner prescribed for the service of
summons in general.1% If the debtor is a U.S. entity, service of the sum-
mons is fairly straightforward, but if the debtor is not a U.S. entity, ser-
vice of the summons can become quite complicated and expensive, may
involve governmental entities and treaties, and may take a significant
amount of time (adding to the potential that provisional relief under
chapter 15 may be needed until the summons is legally served). If service
under the normal legal methods cannot be accomplished, the court has
leeway to order other methods of service, including, if applicable, through
publications.101

92. 11 US.C.A. § 1516(c) (West 2005).
93. §1502(5).
9. Id.
95. § 1504. See exhibit 1 in appendix A for an example of a chapter 15 petition. Ex-
hibit 2 is an order granting the petition.
96. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1517(c) (West 2005).
97. 11 US.C.A. § 1517(a) (West 2005).
98. See FED. R. BankRr. P. 1011(a).
99. See Fep. R. Bankr. P. 1010.
100. See id.
101. See id.
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In addition to the procedural rules, chapter 15 preserves the rights of
foreign creditors. Among other things, “[f]oreign creditors have the same
rights regarding the commencement of, and participation in, a case under
this title as domestic creditors.”19> To ensure that foreign creditors are
protected, therefore, chapter 15 requires that any notice that must be
served on domestic creditors (including notice of the hearing on the peti-
tion for recognition) must also be served on foreign creditors.193 The
bankruptcy court has the power to provide for notice to foreign creditors,
including through notice publication in foreign newspapers, although in-
dividual notice is the statutorily preferred method.14 Additionally, the
notice provided to foreign creditors must inform them of the deadline for
filing claims, as well as the mechanism applicable to the same.105

5. Interim Relief Prior to Recognition

Most of the relief under chapter 15 is available only after the bank-
ruptcy court recognizes the foreign proceeding. But the period between
the filing of the chapter 15 petition and its recognition may enable credi-
tors to seize assets or obtain liens against them, while fraud continues and
new creditors arise, or while management or others transfer assets for

their own benefit or to preferred creditors. By the time that the bank-

ruptcy court recognizes the chapter 15 petition, it may be too late and the
whole basis of the filing may be rendered moot.

Chapter 15 recognizes this danger and offers the foreign representative
a valuable tool to counter it. Immediately upon the filing of the chapter
15 petition, the bankruptcy court is authorized to grant provisional relief
“where relief is urgently needed to protect the assets of the debtor or the
interests of the creditors.”1%¢ Only the foreign representative may re-
quest such provisional relief, and only if he satisfies the urgency and pro-
tection requirements.’” Moreover, chapter 15 expressly provides that
the elements and standards applicable to the granting of injunctive relief
apply to provisional chapter 15 relief. This means that the foreign repre-
sentative will have to make an evidentiary presentation, meet the difficult
burdens that govern injunctions, and otherwise comply with fairly rigor-
ous requirements that determine whether an injunction is appropriate
and the extent to which it is appropriate.108

102. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1513(a) (West 2005).

103. See § 1514(a)-(b).

104. See id.

105. See § 1514(c).

106. 11 U.S.C.A. § 1519(a) (West 2005). This relief includes: “[i] staying execution
against the debtor’s assets; [ii] entrusting the administration or realization of all or
part of the debtor’s assets located in the United States to the foreign representa-
tive™; [iii] suspending the right [of the debtor] to transfer, encumber [i.e. lien] or
otherwise dispose of any assets™; [iv] “[ordering] the examination of witnesses”;
[and] [v] “granting any additional relief” that is otherwise available to an ordinary
bankruptcy trustee. § 1519(a)(1)-(3); 11 U.S.C.A. § 1521(a)(3)-(7) (West 2005).

107. See § 1519(a).

108. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1519(e) (West 2005). Generally, the following four elements
must each be met before a court will grant a preliminary injunction: “(1) a substan-
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6. Need for the Recognition of the Foreign Proceeding

There is an immediate difference between chapter 15 and other chap-
ters of the Bankruptcy Code because the chapter 15 petition requires its
recognition by the bankruptcy court. Under all other chapters of the
Bankruptcy Code, and unlike the laws of many countries, a bankruptcy
court does not need to make a finding that the debtor is insolvent, that
the debtor is a bankrupt, or that bankruptcy is appropriate. Similarly, the
filing of a bankruptcy petition automatically provides access to the Bank-
ruptcy Code for the debtor. It takes the affirmative action of some party
to move for, and to obtain, an order from the court dismissing the bank-
ruptey case. With respect to chapter 15, however, the filing of the petition
for recognition does not automatically grant access to the bankruptcy
court or the bankruptcy laws since that petition must first, by definition,
be recognized or granted by the bankruptcy court.

Parties must file an answer or objection to the petition for recognition
within twenty days after service of the petition for recognition and the
summons.1%? Also, if a summons is not served until sometime after the
filing of the petition, the hearing may be further delayed because a sum-
mons must be served—if to be served in the United States—within ten
days of its issuance.'’® With the procedural requirements satisfied (i.e.,
notice of the petition and service of the summons), the court may hold
the hearing on the petition and consider whether to grant the petition on
a substantive basis. In this respect, the substantive issues are straightfor-
ward: (i) there must be a foreign proceeding, which includes an analysis
of whether that definition is met, as discussed above; (ii) the foreign rep-
resentative must have filed the petition, which includes an analysis of the
definition of foreign representative, as discussed above; and (iii) the peti-
tion must have been properly filed, with the necessary certifications from
the foreign court or other acceptable evidence, also as discussed above.!!!

If the three requirements stated above, together with their sub-require-
ments (such as the elements of the definition of “foreign proceeding” and
“foreign representative”) have been met, the bankruptcy court must rec-
ognize the petition, unless one of the public policy or treaty exceptions
discussed above apply. At the time that the bankruptcy court recognizes
the chapter 15 petition, the bankruptcy court must also adjudicate
whether the foreign proceeding is main or nonmain, and that issue is
likely to be litigated (if in controversy) at the same time that recognition
is litigated.11?

tial likelihood of success on the merits; (2) a substantial threat that [the plaintiff]
will suffer irreparable injury absent the injunction; (3) that the threatened injury
outweighs any harm the injunction might cause the defendants; and (4) that the
injunction will not impair the public interest.” Bernat v. Guadalajara, Inc., 210
F.3d 439, 442 (5th Cir. 2000).

109. See Fep. R. Bankr. P. 1011(b).

110. See FED. R. BANKR. P. 7004(e).

111. See § 1517(a)(1)-(3).

112. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1517(b) (West 2005).
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D. Tue BVI LiouipaTOR’s CHAPTER 15 CASE

The BVI Liquidator would, under the facts of our hypothetical, most
likely find it advisable to file a chapter 15 case so as to maximize his
control over, and his options concerning, Fraudsters’ New York bank ac-
count, and Fraudsters United and its assets. The following is a brief anal-
ysis of what the BVI Liquidator’s chapter 15 case would look like.

1. Where to File

The first question that the BVI Liquidator would face, after deciding to
file a chapter 15 petition, is where to file that petition. A case under
chapter 15 may be commenced in the district where: “(1) . . . the debtor
has its principal place of business or principal assets in the United States;
(2) if the debtor does not have a principal place of business or assets in
the United States, [in the district where] there is pending against the
debtor an action or proceeding in a Federal or State court; or (3) [if
neither paragraphs (1) or (2) apply, the district] in which venue will be
consistent with the interests of justice and the convenience of the
parties.”113

Under this statutory scheme, the “debtor” is Fraudsters, thereby neces-
sitating an analysis of where, in the United States, it (and not the BVI
Liquidator or any other company) has its principal place of business or
principal assets. Did Fraudsters transact business in the United States? If
so, its principal place of business is generally the location where its major
(i.e., high level) business decisions are made.114 This may be of little help
to the BVI Liquidator if Fraudsters made no business decisions in the
United States. If Fraudsters, however, transacted business through
Fraudsters United, then the actual location of Fraudsters United may be
applicable. But, if Fraudsters United is just a non-operating entity that
Fraudsters owns, and Fraudsters does not conduct its business through
Fraudsters United, then Fraudsters United may not be Fraudsters’ princi-
pal business in the United States.

But both Fraudsters United and the New York bank account are assets
of Fraudsters located in the United States. It is therefore necessary to
determine whether one, or both, may be considered the principal assets
of Fraudsters in the United States. This will depend on the relative value
of these assets: the amount of funds in the New York bank account versus
the value of Fraudsters United.!’> If both are of comparative value, then
it is likely that the BVI Liquidator can characterize whichever one he
wants as the principal assets, and it is not likely that a court would over-
turn the BVI Liquidator’s characterization, since that kind of a character-
ization is entitled to deference from the court and the burden is on a
party opposing venue to prove that venue is not proper or that it should

113. 28 U.S.C.A. § 1410 (West 2005).
114. In re Peachtree Lane Assocs., 150 F.3d 788, 795-96 (7th Cir. 1998).
115. See generally In re Veliotis, 79 B.R. 844 (Bankr. E.D. Mo. 1987).
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be changed.116

2. Preliminary Relief

The BVI Liquidator would next have to retain capable bankruptcy
counsel in the United States, experienced in complicated cross-border
bankruptcy issues, and then prepare the petition for recognition as well as
the supporting documents. A list of creditors would have to be prepared,
and the petition for recognition, as well as the notice of hearing scheduled
by the court, would have to be properly served.

At this same time, the BVI Liquidator would have to consider whether
to seek interim relief from the bankruptcy court. Is the management of
Fraudsters United transferring assets, paying certain creditors on a pref-
erential basis, or engaging in ongoing fraudulent activity? Is Fraudsters
United’s management refusing to cooperate with the BVI Liquidator? Is
a lawsuit against the New York bank account, Fraudsters United, or its
bank accounts about to go to trial? Is a creditor, or a governmental unit,
about to seize assets, or foreclose on them? Does the BVI Liquidator
need access to discovery or to witnesses? Does the BVI Liquidator need
to have BVI’s assets placed under his control urgently, or does he ur-
gently need to take control over its business? These are some of the
questions that must be asked and, if any of this kind of relief is urgently
required, a motion requesting that relief will have to be filed and the BVI
Liquidator will have to prepare to attend a hearing on that motion in
person and substantiate the motion with appropriate evidence.

3. Recognition of the Chapter 15 Petition

After a hearing before the bankruptcy court, at which the BVI Liquida-
tor may need to be personally present, and depending on whether any
objection to recognition of the chapter 15 petition is filed, the bankruptcy
court would recognize Fraudsters’ BVI proceedings as a “foreign pro-
ceeding” and the BVI Liquidator as the “foreign representative.”17 Ac-
cordingly, because the location of registration is presumed to be the
center of a debtor’s main interests, the bankruptcy court would recognize
Fraudsters’ BVI proceeding as a foreign main proceeding—which is im-
portant for the BVI Liquidator regarding his authority over Fraudsters
United. But this is only a presumption, and if Fraudsters is only a shell in
the BVI and instead transacted all of its business in the United States, it is
possible that Fraudsters’ proceeding will not be recognized as a foreign
main proceeding but only as a foreign nonmain proceeding.

Upon the recognition of the BVI Liquidator’s chapter 15 petition, the
court will sign an order to that effect. In the United States, orders signed
by judges are usually prepared by the lawyers. The order should include
detailed provisions respecting the BVI Liquidator’s authority: that the

116. See, e.g., In re Bell Tower Assocs., 86 B.R. 795 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1988).
117. § 101(23)-(24).
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debtor’s assets in the United States are entrusted to his care, that all per-
sons are enjoined from proceeding against the debtor or its assets, that
the BVI Liquidator may appear in all other courts in the United States,
that such other courts are to grant comity, that the orders of the BVI
court appointing the BVI Liquidator and granting him authority are to
have full force and effect in the United States, that the BVI Liquidator
may file a bankruptcy petition on behalf of Fraudsters United, that all
persons are prohibited from transferring assets of Fraudsters without
court authority, that the BVI Liquidator is authorized to examine wit-
nesses and obtain any financial records of Fraudsters in the United States,
that the BVI Liquidator is authorized to operate Fraudsters’ business in
the United States, that parties violating the order shall be subject to sanc-
tions and contempt, and any other matter that the BVI Liquidator finds
advisable.

4. What to do with Fraudsters United?

The BVI Liquidator may be contemplating a sale of Fraudsters
United’s business, or its assets, or he may be contemplating its straight
liquidation. A bankruptcy filing for Fraudsters United may be the best
way to implement these plans. Even if the BVI Liquidator does not have
any plans, a bankruptcy filing by Fraudsters United will buy the BVI Lig-
uidator the time that he will need to analyze options, while preventing
adverse creditor actions and potentially adverse actions by the manage-
ment of Fraudsters United.

Under the facts as assumed, it would make most sense for the BVI
Liquidator to file a chapter 11 bankruptcy case on behalf of Fraudsters
United. This may or may not be simple. Hopefully, the order recogniz-
ing the BVI Liquidator’s chapter 15 petition will specifically grant him
the authority to do this, but, even if it does not, the provisions of chapter
15 ought to enable him to file a case on behalf of Fraudsters United.!18
The reason why it would be preferable that the order recognizing the
chapter 15 case specifically grants the BVI Liquidator this authority is
that the present management of Fraudsters United, or one or more of its
creditors, may contest the BVI Liquidator’s ability to cause Fraudsters
United to file a voluntary bankruptcy case.!'® Additionally, not only
should the order recognizing the chapter 15 petition specifically authorize
the BVI Liquidator to file a petition for Fraudsters United, but it should
also specifically provide that the BVI Liquidator will have management
authority over Fraudsters United during its bankruptcy case, so that the

118. See § 1511(a)(2) (authorizing foreign representative to file a voluntary bankruptcy
case); see also § 1520(a)(3) (authorizing representative to operate the debtor’s
business).

119. Creditors, parties-in-interest, and the U.S. Trustee (the President’s representative
administering the bankruptcy system for a given judicial district) would all have
the ability to move to dismiss a chapter 11 petition based on the lack of authority
of the person purporting to file it, and authority to file sometimes leads to highly
complex and expensive battles. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1112 (West 2005).
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BVI Liquidator can choose between those managers that he finds helpful
to Fraudsters United’s bankruptcy case, and those that oppose his
intentions.

A chapter 11 bankruptcy case for Fraudsters United would not be sim-
ple. It would be costly, since Fraudsters United would have to hire bank-
ruptcy counsel and may have to also pay for the attorneys of a committee
of unsecured creditors, if one is appointed. A creditor or other party-in-
interest may move for the appointment of a chapter 11 trustee to manage
and run Fraudsters United, if they are uncomfortable with the BVI Liqui-
dator assuming that role, if pre-bankruptcy management remains and is
accused of serious malfeasance. The BVI Liquidator may request that a
chapter 11 trustee be installed if he wants to replace management and
does not have the resources or expertise to operate the business.1?° The
BVI Liquidator may wish to request the appointment of an examiner.!?!
The BVI Liquidator would also face many of the same complicated issues
faced by debtors in chapter 11 cases, including: whether Fraudsters
United will generate a positive post-bankruptcy cash flow to pay adminis-
trative expenses and the costs of the chapter 11; the potential need for
post-bankruptcy financing; the need to obtain court permission to use
cash, receivables, and accounts that may be subject to a valid lien (so-
called cash collateral); motions filed by creditors for relief from the auto-
matic stay so that they can pursue litigation or foreclose on their collat-
eral; if the BVI Liquidator has located a buyer for some or all of
Fraudsters United’s assets, the need to have the court establish bid proce-
dures and approve the proposed sale; the need to decide which leases and
executory contracts to reject and which to assume; and a host of other
substantive, procedural, and administrative burdens associated with oper-
ating a business in chapter 11.

Immediately upon the filing of a bankruptcy case by Fraudsters United,
however, judicial proceedings, collection activities, and the like would
stop due to the imposition of the automatic stay. Fraudsters United’s
Dallas bank account would be protected, and the BVI Liquidator would
have the breathing spell needed to preserve Fraudsters United’s value
and to begin an orderly liquidation or reorganization. He would also

120. Normally, the debtor in a chapter 11 case manages and operates its assets and
business. But the bankruptcy court has the authority to order the appointment of
a chapter 11 trustee, who supplants and replaces the debtor’s management. See 11
U.S.C.A. § 1104(a) (West 2005). There are numerous reasons why a chapter 11
trustee may be appointed, but most often they take the form of “fraud, dishonesty,
incompetence, or gross mismanagement of . . . the debtor by current management”
whether prior to the bankruptcy filing or after. § 1104(a)(1).

121. The bankruptcy court has the authority to appoint an examiner for one or more

‘ purposes in a chapter 11 case. See 11 U.S.C.A. § 1104(c) (West 2005). An exam-
iner is an officer of the court and reports to the judge, who may decide that an
examiner is appropriate to investigate the debtor’s management or business, or to
investigate or undertake a complicated and burdensome task that the court does
not have the time to address (such as reviewing thousands of pages of invoices
submitted by the attorneys for the debtor for interim court approval), in which
case the court may rely on the recommendations of the examiner.
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have some period of time before a plan has to be filed (if it is not filed in
time, any other creditor would obtain the ability to file his plan) to for-
mulate a strategy not only for Fraudsters United, but also for the synthe-
sis of that strategy with his broader strategies and duties regarding
Fraudsters. This would be heavily dependent on the facts of any given
case, as is always the case with chapter 11, such that more specific gui-
dance cannot be given in the scope of this article, but, together with his
powers under chapter 15 and the flexibility afforded by chapter 11 for
Fraudsters United, it is highly likely that some solution would be found,
so long as Fraudsters United’s post-bankruptcy business is lawful and
generated positive cash flow.

Ultimately, a chapter 11 plan would have to be formulated and pro-
posed,'?2 voted on by the creditors, and confirmed by the court—a poten-
tially lengthy and difficult process, but with much give and take, which
would afford the BVI Liquidator the discretion to consider various op-
tions to formulate a plan that suits Fraudsters United’s creditors and also
comports with his overall duties regarding Fraudsters. It is in this respect
that a chapter 11 case would be preferable to a chapter 7 case because a
chapter 7 case can take much longer; involves the cessation of business,
and therefore the loss of going concern value; and follows a strict formula
for administration and distribution. For example, a chapter 11 plan, un-
like chapter 7, would give the BVI Liquidator the options of requesting a
discharge of Fraudster United’s debts, and the imposition of injunctions
preventing creditors from pursuing third parties, such as directors, of-
ficers, affiliates, and even the BVI Liquidator himself.

E. FrAuUDSTERS UNITED’S CANADIAN BANK ACCOUNT

Fraudsters United’s Canadian bank account presents some of the same
initial issues as does Fraudster’s New York bank account. The BVI Liqui-
dator, as the administrator of the Fraudsters United’s bankruptcy estate,
should be able to instruct the Canadian bank to transfer the funds to an
American account for use by the Fraudsters United’s bankruptcy estate.
As with the New York account, this may become impossible if the ac-
count has been frozen or seized, if it is subject to liens, or if it is subject to
forfeiture or other actions by the creditors of either Fraudsters or Fraud-
sters United.

If that becomes the case, the BVI Liquidator will have no choice but to
initiate legal action in Canada. While the Canadian account would cer-
tainly be property of Fraudsters United’s bankruptcy estate, and the U.S.
bankruptcy court in that case would have jurisdiction over that account,
no treaty apparently exists between the United States and Canada such
that the Dallas bankruptcy court’s orders could be enforced in Canada

122. Normally, only the debtor has the exclusive right to file a plan during the first 120
days after the bankruptcy case, an exclusive period that may be extended only up
to eighteen months after the date of the filing of the case. See 11 US.CA.
§ 1121(b) (West 2005).
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without judicial action on the part of Canadian courts. Therefore, the
BVI Liquidator will most likely have to resort to Canadian law, namely
part XIII (International Insolvencies) of the Bankruptcy and Insolvency
Act of Canada, which vests jurisdiction in the Canadian bankruptcy court
to recognize the powers of a “foreign representative” of a foreign insol-
vency estate.123

With respect to the bankruptcy case of Fraudsters United (as opposed
to Fraudsters), the U.S. bankruptcy court would be the home court. The
Canadian act defines “debtor” as “an insolvent person who has property
in Canada,”’?* which would be the case with Fraudsters United since it
has a bank account in Canada, and it defines “foreign proceeding” as “a
judicial or administrative proceeding commenced outside Canada in re-
spect of a debtor, under a law relating to bankruptcy or insolvency and
dealing with the collective interests of creditors generally.”1?5 A “foreign
representative” means a person “holding office under the law of a juris-
diction outside Canada who . . . is assigned, under the laws of the jurisdic-
tion outside Canada, functions in connection with a foreign proceeding
that are similar to those performed by a trustee, liquidator, administrator
or receiver appointed by the court.”126 Since all of these definitions are
met with respect to Fraudsters United, the Canadian court can grant re-
lief, which means that “[t]he court may, in respect of a debtor, make such
orders and grant such relief as it considers appropriate to facilitate, ap-
prove or implement arrangements that will result in a co-ordination of
proceedings under this Act with any foreign proceeding.”'?” Thereafter,
the proceedings and results are very similar to chapter 15, but are outside
the scope of this article with respect to their detail.

IV. THE GERMAN EXPERIENCE
A. INTRODUCTION

As is referred to in the hypothetical fact pattern, assets of Fraudsters
Limited were identified in Europe. Fraudsters Limited owns (i) a bank
account in Frankfurt in its own name and (ii) is the sole shareholder of
Fraudsters Europe GmbH, which is located in Frankfurt. Fraudsters Eu-
rope GmbH itself is the owner of a bank account in Lithuania and of an
ancient palace in France where the meetings of the Fraudsters were held
in a convenient atmosphere.

It is vital to understand that insolvency proceedings in contmental Eu-
rope differ from Anglo-Saxon insolvency proceedings and follow differ-
ent rules. In order to give a better understanding of continental
insolvency proceedings, the following material will give advice to the BVI

123. Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act, R.S.C. ch B 3, §267 (1985);1992 S.C., ch. 27
(Can.), available at http://laws.justice.gc. calen/showtdm/cs/B-3.

124. Id.

125. Id.

126. Id.

127. Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act, R.S.C. ch B 3, § 268(3) (1985).
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Liquidator of Fraudsters Ltd. on how to proceed step-by-step through the
insolvency proceedings in continental Europe.

1. Bank Account in Frankfurt

As Fraudsters Limited is the owner of the Frankfurt bank account; this
account is part of the assets of Fraudsters Limited, represented by the
BVI Liquidator only.

2.  German International Insolvency Law

Germany’s Insolvency Act (IA) was amended in 2003 with special sec-
tions for international insolvencies. The legislator chose not to base the
IA solely on the UNCITRAL Model Law, but instead incorporated a
range of the Council Regulation (EC) No. 1346/2000 of Insolvency Pro-
ceedings (CRIP) as well. It is vital to understand that the CRIP only
applies to insolvencies that were commenced within one of the member
States of the European Union. The new sections of the IA therefore ap-
ply to international insolvencies that are not connected with one of the
member states of the European Union.

As mentioned above,!?8 the BVI is a British Overseas Territory. Nev-
ertheless the CRIP was only agreed to by the member states of the Euro-
pean Union. This being the case, the CRIP is in effect between the
United Kingdom and Germany, but an extension to the British Virgin
Islands was not agreed upon. Therefore only the provisions of the IA are
applicable in respect to the BVI liquidation.

The principle is that the insolvency proceedings themselves and their
effects are governed by the law of the state in which the insolvency pro-
ceedings were instated (lex fori concursus).'?° If the proceedings were
instated abroad, the foreign law is recognized domestically; if, however,
the proceedings are opened within Germany only, German law is applica-
ble.130 Exemptions from this general provision were made for:

- contracts on immovable property;!3! according to section 336 IA132
and the principles of the Private International Law (lex rei sitae) the
law of the state is applicable to the situs of the land or the property;

- employment relationships;3® where the German International Law
in the German Introductory Law of the German Civil Code applies,
which is mostly the law of the state where the employee performs the
work (article 30 German Introductory Law of the German Civil
Code);

128. See BVI EXPERIENCE, PART II A.

129. Insolvenzordnung [InsO] [Insolvency Code] Oct. 5, 1994, Bundesgesetzblatt, Teil I
[BGBI. I] 2866, as amended, § 335.

130. See id.

131. Similar regulation for European insolvencies can be found. See Council Regulation
1346/2000, art. 8, 2000 O.J. (L 160) 1, 7 (EC), available at http://europa.eu.int/eur-
lex/pri/en/oj/dat/2000/1_160/1_16020000630en00010018.pdf.

132. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 336.

133. Id. art. 10.
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- set-off;134 where the creditors’ right to offset a claim is preserved
when the creditor already obtained the possibility to set-off pursuant
to the law applicable to the claim;

- rescission;?3> which will be governed by the law applicable to the in-
solvency proceedings unless the defendant demonstrates that the law
applicable to the legal act does not allow rescission under any
circumstances.

Section 343, clause 1 of IA is based on the presumption that where
foreign insolvency proceedings are instated domestically, the effects are
those in accordance with the law of the country in which the proceedings
are instated. Securing measures taken in foreign insolvency instatement
proceedings will likewise be recognized. Recognition includes the ap-
proval of the German state that the effects of the insolvency proceedings
instated abroad will also apply to Germany. At the same time, the recog-
nition conceded by the law includes an order to domestic Courts and au-
thorities to observe the effects of the foreign insolvency proceedings and
to assert them in the application of the law. Private persons must also act
on the basis of the recognized effects in legal relations in order to avoid
legal disadvantages, in particular with regard to third party liability.

Legal recognition does not imply that foreign insolvency proceedings
are regarded as an equal to German insolvency proceedings (although
this is the case in Switzerland under art. 17, section 2, Swiss International
Private Law); it is the effects of the foreign bankruptcy proceedings in
Germany which are actually being recognized here.

The most important consequence of the recognition of the instatement
of foreign insolvency proceedings is that assets located in Germany are
treated as part of the foreign bankruptcy estate.13¢ The extent of the at-
tachment is determined exclusively on the basis of the law at the place
where the proceedings are instated pursuant to section 335 IA.137 Only
the foreign lex fori concursus regulates the distinction of insolvency-free
assets of the debtor from the insolvency estate, application of a title ac-
quisition after instatement of the proceedings, and distinction of the in-
solvency assets from third party property rights which can be asserted by
separate satisfaction or right of separation.138 If there is a need for addi-
tional orders to secure the assets of the insolvent pursuant to section 344
IA13, the German insolvency court is allowed to issue these additional
rulings.140

The consequences of German recognition of foreign insolvency pro-
ceedings to BVI receivers are discussed below.

134. Id. art. 4, I 2(d); see also ‘id. art. 6.

135. Id. art. 4, para. 2(m); see also id. art. 13.

136. Braun/Liersch, InsO, 2. Auflage, § 343, Rn. 1.

137. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 336.
138. Id. Ra. 11.

139. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 344.
140. Id. Rn. 13.
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3. The Receiver’s Management and Disposal Authorization

The other side of the recognition of the attachment effect is that the
receiver appointed in the foreign proceedings is exclusively authorized
domestically to manage and dispose of the debtor’s assets. His authoriza-
tion is based on the law of the country in which the insolvency proceed-
ings are instated, not on the articles of incorporation.

Lex fori concursus decides if the bankrupt’s estate itself receives legal
capacity and capacity to be party to legal proceedings and is represented
by the receiver or if the receiver acts in his own name. Accordingly, lex
fori concursus also decides if the foreign receiver has the authority to
conduct litigation on behalf of the estate, if he has to file suit for the
debtor’s claims himself (within the country), and if he may authorize a
third party (including the debtor) to conduct litigation. The foreign re-
ceiver may file for the foreclosure of the debtor’s property pursuant to
section 172 of the Law on Compulsory Sale of Real Property!4!; for this
purpose he does not require a debt enforcement title.

4. Exceptions from Effects of Seizure Due to Presumption of Accuracy
of Registers

Where the debtor is the owner of a right registered in the domestic
State Register, Maritime Register or Shipbuilding Register, or Register of
Liens on Aircraft, another right may be acquired from the receiver (even
after instatement of insolvency proceedings) on the basis of the domestic
regulations on bona fide acquisition, as long as no insolvency notice is
registered in the Land Register of the respective other register. Section
349 1 1A42 states this explicitly.

Pursuant to section 346 1A143, the foreign receiver must file for an ap-
plication at the domestic insolvency court. The court must, in turn, re-
quest registration by Land Register Office or Register Court and should
do this on an emergency basis to avoid any bona fide acquisition. It is not
clear why the foreign receiver (departing from section 32 II 2 TA'4 or
article 22 CRIP45) does not have the right to file a direct application with
the Land Register Office. The foreign type of disposal-restriction is to be
registered regardless of whether an insolvency notice in the Land Regis-
ter is customary in foreign law.

The purchaser of a chattel within the country who may not know that
the seller may not dispose of his assets due to the instatement of (recog-
nized) foreign insolvency proceedings will only be protected where the
insolvency law of the country in which the proceedings are being instated

141. Gesetz liber die Zwangsversteigerung und die Zwangsverwaltung [ZVG] [Law on
Compulsory Public Sale and Receivership] Mar. 24, 1897, Recihsgesetzblatt
[RGBI] 97, as amended, § 172.

142. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 349.

143. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 346.

144. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 32, { 2

145. Council Regulation 1346/2000, art. 22, 2000 O.J. (L 160) 1, 9 (EC).

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.




2007] CROSS-BORDER INSOLVENCY LAWS 607

has special protection in the case of bona fide acquisition of chattels.
Where this is not the case, these regulations will also apply domestically
in accordance with lex fori concursus.

Beyond this there is no bona fide protection. In the literature, it is
partially recommended that the bona fide purchaser should be protected
by application of sections 135 (11) and 932 of the Civil Code!4¢ until the
instatement of the foreign insolvency proceedings has been published do-
mestically. But recognition of the foreign insolvency proceedings pursu-
ant to section 343 1A% is not dependent on domestic publication, and in -
domestic proceedings there is no bona fide protection in the case of igno-
rance of the instatement of insolvency proceedings, as there is in the case
of real property acquisition. Hence, there is no reason to protect the do-
mestic purchaser more strongly against foreign proceedings than in do-
mestic proceedings.

According to German law, instatement of insolvency proceedings
against the assets of a businessman are registered in the Commercial Reg-
ister ex officio (section 32 of the Commercial Code'#8; section 31 TA149),
For this reason, the foreign court can certainly request registration
through letters rogatory. The German court must have this registration
performed ex officio at the seat of the domestic subsidiary (sections 13d
111150, 15 IV15t 32 of the Commercial Code'32). The provision in article
22 CRIP'S3 providing that publications in the Commercial Register and
all other public registers have to be affected does not apply to insolven-
cies outside the European Union.>*

In order to preserve the parallelism with the domestic proceedings and
to relieve the register courts of the burden of inspection of the prerequi-
sites for recognition, the application must be addressed (pursuant to arti-
cle 102, section 6 I of the Introduciary Law to the Insolvency Act) to the
insolvency court (appointed under article 102, section 1 of the Introduci-
ary Law to the Insolvency Act); the latter will then request registration
with the register. There is nothing against recognizing the same right of
application for a receiver in a third party country of instatement of pro-
ceedings. But the publication effect will not commence before
registration.

146. Biirgerliches Gesetzbuch [BGB] [Civil Code] Aug. 18, 1896, Reichsgesetzblatt
[RGBI] 195, as amended, §§ 135, 932.

147. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 343.

148. Handelsgesetzbuch [HGB] [Commercial Code] May 10, 1897, Reichsgesetzblatt

. [RGBI] 219, as amended, § 32.

149. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 31.

150. HGB May 10, 1897, RGBI 219, as amended, § 134, ] 3.

151. HGB May 10, 1897, RGBI 219, as amended, § 15, ] 4.

152. HGB May 10, 1897, RGBI 219, as amended, § 32.

153. Council Regulation 1346/2000, art. 22, 2000 O.J. (L 160) 1, 9 (EC).

154. HamburgerKommentar-Undritz, § 346, Rn. 2.
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5. Payment to Debtor

In accordance with the attachment effect and transfer of estate admin-
istration to the receiver, a person owing money to the debtor may in prin-
ciple no longer be released by payment to the debtor.

The extent to which bona fide protection is conceded to a bona fide
debtor is essentially based on lex fori concursus (section 335 TA). But in
general, a party is additionally protected in international private law
where he acts in accordance with the laws generally applicable there.
Hence, for protection of legal and business relations, the third party
debtor may invoke section 82 IA155 where at the time of payment he was
ignorant of the instatement of the (recognized) foreign proceedings. This
can be inferred from section 335 IA. If the debtor effected payment
before publication of the foreign proceedings, it is assumed in every case
that he was ignorant of the instatement of the insolvency proceedings.

6. Litigation

When German civil proceedings concerning the bankrupt’s estate are
pending at the time of the instatement of foreign insolvency proceedings,
an assignment of the authority to conduct litigation to the receiver as
decreed by the court must be observed. Where necessary, the position of
the receiver in procedural law according to the authoritative insolvency
law of the country in which the insolvency proceedings are being instated
is to be adapted to German procedural law.

Before there is actually an assignment of litigation authorization, the
pending lawsuit is suspended in first instance in accordance with German
procedural regulations (section 240 Civil Proceedings!>%). This automatic
suspension and the type and resumption of proceedings is also provided
for by section 352 IA!57 according to the lex fori principle when foreign
insolvency proceedings are instated against the debtor which essentially
can have a universal effect. It is irrelevant whether suspension of the
proceedings is also provided for by foreign law.158

The litigation authorization for German litigation issued by the debtor
will always expire (section 117 IA159), If it turns out that the debtor has
retained the power of disposal, he can resume the proceedings himself.

7. Vis attractiva concursus

In contrast to German law, many countries such as the United States
and countries belonging to legal systems based on Roman law provide
that the insolvency court also has the function or jurisdiction over the
recognition of claims, contestation of the insolvency, separation, separate

155. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 82.

156. Zivilprozessordnung [ZPO] [Civil Procedure Statute] Sept. 12, 1950,
Bundesgesetzblatt] [BGBI] 533, as amended, § 240.

157. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 352.

158. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI. I 2866, as amended, § 352.

159. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 117.
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satisfaction, and creditors’ right to default of acceptance. Section 335 IA
provides that the respective lex fori concursus determines whether and
how instatement of the proceedings affects bringing legal action against
individual creditors (i.e., recognizes a change of competence associated
with a vis attractiva concursus, insofar as no proceedings are pending at
the time of the instatement of the proceedings).

One objection to this is that the parties are taken away from their legal
judge. But section 335 IA possibly refers to foreign competence regula-
tions. If there foreign provisions are incorporated, the requirements of
article 101 I 2 of the German Constitution® are met—at least with re-
gard to disputes directly associated with insolvency such as contestation
lawsuits, separate satisfaction lawsuits, and lawsuits concerning whether a
claim is part of the passive estate if vis attractiva concursus is to be
observed.

8. Individual Debt Enforcement Stay

Pursuant to section 237 I KO16! (the Insolvency Act before being re-
formed by the current IA), the instatement of insolvency proceedings
abroad did not prevent a creditor from instating debt enforcement proce-
dures against the debtor’s domestic assets. This provision is no longer
part of German insolvency law.

- Section 354ff IA162 concedes the possibility of instating territorially
limited proceedings restricted to the domestic assets. Section 335 IA also
provides that the effects of the instatement of insolvency proceedings and
the legal action measures by individual creditors are to be based on Jex
fori concursus. Accordingly, the insolvency law of the (foreign) country
in which the proceedings are instated decides whether and to what extent
there is also a debt enforcement prohibition against the debtor’s domestic
assets. As such, a debt enforcement prohibition can generally be as-
sumed—at least domestic individual debt enforcement measures (in ac-
cordance with sections 89 and 90 IA163) in favour of insolvency creditors
are essentially impermissible, regardless of whether the proceedings were
instated in an E.U. country or a third party country.

Where an individual debt enforcement measure is carried out as a con-
sequence of the ignorance of a domestic individual debt enforcement
measure, the proceedings are to be returned to the foreign receiver.

9. Domestic Provisional Legal Protection

Instatement of foreign insolvency proceedings need not generally ex-
clude domestic provisional legal protection. But the debt enforcement
prohibition for insolvency creditors must be observed. For this reason, an

160. GrRUNDGESETz [GG] [Constitution] art. 101(2).

161. Konkursordnung [KO] [Bankruptcy Code] May 20, 1898, Reichsgesetzblatt
[RGBI] 612, as amended, § 237. ‘

162. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, §§ 354-358.

163. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, §§ 89-90.
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insolvency creditor may not file for seizure of the bankruptcy estate items
after instatement of the recognized insolvency proceedings (sections 918,
930 Civil Proceedings'®*). There is only the possibility of seizure where
the foreign proceedings cannot be recognized. A disposal prohibition, by
way of injunction, in favour of an in rem creditor is also possible if the
creditor would otherwise risk losing his in rem right.

Accordingly, the law of the country in which the insolvency proceed-
ings are instated decides if there is a reverse ban similar to section 88
IA165 and if it is to be recognized in Germany. Section 88 IA cannot be
regarded as a compulsory intervention provision that always applies
where the debtor has domestic assets. But in order to protect domestic
creditors, domestic separate proceedings in which section 88 IA then ap-
plies may be instated pursuant to section 344 IA166,

10. Recognition of the Receiver’s Authorization

Pursuant to section 335 IA, the receiver’s authorization is based on lex
fori concursus. Hence, the practical consequence of recognizing foreign
insolvency proceedings is that the administration and disposal authoriza-
tion of the foreign receiver are automatically recognized domestically.

As proof of his appointment, the receiver must present a certified copy
of the appointment resolution or another court certificate (section 347 I
IA167). Pursuant to section 347 12 IA168 a certification of the translation
by a person authorized in the country where the insolvency proceedings
are instated may be requested and will be requested in practice.

The receiver may exercise all asset administration rights with regard to
domestic assets according to the law of the country of instatement of the
proceedings, as long as no insolvency proceedings have been instated do-
mestically pursuant to sections 345 ff IA1°. As the party authorized for
management and disposal of the assets, the receiver may remove them
from the country and add them to the principal insolvency estate or use
them otherwise. In particular, he may exercise the rights from shares of
the debtor in domestic companies.

When exercising his authorization, the foreign receiver must also ob-
serve domestic substantive law. The receiver must comply with coopera-
tion and information duties toward the Federal Labour Department,
Social Security contributions, and other organizations in accordance with
domestic law. He may not exercise means of force within the country on
the basis of his appointment.

Where the instatement resolution serves as a debt enforcement title for
restitution enforcement against the debtor, this resolution must be de-

164. ZPO Sept. 12, 1950, BGBI 533, as amended, §§ 918, 930.
165. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 88.

166. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 344.

167. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 347, q 1.
168. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 347, 2.
169. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, §§ 345-352.
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clared enforceable by a bailiff before appointment of the competent en-
forcement body in Germany (sections 883 ff Civil Proceedings'7?). Such
a title serves the purpose of carrying out the insolvency proceedings. If
the ruling is from a non E.U.-country, the enforceability declaration must
be carried out pursuant to section 353 I IA'71, upon a suit for an enforce-
ment ruling (sections 722, 723172 Civil Proceedings).173

Because an individual debt enforcement measure is no longer admissi-
ble during foreign insolvency proceedings, the problem of demanding re-
turn of domestic debt enforcement proceeds arises only in the
exceptional case where the foreign proceedings were not known within
the country or were wrongly not observed. In such cases, the foreign re-
ceiver has a restitution claim pursuant to section 342 I JA.174

11.  Provisional Securing of the Bankrupt’s Estate

Securing measures taken in a third party country after the filing of an
application for instatement must also be automatically recognized within
the country pursuant to section 343 II IA'75, insofar as the general re-
quirements for recognition stipulated by section 343 I IA are met.

Where a provisional receiver is appointed in the foreign proceedings
similar to sections 21 II Nr. 2 and. 3, 22 IA176, a general disposal prohibi-
tion imposed on the debtor is published, debt enforcement measures
against the debtor are prohibited or provisionally stopped, and these ef-
fects must likewise be recognized domestically. Accordingly, an insol-
vency notice on the (foreign) disposal prohibition can also be registered
in the Land Register. Parties acquiring proceeds from the debtor con-
trary to the prohibition or by debt enforcement must return the proceeds
to the foreign estate. Securing measures by a third party country may
only be declared enforceable pursuant to section 353 II IA177 by a debt
enforcement suit.

Where a domestic securing measure becomes necessary at short notice,
it should be more expedient for the provisional receiver pursuant to sec-
tion 344 IA178 to apply domestically to have the securing measure issued
pursuant to section 21 IA17,

Of course, alternatively, there is also the possibility that the foreign
receiver applies for instatement of domestic secondary proceedings (sec-
tion 336 II 1A18%) and simultaneously the issue of securing measures for
the bankrupt’s estate in the secondary proceedings.

170. ZPO Sept. 12, 1950, BGBI 533, as amended, § 883.

171. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 353.

172. ZPO Sept. 12, 1950, BGBI 533, as amended, §§ 722-723.

173. See id. § 353.

174. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 342, | 1.

175. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI1 I 2866, as amended, § 343, { 2.

176. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 21, ] 2, sentences 2-3, § 22.
177. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 21, ] 2, sentences 2-3, § 22.
178. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 344.

179. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 21.

180. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 336.
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12.  Recognition of Other Rulings in Insolvency Law

If the instatement of the insolvency proceedings is to be recognized, so
are the consequential rulings in the course of the foreign insolvency pro-
ceedings (sections 335, 343 I IA'81). This applies to any deferred pay-
ment of creditor’s claims, declaration of loss due to delayed registration,
reduction of debt by a recapitalization or insolvency plan, and to the for-
eign residual debt redemption regardless of whether it starts upon distri-
bution of the bankrupt’s estate or later.

When debt enforcement measures are to be carried out on the basis of
such a ruling during the foreign insolvency proceedings, a declaration of
enforceability is required first. For rulings from third party countries, a
debt enforcement suit is required pursuant to sections 722 and 723 of
Civil Proceedings!8? before the procedural court (section 353 1 IA183),
The court having jurisdiction is the court as determined in section 722 II
Civil Proceedings'®* (section 353 I 2 1A185),

Encroachment and the debtor’s personal freedom by information and
cooperation duties, forced summons before a court, and incarceration or-
ders (e.g., pursuant to sections 97, 98 1A186) are based on lex fori
CONCUrSUS.

Where the foreign insolvency court orders a mail ban against the
debtor, it may not be informally recognized, even if it has already been
provided for in the insolvency resolution.

But a foreign mail ban can be recognized within the country according
to autonomous German law. There is a legal gap here. According to the
legal assessment of article 10 of the German Constitution?87 and section
353 II IA188, a respective declaration of enforceability is to be requested
in accordance with sections 722 and 723 of Civil Proceedings. If the
debtor accordingly has his personal residence within the country, even
though main insolvency proceedings are being instated against him
abroad (at his main place of business), application for territorially-limited
insolvency proceedings or for the issue of securing measures pursuant to
section 344 IA would be expedient in order to achieve a mail ban against
the debtor more quickly.

13.  Enforceability of Foreign Rulings

Insofar as there is to be a domestic individual debt enforcement mea-
sure on the basis of rulings in insolvency law, during the further course of
the proceedings (in particular on the basis of a resolution to instate pro-

181. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, §§ 335, 343, 1.
182. ZPO Sept. 12, 1950, BGBI 533, as amended, §§ 722-723.

183. ZPO Sept. 12, 1950, BGBI 533, as amended, §§ 722-723.

184. ZPO Sept. 12, 1950, BGBI 533, as amended, §§ 722-723.

185. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 353, { 1.

186. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, §§ 97-98.

187. GG art. 10.

188. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 353, | 2.
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ceedings, rulings to stop proceedings, a recognition of a foreign list of
creditor’s claims, etc.) a declaration of enforceability is required.

Rulings by third party states are only enforceable pursuant to section
353 I IA where they are declared enforceable on the basis of rulings in
enforcement proceedings pursuant to sections 722 and 723 of Civil Pro-
ceedings. Pursuant to section 353 II IA, even securing measures may
only be declared enforceable by this procedure. This provision is regret-
table, as it unnecessarily hinders effective transnational cooperation with
the insolvency courts abroad.

14.  Participation in Foreign Proceedings and Distribution of the Estate
a. Registration of Claims Abroad

When foreign insolvency proceedings are to be recognized domesti-
cally, domestic creditors must register their claims in foreign proceedings
in accordance with the formalities and deadlines prescribed there, insofar
as there are no secondary domestic proceedings.

Individual domestic litigation is not permitted even where an exclusive
domestic place of jurisdiction was agreed on for the claim. Whether and
to what extent the expiry of the insolvency proceedings or registration of
claims is hindered (as pursuant to section 204 I Nr. 10 Civil Code'®?) is
subject to the law of the country of the instatement of the proceedings
under section 335 IA. The law of the country where the insolvency pro-
ceedings are instated also determines whether non-registration or
delayed registration has material disadvantages (e.g., costs for special re-
view date) until extinguishment of the debt. Such consequences do not
contradict the German ordre public if they concern all creditors and there
was the opportunity for registration.

b. Full Satisfaction of Priority Creditors, Priority of Claim,
Distribution

Whether the claim is to be fully satisfied by priority creditors or to be
satisfied by liquidation (simple, priority, secondary, excluded, etc.) de-
pends on the respective lex fori concursus (cf. section 335 IA). Consist-
ently, distribution of the bankrupt’s estate is also based on the same law
(section 335 IA).

15. Cooperation of the Insolvency Courts

CRIP and autonomous German law only regulate the work of the re-
ceivers in the instated insolvency proceedings. But especially in the in-
statement proceedings and also afterwards, insofar as court decisions
need to be taken, there is a need for coordinated action by the insolvency
courts. ‘

189. Biirgerliches Gesetzbuch [BGB] [Civil Code] Aug. 18, 1896, Reichsgesetzblatt
[RGBI]] 195, as amended, § 204, ] 1, sentence 10.
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Even though article 25 UNCITRAL Model Law!%° explicitly provides
for such a duty and it was successfully put into practice by protocols in a
number of cases, the German legislator has not taken up this suggestion.
But because the concept of a well-coordinated general conclusion of prin-
cipal and secondary proceedings is the basis of both systems, cooperation
of the courts as well is expedient. As cooperation in formal legal assis-
tance relations would tend to be counterproductive in the instatement
proceedings, direct contact should be permissible and is supported by al-
most all competent judges known to the author.

16. Resolution for Fraudsters Limited

In the hypothetical example, it would thus be permissible for the re-
ceiver appointed by the competent court in BIV to order the domestic
bank to dissolve the account in the name of Fraudsters Paradise Ltd. and
to have the credit amount paid out to him personally upon presentation
of proof of his court appointment.

In practice, however, the banks are very reserved and for reasons of
third party liability are reluctant toward the account holder to recognize
foreign insolvency proceedings. But the fact must not be ignored that,
especially in Germany, numerous small regional banks without their own
legal departments operate and not just the major banks such as Deutsche
Bank AG, Commerzbank AG, and Dresdner Bank AG.

The recognition is granted by the law itself and does not require any
.special court ruling. In order to avoid any disturbances and dispositions
of the debtor, the foreign receiver should apply at least for the public
announcement of the foreign court’s ruling and, if real property is part of
the debtor’s assets, for registration in the Land Register.

Upon hearing the application of the foreign receiver, the competent

German court will examine the following aspects:

- The foreign proceedings must be qualified as insolvency proceedings
tending to satisfy the debtor’ s creditors jointly;

- The foreign proceedings must already be instated, which is tested by
the foreign law (lex fori concursus);

- The foreign proceedings must have international effects, which is de-
nied when the lex fori concursus does not tend to influence assets
abroad;

- The court opening the insolvency proceedings must be internation-
ally competent, which is tested by German law (section 343 1A); and

- The recognition applied for must not violate essential basics of Ger-
man law (ordre public). That is, the recognition must not violate fun-
damental rights laid out in the German Constitution. This is mostly
discussed when the foreign court would not hear the debtor before
issuing its ruling.

190. UNCITRAL, Model Law on Cross-Border Insolvency art. 25, supra note 1.
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To receive the recognition, the foreign receiver has to file an applica-
tion. The court having jurisdiction over the place of residence or the
place of business (or when no place of business is maintained, the court
where the assets of the debtor are located, section 348 TA191), is the com-
petent court for issuing the ruling. All applications must be filed in Ger-
man under section 184 of the Judicature Act,1°2 but there are no statutory
requirements that they must be presented by a lawyer.

The foreign receiver must present a certified copy of the ruling opening
the insolvency proceedings and appointing him as receiver, and in almost
every case, the German court will ask for a translation certified by a
translator being competent under the laws of the foreign state. It is
strictly advisable that the foreign court’s ruling and the certificate by the
translator is apostilled or authenticated under the rules of the Hague
Convention, abolishing the legal requirement of legalisation of foreign
public documents. .

As from the time of filing of the application, the foreign receiver is
obliged to inform the German court of all major changes in the foreign
insolvency proceedings and all further foreign insolvency proceedings
known to the foreign receiver.

To enable the court to rule within a reasonable period of time, it is
beneficial not only to present the application itself with the documents,
but to inform the court in an appropriate manner about the further re-
quirements discussed above in the application itself and the status quo of
the foreign proceedings.

V. FRAUDSTERS EUROPE GMBH

As discussed above, the foreign receiver is entitled to act under the lex
fori concursus in respect to all assets of the insolvent company. As
Fraudsters Limited is the sole shareholder of Fraudsters Europe GmbH,
the foreign receiver may act as appropriate with respect to this company.

A. LIQUIDATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH GMBH
(LiMITED LIABILITY COMPANY) Law

It is not the termination of the company that is intended by insolvency
proceedings, as is the case in English law for example, but liquidation in
accordance with the provisions of the Limited Liability Company Law.
Pursuant to section 50(1) of the Limited Liability Company Law!%3, a
Limited Liability Company—the most common legal form in Germany—
is dissolved by resolution of the shareholders or by instatement of insol-
vency proceedings against their assets. Outside of the insolvency pro-

191. InsO Oct. 5, 1994, BGBI I 2866, as amended, § 348.

192. Gerichtsverfassungsgesetz [GVG] [Judicature Act] Sept. 12, 1950, Bundesgesetz-
blatt, Teil I [BGBI I] 533, as amended, §184.

193. Gesetz betreffend die Gesellschaften mit beschrankter Haftung [GmbHG] [Law
Regarding Limited Liability Companies] Apr. 20, 1892, Reichsgesetzblatt [RGBI]
477, as amended, § 50, | 1.
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ceedings, liquidation is carried out on the basis of the provisions. of the
Limited Liability Company Law.

Liquidation proceedings are not insolvency proceedings and follow
other rules. Liquidation can be resolved by the partners with at least a 75
percent majority. Following such a resolution, dissolution of the com-
pany is to be registered in the Commercial Register (section 65 Abs. 1194
Limited Liability Company Law).

At the same time, the liquidators must publish the dissolution of the
company three times and order the creditors to report to the company.
The managing directors of the company are appointed by law as the liqui-
dators but the shareholders may also recall the managing director and
appoint and liquidator.

The liquidators must ensure that they are registered in the Commercial
Register, and subsequently they must terminate the company’s current
business, satisfy the obligations of the dissolved company, collect its
debts, and translate the company’s assets into money.

Only after this (at the earliest one year after the last publication) and
redemption of all of the company’s debts, the assets of the company are
distributed among the shareholders on the basis of the ratio of their
shares in the company.

If during the liquidation proceedings it is established that the com-
pany’s assets are not sufficient in order to satisfy all creditors, the liquida-
tors must file for insolvency proceedings against the assets of the
company.

If the foreign receiver realizes that the existing assets are likely to be
sufficient in order to satisfy all creditors, he may resolve as the sole share-
holder, or with the approval of 75 percent of votes, to liquidate the com-
pany, appoint a liquidator of his choice, collect the assets of the company
(in our example by dissolving the account in Lithuania and by the sale of
the palace in France), adjust the company’s assets, and regard the remain-
ing assets as part of his insolvency estate after one year.

B. INsoLveENcYy oF FRaAUDSTERS Eurore GMBH

When there are insufficient financial resources to satisfy all creditors of
the company, the managing director or directors must file for instatement
of insolvency proceedings against the assets of Fraudsters Europe GmbH
in order to prevent being subject to legal prosecution. As the company in
the hypothetical case is a company domiciled in Frankfurt whose business
was also exclusively managed from Frankfurt, insolvency proceedings
may only be filed consistent with German law.

C. Assers IN LitHuANIA AND FRANCE

In the hypothetical case, the receiver must actually establish that all
assets of the company are located outside of Germany in countries of the

194. GmbHG Apr. 20, 1892, RGBI 477, as amended, § 65, ] 1.
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European Union. CRIP will apply exclusively to transboundary insol-
vency proceedings within the European Union.

CRIP contains a provision that a ruling issued by another court within
the European Union must automatically be recognized, as should any au-
thorization granted to the foreign receiver in a foreign member state in
accordance with the law of the country instating the insolvency
proceedings.

With regard to the account balance in Lithuania, the receiver ap-
pointed in Frankfurt may collect the account balance in accordance with
lex fori concursus. As for the palace in France, article 11 of CRIP1%5 stip-
ulates that the law of a member state under whose supervision the regis-
ter is being kept will apply with regard to the effects of insolvency law for
an immovable asset registered in a public register. In the present case,
this would be French law.

VI. INFLUENCE OF CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS ON
THE INSOLVENCY PROCEEDINGS

Frequently, the criminal prosecution authorities also act in cases of
fraud on the basis of complaints. In Germany it is the prosecuting attor-
neys who do so. The German system of asset tracing and recovery is the
responsibility of the prosecuting attorneys or criminal courts; the Anglo-
Saxon system of Norwich Pharmacal/Bankers Trust and Anton Piller or-
ders is not used in Germany during civil proceedings instated by the vic-
tim. Recently the German government announced that pursuant to an
E.U. directive to enhance the protection of intellectual property, a statue
similar to the Norwich Pharmacal/Bankers Trust order will be imple-
mented into the respective laws. This means that the victim of a fraud
must be aware of the possibility that the criminal authorities may become
involved.

When the perpetrator is sentenced in criminal proceedings, the crimi-
nal court must order that the assets obtained by the perpetrator be for-
feited to the state pursuant to section 73 of the Criminal Code.!*¢ This,
however, will not explicitly apply when the victim is entitled to a claim
against the perpetrator, the fulfilment of which would remove the re-
quired assets from the perpetrator (section 73 Abs. 1 Clause 2 Criminal
Code!®’). In other words, the victim’s damage claim has absolute
precedence.

In investigation proceedings prior to sentencing, the prosecuting attor-
neys may seize such items or order seizure of the perpetrator’s assets
(sections 111b and 111d Code of Criminal Procedure!®8). But these mea-

195. Council Regulation 1346/2000, art. 11, 2000 O.J. (L 160) 1, 7 (EC).

196. Strafgesetzbuch [StGB] [Penal Code] May 15, 1871, Reichsgesetzblatt [RGBI] 127,
as amended, § 73.

197. StGB May 15, 1871, RGBI 127, as amended, § 73, { 1, sentence 2.

198. - Strafprozessordnung [StPO] [Code of Criminal Procedure] Sept. 12, 1950,
Bundesgesetzblatt [BGBI] 455, §§ 111b, 111d.
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sures are also secondary to the injured party’s claims. On the basis of his
damage compensation claims against the perpetrator, the victim can al-
ways achieve overriding satisfaction by applying to the court for an as-
signment of the rights of the prosecuting attorneys in the priority ranking
acquired by it under section 111g of Code of Criminal Procedure.!%?

When insolvency proceedings are instated against the assets of the per-
petrator or the company being used by him, the criminal courts assume
that the rights specified above may be asserted exclusively by the receiver
and that therefore the injured parties have the burden of asserting their
rights in the respective insolvency proceedings.

199. StPO Sept. 12, 1950, BGBI 455, § 111g.
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