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      PREFACE    

 Truth will be an important concept in this book. And the truth is that this book 
should have arrived sooner. But as with most ambitious projects in academia, 
other endeavours came up delaying its completion. It started as a vague plan 
in 2015, with the introduction and one chapter being written in 2016, and a 
good nine years later, here we are with this book. But throughout these years, 
we have remained dedicated to its completion. We have employed most of our 
intervening projects (which coincidentally involved similar topics addressed in 
this book) as opportunities to do as much as comparative research as possible. 

 Confessions can be important in criminal procedure. It might be our turn 
to confess that researching, writing and editing this book has been an arduous 
task: we had to delve into other legal systems, understand their mindsets and 
gain the ability to distance our thinking from our own specifi c legal cultures. 
Th is exercise has been particularly confrontational but has also led to lots of fun. 
It was an unparallel experience to attend trials within foreign legal systems and 
one that we cannot wait to repeat for the next edition of this book. 

 Th is book could not have been written without the indispensable help of 
several people. Our deepest gratitude goes to the authors of fi ve of the chapters, 
Suzan van der Aa, Jacques Claessen, Robin Hofmann, Elvira Loibl and Dorris 
de Vocht, who provided their time and expertise, went fearlessly beyond their 
comfort zone into new legal systems and endured our feedback and relentless 
editing. For any mistakes or inconsistencies please blame the editors alone. 

 As such this book comes as the sister to Comparative Concepts of Criminal 
law (Keiler  &  Roef, Intersentia, 3rd edition 2019). While diff erent in many 
ways, both books share common approaches and are intended as literature for 
comparative courses taught at Maastricht University. Our book is designed 
for an educational environment, such as the European Law School, in which 
the principles and mindsets behind legal systems are the focus, instead of the 
blunted operation of examining each legal system. Most importantly, this book 
represents another fruit of the labours of researchers thinking, writing, teaching 
and laughing together long before and, hopefully, long aft er this book at the 
Maastricht Institute of Criminal Sciences (MICS). 

 Visiting the legal systems discussed in this book was instrumental for this 
book. We are most thankful to how open and welcoming the practitioners and 
experts have been in sharing their insights and experience during our trips. 
Comparative research is an act of mutuality, requiring the system researched 
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to be as open as the researchers conducting the research. We are grateful to the 
practitioners in London who gave freely their time and expertise. We were most 
humbled and impressed to be allowed to join several sessions of the Criminal 
Procedure Rule Committee. In Germany, our deepest thanks go to the German 
Ministry of Justice  –  Bundesministerium der Justiz and as well as to the various 
courts and judges that allowed us access and were available for discussion. 

 Most importantly we are honoured to have received the astute and ingenious 
feedback of three legends of comparative research, namely Prof. Th omas 
Weigend, Prof. Chrisje Brants and Prof. Ed Cape. Th ey dedicated signifi cant 
time to reading through the completed draft , correcting mistakes and clarifying 
the perplexing ways in which legal systems operate. We hope that our revised 
version does justice to their feedback. Furthermore, we are grateful to Rebecca 
Heemskerk and Stefanie Lemke who contributed to the initial stages of this 
book, to Johannes Keiler and David Roef whose comments on the introduction 
improved it signifi cantly, and to the students at the European Law School of the 
last seven years, whose feedback on earlier chapters greatly improved the book. 

 Finally, we would like to thank Intersentia once more for a fi ne collaboration 
and especially Rebecca Moff at and Francesa Ramadan for their help in making 
this book a fi nal product, and Joanne Choulerton for her brilliant editing and 
proofreading. 

 Christina Peristeridou and Andr é  Klip  
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