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Preface

This book is a result of my doctoral research completed and defended at the
Ghent University Faculty of Law (Belgium). The idea for this study has been
born of my professional and academic experience, developed in the sphere of
criminal justice and human rights. As a lawyer fortunate enough to be working
in those two fascinating and vital fields of law, I have often heard some dissonant
voices concerning the procedural requirement to investigate and prosecute
human rights offences arising from the relevant conceptions of human rights
law and the traditional criminal law doctrine on the matter. In this study I have
endeavoured to understand the said procedural requirement of human rights
law by observing it from the perspective of the relevant precepts of criminal
law. I have thereby made an effort to conceive the manner of reduction of the
conceptual gaps arising from the variances between the public-based and hu-
man rights-based assertions in the administration of criminal justice.

A number of persons have contributed to the development and realisation
of this study and any attempt limited by the reasonable constraints of a pref-
ace will inevitably be imperfect and inconsistent. I am nevertheless obliged to
name some of them and to ask forgiveness from all those that I would not be
able to mention.

A person who has followed me through all the stages of the development of
this study is my mentor and friend Tom Vander Beken to whom I shall remain
forever indebted for his patient and always constructive suggestions for the
improvement and realisation of the study. I also have to express my special
gratitude to Gert Vermeulen and Yves Haeck with whom I have had a number
of interesting and thought-provoking discussions that have inspired some of
the central arguments of the study. Gert Vermeulen's assistance and support in
the publication process of this book is particularly highly appreciated.

I am also thankful to Michel Tison, Francoise Tulkens, Philip Traest and
Joachim Meese for their meticulous reading of an earlier version of this text
and for all their insightful observations and suggestions.

Of a special importance in the preparation of this book was the editing as-
sistance of Ivana Bendow to whom I also express my sincere appreciation.

I owe particular gratitude to all my colleagues working in the Registry of the
European Court of Human Rights and to all judges of the Court with whom
I have the privilege to work. Their support and astonishing competence and
knowledge have been a great inspiration for the development of this study.
Moreover, mes amis strasbourgeois deserve a special gratitude for their endless
support and encouragement for my research.
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Most importantly of all, I have to express my deepest sense of appreciation
and respect for the immense understanding, patience and support of my wife
Marija and my parents. They have constantly been the main driving force be-
hind any achievement I have managed to make. I am therefore devoting any
recognition and commendation which this book might deserve completely to
them and to my daughter Nora, the most inspiring person in my life.

Any omission or possible miscomprehension expressed in this book is com-
pletely mine. The opinions expressed are my personal.

Kresimir Kamber
Strasbourg, August 2016
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