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PREFACE AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This book sets out the research findings of the European Commission funded
project ‘Procedural rights of suspects in police detention in the EU: empirical inves-
tigation and promoting best practice.”* The research was an empirical study of the
daily routines and practices of those involved in the administration and provision of
suspects’ rights in four EU jurisdictions: England and Wales, France, the
Netherlands and Scotland. The study examined the processes in place in each juris-
diction, making particular reference to the rights (some of which are now incor-
porated into EU Directives) set out in the EU Roadmap on procedural rights. Under-
pinned by our empirical findings and the identification of best practices, the book
also includes a separate ‘Training Framework’ for police officers and lawyers. This
sets out key training requirements and recommendations, designed to enhance the
knowledge, understanding and skills of practitioners in respect of the procedural
rights of suspects.

The success of this ambitious project was made possible through the efforts of
the many people who assisted us and worked with us over the last two and a half
years. Firstly, we must thank the European Commission for funding the project and
granting us a short extension to enable us to complete our fieldwork and writing.
We would also like to thank John Long (National Police Service lead on integrated
offender management), Roger Smith (JUSTICE) and Zaza Namoradze (Open Society
Justice Initiative) for their support, advice and encouragement as project partners.
We have guaranteed the anonymity of those who kindly allowed us to observe
them as they went about their daily work, preventing us from naming the police
officers, assistant prosecutors and lawyers and law firms, who welcomed us and
assisted us in conducting the research. Nonetheless, they know who they are and
we would like to acknowledge our thanks here. Quite literally, we could not have
done this without them.

1 JUST/2010/JPEN/AG/1578.
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France, we are grateful to Antoine Garapon (secrétaire général de l'Institut des
Hautes Etudes sur la Justice) for sticking with us until eventually we struck lucky
with a new senior prosecutor in one field site, who made it possible for us to
conduct observations alongside lawyers at the police station. In the Netherlands,
Herman Bolhaar (Head of the Board of Attorney General and the Prosecution
Service) ensured that we were able to gain access to the police station without any
difficulties. In Scotland, we are grateful to Paul Main (former ACPOS lead on
Solicitor Access implementation) for helping us to negotiate access to the police
station and to Kingsley Thomas (Scottish Legal Aid Board Manager of Criminal
Legal Assistance) who enabled us to observe the Board Solicitor Contact Line
lawyers facilitating access to solicitors and, where necessary, advising suspects in
police detention. We are also grateful for the assistance of George Runciman of
Global Language Services for providing us with information and for giving permis-
sion to reproduce the language identification card.

Our researchers did an excellent job conducting fieldwork, providing detailed
field notes, carrying out interviews and responding to queries and requests for
clarification along the way, enabling us to really understand the daily practices of
police and lawyers. They worked long hours, often away from home, and we are
grateful to them for all that they have contributed to the project. In addition to Anna
Ogodorova, the three other principal researchers were Marc van Oosterhout,
Brigitte Perroud and Dan Shepherd. Ciaran Burke also carried out some observa-
tions and interviews. We are especially grateful to Lauréne Soubise who carried out
field observations and interviews in France at very short notice and assisted us with
some additional legal research. Marc van Oosterhout also provided a great deal of
project support - from note-taking to setting up and managing the secure website
where all data was stored.

Maastricht University was responsible for the administration of the project
and special thanks must go to Diana Schabregs who managed the complex budget
with great efficiency. Thanks also to Yleen Simonis who organized the final project
conference in Maastricht. Violet Mols did a fantastic job of formatting the entire
manuscript and Marjo Mullers worked in record time to ensure that it was camera
ready. Marion Isobel, John Long, Zaza Namoradze, Hans Nelen and Miet
Vanderhallen were on our advisory board of experts and assisted us in planning,
researcher training and participated in the final project conference in May 2013.
Miet Vanderhallen deserves special mention for the work she did in analysing the
quantitative data for us. We are grateful to all the lawyers and police officers who
participated in the training pilots and also to the experts who assisted us: in Bristol:
Robert Brown, Angela Devereux, John Long and Zaza Namoradze; in Maastricht:
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worked hard together, but we have also enjoyed the ride! Perhaps our greatest
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months of immersion in analysis and writing, but still supported us throughout.

August 2013

Jodie Blackstock

Ed Cape
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