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Foreword

This dissertation is the result of two conversations. In the first, which took
place in December of 2003, professor Piet Jan Slot pointed me in the direction
of examining the adverse consequences of parallel enforcement in competition
cases. The conversationwhich resulted in the specific subject of this thesiswas
with Eddy de Smijter in May of 2005. By then Regulation 1/2003 had entered
into force, opening up the possibility of parallel application of EC competition
law within the European Competition Network. Furthermore, a draft of the
‘Green Paper on Conflicts of Jurisdiction and the Principle of ne bis in idem
in Criminal Proceedings’1 had just been prepared. The following years saw
a rapid succession of ground breaking new cases on the ne bis in idem-principle,
and I could not have come across this topic at a better time.

There are many other people to whom I owe thanks. Among them are my
promotor Piet Jan Slot and my colleagues at the Europa Institute. I look back
on a great time, and I thank you all for your friendship and support. Special
thanks also to Christa Tobler and her partner Jacques for their kind hospitality,
which made all the difference.

There are many others: my partner Françoise, my friends, my foster family.
Last but certainly not least I want to thank Paul de Klerk, for everything.

Rome, 23 May 2009

Bastiaan van Bockel

1 Green Paper On Conflicts of Jurisdiction and the Principle of ne bis in idem in Criminal Proceedings,
COM(2005) 696 final, Annex.
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