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Preface 

This monograph was published on the basis of the dissertation which had been  

submitted to the Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität (Munich) in winter semester 

2009/2010. The dissertation was devoted to comprehensive collection and  

examination of the legislation and practice of the Baltic countries regarding  

enforcement of intellectual property rights. As it can already be seen from the title of 

the monograph, the analysis of the implementation of the provisions of the EU  

Enforcement Directive in the Baltic countries was made considering relevant  

historical, social and economic aspects of the Baltic region. Therefore, such research 

can be interesting not only in terms of relevant legal issues, it also has practical  

dimension which can be useful for scholars as well as practitioners. 

 

The author of the monograph first of all expresses her thanks to the supervisor of her 

dissertation Prof. Dr. Dres. h.c. Joseph Straus for his constructive guidance and his 

full support while doing the research on the topic and writing the dissertation. The 

author also thanks Prof. Dr. Michael Lehmann for his revision of the dissertation 

and positive evaluation as well as Prof. Dr. Vytautas Mizaras for his appreciable 

suggestions which enabled the dissertation to be more synchronised with the local 

actualities. Special thanks go to the MIPLC whose staff were extremely helpful  

during the author’s doctoral studies in Munich, also to the MIPLC faculty members, 

especially to Chief Judge Rader R. Randall, Prof. Martin Adelman, Prof. Dr. Heinz 

Goddar, Prof. Dr. Thomas Dreier, all dear friends and colleagues from all over the 

world as well as the author’s family whose help and full support was constantly felt. 

 

 

 

Vilnius, August 2010 Kristina Janušauskaitė 
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