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Preface to the Second Edition

In the Preface to the First Edition I (then the sole author) wrote that “the role of the
victim is expanding” and that the state of victim law education in the legal academy was
“unfortunate” in that few academics or law students were educated or receiving educa-
tion on the topic.

Professor Erin O’Hara of Vanderbilt has recently written: “Given that virtually all law
professors were trained in criminal law classes that ignored victim involvement in the
criminal justice process, it is perhaps not surprising that it is considered heretical to
suggest that direct participation by victims might be warranted. Indirect participation
by victims and even the attendance of victims at criminal proceedings are likewise
viewed by many as problematic. In the legal academy, any other state of affairs threatens
the very foundations of justice.”

The marginalization of crime victim law by criminal procedure legal academics re-
mains astonishing. By way of analogy, it would be as if civil procedure professors failed
to teach the laws of intervention. In the real world, for prosecutors, defense counsel,
victim lawyers, legislatures, judges, it is simply impossible to ignore the significance and
expanding role of victims in criminal procedure. The academy is not meeting their edu-
cational needs.

I am joined in this Second Edition by two co-authors who are among the nation’s
foremost experts in the field, United States District Court Judge and Professor of Law at
Utah-Paul Cassell, and Steve Twist, crime victim lawyer, adjunct Professor of Victim
Law at Arizona State University and Counsel for many years in drafting and redrafting
the proposed Victims’ Amendment to the United States Constitution. I am grateful for
their willingness to contribute. The Second Edition is much improved as a result.

Finally, I would like to acknowledge our publisher Carolina Academic Press and its
Board of Advisors for perceiving that the topic Victims in Criminal Procedure is an im-
portant area of criminal procedure.

Professor Douglas Beloof

XXXV
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Preface to the First Edition

Criminal procedure cannot be truly understood without understanding the vic-
tim’s role. This book is the product of a seminar I have taught for several years at
Northwestern School of Law, Lewis and Clark College. The seminar has become so
popular with the students that the seminar will soon become a criminal procedure
class.

The book is divided up into procedural stages. This structure mimics conven-
tional criminal procedure casebooks. Contrary to conventional criminal procedure
casebooks, which have ignored or minimized the significance of the victim, this
book consciously focuses on the victim’s role in the criminal process. As a result,
almost none of the material is found in conventional criminal procedure casebooks.
I have taught the course both to students who had, and had not, taken other crim-
inal procedure courses and no problems arose.

The role of the victim is expanding. In terms of legal evolution, this expansion
is occurring quite rapidly. It probably represents the single greatest “revolution” in
criminal procedure in twenty years. In most fields of law one would expect such a
new and dynamic set of laws to have a prominent place in the education of law
students. Yet, this has not proven to be true in the education of criminal procedure
students. I have found that many legal academics, including those who teach crim-
inal law and procedure, remain uniformed about the role of the victim. Most law
students, including those who intend to practice criminal law and procedure, grad-
uate from law schools having had no significant exposure to the law of victims in
criminal procedure. This state of academic affairs is unfortunate.

I can be reached at beloof@Iclark.edu
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