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Preface

It is difficult to synthesize all of criminal procedure in two volumes. One finds
state and federal differences in procedure, and systems that constantly change
as a result of new statutes, rules, and court interpretations. The authors hope
that this overview of criminal procedure will offer students an accessible study
guide in understanding this important subject. The book, however, is not in-
tended to serve as a guide for resolving a specific problem or case.

This Volume One covers the major issues in criminal procedure that relate
to the Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Amendment rights provided in the U.S. Con-
stitution and also covers entrapment. Volume Two examines procedure issues
from the bail through the jail process and also considers post-conviction mat-
ters. Because the law is not stagnant, it is important to note in using these
books that one needs to look to updates that may modify the existing law.
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