BB S (LB - &)

e TN
J/Xgﬁ?ﬁ’}ﬂﬂ I Ej’[\_l‘

%
1244
L=

1

1 Z TR —

PR - EEEILTREE

BB BRIEREE

IRELEIZE ¢ R

IR - 188 HSHE1094E8 A4 H
WEHRA 109 £ 9H 11 H






2

FRE_1970 & 2 RaprE AR T A 2 R > P RART AR
FLES AP R L Z BB R R F e B RE By <
FH oS E4ad o BEARAR T AP IRRIVA LB A 2
IR 2 Rl R PR R T A R 2
BT A ATEFDM A L BB A S G HY K E
£H 20 2004 2@ Een (o 4412 ) (Criminal
Victim® s RightsAct) - &= ﬂfulﬁfﬁi B ()= Bk d
fliz) = Jz»’ﬁ% BIEAL S E2 RS AT A2 LIRS

AARER i P A A2 AR E G IR Lﬂuﬁma s hE 37T
BEH2LAPM LR FEL AR F R HIR Y HART A 2
'f"‘pﬁ"t’i@:]/f BITWRFY O i BEARD I’m"“?l}&] 108
E 122 10 P2 FUEB22EFDEBTE2(F 5% % =

TALT AR g IRA ) BN BEBRER o



P OFRAMTAENFESEZFR 8

- N ERARM R AR E 2 ER S 8
(m ) MTARERAZAZR 8
(Z) fpsnEd TPphpT A& e, ..., 9

(Z) B2RApRE 2 2 2 B B AR o 9
TN EE R R A BT 11

()T AZ TR oo 14

() T E B 2 3 T e e 15

(2 ) T A4 22 PFBE . 20
EENECE T =R SIFSNIEI-EN £ 21
Pl H— P EREE L LA BT T 22

2 —E B2 YEREEANYER OB 2 REAER 2 K
BARRELZ BN 23



%3%—7%#%%ﬁﬂa?%%%ﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬂl ....... 23
(- ) BRLHFTEFEZETR. ... 25
Z) Hp FRIMRFAZINELTEF L9, 02T

(Z) FEmit 2§ Rz RRER. ... 29

FAZG-EEMERLLE ..o 32
(- ) AT AFERMEZL L2 AMARR © ... .. 33

) %&tj’ fgg 1‘]’1’1.7“'”‘]

() ™, (revenge) &7 7|k it? 2 3 F & 1]

(z ) dkg A £ 3T 0 T2ian a4

(presentence report) v vt 43
O — e RPHERT EIEEE I . 46

X
(@p)
¥
&
b
>~
B
e
e
4
&
=
_:;l
g
st
¥
S
THE
—h

ST H— R EEEFEARRE BT 51

S — % DR MELEE LT A hE Pk f chfE

FOHE—$HHRBFTEIPREDRE M EPAFRRL TR

(=) e S22 FAEE 58
(Z) RAERZFRE .o 61
(=) BRI FEFHRM AP oo 63
LB2Ra R 2ran 2R % 12082 1. o s 63



2. RAE WA S ITHE ., 63
3 I ZRAE A E 60 I L, 65
A, B 2R R B 3208 66
(e ) EFERBITRB? .o 66
A HWEREIRTAREZ L RER (F22R) ... 68
~ CER (P RART AEANEY 2R 68

S AREAFFEAIRERT AR REE 22 R R
...................................................... 69

(Z) WEBRTAZBREEER 70
(Z) mBBp e am®EE . 71

(z) GEEEFRERBZEN ..o 71

(1) oAt BT 2RI A TERE 2 BEIRIFZ T

ZEFRES S R 2 T AR RERIR L 73
B BWEER L 76



AR - 0 PERAFMFERANEFRENLE B R
106 & 12 % 27 p oF D)o B3 A 3/ 24| R 2 RE
fo, o AR08 & 12 7 10 p ‘;;;;zrm‘; Wi 7 A
2HATEREARAEE C EEHA I LB RY LG
HAF R R AT 2 AT A 2 BPIERL A AR R LA e R
R Sl *‘*f’ﬁ BT A2 FR SR AN AREY £ E
LIRS &0 g};g»m Rz rWE P REIARDT A g 2 B
B4 5 g 3B 4N ’J TR~ Z TP ih‘ o ‘&J—T\ﬁ'J J;;;;
TEAR SRR AR P wﬁ*ﬁ” “h E]ffwti’ AEF] S G
SN RLE R nf**&w\' FARME AT S SRl L
ARFIRRF I LA 2RI TR EAL R TR APY
ﬁ%‘ﬁﬂi%£%~W%ﬁaﬁ°

>~ ﬁ%
B

>
“(m
¥
~ =k =\ (\l-

-

N,

E AR

R4 AR R 108 # £ 7?2»;"355#5‘2’&{?% CIECAPIGRER S S L8 L P!
"Bl FuAlEREY - 25 Y FERE2 E A ELLM
# #2 (General LL.M. program) j&E4xP~ > *tfp & = 7 K32 £ K >
AR e S i 20 374 i R EA7 (student orientation) - FE &
2y % 2 ®# 342 (Introduction to the American Legal System)
TRERITAEH I - E2 B BHET > RRIHAELERZ
(Evidence ) ~ 7% 7% 2 —% /4 K (Criminal Procedure:
Adjudication) ~ B 28 =] & 5% F 7% (Federal Criminal Practice) ~
ZEF 2 92 L BBk § R4 (Professional Responsibility for
LLMs » #g i av |/ ;2 2G5 12 LFL#) SHAr 0 £33 Y 4 BL o HEF
FTA* ZRZBEETRLEFRLTZPMAT TREFFAT R
M09 & 7T PRy v BEHEEHRZF 107



 ARRTABNIRESELY A
S ERAAMEELELFRA 2 ch

(=) AF A FREmE 2 A

BER (PR T A A2 ) (Crininal Victim' s Rights Act ;
A CVRA) »+ 2004 & =g # ram > £ @ JEFTWARSE e RETHRD
AR S EmFIRLE EAES o FE Ao > B A 1960 &
ﬁﬂtiﬁﬁaqﬁﬂb%éﬁj‘ﬁif ﬁﬁozﬂwéﬁhﬂﬁf&ﬁ
PRl ATRE 0 T 1972 & 0 AT A EHF L R bR
For FRMPFTR O BRI VRS S BAFE o

RS 4G A A8 B 6 R4 1970 £ 2 1980 4 % 2 7
R %2 )i 0 1973 # 2 Linda R.S. v. Richard D. % 5 F -
2% 2. 9 ¢ 43 A Linda F1H 323 e M Richard #£8 £ &
AR R F A2 Richard (Pl THES L AR 7+ ) gl
Tl (mlsdemeanor) ) > A% F s Linda ¥ Richard ¥ 4

\\

i
W3

-

)

oAk
Tl
e

. J*’

SRS TR AT I A R F 0 2E 4 3 L 2 A Tt RS 4235 o Linda
KéﬁiH7J%mﬁ%%4+*mmﬁﬁm%@ﬁ¢¥JWﬁ@
Rz T 24 Flpt ok ELJLI/’”“’ 'WE&?:K&@ ERENTRE RN

-

# 3% Linda ¥ &8 & RAssrpt § o 2 e R s d r#\)if%

#ﬁﬁJ'ﬁM’%wriéﬁﬁv =FIESS
Rl M L e KR R D AT BT

Vo N
~=h *.mk— ‘m\ﬂ (‘

! Matthew B. Riley, Victim Participation in the Criminal Justice System: In Re Kenna and Victim
Access to Presentence Reports, 2007 Utah L. Rev. 235, 236 (2007).

2 The Honorable Jon Kyl et. al., On the Wings of Their Angels: The Scott Campbell, Stephanie Roper,
Wendy Preston, Louarna Gillis, and Nila Lynn Crime Victims' Rights Act, 9 Lewis & Clark L. Rev. 581,
584 (2005).

3 1d.

4 See Riley, supra notel, at 236; see also Robin Turner, Examination of Victim Rights: Ensuring Safety
and Participation in Court Process, Mont. Law., August 2015, at 18.

5 Linda R.S. v. Richard D., 410 U.S. 614, 619(1973).
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(Victimand Wltness Protection Act of 1982 & £ : VWPA) -
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& “[B]roadening the categories of injury that may be alleged in support of standing is a different matter
from abandoning the requirement that the party seeking review must himself have suffered an injury.”
Id. at 617.

TR 2R RAT AR EEF2Z AL > #E US. Dep’t of Justice, Department of Justice
Commemorates National Crime Victims' Rights Week (Apr. 20, 2020), available at
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/department-justice-commemorates-national-crime-victims-rights-week.

8 See Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 584.

9 See President’s Task Force on Victims of Crime, Dec. 1982 Final Report [hereinafter President's
Task Force Report], available at http:// www.ojp.gov/ovc/publications/presdntstskforcrprt/87299.pdf.

0 E.g. Riley, supra note 1, at 253 (note 11). (“[I]ikewise, the victim, in every criminal prosecution
shall have the right to be present and to be heard at all critical stages of judicial proceedings.”); John W.
Gillis & Douglas E. Beloof, The Next Step for A Maturing Victim Rights Movement: Enforcing Crime
Victim Rights in the Courts, 33 McGeorge L. Rev. 689, 690 (2002); Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 584.
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(National Victims' Constitutional Amendment Network ; f§ - :
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1990 #: #E2 (AT A 1% @2 ) (Victims' Rightsand
Restitution Act of 1990) &_2004 & (f= 34T A A2 ) W iEw
WEAEER L £ BRI P TR T A f—l*ﬁ MM A2
ﬂ’%ﬁﬂQi%%ﬁ BEBEZ B2 AR EET 28
R ] B9 rmpfr»ﬁﬁwa‘ fo fEF R BB R
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S8 2004 E AT AEIEE FE BT AR/ F 2T RHAH )
51997 &£ ek T A EJIFE P2 ) (VictimRights Clarification

1 Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 585. (Citing Victim and Witness Protection Act of 1982, Pub. L. No.

97-291, 96 Stat. 1248 (1982).)
12 Mary L. Boland, Russell Butler, Crime Victims' Rights: From Illusion to Reality, Crim. Just., Spring

2009, at 6.
13 Michael E. Solimine & Kathryn Elvey, Federalism, Federal Courts, and Victims' Rights, 64 Cath. U.

L. Rev. 909, 912 (2015).
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14 Riley, supra note 1, at 253 (note 17); Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 585-86; David E. Aaronson, New
Rights and Remedies: The Federal Crime Victims' Rights Act of 2004, 28 Pace L. Rev. 623, 629
(2008).

15 United States v. McVeigh, 106 F.3d 325 (10th Cir. 1997).

16 dp i 3% 18 K F1 2004 & (=BT A FEF1E) i@ @ Bk o (Victims® Rights and Restitution
Act of 1990, Pub. L. No. 101-647, 8 502, 104 Stat. 4789, 4820, repealed by Justice for All Act of 2004,
Pub. L. No. 108-405, 118 Stat. 2260.)

17 United States v. McVeigh, 106 F.3d 325, 335 (10th Cir. 1997). (Citing 42 U.S.C. § 10606(c) (2000
ed.) “No cause of action or defense This section does not create a cause of action or defense in favor of
any person arising out of the failure to accord to a victim the rights enumerated in subsection (b) of this
section.”)

18 See President's Task Force Report, supra note 9, at 114. E.g. Riley, supra note 1, at 253. “[1]ikewise,
the victim, in every criminal prosecution shall have the right to be present and to be heard at all critical
stages of judicial proceedings.”; Gillis & Beloof, supra note 10, at 690; Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 584.

19 “Joint Resolutions” 7 B § 2_ i & i3k » 3 56 Skl 2 W\pi;l‘m?v Boz 0> TR ILEF o 4o
= % ;% & o Kyl etal., supra note 2, at 589. ,2;2 PEACFETH TR T 2ER TR AN X i
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BIh2FRT)ARFRA 2 %rwbm Pk o A R R SR
BB 2002 & ~ 2003 = £ B A B uH@F%ﬁ§4%ﬂ1%&@ﬁ

N

%0 SRR T A 2003 B2 EP R #F]Flg » SRR RNz FE g
2 EER SRR B e ‘1;;7,};{3" A g Fﬁ‘g’fﬁ’f |5 FRE AT #‘ié Yo LFAR
i¢

TAERAEI T A EFE L8 PRa 0 Az P BR%
AR » WS e kA e o

ERBEY (THEER) PR L S SRpEERBEY S 14iE2 T 1§ AR
A FREE BRI R Y o TR AR EG et ] R RS- 2 RETART A 2
i#H - Solimine & Elvey, supra note 13, at 922.

20 Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 589.

21 1d. at 589-90.

22 1d. at 591.

3 d.
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RGP IRE R SRR AR 2 R F DA 52004 & 47
21 p &N Tl -3t B (Scott Campbell) » 2% %42 - %e3d
(Stephanie Roper) - & -& 3 #7% (Wendy Preston) - B 47 #%-
% 41#7 (Louarna Gillis) fe4t4=-+&2 (Nila Lynn) J° B4t < 4¢
F1;% ; (the “Scott Campbell, Stephanie Roper, Wendy Preston,
Louarna Gillis, and Nila Lynn Crime Victims' Rights Act” ) * -
TP Rk 96 B4 ] L2 ARidiEE R "

2004 # 97 21 p > RERIRP IFE R E AR AL S HEF ALY
(James Sensenbrenner ) #-m #h $ikfviZ iz scti g b B B 2 % 4
Har RS 5107 8272 % (House Resolution 5107) 5 2 T &

A% % I &2%, (Justice for All Act of 2004) - “RREim &~

ESDFE 3= 1P - 8IE;1;5{:E‘ A 2 *E—T s B R e 2 %%;ﬁf%}iﬁ:j\vﬁ &
R 2% o bl FaRFR2 %%ﬂ”?aﬂf&«ur%ﬁﬂm&ﬁ
FEEAEA 2 A R FRARE E e SRR R AR

B R fv%%mmip+ﬂwﬁféaxﬁﬁiﬁﬁ”ﬂﬁ
PR R E LB AT AR TR PRI A 0 2 7 g
FepiEree 32 A X E AR S R o

2 See id. See also 150 Cong. Rec. 7295 (2004) (“[R]ecognizing that we didn’t have the 67 votes
necessary for a constitutional amendment—both Senator Kyl and I, as well as the victims and their
advocates, decided that we should compromise. There are Members of this body who very much want
a statute. There are Members of this body who very much want a constitutional amendment. We have
drafted a statute which we believe is broad and encompassing.... ) (statements of Sen. Feinstein); 150
Cong. Rec. 7300 (2004) (“Knowing we would not have the 67 votes to pass it, we decided it was time
to get something tangible in statute to protect the rights of victims”) (statements of Sen. Kyl).

B dnupt A heL VB LT ANE RSl A #L%I‘“ﬁﬁ“‘ A E %2
BRA AT AZIMAEN 4ol 2 B A R W DMt R L2 A LA EARA
# &2 0T O B Mmoo 2 8l - FHE L £ KRR ‘%E?Tﬂ_fﬁ?i‘h
https://web.archive.org/web/20110205191514/http://feinstein.senate.qov/04Releases/vicstories.htm ( £
IR Y 1202050 28p ) o

% Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 592.

27 H.R. Rep. No. 108-711 (2004).

28 Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 592.

2 18 U.S.C. § 3771(d)(5) # ¥ 5~ * 3% % : “In no case shall a failure to afford a right under this
chapter provide grounds for a new trial. A victim may make a motion to re-open a plea or sentence
only if--(A) the victim has asserted the right to be heard before or during the proceeding at issue and
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Resolution 519) ZiExakE 102 30 p &% F 2 3% (President
George W. Bush) % TR g o 5 2004 & (A
A HEFZ)

2004 & (e BAtF A HEflE) 2
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(e B4k d A2 ) #1573 F Wiz % (United States Code)
F 18 3% (Title) sn3TTL g™ » i< ()78 & AP /7B I T A
TR G 2 g A ng}% 2 ()% 245 TR EAT A |2 TR
= ER *’37?3134”'33% FE ARG LHRLEAH BRI T A
S A ] ﬂb’“rst’»’fﬁ;? 72 = F]1 % M % (proximately
harmed™) z % o F# T 4 2 A% 18 kzZ A2 E L > &7 LA

such right was denied; (B) the victim petitions the court of appeals for a writ of mandamus within 10
days; and (C) in the case of a plea, the accused has not pled to the highest offense charged.” See Kyl et
al., supra note 2, at 592-93.

30 Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 592-93.

3L Charles Doyle (2015), Crime Victims' Rights Act: A Sketch of 18 U.S.C. 3771 (CRS Report No.
RL33679), at 4. Retrieved from  Congressional  Research  Service  website:
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/RL33679.pdf.

32 Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 593.

8 d.

3 1d. at 581.

% 18 U.S.C. 83771(a) -

% Proximate m & & "EITRF, > ®E2 AL TR, °tL T8 BT R ETRA
oA B IRfED S R il r]% i ”‘fJ * Vincent R. Johnson ( ¥ )
HAh~ e (GF) > FEEEE I EE L2006 Q7 - 139
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%m,ggi§§4xﬁgﬁﬁ SRS | E R iR £

245 7RE (assume) A F ATRETZAMT AR o ML iZ P AT
ﬁlﬁ%{ﬁ%éﬂ%‘? & AR AR R i
"4 ) (person) > & Z i A% Fu-ZhiE A B 4ok AT s
~F ~ &3 -~ ¢ (associations) ~ B#¥ (societies) ~ ¥ 73#7

(firms) & 390,"\?(?1’1-1‘3‘31’&?",%7 E i?r'? 5 U A A I
BT ARl SRR 2 3 6 R

<<3°§'E?‘J’t%&’f§’f EYVHOTART A 2 TR B ERE LR
Al AR R R PRI FRFEPREE YT ot
BE R H 3 APEONENR T A A R fxi{,v‘i\‘gu’u}
FRo(rBpd AR T A 2 AT AR TR
ﬁﬂ%ﬁamﬂ%Aiﬁr%*r&J7¢%4oﬁ£w
PRZEBI SRR e RS R R ok b RrE R B
flipe s y R put gt 2 g3 A S et B2 g
BR R fos F Rk pl o Fp o A IR (AT 4R
Mg AP THT A, Pa R

g SR R OAR AP > (P RART AR ) T A 2"
SRR A S zfmiﬁ'?ﬁ?fﬁi%irﬁ ke Ak d A B FAL A B o E N
BRI o S 2 e et g g R F%

Vg i AR E A S L F] L MA B~ MA P 2 d KA PHA R AR R & LFpFR PR
* @ :\e%\%‘rff? ARAPPRF L H RN L ERAZLLLEHF 9204 24 o Legally
Incapacitated Person Definition, Black’s Law Dictionary (11th ed. 2019), available at Westlaw.

% 18 U.S.C. § 3771 (e) (2) Crime victim -- (A) In general --The term “crime victim” means a person
directly and proximately harmed as a result of the commission of a Federal offense or an offense in the
District of Columbia. (B) Minors and certain other victims. -- In the case of a crime victim who is
under 18 years of age, incompetent, incapacitated, or deceased, the legal guardians of the crime victim
or the representatives of the crime victim's estate, family members, or any other persons appointed as
suitable by the court, may assume the crime victim's rights under this chapter, but in no event shall the
defendant be named as such guardian or representative.

% 1 U.S.C. 81. Doyle, supra note 31, at 5.

40 U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Office for Victims of Crime, Attorney General Guidelines for Victim and
Witness Assistance 12 (2011 ed., rev. May 2012) [[hereinafter Attorney General Guidelines]. Available
at https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/olp/docs/ag_guidelines2012.pdf.

4l See 18 U.S.C. § 3663 & 18 U.S.C. § 3663A,; Doyle, supra note 31, at 5.

42 See Aaronson, supra note 14, at 637-38.
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2006)) & kAR /iel ook RVEFRTARFTFRERL DL

8 18 U.S.C. § 3771 (a) Rights of crime victims—A crime victim has the following rights:

(1) The right to be reasonably protected from the accused.

(2) The right to reasonable, accurate, and timely notice of any public court proceeding, or any parole
proceeding, involving the crime or of any release or escape of the accused.

(3) The right not to be excluded from any such public court proceeding, unless the court, after
receiving clear and convincing evidence, determines that testimony by the victim would be materially
altered if the victim heard other testimony at that proceeding.

(4) The right to be reasonably heard at any public proceeding in the district court involving release,
plea, sentencing, or any parole proceeding.

(5) The reasonable right to confer with the attorney for the Government in the case.

(6) The right to full and timely restitution as provided in law.

(7) The right to proceedings free from unreasonable delay.

(8) The right to be treated with fairness and with respect for the victim's dignity and privacy.

(9) The right to be informed in a timely manner of any plea bargain or deferred prosecution agreement.
(10) The right to be informed of the rights under this section and the services described in section 503(c)
of the Victims' Rights and Restitution Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 10607(c)) and provided contact
information for the Office of the Victims' Rights Ombudsman of the Department of Justice.
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673, 687 (2018).

140 1d. at 682.

141 Solimine & Elvey, supra note 13, at 916.

142 State v. Tedesco, 214 N.J. 177, 197, 69 A.3d 103, 114 (2013).

143 Doyle, supra note 31, at 29.
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144 Megan A. Mullett, Fulfilling the Promise of Payne: Creating Participatory Opportunities for
Survivors in Capital Cases, 86 Ind. L.J. 1617, 1629 (2011).

145 Booth v. Maryland, 482 U.S. 496 (1987), overruled by Payne v. Tennessee, 501 U.S. 808 (1991).
146 Booth, 482 U.S. at 502-03.

147 1d. at 508.

148 1d. at 508; Cauley Simmons, Re-Examining the Admissibility of Victim Impact Statements in
Capital Cases, 69 Case W. Res. L. Rev. 1057, 1066 (2019).

149 payne v. Tennessee, 501 U.S. 808 (1991).

150 1d, at 825-26.
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2 Kyl et al., supra note 2, at 605.
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4 1d. at 831. (O'Connor, J., concurring).

5> Kelly v. California, 555 U.S. 1020 (2008) (statements of Stevens, J., citing Payne, 501 U.S. at 825).
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Logan, Through the Past Darkly: A Survey of the Uses and Abuses of Victim Impact Evidence in
Capital Trials, 41 Ariz. L. Rev. 143 (1999).

157 Bosse v. Oklahoma, 137 S. Ct. 1, 2 (2016); Simmons, supra note 148, at 1067.
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TR T AL FENA NI LD R EREEE P S SR AT 7 4p 5 - See Craig S.
Lerner, Justice Scalia’s Eighth Amendment Jurisprudence: The Failure of Sake-of-Argument
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11 Ryan, supra note 164, at 195. See Campbell v. State, 571 So. 2d 415, 416 (Fla. 1990).

172 Ryan, supra note 164, at 196.

173 1d. at 197.

174 1d. (Quoting R. Hellerstein, Victim Impact Statement: Reform or Reprisal, 27 AM. CRIM. L. REv.
391, 429 (1989).)
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179 1d. at 1013.
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Riley, supra note 1, at 242-43.
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court's record but reviews the evidence and law without deference to the trial court's rulings. — Also
termed de novo review; de novo judicial review; merits review.” Kaster, supra note 60, at 1691.
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3 Major Sean P. Mahoney, Taking Victims' Rights to the Next Level: Appellate Rights of Crime
Victims Under the Uniform Code of Military Justice, 225 Mil. L. Rev. 682, 697 (2017).

24 In re Antrobus, 519 F.3d 1123,1124-25 (10th Cir. 2008).

25 See Mongzel, 641 F.3d at 532-534; Tobolowsky, supra note 213, at 126.
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“Section 3771(d)(3) of title 18, United States Code, as amended by subsection (a)(2) of this section, is
amended by inserting after the fifth sentence the following: ‘In deciding such application, the court of
appeals shall apply ordinary standards of appellate review.””

21 Kenna, 435 F.3d 1011.

22 In re W.R. Huff Asset Mgmt. Co., LLC, 409 F.3d 555 (2d Cir. 2005).

263 See Mahoney, supra note 253, at 699, note 92. “The only discussion of the proposed legislative
clarification of the CVRA mandamus review standard appears in the House of Representatives
Committee on the Judiciary report: ‘This section adopts the approach followed by the Ninth Circuit in
Kenna v. U.S. District Court for the Central District of California, 435 F.3d 1011 (9th Cir. 2006), and
the Second Circuit in In re W.R. Huff Asset Management Company, 409 F.3d 555 (2d Cir. 2005),
namely that, despite the use of a writ of mandamus as a mechanism for victims' rights enforcement,
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NO. 114-7, at 8 (2015).”
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266 See Tobolowsky, supra note 213, at 137-38.

7 1d. at 172.
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269 Peter J. Henninga, 3B Fed. Prac. & Proc. Crim. § 932 (4th ed. Apr. 2020 Update).

270 Aaronson, supra note 14, at 668.
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311 In re Antrobus, 563 F.3d 1092, 1101 (10th Cir. 2009).
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