Preface

Acknowledgments

The Constitution of the United States

Chapter 1 Introduction to Criminal Procedure

A. The Participants in the Criminal Justice System

1.

. Defense Counsel

© 00 J O Ot A~ 0 N

Defendants

. Prosecutors

. Victims

. Police and Other Law Enforcement Officers
. Magistrates and Judges

. Jurors

. Corrections Officials

. Public

10.

Media
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