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[ Abstract] Since the late 1980’ , in order to promote protection of victim’ s right, coun-
tries of Anglo-American law system have established system of victim impact statement, thus provi-
ding victims with right to state crime impact and even right to bring forward sentence opinion in
sentencing phase. Currentl);, although there are some controversies in relation to certain aspects of
this system, yet generally speaking, it is helpful for the judge to deliver accurate sentencing and
conducive to criminals to mend their ways. The system of victim impact statement has gradually

become the trend of development of criminal justice in the world.

(FEHH: 2 EH)

(35) BRA(EEBETEHRINERE RATHHREEABYILT)  REFHFFR) 200847 A 14 H,5H AT
o

(36) ZRERLERE . (NEBFPRPBEASHFHEOEE) W R, RBERXER (FRRZHR)(B=8) 4
B ER R IR 2002 4B SR, 45 450 - 452 /L,

+ 139 -





