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(3) Philippe Gailly, Restorative Justice in England and Wales, www. iirp. org/’ realjustice/library/au2005_davey. html
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(4] Mark S. Umbreit, Mediation of Criminal Conflict: An Assessment of Programs on Four Canadian Provinces, Dec.21,1995.
www. restorativejustice. org/articlesdb/articles. ’
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[ Abstract] VOM model refers to the criminal mediation model which is widely used in
countries of Anglo — American family. Based on the notion of restorative justice, VOM model aims
at encouraging dialogue between the offender and the victim, and has achieved an effective effect
in the practice. However, with the development of VOM model, one can also hear some criticisms
and concerns in this respect. The practice of VOM model indicates that notions of the criminal jus-

[

‘ extreme procedural justice” to the

&

tice of Anglo — American family have changed from the ‘ con-
cern over substantive justice” , from “offender ( defendant) - centered approach” to the “balance
of interests of both the offender ( defendant) and the victim” , and from “nationalism” to “separa-
tion of power between society and the state”. Taking into consideration the prospect of favorable
development of VOM model and the reality of our country, we may develop VOM model in our own

criminal mediation practice. However, for those problems already exposed in the operation of

VOM model in Anglo — American couniries, attention should be paid in our own practice.
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