Lindsay R. v. Cohen (Meyn, Real Party in Interest) No. 1 CA-SA 14-0186.  
Because no provision of the Victims' Bill of Rights (VBR) authorizes victim's counsel to substitute for the prosecutor in criminal restitution proceedings, such substitution is not allowed.  While a victim may retain counsel to ensure the rights guaranteed by the VBR are protected, the victim's attorney may not act as a substitute prosecutor. 

Here is the court's reasoning:

"Though the prosecutor owes duties to victims, the prosecutor’s responsibility is to represent society’s interests and 'see that justice is done on behalf of both the victim and the defendants'…Restitution is intended not only to make victims whole, but also to rehabilitate defendants -- it is not an equivalent of civil damages…The state therefore 'does not represent persons who have suffered economic loss at the [restitution] hearing but may present evidence or information relevant to the issue of restitution.'"
"…[A] victim's private attorney serves only as an advocate for the victim. The purpose of restitution proceedings would be subverted if the victim's counsel were allowed to take the prosecutor's place -- such an arrangement would essentially transform a criminal sentencing function into a civil damages trial." 
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