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Before:  GADOLA, C.J., and BOONSTRA and SWARTZLE, JJ. 

 

SWARTZLE, J. (concurring). 

 I obviously concur in the majority opinion that I authored.  I write separately to reiterate 

my jeremiad against the use of the term “victim” to refer to a complainant in a case like this one, 

in open court before the jury, prior to any finding of guilt.  People v Aikens, ___ Mich App ___, 

___; ___ NW3d ___ (2025) (SWARTZLE, J, concurring).  Here, the prejudicial effect of the term’s 

usage was dampened by the trial court’s instruction during voir dire that the jurors should 

understand that the term “victim” actually meant “alleged victim,” at least before the jury decided 

whom to believe after the close of proofs. 

/s/ Brock A. Swartzle  

 


