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Control of Prosecutorial Discretion on Consultation Agreement and Immunity
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This study examines the appropriate exercise of prosecutorial discretion in
consultation agreement and immunity system. With reference to the discussion of the United States, 1
have (1) identified the types of impermissible exercise of prosecutorial discretion (selective
prosecution and vindictive prosecution), (2) analyzed actual cases of unfair deals and arbitrary
decisions by prosecutors, and (3) scrutinized academic reform proposals to deter the improper
exercise of prosecutorial discretion.



2016

248

United States Attorneys’ Manual ABA
Justice Standards for the Prosecution Function

See, e.g., Bordenkircher v. Hayes, 434 U.S. 357, 364 1978
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United States Attorneys’ Manual § 9-27.260
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similarly situated individuals of a
different race

credible showing United States v. Armstrong, 517 U.S. 456 (1996)
See Rachel E. Barkow,

Institutional Design and the Policing of Prosecutors: Lessons from Administrative Law,
61 Stan. L. Rev. 869, 886 (2009)

(b)
Blackledge v. Perry, 417

U.S. 21 (1974)

United States v.
Goodwin, 457 U.S. 368 (1982)

Angela J. Davis
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(@)W. Kerrel Murray (b)Ann Woolhandler
(@) W. Kerrel Murray, Populist Prosecutorial Nullification, 96 N.Y.U.L.Rev. 173-
255(2021)
Prosecutorial Nullification

populist prosecutorial nullification

(b) Ann Woolhandler, Jonathan Remy Nash & Michael G. Collins, Bad Faith Prosecution,
109 Va. L. Rev. 835-883 (2023)
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4. Progressive Prosecutors
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