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to charge a person with a erime, and advocate for that person’s conviction and punishment.
As the number of exonerated defendants continues to grow, however, it becomes increasingly
clear that prosecutors, either by affirmative acts of misconduct, or a failure 1o carefully
and responsibly scrutinize the quality of the evidence, sometimes do contribuate to
defendants” wrongful convictions.

However, reining in prosecutorial excesses that produce wrongful convictions is a
difficult task. Prosecutors typically believe that defendants are guilty, and aggressively
seek to convinee juries Lo return guilty verdicts. Most prosecutors would probably claim
that they never convicted an innocent person. But such a claim is not surprising. Studies
show that a prosecutor’s personality and mindset may lead him or her to discount evidence
supporting the defendant’s innocence as erroneous or unreliable. This attitude of denial
simply reinforces the possibility that a prosecutor may pursue a conviction against an
innocent person even though substantial evidence points away from guill. Unless prosecutors
become more sensitive to the perilous situation facing defendants who arc actually innocent,
and to the kinds of dangerous witnesses and ambiguous evidence that have been responsible
for producing miscarriages of justice, and unless they are able ta discipline themselves o
be skeptical and open-minded regarding the sufficiency of the proof, the likelihood iy
that many more innocent people routinely will be convicted.
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