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John N. Mitchell

The former Attorney General of the United States was indicted
on March 1, 1974, on one count of conspiracy to obst ju: _ .ce,
one count of obstruction of justice, two counts of n g a false
statement to a grand jury, one count of perjury and one count of
making a false statement to an agent of the FBI. The latter count
was dismissed. He pleaded not guilty March 9, 1974, and was found
guilty on all counts January 1, 1975. He was sentenced in the
District of Columbia on February 21, 1975 to two and one-half to
eight years in prison. Judge Sirica reduced this to one to four
years in October 1977. Mitchell commenced service of the sentence
on June 22, 1977. He was granted parole effective January 19, 1979
after serving 19 months, including five months spent on medical
furlough.

H. R. Haldeman

The former Assistant to the President was indicted on March 1,
1974 for conspiracy to obstruct justice, obstruction of justice and
perjury. He pled not guilty on March 9, 1974. Fe was found guilty
on all counts January 1, 1975. He was sentenced February 21, 1975
to two and one-half to eight years in prison. Judge Sirica reduced
his sentence in October 1977 to one to four years. Haldeman was
committed to prison on June 21, 1977. Fe was paroled on December 20,
1978 after serving 18 months.

John D. Erlichman

The former Assistant to the President was indicted on March 7,
1974 for conspiracy to obstruct justice, obstruction of justi :,
making false statements to agents of the FBI and making a false
statement to a grand jury. He pleaded not guilty on March 9, 1974.
Ee was found guilty on January 1, 1975 of all counts except one count
of making a false statement to FBI agents. He ras sentenced in the
District of Columbia on February 21, 1975 to two and one-half to
eight years in prison.

Be also was indicted on March 7, 1974 for -conspiracy to violate
civil rights, making a false statement to agents of the F. and
making false statements to a grand jury. He pleaded not guilty on
March 9, 1974. On July 12, 1974 he was found guilty on all charges
except one of the counts of making a false statement to a grand jury.
On July 22, 1974 Judge Gesell entered an acquittal to the charge of
making a false statement to an FBI agent. On July 31, 1974, Erlichman
was sentenced in the District of Columbia to a concurrent prison term
of 20 months to five years.

Erlichman was committed to prison on October 28, 1976 and
released on April 27, 1978, after 18 months' imprisonment. According
to contemporary newspaper accounts, he was released after his
original term of 20 months to eight years was reduced to a ~*1imum
of one year. I cannot find official confirmation that the month
to five year sentence vas reduced but it must have been siuce '
served only 18 months.
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October 19, 1981

SENSITIVE
MEMORANDUM FOR EDWIN MEESE ITII
JAMES A. BAKER III
MICHAEL K. DEAVER
FROM: FRED F. FIELDII
SUBJECT: Executive Clemency - Marvin Mandel

As you may be aware, there is a growing campaign to have the
President grant executive clemency, by way of a commutation
of sentence, for former Governor Marvin Mandel. An extensive
petition is currently being circulated on the Hill, which we
can expect to receive soon. In addition, we have received
numerous letters supporting such an action, and Mandel has
filed (August 26, 1981) a formal Petition for Commutation of
Sentence which is now in the Pardon Attorney's office.

Briefly stated, Mandel and three others were convicted of
mail fraud and racketeering. After four years of trials and
appeals, he was sentenced to four years, which was then
reduced to three years with eligibility for parole at any
time, at the discretion of the Parole Board. At Mandel's
last hearing before the Board, it took the position that he
must serve at least twenty-four (24) months, of which he has
already served approximately nineteen (19) months. Mandel's
anticipated release is May 1982.

Other factors:

- Major complaint of Mandel supporters is that he is
receiving unusually harsh, disparate treatment at
the hands of the Parole Board. It is rumored that
the cause of this is a long-standing feud between
former Governors Mandel and Carter.

-— Precedents cited in Mandel's defense include
Representative Charles Diggs (paroled after
serving seven (7) months of a three-year sentence
for taking $60,000 in kickbacks from his staff);



John Ehrlichman and H.R. Haldeman, who each
served only eighteen (18) months; they also claim
that if not released until May of 1982, Mandel
will have served longer than anyone convicted of
Watergate—-related offenses.

-- There is strong Maryland support for this action.

-- No further purpose of confinement, citing age,
disbarment, debt, etc.

On the other hand:

-- If Mandel is released early by Presidential action,
other co-defendants should be treated the same.

-— Mandel is neither repentant nor "born again;" he
also feels that Court of Appeals split on his
case.

-— Public response to a Presidential act of clemency
may be adverse.

Among those who have expressed interest in this, although
not strongly urging yet, are Paul Laxalt, Mac Mathias, and
Jack Kemp. I am sure this list will grow when the Petition
is received.

The issue could be resolved, of course, if the reconstituted
Parole Board were to review the case.

At this point, I am only inguiring as to whether there is
any possible interest in the President taking action to
grant commutation. If so, I can prepare a more complete
option paper.

Perceive no interest

Possible interest

Positive interest

Comment
















the legislature and the Racing Commission by all of
the defendants. Additionally, there were a number
of mail fraud charges which came about because his
public statements at official press conferences re-
garding the subject matter were placed in the United
States Mails, more specifically, to the library of
the University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland.

On August 23, 1977, the Governor was con-
victed of fifteen counts of mail fraud and one count
of racketeering. He was sentenced to serve four
years, which was later reduced to three. In
January, 1979, the 4th Circuit Court of Appeals
overturned the lower court by a 2-1 vote. The
prosecutors requested a re-hearing, and the
same court subsequently reinstated the conviction
by a 3-3 vote. The Governor began serving his
three year sentence in May, 1980. His attempts
to gain parole on several occasions have failed,
and the federal parole authority has said the Gov-
ernor must serve two full years.

To summarize a point of view about our
justice system a basic tenet is that the defendant
must be found guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.
When a case goes through an appeal process
which first results in a reversal of the lower
court and, upon a2 second hearing before the ap-
pellate bench (except one judge) ends ina 3-3
split, this clearly shows the existence of a
reasonable doubt which should operate to re-
verse the court below and void the conviction.

If the rules of appellate practice say otherwise,
then the least the defendant is entitled to is to
have the benefit granted to him in the sentencing
procedure in the form of a reduction of sentence
or a shortening of the time he is required to serve
under incarceration.
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