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1.See Erwin Chemerinsky, Laurie L. Levenson, Criminal Procedure, Aspen Publisher New York,N.Y, at 615(2008).
2.5 N A 2004 4F By R /D BR H] 0 38 38 open-file HY 3% £ o See Erwin Chemerinsky, Laurie L. Levenson,Criminal
Procedure, Aspen Publisher New York, N.Y, at 615(2008).
3.See Mary Prosser, REFORMING CRIMINAL DISCOVERY : WHY OLD OBJECTIONS MUST YIELD TO
NEW REALITIES, 2006 Wis. L. Rev. 541, at 561(2006) ; Daniel S. Medwed, PROSECUTORIAL POWER:A
TRANSNATIONAL SYMPOSIUM: Brady” s Bunch of Flaws, 67 Wash & Lee L. Rev. 1533, at 1536(2010).
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4.See Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S.83(1963)

5.See Brady v. Maryland,373 U.S. 83, at 87(1963) ; Mary Prosser, REFORMING CRIMINAL DISCOVERY : WHY OLD
OBJECTIONS MUST YIELD TO NEW REALITIES, 2006 Wis. L. Rev. 541, at 561(2006) : Andrew Smith, Brady
Obligations, Criminal Sanctions , and Solutions in a New Era of Scrutiny, 61 Vand. L. Rev. 1935, at 1938(2008); Daniel S.
Medwed, PROSECUTORIAL POWER:A TRANSNATIONAL SYMPOSIUM: Brady’ s Bunch of Flaws, 67 Wash &
Lee L. Rev.1533, at 1536-1537(2010).

6.See Andrew Smith, Brady Obligations, Criminal Sanctions, and Solutions in a New Era of Scrutiny,61 Vand. L.,
Rev.1935, at 1940(2008).
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7.See Bruce A. Green, Defining and Enforcing the Federal Prosecutor’ s Duty to Disclose Exculpatory Evidence : Thirteenth Annual
Georgia Symposium on Ethics and Professionalism:A symposium of the Mercer Law Review: ARTICLE : Federal Criminal Discovery
Reform : A legislative Approach, 64 Mercer L. Rev. 639, at 646(2013)

8.See Andrew Smith, Brady Obligations, Criminal Sanctions , and Solutions in a New Era of Scrutiny, 61 Vand. L. Rev. 1935, at 1941(2008).

0.United States v. Bagley, 473 U.S.667, at 682(1985)

10.See Andrew Smith, Brady Obligations, Criminal Sanctions , and Solutions in a New Era of Scrutiny, 61 Vand. L. Rev. 1935, at

1941(2008).
11.See Erwin Chemerinsky, Laurie L. Levenson, Criminal Procedure, Aspen Publisher New York, N.Y, at 637(2008).
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12.See Mary Prosser, REFORMING CRIMINAL DISCOVERY : WHY OLD OBJECTIONS MUST YIELD TO NEW
REALITIES, 2006 Wis. L. Rev. 541, at 566-568(2006) ; Bruce A. Green, Defining and Enforcing the Federal
Prosecutor’ s Duty to Disclose Exculpatory Evidence : Thirteenth Annual Georgia Symposium on Ethics and
Professionalism: A symposium of the Mercer Law Review: ARTICLE : Federal Criminal Discovery Reform : A
legislative Approach, 64 Mercer L. Rev. 639, at 646(2013)

13.See Bruce A. Green, Defining and Enforcing the Federal Prosecutor’ s Duty to Disclose Exculpatory Evidence :
Thirteenth Annual Georgia Symposium on Ethics and Professionalism: A symposium of the Mercer Law Review:
ARTICLE : Federal Criminal Discovery Reform : A legislative Approach, 64 Mercer L. Rev. 639, at 645-646(2013)

14.See Bennett L. Gershman, Prosecutorial Ethics and the Right to a Fair Trial: The Role of the Brady Rule in the Modern
Criminal Justice System: Litigating Brady v. Maryland: games Prosecutors Play,57 Case W. Res. 531, at 545(2007).
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15.See Bennett L. Gershman, Prosecutorial Ethics and the Right to a Fair Trial: The Role of the Brady Rule in the Modern
Criminal Justice System: Litigating Brady v. Maryland: games Prosecutors Play,57 Case W. Res. 531, at 546(2007).

16.See Stephen A. Saltzburg ~ Daniel J. Capra, AMERICAN CRIMINAL PROCEDURE-CASES AND COMMENTARY,
4th edition, WEST PUBLISHING CO., ST. PAUL, MINN, at 753-754(1992).

17.See Bruce A. Green, Defining and Enforcing the Federal Prosecutor’ s Duty to Disclose Exculpatory Evidence :
Thirteenth Annual Georgia Symposium on Ethics and Professionalism: A symposium of the Mercer Law Review:
ARTICLE : Federal Criminal Discovery Reform : A legislative Approach, 64 Mercer L. Rev. 639, at 647-648(2013) ;
See Erwin Chemerinsky, Laurie L. Levenson, Criminal Procedure, Aspen Publisher New York, N.Y, at 617(2008).

18.See John G. Douglass, FATAL ATTRACTION? THE UNEASY COURTSHIP OF BRADY AND PLEA

BARGAINING, 50 Emory L.J.437, at 453(2001).
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19.18 USC§3500, #% ¢ (a) JH #4 %€  In any criminal prosecution brought by the United States, no statement or report
in the possession of the United States which was made by a Government witness or prospective Government witness
(other than the defendant) shall be the subject of subpena, discovery, or inspection until said witness has testified on
direct examination in the trial of the case. ; See Erwin Chemerinsky, Laurie L. Levenson, Criminal Procedure, Aspen
Publisher New York, N.Y, at 617(2008).

20. % YA {6 ¢ By @ After a witness called by the United States has testified on direct examination, the court shall, on
motion of the defendant, order the United States to produce any statement (as hereinafter defined) of the witness in the
possession of the United States which relates to the subject matter as to which the witness has testified. If the entire
contents of any such statement relate to the subject matter of the testimony of the witness, the court shall order it to  be
delivered directly to the defendant for his examination and use.

21. If the United States claims that any statement ordered to be produced under this section contains matter which does
not relate to the subject matter of the testimony of the witness, the court shall order the United States to deliver such
statement for the inspection of the court in camera. Upon such delivery the court shall excise the portions of such
statement which do not relate to the subject matter of the testimony of the witness. With such material excised, the
court shall then direct delivery of such statement to the defendant for his use. If, pursuant to such procedure, any
portion of such statement is withheld from the defendant and the defendant objects to such withholding, and the trial
18 continued to an adjudication of the guilt of the defendant, the entire text of such statement shall be preserved by the
United States and, in the event the defendant appeals, shall be made available to the appellate court for the purpose of
determining the correctness of the ruling of the trial judge. Whenever any statement is delivered to a defendant pursuant
to this section, the court in its discretion, upon application of said defendant, may recess proceedings in the trial for
such time as it may determine to be reasonably required for the examination of such statement by said defendant and his
preparation for its use in the trial.

22.See Bruce A. green, Defining and Enforcing the Federal Prosecutor’ s Duty to Disclose Exculpatory Evidence :
Thirteenth Annual Georgia symposium on Ethics and Professionalism : A Symposium of the Mercer Law Review :
ARTICLE: Federal Criminal Discovery Reform; A Legislative Approach, 64 Mercer L. Rev.639, at 650(2013).
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24.See Erwin Chemerinsky, Laurie L. Levenson, Criminal Procedure, Aspen Publisher New York, N.Y, at 622(2008).

25.See Bennett L. Gershman, Prosecutorial Ethics and the Right to a Fair Trial: The Role of the Brady Rule in the
Modern Criminal Justice System: Litigating Brady v. Maryland: games Prosecutors Play,57 Case W. Res. 531, at 534-
535(2007).
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