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Case Summary 
Case 1
	The Government was involved in the Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963). It is being alleged that Government withheld evidence that was to determine either guilt or punishment for the criminal defendant. The courts were then bound to use either the Fifth or Fourth Amendment as stipulated in the case of the two criminals. The petitioner, during the trial, admitted to having committed the crime though the companion was involved in the actual killing. Efforts by the petitioner's counsel to defend him during the summation to the jury were never successful. The council requested to withhold capital punishment to conduct more judicial statements (Alkon, 2014). Before the actual conviction, a concern was held by the Maryland Court of Appeals as to why the prosecutor denied suppression of the evidence. Despite the suppression of the evidence, the fact remained that the offender committed first murder degree, thus was bound to conviction by the law. However, the petitioner was never denied constitutional rights during the questioning of the secondly suggested punishment. Therefore, in this case, the main issues are suppressing the evidence by the court and the restriction of the petitioners' new trial. 
Case 2
Gilgo vs. United States, 405 U.S. 150 (1972) was another court case having much negligence rather than intent. Here, a witness was promised never to be prosecuted provided the exchange of testimony (Johnson, 2014). In return, the prosecution was withheld, awaiting a new trial. The case is closely related to Brady vs. Maryland; hence, some legal agreement was made for the defense counsel. In such cases, witnesses make a deal with the Government for some favor. As a result, the Supreme Court highlighted some opinions. First, the evidence presented by the witness was considered false due to their incompletion. The court also observed that the evidence was uncorrected when first presented in court. Hence, a trial was required despite in good or bad faith. Second, since this court never found any association of Dipaola's authority with Hoey, it had to withhold the case (Johnson, 2014).
	Consequently, the promise made by the attorney general had to be directed to the Government due to the disclosure of intentional negligence. That was the prosecutor's responsibility to submit the allegations to the Government. Further, Government's case entirely relied on Taliento's confessions for the jury's rulings. 
Case 3
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The main issue, in The United States v. Agurs, 427 U.S. 97 (1976), is inadequacy of a request from defendant that is Agurs. Here, the defendant's right in due process was interfered with when the prosecution to the victim's tender was on a criminal record to the defense (JUSTIA US Supreme Court). Agurs was convicted of second-degree murder using a knife in the course of the fight. This was presented during the trial, indicating the actual murder without the respondent getting injured. However, the murdered individual had a record of the criminal case of murder, asserting that the respondent murdered for self-defense. According to King James Bible (2008, Exodus 21: 14), those who kill unknowingly should be taken away from the God's alter and be murdered. In this case, the respondent had no right to kill, thus deserved murder. Upon hearing this, Agur's counsel revealed that the prosecutor failed to disclose the victim's past criminal record, given that   such evidence was acceptable irrespective of not being known to the defendant. Unfortunately, District Court never accepted the new trial motion, though never accepted the government argument of not disclosing the victim's records (JUSTIA US Supreme Court). The court ought to have requested the records necessary in prosecution. Therefore, the United States Court of Appeal reversed the matter as it claimed that the evidence of the victim's record was not to be disclosed. 
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