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1 Lamy v. Belgium2

Lamy v. Belgium

The applicant's counsel did not have the opportunity of effectively challenging
the statements or views which the prosecution based on these documents.
Access to these documents was essential for the applicant at this crucial state in
the proceedings, when the court had to decide whether to remand him in
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2 Lamy v .Belgium (1989) 11 EHRR 529.



custody or to release him.

2. Garcia Alvia v. Germany3

Garcia Alviav. Germany

An accused must be given a sufficient opportunity to take cognizance of
statements and other pieces underlying them,... Information which is essential
for the assessment of the lawfulness of a detention should be made available in
an appropriate manner to the detainee’s lawyer

ABU

3 Garcia Alva v .Germany [2003] 37 EHRR 335*
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Press-Enterprise Co. v. Superior 1l 11

7 Richmond Newspaper, Inc. v. Virginia, 448 US 55 (1980).
8 Globe Newspaper v .Superior Court,457 US 596 (1982).
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