CRIMINAL COURTS AND PROFESSIONAL ETHICS                                                          5







Criminal Courts and Professional Ethics





Name of the Student
Professor
Course
Date


 	 The Sixth Amendment provides criminal defendants the right to a lawyer, right to an impartial jury, to a public trial without unimportant delay, and right to know the accusers and the kind of charges and evidence against a defender. The sixth amendment is important because it provides the defendant with the right to have a legal defense. More so, it is important because ensure that the accused person is innocent until proven guilty. On the other hand, the fourteenth amendment states that it is forbidden to deprive any person life, liberty, or property without adhering to the due procedure and process of the law. (Primus, 2017). Therefore, in regard to both the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments, it is unlawful to sentence a defendant without having to follow the due process of the law. This paper aims to discuss a case study pertaining to the right to an attorney. 
           The case to consider is Gideon v. Wainwright. Clarence Earl Gideon was charged with breaking and intruding with an intent to commit a crime that the Florida Law states that it is a felony. This was in the year 1963. Gideon appeared before the court without an attorney. Thus at his first trial, he requested the court to provide him with an attorney but his plea was denied. It happened that the prosecutors provided witnesses who saw Gideon at the time of breaking and intruding but they never saw him committing a crime. Gideon cross-examined the witnesses but he never saw a point of contradiction or a way to dispute their credibility. Thus, he was found guilty by the jury and he was sentenced to a period of five years in prison (Moskowitz, 2019).
           Gideon petitioned for a writ of habeas corpus from the Supreme Court, arguing, that he was not provided with an attorney. Writ of habeas corpus is a common law that is used to bring 

back the retained person before the court to determine whether the person’s imprisonment is lawful (Murphy, 2017). Gideon emphasized that he was denied a fair trial. The United States Supreme Court agreed to hear Gideon’s petition. At the time, it happened that the Supreme Court had dealt with similar cases before. Thus, it had ruled that the state courts are supposed to provide indigent defendants who have been charged with the capital offense the right to be accorded, legal counsel. Regarding Gideon’s case, the court argued that it was not necessary to provide legal counsel to an indigent defendant who is being charged with a state felony case. The Supreme Court emphasized that legal counsel to an indigent defendant who is being charged by the state felony case is only permissible if there were any special circumstances to consider. Notably, the circumstances were such as if the defendant had a mental illness or was illiterate (Moskowitz, 2017). 
           The Supreme Court later listened to oral arguments in the Gideon v. Wainwright case. This led to bringing back of Gideon before the Supreme Court. He was brought back on grounds that his case was a special case because he had only acquired an eighth-grade education. This set an argument that asserted that there was no defendant, however well-educated or competent, could present enough defense against the state. Also, the argument asserted that the U.S. constitution provides legal presentation to all defendants accused of a felony. Upon considering the two views, the Supreme Court unanimously accepted the views. Therefore, it ruled that the right to counsel recognized in federal courts according to the Sixth Amendment must also be considered on the state courts. The Supreme Court emphasized that the right for legal counsel is 


obligatory on states by referring to the Fourteenth Amendment’s due process Clause that states that ‘State is forbidden from depriving any person of life, liberty, or property without adhering to the due procedure and process of the law. This ruling overturned previous cases in which the state courts had passed a ruling without considering the due process of the law. Gideon was then retried and he was acquitted in the year 1963. 
           It is evident that the criminal justice system before Gideon v. Wainwright was discriminative. It was discriminative in the sense that Justice was only granted to people who could afford justice. This is considering the fact that indigent people were not accorded the right to have an attorney before in state courts. Rights to an attorney before then was only available to the people with the ability to pay for legal counsel. This was against the principles of justice which demand fairness, entitlement, and equality. Everyone is supposed to have equal access to goods and services. Thus, everyone is entitled to overcoming unfairness which is caused by unequal possession of power and money. Gideon had been denied the right to access justice simply because of the fact that he was poor and was less educated. This case was important because it brought a point that legal counsel in criminal courts is a necessity but not a luxury. The case had a profound contribution to the operations and future of the United States Criminal justice system. 
           Court decision or order is an official proclamation that is made by a panel of judges in regard to the rule of law. Courts exist for the purpose of protecting citizens and the defendant’s rights. They provide both the citizens and defendants with an opportunity to have their cases 

heard by a neutral jury. This is for the purpose of solving the disputes presented and enforcing laws in a rational and fair manner. 
The decisions or rulings made are no basis of what the law dictates and what the evidence gathered proves. All court procedures and decisions are supposed to be transparent and accessible (Friedman, 2019). With this understanding and the consideration of the Gideon v. Wainwright right case scenario, it is evident that court decisions or orders have a huge impact on both citizen's and defendants’ rights. 
           Court decisions ensure that both the citizen and defendant’s rights are protected according to the providences of the constitutional laws. They defend both the citizen and the defendant’s rights and liberties from other bodies who try to infringe on these rights. More so, they strive to rectify any errors that pose a threat to these rights. In the case of misinterpretations or misunderstandings, court decisions can violate the rights of the citizen. In the Gideon v. Wainwright case, the court ruling had violated the defendant's right for a fair and just trial. The defendant had been sentenced to prison through unlawful procedures. 
           In conclusion, it is the responsibility of courts to uphold citizen and defendants’ rights. In regard to the Gideon v. Wainwright case scenario, the state court had denied Gideon his right on the basis that he was indigent. This was against equality and equity principles of justice. More so, it was against both the sixth and fourteenth amendments. Attorneys before were taken as luxuries instead of luxuries. This case was important because it shed led light on a loophole that was in the criminal justice system. It allowed indigent defendants who were charged with state felony cases to access the right of a fair trial. 
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