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Right to Counsel
Introduction 
The right to counsel is guaranteed in the 6th Amendment of the U.S constitution. The propositions of the above right suggest that the accused should be provided with a speedy and public trial by the impartial jury in the district and state’s court across all prosecutions. Furthermore, the accused has the right to be provided with full information regarding the crime committed, details of the victim, nature, and cause of accusations. The Right of Counsel reveals that the accused has the right to be confronted by witnesses and to have the Council's Assistance for their defense. It is worth noting that the accused has the Right to be informed about the details of witnesses who will testify against him. 
Discussion
The Right has never been seriously questioned in terms of applicability at the federal level. Still, because of differing opinions regarding incorporation, it has not always been recognized at the state level (Backus & Marcus, 2015). Differently, the previous arguments have revealed that the Right to Counsel has been made applicable at the state level with the aid of the 14th Amendment. The applicability of the Rights of the Counsel is evidenced in Section 1 that all persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction, are citizens of the United States and more so the state where they abode (Backus & Marcus, 2015).  The provisions of Section 1 further bar states from formulating rules that might infringe on the rights of citizens. Besides, the section aids in the discouraging formulation of laws that deprives citizens' rights from their dignity, property, and liberty. 
Based on the provisions of previous cases, there has been a series of challenges making it an obstacle to recognize the Right to Council at the state level. As such, this discussion will outline three cases that will be used to describe the challenges faced in an effort to recognize the Right to counse l(Backus & Marcus, 2015).  The first case is that of Powell v. Alabama (1932), which is applied to ascertain whether the denial of legal counsel in a capital case amount to a violation of due process as guaranteed in the 14th Amendment.  The answer which was provided by the court was "Yes."  
The second case to be analyzed is Gideon v. Wainwright (1963). The question to this case law is used to illustrate whether the Right to Counsel needs to be appointed in the state's felony cases to represent a defendant of which the court found I was necessary(Backus & Marcus, 2015). Argersinger v. Hamlin (1972) is yet another case that is applied to explain whether the accused can be subjected to the actual imprisonment without being provided with the Right to Counsel.  Gideon v. Wainwright opined that the Right to counsel should be provided in the Sixth Amendment applicable to the states through the Fourteenth Amendment.
Competency of the Right to Counsel
The Supreme Court has recently recognized the Right of Counsel as the right to competent counsel. The competency of Right to Counsel is not much promising since the court planned to pass it through two tests of which it will be practiced under the propositions of the 6th Amendment (Grano, 2016).  The competency of Rights to Council can be expressed with the aid of Strickland Standard, where it should meet the following provisions. The Right to Counsel should provide that the attorney's performance was inadequate (Grano, 2016). Besides, it should provide that inadequacy of attorney's representation led to an unfair trial. Precisely, it should vividly confirm that the accused was prosecuted for an unfair ruling by the attorney. 
The Right to Counsel’s competency is also seen in the situation where the defendant decides to represent themselves. Precisely, the Right to Counsel has been confirmed to be useful since it does not allow the defendant to express themselves during a court hearing (Grano, 2016). In such circumstances, the Right to Counsel requires the court to appoint a lawyer who will represent the defendant in the court (Grano, 2016). It is worth noting that the Right to Counsel does not promote incompetency since it ensures that citizens are granted all the rights based on the provisions of the state’s constitution. 
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