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The disaster in implementing
Gideon is one reason why many
supporters of a right to counsel
in civil cases prefer the term
“civil right to counsel” over
“civil Gideon.” But also, Gideon
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loads, defendants languishing in jail for months without
seeing a lawyer, an overuse
of plea bargaining, and in the
end, representation in name
only. Thus, this year is not just
one for celebration, but also for
outrage.
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Fairness and access to justice are essential to
preserving public faith in the judicial system as
well as the basic rule of law, and in that respect,
the Rule of Law Index (put out by the World
Justice Project) ranks the United States below
nearly all comparable countries with respect
to access to justice in civil
cases.
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