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1 See Gideon v. Wainwright, 372 U.S. 335, 343 (1963) (quoting Grosjean v. American Press Co., 297 U. S.

233,297 U. S. 243-244 (1936) for the proposition that “certain fundamental rights...were also safeguarded

against state action by the due process of law clause of the Fourteenth Amendment, and among them the

fundamental right of the accused to the aid of counsel in a criminal prosecution”) (incorporation doctrine).
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2 Ronald J. Allen, Richard B. Kuhns, Eleanor Swift & David S. Schwartz, Evidence, 789-790 (4th ed., Aspen
2006).
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4 1d. (citing Developments in the Law — Privileged Communications, 98 Harv. L. Rev. 1450, 1481-1486 (1985),
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