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prosper, 7:7

waiver, 7:7
Implementational component, 7:2,

7:11,7:32

case law, 7:32
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stances, 7:11
Informational component, 7:2, 7:5,
7:6,7:29
accused understands, 7:8
English (or French) as a
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not read vertabim, 7:31
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choice of counsel, 7:40
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4:2
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case law, 4:10
delay, 4:11
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basic standard, 4:6
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delay, 4:15
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