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ACIVIL ACTION




      Two of the nation's largest corporations stand accused of causing the deaths of children.  In Woburn, Massachusetts, several young children have been stricken with leukemia and one of the mothers, suspecting that their drinking water was polluted with industrial waste, initiates a lawsuit against the offending companies. 
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It will be an unequal contest: two mighty corporations, commanding the finest legal representation money can buy, leveled against a few working-class families.  Representing the bereaved parents is an unlikely Don Quixote:  Jan Schlichtmann, a snazzily dressed, Porsche-driving young lawyer who has struck it big on several million-dollar medical malpractice cases.  The flamboyant Schlichtmann is totally unprepared for what this particular case will demand of him.  In the nine years' battle he comes close to losing everything-- money, career, reputation, and even his sanity.


After watching the video, you MUST answer two of the following questions.  Your answers must be complete and typographically and grammatically correct.  All answers should be typed out and must be in single-spaced paragraphs.  Each is worth up to 25 points.
1. How important is money in winning a suit?  As a general rule, will the party with the deepest pockets win?  Do the results of the Woburn case support that theory?  Is it possible to present a case well and fairly, even from a position of financial disadvantage?

2. When Beatrice tries to settle before the trial, Schlichtmann wonders whether he is "ethically obliged to inform the families of Jacobs's offer".  Is he so obliged?  Do the problems that might ensue from this disclosure justify Schlichtmann's secrecy on this subject?

3. Do you find Schlichtmann's dealings with the eight Woburn families to have been sufficiently fair and honest?  Was the case taken out of the plaintiffs' hands, and, if so, was such a method essential for an efficient prosecution?

4. Is Judge Skinner biased toward the defense, as Schlichtmann believes him to be?  Might there be any truth behind Schlichtmann's suspicions of a conspiracy?

5. In a trial like the one described in A Civil Action, rhetoric (language or expressions) plays an enormous part in a lawyer's ultimate success or failure.  Is this fair?  What about rhetorical tactics that hinder the other side's presentation of evidence, like Facher's repeated objections?  Do all of these courtroom tactics finally serve to reveal or to obscure the truth?

6. What are your reactions toward Jan Schlichtmann as a lawyer?  As a person?  Do you find his emotional reactions to events reasonable, or too extreme?  Was he traumatized by the trial, or does he thrive on anxiety and chaos?

