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Review: A Civil Action
A Civil Action by Harr, (1996) is a non-fiction book that talks about water contamination case that happened in Woburn. The book entirely unites families whose children had died due to the pollution caused to the water system. This essay intends to review the third part of the book while focusing on whether or not the court system offered justice to the affected families as well as the justice offered to them. Notably, in reviewing the Facher’s Plea it is important to note that, Facher realized that, he could not try the case due to lack of time; for instance his firm together with Cheeseman shared the cost for litigation science service which only informed them that they could not win the case. Since Fatcher knew that they only had three weeks before the real jury could be selected, he chose to seek a continuance, as well as filed a 20-page proclamation to the judge explaining the intricacy of the case as well as the quantity of evidence to be categorized, and appealed for a continuance of seven months. However, during the hearing session, Judge Skinner declined to award the continuance regardless of Facher’s pleas. 
Based on the request of Judge Skinner, Schlictmann’s team set a settlement demand. The demand amounted to $175 million in an ordered agreement over a period of 30 years. They presented their demands and case to the defense teams at a hotel banquet hall where they wre hosted. Jerome Facher demanded to keep the hotel offered pen, and then walked outs as other defense lawyers followed. The families' lawsuit claimed that two firms in Woburn had inappropriately disposed chemicals, leading to the contamination of two municipal wells, which led to the deaths of the children (Harr, 1996). The companies include; W.R. Grace & Company, John J. Riley Tannery, which was owned by Beatrice Foods. Based on this allegation, by the families, it can be noted that, the trial did not deliver justice to the families. This is majorly evident in the first phase of the trial whereby, the complainants to prove that Grace and Beatrice were accountable for the caused pollution which led to the deaths of their children. 
The proof at trial was an encounter amid the hydrology experts. There were no plaintiff families to testify during the first phase of the case. When the testimony ended, as part of the verdict, the jury was provided with questions to respond based on their findings and in case they responded positively then the trial will be directed to another trial phase. It can also be noted that, the trial did not deliver justice to the families in that, when the jury returned a verdict in, July, they concluded that, there was inadequate proof against Beatrice; that her company had carelessly contaminated the wells (Harr, 1996). Nevertheless, the jury was not able to conclude on when Company’s Chemicals had polluted the wells. The case also failed to proceed to the second phase. However, there are various sorts of justice that the trial delivered to the families, for example, having dismissed the case against Beatrice. The Judge recommended that he would award a fresh trial against W.R. Grace, since the verdict was contradictory with the responses to the interrogatives as to when the wells were polluted. The justice offered in this trial was that, there was to be incentive for the families, finally, Grace settled with the families for about 8 million which was seen as form of justice to the families. 
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