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The Tort Reform Movement: The Civil Wars
Week Nine: Module 5 (Oct 15–19)
There is a great connection between Tort reforms and hyper-lexis concept. Since hyper-lexis involves the continuous increase in the laws within a state, Tort reforms also introduce specific laws that also causes changes in the legal system or justice. For example, the Tort reforms intend to limit the victim's ability to minimize any damage that they are likely to receive. It is therefore true to argue that the introduction of Tort reforms results to increase in laws within the state hence reflected under hyper-lexis disaster. Similarly, the conservatives of the already existing laws have the right to oppose the constant increase in the laws because of the emerging confusions in the field of application of such legal actions.
It is indeed true that hyper-lexis condition has varied causes that range from social, political and economic issues. American culture consists of several practices that necessarily requires engagement or inclusion of laws. The daily activities that are undertaken in American society must need actual laws that are made to control the whole community. It can be said that the increasing rate of growth of laws in American society intends to prevent the state of anarchy within the organization hence contributing to hyper-lexis condition.
The legislation, litigation, and regulation are concepts that are different regarding application even though they are all connected to the aspect of the law. All these variables of the law entail different attributes that beings a clear cut in the understanding of such phenomenon. It is fundamental to note that tort laws or reforms are mostly related to litigation because tort laws involve the activities of finding the truth or facts which are based on the available evidence presented in the court of law. Moreover, tort laws are designed to combat some aspects of behavior within society. It is a fact that the main aim of tort laws is to instill changes of a particular behavior through instilling legal actions hence mitigating the harm that is being caused by certain activities. For example, in the health sector, tort laws have promoted ethical practices because the perpetrators of malpractices are aware that such actions are tied to lawsuits hence behaving responsibly. It is therefore legal to apply tort laws in the areas of jurisdiction because they integrate both aspects of litigation, regulation, and legislation.
	Any legal process should be conducted in a way that it performs the actual activity that is relevant depending on the context. The issue of relevance in the application of litigation concept is supported by the tort reformists. It implies that tort reforms intend to specify and ensure that litigation is relevant in all areas. Indeed this argument is appropriate and should be supported by every law specialists because it restores the dignity of legal systems across the state. There is a close relationship between ordinary litigation and tort laws because, in both, there is an aspect of providing remedial actions that can form the basis of compensating any victim of circumstance. There should be some changes to address the issue of the application of political litigation. It means that governmental lawsuit should be narrowed down to a more specific function hence should not cover a wide area of operation to enhance its credibility. Therefore, the tort reform movement can be said to have some relevance because it integrates the aspect of the specification of public policy.  
	Tort reform movement is also occupied with the activities of justifying how businesses are gaining losses due to the implementation of tort laws. The issue here is very controversial because there is the existence of various parties that are conflicting in this case. For instance, tort laws support the fact that any organization that violates the rights of consumers should compensate the victim accordingly. On the other hand, Tort reform movement intends to eliminate such action plans hence creating tension among these parties. It is evident that any law that has been established has its pros and cons thus igniting tension therefore tort reformation is one of the forces that act to criticize and terminate tort laws. Though such pressures in the field of law, the strife is relevant because the legal framework should constitute of checks and balance that ensures that the law is active and operates in the way that does not discriminate the rights of others.  
Generally, tort laws aim at improving or providing justice to the affected individuals even though this intention is criticized by the tort reform movement. It is right to argue that tort laws are relevant because they are aligned with the rights of consumers and employees because they uphold and advocates for justice to these parties. In this case, the tort reforms movement is failing to consider the rights of consumers who are the best components of any business. For instance, when the tort reform movement succeeds in limiting the ability of the victims to access tort litigation, it implies that consumers can revolt hence leading to other states of anarchy in the country.  
The law should be made in a way that it becomes universal. It means that the law is applied equally to all parties to enhance justice. In this case, the tort reform movement is also given some support because they ensure that the rights of businesses are maintained. Some of the firms or companies are likely to experience a reduction in profitability because they are forced to pay a lot of money to compensate the victims who are being supported by the law. These acts of compensation have led to the decline of some companies since they are bankrupt due to the action of too much compensation. Based on the perspective of the advocators of the tort reform movement, this issue is not right because it affects the entire economy of the country. Some questions are likely to emerge in this issue. For instance, is it ethical for the company not to compensate an individual who has been offended by the company's actions? In this case, justice will not be fund if the legal institution takes sides. The best solution to the economic depression that results from the company's act of compensating victims is that the individual organization should be vigilant in their operations to enhance behavioral change hence avoid exploitation. Similarly, the company needs to put some measures that ensure that it operates smoothly without causing damages to other parties. 
There are indications that tort reform movements can lead to the weakening of labor unions. In case tort reforms become successful, many employees are likely to be weakened because they will have no voice in their areas of operation. One of the indications is in connection to some rulings that have been made by the Supreme Court that gives business entities some powers. When businesses are much stronger it implies that the rights of employees are being undermined in some ways hence these reforms can prevent victims from filing lawsuits to such companies.
Even though several businesses lobby for the change of the laws that would ensure reforms in tort laws, the credibility of such interests should be determined to assess their worth of such claims. The main concern of the tort reform movement is the increasing rate of lawsuits that are being experienced in the court of law. Based on this argument, these litigations should not be seen to be frivolous because it is the right of plaintiffs to seek for justice in the court of law hence the allegation of frivolous actions should be dropped by the tort reformist. For instance, in the case of the tobacco industry, it is wrong if the tort reform movement prevents consumers from questioning the action of the company. Those individuals who have experienced health injuries due to excess nicotine in the tobacco have the rights to apply tort laws in this case.
Based on the above discussion, it is correct to argue that the tort reform movement intents to undermine the rights of other individuals from receiving compensation that they deserve by the law. The best recommendation in this law is that business entities should always behave accordingly to avoid harming other parties hence reducing the rate of charges that companies face.
Topic Outline
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The Conservative Contraction AND Expansion in Civil Justice
Conservative Americans who are not interested in adjusting with the trending situations in the legal system holds a belief that the United States of America is experiencing hyper-lexis disaster due to several laws of the land. It is relevant to argue that these conservatives of the law are aiming at criticizing the rights of individuals and the respective court actions that aim at discovering and performing justice to the vulnerable society. 
It is relevant to trace the origin of conservative ideology from the reactions that are not supporting human rights activities. All these is because the world is not static and all activities keep on changing with time. Such dynamism implies that some changes negatively impact human rights hence there is need to generate laws that are appropriate for the current situations. The actions against some aspects of rights imply that individuals shift their arguments from the legal founders of human rights to their ideologies and interests.
Justice should be embraced by every member of the society hence there is need to support any activity that promotes legal justice. It means that parties such as lawyers, courts and the law should be helped to attain a heroic position in the field of attainment of legal truth. The law is indeed an essential aspect in the society that deters illegal behaviors that are practiced by human beings.  
The idea of hyper-lexis that existed between 1960 and 970s supported the ideology that the United States has a constant reproduction of laws that affects its operation and progress. These ideas can be said to be against the expansion of the rule of law that works towards the realization of civil justice. Some individuals who support the conservatives argue that hyper-lexis is categorized to be one of the major disasters in the U.S. even though the legal framework should avoid over litigation, human rights should remain constant and be promoted by the generation of the best and active laws.
Various personalities such as Bayless Manning, Jethro Lieberman, and Philip Howard have arguments that support the conservative’s ideologies that there are too many laws in America and the people within the states are very litigious. Before concluding whether this support is necessary or not, it is critical to understand whether there is some importance of many laws within the state. The information from this individual can be disputed because they do not look at the benefit of these laws to civil society. It is critical to weigh the advantages and disadvantages of laws in the community to determine the side that outweighs the other hence deriving a concrete solution.  
It is good to support the abolition of some laws that are not important in society. Deregulation of political activities can be relevant because some aspects are not very crucial and the state can operate without their existence. For instance, the finance laws related to campaigns should be deregulated since they do not affect all aspects of human rights. All these suggest that there should be a massive difference between politics and law because both cannot be combined as one even though they are part and parcel and cannot work independently. 
Moreover, accountability should be viewed in two perspectives that include political and legal. Any official in control of positions in the government should be held accountable by law in any activities they perform. On the other hand, political accountability is determined by the citizens or voters who participated in elections. It is correct to vest such powers to citizens because they have democratic rights of deciding who to occupy a particular seat during elections. 
There is also a need to react to anti-law in the department of immigration. Even though the government is responsible for the administration of equal treatment to all citizens and non-citizens, the big questions emerge on the actions of detaining of non-citizens for a longer durations before taking necessary action. In response to such actions, there should be an expansion of some legal activities or laws that ensure that first legal processes are conducted thus promoting human rights and freedom of movement that is embraced by organizations such as United Nations.  
Another aspect that shows that there is a contraction of the law is in the area of compensation that workers should receive. Some states such as Florida are majorly aligned or supporting businesses by limiting the rights of the consumers to seek lawsuits against the business organization. These imply that there is no essence of equality before the law hence calling for appropriate amendments of the law.
Some of the conservatives are portraying that they do not pay much attention to civil rights. It is evident that the expansion of human rights can result in an increase in laws within a state. Human rights should be embraced by all parties within the country because they are the necessary entitlements for all human beings.  
To sum up, there is evidence of tension between the conservatives and those who are ready for change because they have different ideologies. By law, there should be a sense of equality while determining justice hence the differences between these parties should not be embraced while assessing the fate of a victim. The legal systems should review every single law to eliminate ones that are not practical hence promoting sanity of the laws.
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