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Reflective Essay on Woburn Case
Discovery Phase of the Woburn Case
The Woburn case is the most compelling and intriguing case that history ever-presents. At the onset of the trial phase, one expects to have most evidence and all witnesses present during the trial to ascertain the allegations made against the two large corporations in Woburn. Surprisingly, delays lead to the loss of two witnesses on the plaintiff's side; children from Jimmy Anderson and Robbie's families (Anderson v. WR Grace, 1986). Schlichtmann overlooked the death of his main witnesses. Attorney Schlichtmann had a weak case that even ruined his reputation by the sketch evidence, and he presented in court. 
Attorney Schlichtmann was defenseless on the decision made by the jury. He failed at creating a reasonable connection between the contamination time of the wells, G and H, and the outbreak of the Leukemia period. The witness who was a geologist could have been of great help were it not for the defendant attacking him on his questionable integrity (Anderson v. WR Grace, 1986). The witness who was an engineer had a high chance of linking the industries to contamination of the wells, but he failed at his simple calculations. It is interesting how the defendants won the case by having informed lawyers and finances to sort for information regarding the witnesses explicitly. Besides, it is weird how Judge Skinner did not find the settlement of 8$ million offered by Grace and the withholding of an old geologist by Beatrice fishy. 
It is intriguing to see how Schlichtmann lost the contamination case against Beatrice, with the waste deposition on Beatrice land and the proximity of wells; G and H. Schlichtmann had high chances of winning the case if he used the TCE and related solvents from Beatrice deposits as the primary contaminants of the well (Anderson v. WR Grace, 1986). Surprisingly, the plaintiff lacked evidence on the deposition of TCE on Beatrice property, and he entangles himself by introducing the Aberjona River in the case.   
Although Beatrice managed to win the case and Grace providing a settlement, I believe, given adequate preparation time and sufficient funds, Schlichtmann would have won the case. Grace would have had a chance to introduce a dry-cleaning industry, adjacent to it, but closer to the wells, which used solvents in large amounts. Beatrice as well would have mentioned the dumping on its land, which came from other companies such as a refurbisher and an auto junkyard.   
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