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          What You need to Know about Lemon Laws

          
          
          

               



Lemon laws are only found in the USA and Canada, and these are state laws; meaning that every state has a different lemon law. A lemon law is a remedy for those who purchase cars that will compensate for cars that constantly fail to meet standards of quality and performance. These vehicles are referred to as “LEMONS” and the federal law known as Magnuson-Moss Warranty Act protects all citizens from the different states. Lemons laws will vary amongst different states and may or may not cover used or leased cars. Another thing to note is that the rights offered to citizens may exceed the warranties set forth in purchase contracts.



The core of the lemon law is the manufacturer’s breach of warranty; a warranty is what legally makes the manufacturer responsible for the repairs of the consumer’s vehicles or goods. A warranty can also act like a guarantee. There are two kinds of warranties and all of them different according to each state: implied and express warranty. An express warranty is a written warranty and an implied warranty is an unwritten warranty.



Technically speaking, lemon laws do not only cover cars, but they also cover other products like boats, ATVs, and even puppies. The reason why cars are used as examples is that they are the most common consumer product, and most states have specific lemon laws for cars.

Do lemon laws affect both new and used cars?  Majority of the state lemon laws only cover new cars, but there are states that have provisions that protect used car owners. The main issue here is that the lemon law is connected to your car’s warranty. Some of the new vehicles are sold with warranties that have specific coverage like X number of miles or months. As long as the warranty is still up, the lemon laws apply. Used cars sold with warranties, the same coverage from lemon laws for new cars will be availed of.

If you think you are the owner of a LEMON, you have to consider the following:

1.)    Contact the manufacturer or dealer that you are making a lemon law claim.

2.)    Keep track of your records when it comes to repairs and the amount of time that you didn’t have the car in your possession or available for use.

3.)    Get your case reviewed by a lawyer who specializes in lemon laws. These reviews are usually free.
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          History of Capital Punishment in Canada

          
          
          

              

What was the state of Canada when death penalty was still being implemented? Let’s take a look at a quick timeline.

-          In 1865, crimes of treason, rape, and murder carried the death penalty in Upper and Lower Canada.

-          In 1961, murder was classified into capital and non-capital offences. Capital murder involves the murder of a police officer, guard, and warden in the case of duty and premeditated murder. Committing a capital offence resulted in the death penalty.

-          In 1962, Arthur Lucas, convicted of premeditated murder of an informant and witness, and Robert Turpin, convicted of an unpremeditated murder on a policeman to avoid arrest, were hanged at the Don Jail in Toronto, Canada. These were the last executions recorded.

-          In 1966, capital punishment was now limited to the murder of police officers and prison guards on duty.

-          In 1976, the Canadian Criminal Code removed Capital Punishment. Death penalty was replaced with a mandatory life sentence without possibility of parole for 25 years for all first-degree murders. This bill was passed by a free vote in the House of Commons. Capital punishment still remained in the Canadian National Defence Act for the most serious military offences, including treason and mutiny.

-          In 1987, there was a motion to reintroduce capital punishment, but it was debated by the Canadian House of Commons and defeated on a free vote.

-          In 1998, the Canadian National Defence Act was charged to remove the death penalty and replace with life imprisonment with no eligibility for parole before 25 years. This act brought military law hand in hand with civil law.



My stance on capital punishment has been neutral, as my roots can be traced to both political and religious beliefs that would allow me to support and go against it at the same time. As a criminal lawyer, one cannot help feel that the people you put in bars deserve their fate. People who murder are those that deserve to be put to death for their actions. I believe in Hammurabi’s philosophy – an eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth. If my client lost her husband because he was murdered, it would be obligatory for the legal system to take the life of the criminal so that justice can be served.



But we don’t live in that world anymore. We are now living in a civilized society where life takes precedence over anything else. In Canada, capital punishment was an issue and its abolition in 1976 did not lead to an increase in crime rate, as most people would want to believe. According to a report from Statistics Canada, the murder rate has been declining since 1970s. In 2009, there were a total of 610 murders, which was one less than in 2008.

Because the capital punishment has been abolished, the following sentences have been put in place for murder:



	First degree murder – life sentence with no possibility of parole for 25 years
	Second-degree murder – life sentence with no possibility of parole for at least ten years
	Manslaughter – life sentence with parole eligibility after seven years


Proponents of capital punishment believe that the death penalty may serve as a severe warning to those wanting to commit atrocious crimes, but it hasn’t been the case.
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          Insane and Crazy Lawsuits that Won

          
          
          

              

There are times when the law is on our side and there are times that it isn’t. This is how the justice system works. There are also times when the law favours those who have done the deed and not the victim. People consider it as an injustice. I call it an insane and independent action of the law taking matters into its own hands. I do not blame the lawyers and prosecutors, but rather, I blame the justice system sometimes.

When lawsuits work out for the betterment of the one who inflicted harm or damage, it’s a sign of a flawed system that gets excused as something trivial. Let’s take a look at this insane lawsuits and why I think they are insane.



 

In Duluth, Minnesota, a prankster found it funny to put detergent in the Canal Park’s Fountain of Wind, creating a mountain of bubbles. Several hours later, a woman by the name of Kathy Kelly walked by the fountain, slipped, and lacerated her left shin. The cut became infected because her diabetes and this resulted in almost $40,000 worth of medical expenses. She sued the city for not putting up signs, even though the municipal workers were informed of the hazard four hours earlier. 3 years after the incident, she was awarded $125,000, as the jury found the city 70% responsible and 30% responsible.

I found that there was a bit of lacklustre action on the city’s part because of their delay to clean up the entire scene, but I think that it’s common sense to avoid walking into a soapy area because we all know what happens when we do.



Then we have lawsuits that affect our education system, and believe me, I’ve had plenty of these back in the day. Unfortunately, I won as these schools’ defendant. Let’s take a look at a lawsuit where a school lost. Trina Thompson, a native Bronx New Yorker, sued her school Monroe College after she was unable to get a job three months after graduating with a degree in Information Technology. She specifically went after the school’s Office of Career Advancement for not working hard enough to secure her a job after she graduated. Trina was reported to have a perfect attendance in all her classes and has a 2.7 grade point average. She got $70,000 back for her tuition and $2,000 for emotional stress.

I hate going after schools if I am the prosecutor simply because it’s not the education system’s fault if the graduate is unable to do something with their education. It’s not common in the USA to see people sue the schools for something their children couldn’t do. This is an abominable act that is an insult to education and justice system as a whole.

When it comes right down to it, people abuse the power of the justice system so they can compensate for their financial incapacities and moral idiosyncrasies. This damages the integrity and dignity of our legal system. It’s not only in North America and Canada that we have people like this. Do a search for crazy lawsuits and tell me what you think.
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