Lesson Plan for Henrico 21 Awards
 

Lesson Title:  Hot Coffee, Anyone??

Target Grade/Subject: Business Law
TIPC Focus:  Research and Information Fluency
Length: 180 minutes
 

Summary:
Students in Business Law have already discussed the differences between rules and laws and civil and criminal courts.  We are now discussing civil courts in further detail.  Students will research the case of Liebeck vs. McDonald’s and create a Spaaze wall to inform others about the case.  I will briefly introduce the case to them without giving them a lot of information.  We will then discuss what questions they think need to be answered.  Students will then divide up the information so that it is equitable and that all questions will be answered.  Students will use the iPad or computer to do their research and to complete the Spaaze wall.  Finally students will present their findings to the rest of the class and we will discuss the actual case and decide who we think was responsible for the damages in the case.  We will also discuss whether or not they think the court ruling was frivolous or justified.  The completed Spaaze wall will be published.
 

Essential questions:

1. What are the facts in the case?
2. What reason did Ms. Liebeck use for filing a lawsuit?
3. What argument did the plaintiff’s attorney use to prove that Ms. Liebeck should receive money for medical costs, pain, and suffering?
4. What argument did the defendant’s attorney use to prove that Ms. Liebeck should not receive money for medical costs, pain and suffering?
5. What was the final outcome of the case?
6. Do you think Ms. Liebeck should get any money from McDonald’s?  If so, how much?
7. What do you think is McDonald’s responsibility to the community and to all the families that eat there?
8. What changes have taken place in the restaurant industry because of this lawsuit?
 

Lesson Development:

Process/Tasks/Assessment: 
1. We will talk about what a civil court does and briefly discuss the case of Liebeck vs. McDonald’s.

2. Students will then brainstorm what questions they think they would need to answer in order to explain the case to someone else.  We will write their questions on a flip chart using the Promethean board so that everyone will be able to see it while they are working.
3. Students will then divide up the questions and do their research using either an iPad or the computer.

4. Students will create a Spaaze wall in order to inform others about the case.
5. Students will present their findings to the class and we will discuss the case.
6. We will then decide whether we think that the outcome of the case was justified.

7. We will also discuss the changes that have taken place since this case occurred.

8. Once we have finished our discussion, students will look at the entire wall to suggest changes and we will organize the Spaaze wall so that the hotspots are about topics researched.  This will ensure that if someone from outside of school looks at the wall, they will know what they are looking at.
9. This information will be published and hopefully it will spark others interest in this case.

 

TIP Chart Assessment:

Categories:

Research and Information Fluency:  Approaching
Students constructed questions they felt needed to be researched to better inform them of the facts and findings in the case of Liebeck vs McDonald’s. They used the Internet to conduct the research in order to present the findings of their questions and documented their research on the Spaaze wall.  They used the information documented on the wall to present and discuss their findings and to decide whether they felt the findings were frivolous or justified.
Communication and Collaboration:  Developing
Students created questions to drive the research and assigned roles so that all questions were answered.  They collaborated to create a Spaaze wall that incorporated everyone’s questions and research.

After completing each section of the wall, they presented the findings and discussed the case. The students then looked at the entire wall and suggested changes that would make it easier for others to understand the facts and implications of the case.  They checked to make sure that they did not duplicate facts and images in their presentation. Students made changes in the wall to reflect the changes discussed.
Critical Thinking and Problem Solving:  Approaching
Students generated and answered their own questions.  They divided up the questions so that all questions were answered.  Students weighed what relevant information they wanted to include on their part of the Spaaze wall in order to inform others about the facts and implications of case.

Students looked at everyone’s information and suggested changes that need to be made in order to ensure anyone reading their Spaaze wall would find it easy to understand the case.
After presenting the facts to the class, the students discussed how their impression of the case changed once presented with all the facts. The students had to decide if they agreed with the jury decision and what they based their decision on.  Students took time to reflect on the case and created a section of the wall to put their opinions.
Creativity and Innovation:  Approaching
Students created an original Spaaze wall that included relevant information about the case.  They added information, pictures, videos, etc. as they worked on the wall to present and support the research.  They discussed and edited the final product, eliminating duplicated information, organizing the topics so that the information flowed, and added  additional information. After presenting their information to the class, the class added a topic to explain their opinion of the case before publishing the Spaaze wall.
