Mock Trial Activity
(obtained and adapted from CyberEthics course materials of Dr. Roxanne L. Canosa, Dept. of CSI, Rochester Institute of Technology)

For this activity, you will prepare for, and participate in, mock trials on an ethical issue revolving around your human rights area.  In one mock trial, you will be part of a group attempting to convince a jury of peers to support one of two possible actions to take through persuasive argument supported by credible sources.  In the other mock trials, you will serve on the jury and ask questions of those with a position.  With fellow jurors, you will then discuss the merits of both sides’ arguments and vote on the action to take.
Each mock trial will proceed as follows:

1. A description of the fictional case (created by the group based on real events) by the group’s moderator (chosen by the group) which clearly outlines the ethical dilemma faced by a decision maker.

2. An opening statement by one individual from each of the two sides of the dilemma.  The opening statement should be prepared in advance, supported by valid sources, and approved by all members of the side.  A one-page outline of the key points of the opening statement along with the sources must be presented to each juror.
3. Examination by the jurors in the form of questions to be addressed by each side.  Each question must be preceded by the intellectual standard (such as clarity, accuracy, precision) to which the answer is intended to address.  Discussion is allowed as long as it is meaningful and productive.
4. A closing argument by each side. The closing argument should be prepared in advance, supported by valid sources, and approved by all members of the side.  The closing argument can (and should) be modified as necessary during the trial.  Two minutes will be given following the examination to update the closing argument.  A one-page outline of the key points of the opening statement along with the sources must be presented to each juror.  The closing argument should be made by someone different than the student who provided the opening statement.
5. The jury is given 5 minutes where each juror prepares a one paragraph statement  supporting one side providing appropriate reasoning based on ethical principles and the UDHR.  The paragraphs should reflect good intellectual standards.  Each paragraph is passed to the juror to the left.  Each one is read out loud.  This is the initial straw vote.
6. Open discussion by the jury (and only the jury) as long as the discussion is productive and meaningful.  This is the deliberation.
7. Vote of the jury via raising of hands (majority rules).
8. A debriefing by the moderator describing the real events upon which the fictional case was developed.  Discussion follows as appropriate.

