





12 Angry Men
Institution Affiliation
Students’ Name
Date of Submission










12 Angry Men
1. 	At 0:12:18, the 12 men took the preliminary vote, juror 8 votes not guilty but the rest votes guilty. 0:28:02, the 11 men conducted a second preliminary voting, juror 9 voters not guilty, after listening to the testimony of the old man. Juror 5,8,9 and 11 vote in favor of not guilty, they are all persuaded about the teen's innocence. 0:49:16another voting is conducted and the guilty and not guilty equalize with 6-6 members. Juror 8 reviews the evidence of the knife that was used as the weapon and with that, just 3 jurors vote guilty for the boy.
Jurors 9 and 4 change his vote to not guilty after doubting the testimony of the woman who testified that he saw the boy stab his father, but juror 4 remains convinced. Juror 10 gets angry and votes not guilty and tells the rest to decide how they want with the hearing. The only remaining juror 3 votes not guilty after admitting he thought of the boy as his own estranged. The verdict id declared not guilty by the jury.
2.  	A legitimate appeal involving pity in the film can be defined as an attempt of supporting a conclusion by evoking pity from others. In the film, this appeal appears to be more likely of pity than fallacy. Henry Fonda tries to justify not guilty of the verdict who was allegedly accused of his father's death by defending his life as wild and full of anger. Digging upon his past, about losing his mother at age of nine and spending a year and a half at the orphanage after his father was jailed for forgery, Henry decides the boy should be considered innocent. He claims he had had an unfair. However, he does not conclude that by having an abused life the boy should be considered innocent but pleads that the bitter life should be seen as the cause of every action of the boy.
The logical appeal was first seen with the first juror. In the first place, he decided that the boy was not guilty but within the movie, he comes to reconsider logical facts and changes his thoughts declaring the boy not guilty. By only the presence of concrete evidence every juror concludes the boy innocent but with the first voting session, only one juror, juror 8, votes the boy not guilty. However, during the hearing in the court, juror 1 thoughts are influenced by changing of other jurors' points of view and he shifts his judgment from logistic judgment and applies pathos. With every discussion and voting, each juror would base their judgment within the concrete evidence and at the end of all hold-ups, the verdict is declared innocent and s set free. The logical appeal had the greatest impact upon the final decision, compared to the appeal of feelings and that of values and trustworthiness. 
3. 	According to the article, Juror 8 can be considered as the most challenging for his unwillingness about working well with the other jurors. He can be considered rational, for not giving in with the other jurors, about voting guilty. He bullies them into voting guilty. Despite understanding the anger other jurors would wave upon him, he chooses to stand alone until the final hold out, rejecting the points of view of the rest of the jurors. Through this, he stood up for the defendant and provided every reason for ensuring fair trials for the boy. His decision is based on logic rather than emotions and the evidence provided is the same as that of other jurors, he decides to follow his path alone and votes not guilty. The irrational value is portrayed with, individuals failing to get influenced by emotional appeal and standing firm with their conclusion even with the influence of other people.
