Having watched the "12 Angry Men" movie, you now know that things are not always as they initially appear.  Critical pieces of evidence are called into question.  For this week's discussion, please answer the following questions.


1. Choosing one of the pieces of evidence presented by the prosecution, discuss the assumptions that have to be made for the evidence to be compelling; for example, for the knife to be compelling evidence, one assumption is the knife found at the crime scene is the same knife the defendant showed to his friends.
2. If the above assumption is called into question (e.g. what if we can't know if the murder weapon is the same knife the boy showed to his friends), what is a possible alternative explanation for the evidence?  An alternative explanation is that someone other than the defendant stabbed the victim with a similar looking knife.  What assumptions have to be made for the alternative explanation to be compelling?  We would have to assume that there are other similar looking knives easily available.  We would also have to assume that the son did not possess two such knives.
3. What additional evidence would you need to collect to verify the old or the new assumptions?  How could I test whether or not the murder weapon is the same knife the boy showed his friends?  How could I test if there are other similar knives easily obtainable in the area?


Since I used the knife as an example, please do not use the knife as the evidence you will analyze (unless you are going to consider assumptions other than the ones described above). 
There are several items of evidence in question and two eyewitnesses.  All of them require assumptions to be made to be credible.  Choose one bit of evidence, identify the assumption being made, suggest an alternative explanation and the assumptions the alternative explanation requires and then describe how you would go about testing those assumptions and the evidence.  Often there are numerous assumptions being made.  You do not have to describe them all in detail, nor do you have to devise tests for all of them, you merely need to identify one or two such assumptions and their tests.
Feel free to recommend new or different tests of the assumptions other than the ones already discussed in the movie.  Any realistic test is permissible.  What is not permissible is to recommend a test that did not exist in 1957 (such as DNA testing or video of the movie theater entrance).  However, there are a large number of things that could realistically have been done in 1957 to test the assumptions being made throughout the movie. 
The following worksheet in Word will help you with this analysis (feel free to share your worksheet if that is more practical for you to answer the questions):
Critical Thinking Exercise - 12 Angry Men.docx 

