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Abstract
In this piece of writing, I will give a discussion on specific aspects of communication that arise from within the film: 12 Angry Men; it is noted that the central theme is just revolving around the identification of the truth on the accusation laid against an eighteen-year-old boy who was said to have killed his father. The jurors are seated around a table, all infuriated and yet in the process of trying to get the truth on what exactly conspired. It is noted that there is a lot of noise in the meeting, much of the nonverbal communications, among others, to be discussed herein.
	Noise is a common factor in the room.  When the third Juror raises the point on the guilty verdict, which threw other jurors into deep confusion as the message became too ambiguous to be synthesized, quickly excluding Juror 8, who stood by his decision to decline the guilty verdict. The other jurors were on his neck as to why he decided to stand on not guilty. One of the jurors asked if he was so special to have that stand. The rains also were too much, and there was a lot of noise originating from the rooftop that hindered the communication efficiency within the room. The information overload was also a communication barrier as there was no time to synthesize given information adequately. Other conversations ruptured abruptly as the meeting was in progress. Despite noise being a significant communication barrier within this film, Juror 7 was impatient with the progression. He saw the meeting was taking too long to eat into his time to play baseball. Therefore, time was a barrier too to efficient communication (Jaya 2017)
	The room was full of nonverbal communication. The instances spotted were the act of individuals getting up from their chairs and walking away from the meeting table as an individual spoke, there was a lot of nervousness within the room, the furious glances that were thrown across the room by the angry individuals was alarming, most of them shifted in chairs as they tried to pick up the argument on points that were not made clear in the statement. These were to make a point clearly understood by all as they wanted no communications to pass by.
	Juror seven is impatient and a very short-tempered salesperson. In the argument, he is only interested in knowing that the defendant, as on the night of the murder case, bought a switchblade which was the weapon used to murder his father the previous night, and that is the full evidence he is interested in knowing. He then gets nervous when the meeting takes longer, eating into his time; he should have been playing baseball and so loses concentration in the proceeding. Therefore, he depicts one who is so passive and is just present in the meeting physically yet spiritually away. (2021)
Juror eight depicts an assertive personality. When Juror three requests the whole team to vote guilty, he declines and votes not guilty. It raised questions within the room as all eyes and arguments were directed at him for picking that stand. Even though the team is too much in anger, he convinces other jurors to buy his opinion as he had evidence that the prime witness saw the boy take away his father's life out of her glasses. And in the mid-way act three, Juror twelve have a change of vote to not guilty and is ready to produce evidence (Honig 2019)
	Juror three is so much aggressive, and with this, he attempts to bully the colleagues by having votes on guilty. He does not successfully cooperate reasonably with his colleagues, as he intends to belittle the other jurors in the room as he feels his idea is the best approach.
Self-disclosure is a significant factor in this film; despite the eleven jurors voting guilty, Juror eight remains by his stand that he votes no to the motion and is ready to provide his story from his perspective. He convinced others, including Juror twelve, who later on voted not guilty. Therefore, it is evident that self-disclosure granted the eighth Juror his story on declining the guilty vote.
It is noticed that Juror eight was faced with several questions on why he took the stand and listened to all and have his part of the story that gave a new phase to the view of the whole deal.
The conflict discussed in this film is about the allegations made that a father was killed by his son, and the correct evidence was the issue on the discussion as they gathered to get the proper evidence on the occurrence. I, therefore, suggest that such a case could have successfully been solved in a court of law as there would be clarity in the verdict made against the accused.
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