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Twelve Angry Men (1957) and Social Psychological Concepts
Social psychology is the study of how the publics' opinions, emotions, dogmas, goals, as well as aspirations stay created in a communal setting through real or abstract exchanges with other people (Pauha, 2018). According to some researchers, social psychology is a scientific subject that studies individual behaviour in social situations: nature and reasons. Social psychology mirrors several psychological notions. From the film, Twelve Angry Men, there are many concepts that are addressed social psychology, such as social dominance, misinformation effect, physical appearance, reciprocity norm, social comparison, pluralistic ignorance, cohesiveness, gender roles. 
Twelve Angry Men (1957) is a 95-minute film about a fight amongst juries in a courtroom over a murder case. An eighteen-year-old child who was found wandering the streets is suspected of stabbing his father to death. If found guilty, the boy faces death sentence. The twelve juries can't agree on whether the boy is guilty or not, so they dispute in the courtroom over it. Some swear guilty, while others swear not guilty. A debate occurs due to some jurors having irrelevant personal beliefs concerning street children and others being distracted by other obligations. As one rational jury tries to develop evidence in the defendant's favour, prejudices are addressed and cleaned up. As a result of these shreds of evidence, several doubts and concerns regarding the murder case are dispelled, and more concrete evidence is shown, leading each jury to declare not guilty. The prejudiced juries later admitted their errors and expressed regret, eventually agreeing that the eighteen-year-old street child was not guilty of the father's murder.

Social Psychological concepts in the film
Pluralistic ignorance
In social psychology, pluralistic ignorance is characterized as a situation in which most group members privately reject a norm but accept it because they wrongly assume that most others do. This is a misunderstanding of what the majority of people are thinking or feeling and how they are reacting. This is a very important concept in our society. People tend to make assumptions and overlook essential details merely because they follow the ideas of others. This is incorrect because some of these decisions may be unreasonable and unjustified. For example, in the film Twelve Angry Men, the jury is led astray by one person's perspective.
The eyewitness claims she overheard the youngster say to his father, "I will kill you," and concluded the boy had slain his father. She didn't see it happen, and she had no idea what had conspired; her prejudice against street youngsters influenced her knowledge and perception of the scenario. The majority of people believe that street youngsters are dangerous and prone to committing crimes. This is carried over into the courtroom, where the juries presume the eyewitness's testimony is accurate. This is fueled by their belief that street youngsters are dangerous and prone to criminal activity. For example, juror 10 (Ed Begley Sr.) believes that individuals from the slums are liars, crazy, and dangerous. This is why he declares himself guilty. This is unreasonable because any evidence does not support it. Another juror declares guilty because he has a baseball game to attend and does not want to waste time in the courtroom, so he declares guilty to avoid wasting time. This is a reflection of all eleven juries who voted strangely and pled guilty. Only one juror investigates the matter thoroughly and produces concrete proof of what may have conspired and who can persuade and reason with the other jurors who have pleaded guilty.  Juror 8 is the one who seems not to be affected by pluralistic ignorance. He wants more probe to be done before condemning the little boy. He questions the reliability of the eye witness who claims to have seen the boy stab his father. The jury refuses to vote guilty because reasonable doubt (defendant is innocent until proven guilty) exists.  Because juror 8 has a single vote and none of the other jurors are supporting him, he suggests a secret ballot from which he will abstain. Interestingly, there is one not guilty vote when the other jurors vote. This leads to more discussion as juror 9 shares the sentiments of juror 8 that more investigation should be done before arriving at a conclusion. This is what causes the court to rule in the street boy's favor in the end. This is where pluralistic ignorance comes into play. This psychological concept is well evident in the play. 
Physical Appearance
In social psychology, physical appearance is also a factor. Physical appearance has been assigned some opinions and definitions by society. Prejudice and erroneous views about particular persons result from these ascribed viewpoints. (Samuel & Pandey, 2018). For example, how society regards a certain group of individuals impacts the people and the community as a whole. This is problematic since stereotypes can have a detrimental impact on a person, resulting in suicide, murder, and other major crimes. This leads to hate speech, which can severely devastate a victim's life by resulting in hate crimes and disrupting the harmony among people in the same society. It can also lead to serious crimes like wars and murder, which can result in deaths.
This is unreasonable because any evidence does not support it. Another juror declares guilty because he has a baseball game to attend and does not want to waste time in the courtroom, so he declares guilty to avoid wasting time. This is a reflection of all eleven juries who voted strangely and pled guilty. Only one juror investigates the matter thoroughly and produces concrete proof of what may have conspired and who can persuade and reason with the other jurors who have pleaded guilty. This is what causes the court to rule in the street boy's favour in the end.
The defendant in the film Twelve Angry Men is judged solely based on his physical appearance. The defendant is a street-dwelling eighteen-year-old youngster. Because this boy is a street kid, everyone except a few individuals accuses him of murdering his father. Even before seeing what happened, the eyewitness concludes that the youngster has stubbed his father. We are told that the eyewitness was not present at the time of the crime and could not have witnessed the plot. (Pauha, 2018). The eye witness claims to have seen everything that happened through her window in the neighbourhood and to have heard the boy say, "I will kill you," which is not so clear because we are told that a train was passing and there was no way the eye witness could have heard what was being said at the crime scene due to the noise; however, since the boy is a street kid and is believed to be dangerous, the eye witness claims to have heard the boy say, "I will kill you." Due to perceptions about street youth being violent, liars, and wild, jurors in the trial also pass judgment on the eighteen-year-old youngster.
During the first vote, for example, eleven of the twelve votes cast pledged "guilty." The jurors clearly assessed the defendant based on his or her appearance. Only one jury, which was reasonable enough to apply concrete evidence in his decision when voting, rescued the defendant from being executed. According to the Christian faith, all people are equal in the sight of the Lord, so we should not judge them. Some people take this right seriously and use it to their advantage, whereas others take it for granted. For example, in his pursuit for equality, Thomas Jefferson said in his Declaration of Independence that "all men are equal in the eyes of God."
Misinformation effect
The misinformation effect is another psychological facet of social psychology that is explored and analyzed. Post-event information tends to interfere with the recollection of the initial event, known as the misinformation effect. It is where a post-event information interferes with the memory of the original event. This leads to inaccurate memories and formation of false memories. People should not be judged irrationally because of their PTSD symptoms (Purzycki et al., 2018).  In Twelve Angry Men, for example, the jury labels the defendant a liar because he can't recall a movie he's seen before. The impact of traumatic incidents on the defendant's memory are not taken into account by the jury.
Misinformation effect shows how easily memories can be influenced and raises concerns of the validity and reliability of eyewitnesses in providing evidence in criminal court. The jurors in the courtroom seem not to have factored this psychological effect in their judgment at first. They did not question the reliability of the eye witness who says saw the young boy stab his father. The jurors saw the evidence convincing at first when a neighbor gives a testimony of how he saw the defendant stab his father to death. Were it not for juror 8 who asked for further investigations, the judgment would have fallen on the defendant. 
The defendant is an eighteen-year-old child who has been living on the street and is now accused of murdering his father. He is now in front of a judge and is aware that he is about to be murdered as a result of the judge's eviction of the verdict based on the jury's opinions. These incidents are likely to put the defendant in a condition of treason and shock, and so his mental state is not suitable for questioning. Furthermore, the jurors' initial judgment during the first voting was largely based on the facts provided by the eyewitness. This is due to the fact that an eyewitness claimed to have witnessed the defendant murdering his father, and the eleven jurors based their decision on that evidence (Purzycki et al., 2018). The judge might have found the defendant guilty and executed him if it hadn't been for the intervention of one judge who presented concrete evidence to refute the fact that he was guilty. This is wrongly accusing someone. The text reads in the Christian religion, "do not falsely accuse anyone." This statement has a lot of weight, but it is frequently used. Because of the misinformation effect, a judge may make a poor judgement by sentencing an innocent individual.
Social dominance
Another area of social psychology that was examined and studied as social dominance. The concept of social dominance refers to the idea that certain people are more authoritative than others and are subject to others in society. The feature of social dominance in society has had a significant impact on the lives of individuals. For example, social dominance has had a significant impact on social stratification in society (Saroglou, 2020). As a result of social dominance, social stratification, and inequality, people tend to rationalize economic disparity. Gender disparity has resulted from social domination. Gender inequality refers to how people are treated or perceived differently depending on their gender. Differences in socially defined gender roles cause gender inequity. As established by prevailing cultural norms, the behaviour learned by a person as appropriate to their gender is referred to as gender roles. If the community is unstable and ignorant, these gender roles may generate a divide between its members. Women, for example, are seen as subordinate to men in most communities and thus are regarded as lowly.
In the film Twelve Angry Men, for example, the juror is not convinced by the eyewitness testimony. One of the jurors appears doubtful of the evidence and requests that each juror deliberate the facts thoroughly before convicting the youngster to death. (Ng & Gervais, 2017). Ultimately, the juror establishes the defendant's guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. He uses interrogation and concrete evidence to produce evidence in the murder case and later proves the little Puerto Rican boy's innocence. Even when individuals try to deny it, social dominance is still very much alive and well in today's culture.
Finally, the features of social psychology explored and mentioned in the essay above are extremely effective and visible in society. As demonstrated in the film Twelve Angry Men, physical appearance, social dominance, pluralistic ignorance, misinformation effect, reciprocity norm, social comparison, cohesiveness, and gender roles have all been prevalent. This clearly demonstrates that all of the aspects of social psychology stated are real and demonstrated in society. For example, the erroneous information could lead to someone falsely accusing someone against the Christian faith. This could result in pluralistic ignorance, which could lead to social supremacy. All of these elements are intertwined and work together to produce society. Apart from creating and directing society, all of these factors, such as physical appearance, social dominance, pluralistic ignorance, misinformation effect, reciprocity norm, social comparison, pluralistic ignorance, cohesiveness, and gender roles, all work together and direct society.
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