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Reflection of 12 Angry Men - Movie
12 Angry Man is a movie authored by Reginald Rose. In this movie, the defendant is a boy, 16 years of age. The boy is on trial for the murder of his father. There are 12 jurors who are to decide this case. Difficulties show up among these 12 jurors as a result of their various backgrounds and experiences. They have different life narratives which further increases the tension among them. The setting of the movie is in the 1950’s which was a period of widespread racial segregation in the United States. In this movie, the author tries to bring out the extent to which preconceived ideas interfere with judicial processes.  The author suggests that the best safeguard of justice remains reasonable doubt. The McCarthy-style witch-hunt causes, to a large extent, a legacy of suspicion. The twelve individuals face difficulties in following the instruction given by the judge to deliberate honestly and thoughtfully.
 In the introduction by David Mamet, each juror interprets the concept of ‘reasonable doubt’ in a different way.  The author tries to expose the difficulties surrounding the concept of reasonable doubt and how it should be applied. The 12 jurors’ views about justice are different and the role that the boy could have played in the murder. All the jurors involved in this matter are white males and as such do not represent the whole community that lives here. A majority of the jurors show open hostility towards the defendant, who is a young boy. The author implies that because the boy’s ethnic group is a minority and also due to his socio-economic background, most of the jurors believe that he is capable committing murder. Statements made by some of the jurors in relation to where the boy grew up in which a juror refers to the slums as.  One of the jurors says that the defendant is guilty and affirms it by using the common phrase: from the word go. He says that boys from such a low socio-economic class are born liars. The third juror believes that young boys are disrespectful and untrustworthy. He says that they would be in much better position if they took such tough kids and slapped them down.
The eighth juror stands out as the only juror who speaks for justice. He believes in the idea of reasonable doubt when it comes to determination of such serious cases. In his statement, he says that he cannot send the defendant to die without studying the evidence given keenly. He uses some phrases to support so without talking about it first his determination to come up with a fair verdict comes out. He wants to scrutinize the evidence with patience before giving a verdict. This simple and honest move causes tension among the jurors, a majority of whom have conflicting views. He reminds the other jurors that the burden of proof is in the constitution. He believes that the defendant is innocent until proven guilty. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The evidence brought before the court of law is a fancy murder knife. The eyewitness is a neighbor who claims that she actually saw the boy killing his father.  Her testimony is however put in question when one of the jurors remembers that she had marks on her nose made by glasses. On that day she had not put on her glasses to court meaning she maybe wanted to look young. The juror continues that a person does not sleep with glasses. The woman had given her story claiming that immediately she sat up on her bed, she saw the boy killing his father across the streets through the windows of a passing train. This is ridiculous! This showed her inconsistencies and false assumptions in the so called circumstantial evidence. The juror makes others view this evidence from another angle and hence couldn’t base the argument to give the guilty verdict.


