12 Angry Men Written Response


1) The accused clearly did not have a fair trail. He was a colored boy who lived in a trouble neighborhood. He was under trial for the fact that he murdered his father. The juries were all white men with a personal life that does not relate to the accused in any ways. The ending surprised me because the whole story revolves around the heavily debate of the accused’s fate. However, as the film ends, two juries exchanged their names as they said their goodbyes. I have never ever experienced a storyline where the names of the characters are introduced to the audience at the end.

2) Not only is the selected jury members all white men, but also none of them relate their life to the accused’s. The jobs these men were as followed; high-school football coach, banker, messenger service, stock broker, painter, architect, and watch maker. Also, an elderly man was selected as well as one who has a bitter and racist personality.

3) I would be convinced that the accused is not guilty. Many of the possible evidence when witness testified were proven false; such as, an old man testified that he heard the victim’s body hit the floor and saw the defendant running down the stairs. However, the old man was limping because of a recent stroke and could not have run “55 feet in 15 seconds” as he stated. Moreover, a woman testified that she saw the accused kill his father as she woke up having trouble sleeping. However, she was proven false as she had marks on her nose that were made by eyeglasses and no one wears glasses to sleep. Her eyesight was in the doubt of having a reasonable doubt to prove that the accused was guilty.

4) I do not think the empanelling process or trial by jury should be reformed, as it is already very reasonable and justified. The accused defender and the crown both have the power to select jury members. The system in the present is unlike the time this film took place in. Now a day, our society is very multicultural. People are also well educated to debate upon the actual actions the accused committed. Unlike the film, many jury members did not give a damn if the kid dies or not. They only wanted to leave and continue on with the daily life.

