[image: ]





Script analysis for:
[bookmark: _GoBack]Juror #2










Date of Analysis: 2025-04-07
Script Title: Juror #2 script.pdf


Table of Contents
Executive Summary	2
Overall Recommendation	2
Synopsis	2
Coverage Summary	2
Summary	3
Logline	3
Synopsis	3
Summary	3
Metadata	5
Main Characters	6
Coverage	8
Overall	8
Premise	8
Originality	9
Character Development	10
Conflict	11
Dialogue	12
Structure	13
Logic	13
Tone	15
Pacing	16
Craft	17
Similar Films (Creatively and Tonally)	18
Actor Recommendations (Creatively and Tonally)	20



[bookmark: _Toc195258369]Executive Summary
[bookmark: _Toc195258370]Overall Recommendation
Overall Grade: 3.25/5
Overall Recommendation: Recommend
Genres: Drama (40%), Mystery (25%), Suspense (20%), Crime (10%), Thriller (5%)
MPAA Rating: PG-13
[bookmark: _Toc195258371]Synopsis
Justin Kemp, a recovering alcoholic and expectant father, is selected as a juror in a murder trial where James Sythe is accused of killing his girlfriend, Kendall Carter. As the trial unfolds, Justin realizes he may have accidentally hit Kendall with his car on the night of her death, mistaking her for a deer. Torn between his conscience and the fear of losing his family, Justin struggles with the decision to come forward. Meanwhile, the jury is divided, with some members convinced of Sythe's guilt and others swayed by the possibility of a hit-and-run. As tensions rise, Justin's secret threatens to surface, forcing him to confront his past and the moral implications of his silence. Ultimately, the jury reaches a guilty verdict, but Justin's internal conflict remains unresolved, leaving him to grapple with the weight of his actions and the pursuit of justice.
[bookmark: _Toc195258372]Coverage Summary
	Section
	Grade
	Rationale

	Premise
	4
	The premise offers inherent tension and moral complexity, providing a strong foundation for character development and thematic exploration.

	Originality
	3
	The script offers a familiar courtroom drama with some fresh character dynamics but lacks groundbreaking originality.

	Dialogue
	3.5
	Dialogue is engaging and character-driven, but occasionally lacks subtlety and depth.

	Structure
	3
	Solid structure but marred by excessive detail and minor formatting issues.

	Logic
	2.5
	The screenplay has potential but suffers from inconsistencies and unresolved plot elements.

	Characters
	3.5
	Strong character arcs, but some supporting roles lack depth and differentiation.

	Conflict
	3.5
	The screenplay presents a compelling conflict, but some elements could be more tightly woven.

	Tone
	3.5
	Consistent tone with effective drama, but some pacing issues and predictability.

	Pacing
	3.5
	Strong tension and causality, but some scenes drag and could be more concise.

	Craft
	3.5
	Strong character descriptions and vivid imagery, but some formatting and clarity issues.




[bookmark: _Toc195258373]Summary
[bookmark: _Toc195258374]Logline
A juror on a high-profile murder trial grapples with a haunting secret that could unravel the case and his life.
[bookmark: _Toc195258375]Synopsis
Justin Kemp, a recovering alcoholic and expectant father, is selected as a juror in a murder trial where James Sythe is accused of killing his girlfriend, Kendall Carter. As the trial unfolds, Justin realizes he may have accidentally hit Kendall with his car on the night of her death, mistaking her for a deer. Torn between his conscience and the fear of losing his family, Justin struggles with the decision to come forward. Meanwhile, the jury is divided, with some members convinced of Sythe's guilt and others swayed by the possibility of a hit-and-run. As tensions rise, Justin's secret threatens to surface, forcing him to confront his past and the moral implications of his silence. Ultimately, the jury reaches a guilty verdict, but Justin's internal conflict remains unresolved, leaving him to grapple with the weight of his actions and the pursuit of justice.
[bookmark: _Toc195258376]Summary
In the script "Juror #2," written by Jonathan A. Abrams, we are introduced to a seemingly idyllic suburban life that quickly unravels into a complex narrative of guilt, justice, and redemption. The story centers around Justin Kemp, a charismatic and seemingly all-American man with a hidden burden, and his pregnant wife, Allison. Their life is disrupted when Justin is summoned for jury duty in a high-profile murder trial, a case that will test his moral compass and force him to confront a haunting secret from his past.

The script opens with a tender moment between Justin and Allison as they prepare for the arrival of their baby. However, the tranquility is short-lived as Justin is called to serve as a juror in the trial of James Sythe, a young man accused of murdering his girlfriend, Kendall Carter. The narrative deftly weaves between the courtroom drama and Justin's internal struggle, as he grapples with the knowledge that he may have been involved in Kendall's death.

The courtroom scenes are meticulously crafted, showcasing the tension and intricacies of the legal process. Assistant District Attorney Faith Killebrew is portrayed as a fierce and determined prosecutor, whose ambition is matched by her commitment to justice. Her interactions with the defense attorney, Eric Resnick, highlight the adversarial nature of the trial, as both sides present compelling arguments to sway the jury.

As the trial progresses, Justin's internal conflict intensifies. Flashbacks reveal that on the night of Kendall's death, Justin was driving home from a bar, struggling with the emotional weight of a past tragedy. In a moment of distraction, he hit something on the road, which he initially believed to be a deer. However, as the evidence unfolds in the courtroom, it becomes increasingly clear that Kendall's death may have been the result of a hit-and-run, with Justin at the wheel.

The script masterfully explores themes of guilt and redemption, as Justin is forced to confront his past actions and their consequences. His journey is one of self-discovery, as he navigates the moral complexities of the trial and his role in the events that transpired. The narrative is further enriched by the dynamic between Justin and Allison, whose relationship is tested by the weight of the truth and the impending arrival of their child.

The supporting characters are well-developed, each adding depth to the story. Marcus, a fellow juror with a personal vendetta against gang violence, provides a counterpoint to Justin's internal struggle, while Harold, a retired detective, offers a voice of reason and experience. The jurors' deliberations are a microcosm of the larger societal issues at play, as they grapple with the concept of reasonable doubt and the burden of proof.

The script's pacing is expertly managed, with tension building steadily towards the climax. The courtroom scenes are interspersed with moments of introspection and revelation, as Justin's facade begins to crumble under the weight of his conscience. The narrative culminates in a powerful and emotionally charged resolution, as Justin makes a decision that will alter the course of his life and the lives of those around him.

"Juror #2" is a compelling exploration of the human condition, examining the intersection of justice, morality, and personal responsibility. Jonathan A. Abrams crafts a narrative that is both thought-provoking and emotionally resonant, leaving the audience to ponder the complexities of truth and the cost of redemption. The script's rich character development, intricate plot, and moral ambiguity make it a standout piece, offering a poignant reflection on the nature of justice and the power of personal transformation.


[bookmark: _Toc195258377]Metadata
Genre Percentages:
Drama (40%): The script is heavily focused on the emotional and relational dynamics between characters, particularly Justin's internal struggle and the impact of the trial on his life and relationships.
Mystery (25%): The central plot revolves around the mystery of Kendall Carter's death and the question of who is truly responsible, with various clues and red herrings presented throughout.
Suspense (20%): The script maintains a high level of tension and suspense, particularly in the courtroom scenes and Justin's internal conflict about revealing the truth.
Crime (10%): The narrative is centered around a criminal trial, exploring themes of justice, guilt, and the legal process.
Thriller (5%): Elements of a thriller are present in the form of the psychological tension and the stakes involved in the trial and Justin's secret.
Keywords:
Change, Community, Conscience, Consequences, Family, Forgiveness, Guilt, Identity, Integrity, Justice, Law, Love, Morality, Perception, Redemption, Responsibility, Sacrifice, Secrets, Trust, Truth
Languages: English
MPAA Rating: PG-13
Runtime (Minutes): 101
Linguistic Complexity: Flesch Reading Ease: 88.33, Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level: 3.0
Budget: low to moderate, likely between $5 million and $15 million
(budget is based on the overall production budget of other similar scripts, not on scheduled line items)
Release Date: late fall or early winter, possibly November
Domestic Theaters: 800


[bookmark: _Toc195258378]Main Characters
Justin Kemp
Gender: Male
Age: 30s
Distinguishing characteristics: Broad shoulders, warm smile, Mr. All-American with hidden pain.
Overview: Justin Kemp is a man in his 30s, characterized by his broad shoulders and warm smile. He embodies the 'Mr. All-American' persona but carries a hidden pain. He is deeply connected to his wife, Allison, and is about to become a father. Justin is a magazine writer and a lacrosse coach, known for his charm and hospitality. However, he is haunted by a past incident involving a hit-and-run, which he believes he might be responsible for. Throughout the script, Justin grapples with guilt and the moral dilemma of coming forward with the truth, especially as he serves as Juror #2 in a murder trial that might be connected to his past actions.
Allison Kemp
Gender: Female
Age: 30s
Distinguishing characteristics: Nice skin, full lips, piercing and curious eyes, pregnant.
Overview: Allison Kemp is Justin's wife, also in her 30s, and is pregnant. She is described as having nice skin and full lips, with eyes that are normally piercing and curious. Allison is a school teacher on bed rest due to her high-risk pregnancy. She is supportive of Justin but is unaware of the full extent of his internal struggles. Her character represents stability and hope for Justin, as they both look forward to starting a family together.
Faith Killebrew
Gender: Female
Age: 40s
Distinguishing characteristics: Fierce, focused, ambitious.
Overview: Faith Killebrew is the Assistant District Attorney in her 40s, described as fierce and focused. She is ambitious and driven, with her sights set on winning the case against James Sythe to further her career. Faith is a complex character, balancing her professional ambitions with the moral implications of the case. She is determined to seek justice for Kendall Carter but faces doubts about the integrity of the case as new evidence and perspectives emerge.
James Sythe
Gender: Male
Age: 20s
Distinguishing characteristics: Wide-eyed, wiry, worried, tattoo of a snake wrapped around a crown.
Overview: James Sythe is a man in his 20s, on trial for the murder of Kendall Carter. He is described as wide-eyed, wiry, and worried, with a tattoo of a snake wrapped around a crown on his neck, indicating a past affiliation with a gang. James is portrayed as a man trying to leave his past behind, but he is caught in a legal battle that could define his future. His character is central to the moral and legal dilemmas faced by the jurors, particularly Justin.
Marcus
Gender: Male
Age: 30s
Distinguishing characteristics: Rough-looking, intense.
Overview: Marcus is a juror in his 30s, described as rough-looking and intense. He has a personal connection to the case due to his brother's involvement with gangs, which influences his perspective on James Sythe's guilt. Marcus is skeptical and confrontational, often challenging Justin's attempts to sway the jury. His character represents the biases and personal experiences that jurors bring into the deliberation room.


[bookmark: _Toc195258379]Coverage
[bookmark: _Toc195258380]Overall
Grade: 3.25/5
Recommendation: Recommend
Rationale: 
Juror #2 presents a compelling narrative with strong character development and a gripping moral dilemma. The script effectively explores themes of guilt, redemption, and justice, maintaining tension throughout. While the pacing occasionally falters, and some plot points could benefit from further refinement, the story's emotional depth and ethical complexity make it a worthy candidate for production. The dialogue is sharp, and the structure supports the unfolding drama, though tightening certain scenes could enhance the overall impact. With minor revisions, this script has the potential to resonate with audiences and provoke thoughtful discussion.
[bookmark: _Toc195258381]Premise
Grade: 4/5
The screenplay "Juror #2" presents a compelling premise that is rich with potential for conflict, character growth, and thematic exploration. At its core, the story revolves around Justin Kemp, a man who inadvertently becomes a juror in a murder trial where he may have been the actual perpetrator of the crime. This setup is inherently intriguing and offers a fertile ground for tension and moral dilemmas.
Core Concept and Interest
The central concept of a juror who might be the real culprit in the case he is judging is immediately engaging. It poses a unique moral quandary and sets the stage for a narrative filled with suspense and ethical complexity. The idea is both simple and profound, allowing for a quick and effective pitch: "What if a juror discovers he might be the one who committed the crime?" This question alone is enough to capture interest and promises a story filled with tension and conflict.
Conflict and Growth
The premise naturally embeds conflict at multiple levels. Justin's internal struggle with guilt and the fear of being discovered provides a continuous source of tension. Externally, the dynamics within the jury room, the interactions with other jurors, and the looming presence of the legal system add layers of pressure. This setup allows for significant character growth, particularly for Justin, as he navigates his conscience, his responsibilities as a juror, and his personal life.
Exploration of Premise
The screenplay explores its premise thoroughly, delving into the psychological and emotional turmoil of its protagonist. Justin's journey is marked by moments of introspection, moral questioning, and the constant threat of exposure. The narrative effectively uses the trial as a backdrop to explore themes of justice, truth, and redemption. The interactions with other jurors and the unfolding of the trial provide a platform for examining different perspectives on guilt and innocence, further enriching the story.
Thematic Depth
"Juror #2" is thematically rich, addressing issues of justice, morality, and personal responsibility. The script raises questions about the nature of truth and the complexities of the legal system. It challenges the audience to consider the difference between legal guilt and moral culpability, and whether justice is truly served when the truth is obscured. The theme of redemption is also prevalent, as Justin grapples with his past actions and seeks a path forward that aligns with his values and responsibilities.
World and Setting
The world of the screenplay is grounded in the familiar setting of a courtroom drama, but it is the personal and intimate perspective of Justin that sets it apart. The script effectively uses the courtroom and jury room as microcosms for larger societal issues, allowing the personal to reflect the universal. The setting supports the core concept by providing a structured environment where the stakes are high and the pressure is constant.
Expectations and Delivery
The screenplay delivers on the expectations set by its premise. The tension is maintained throughout, with the stakes escalating as Justin's internal and external conflicts converge. The resolution, while perhaps not entirely satisfying in terms of justice, is thematically consistent and leaves the audience with lingering questions about morality and truth.
[bookmark: _Toc195258382]Originality
Grade: 3/5
The premise of "Juror #2" revolves around Justin Kemp, a juror who finds himself entangled in a murder trial that dredges up his own past mistakes and moral quandaries. The central conceit of a juror with a personal connection to the case is not entirely new, as it echoes elements from films like "12 Angry Men" and "Runaway Jury." However, the script attempts to differentiate itself by focusing on Justin's internal struggle and the impact of his past on his present decisions. This personal angle adds a layer of complexity to the narrative, though it does not entirely escape the shadow of its predecessors.

The setting and characters are well-drawn, with the Southern city backdrop providing a rich atmosphere for the unfolding drama. The script effectively captures the nuances of small-town life, where personal histories and community ties complicate the pursuit of justice. The characters, particularly Justin and Faith Killebrew, are given depth and dimension, which helps to elevate the material. Justin's journey from a man haunted by his past to someone seeking redemption is compelling, even if it follows a somewhat predictable arc.

The script poses interesting questions about justice, truth, and personal responsibility. It explores the idea that the legal system, while flawed, is the best mechanism we have for seeking justice. This theme is not new, but the script handles it with care, allowing for moments of genuine introspection and moral ambiguity. The character of Faith, the prosecutor, embodies this tension as she grapples with her own doubts about the case and her role in the justice system.

In terms of genre contributions, "Juror #2" fits comfortably within the courtroom drama mold. It includes familiar elements such as jury deliberations, witness testimonies, and legal maneuvering. While these scenes are well-executed, they do not introduce any groundbreaking innovations to the genre. The script's strength lies in its character-driven approach, which provides a fresh perspective on the well-trodden path of courtroom narratives.

The script's structure is solid, with a clear progression from the initial setup to the climactic courtroom scenes. The pacing is generally effective, though there are moments where the narrative could benefit from tighter editing to maintain momentum. The dialogue is sharp and often insightful, capturing the tension and stakes of the trial while also delving into the personal lives of the characters.

One of the script's more original contributions is its exploration of the juror's perspective. By placing Justin at the center of the narrative, the script offers a unique vantage point on the trial process. This focus on the juror's internal conflict and the ethical dilemmas he faces adds a layer of complexity to the story. However, the script could push this angle further to truly distinguish itself from similar films.

While the script is not entirely predictable, it does follow a familiar trajectory. The resolution, while satisfying, does not deliver a significant twist or revelation that would elevate the material to a higher level of originality. The ending, which leaves some questions unanswered, is effective in maintaining the script's thematic ambiguity but may not fully satisfy audiences seeking a more definitive conclusion.

In summary, "Juror #2" is a well-crafted screenplay that offers a character-driven take on the courtroom drama genre. While it does not break new ground in terms of originality, it provides a fresh perspective through its focus on the juror's internal struggle and moral dilemmas. The script's strengths lie in its character development and thematic exploration, though it could benefit from more innovative plot developments to truly stand out. Overall, it is a competent and engaging script that contributes to its genre without redefining it.
[bookmark: _Toc195258383]Character Development
Grade: 3.5/5
Justin Kemp is the focal character, and his development is central to the screenplay's success. He is introduced as a seemingly all-American figure with a hidden depth of pain and guilt. His backstory is gradually revealed, providing a clear understanding of his internal struggles. Justin's goal is to protect his family and maintain his sobriety, but his internal need is to confront his past mistakes and seek redemption. This internal conflict drives his actions throughout the narrative.

The screenplay effectively establishes the five beats of Justin's character arc. Initially, he is portrayed as a devoted husband and expectant father, but his past haunts him. The inciting incident occurs when he is selected as a juror in a murder trial, forcing him to confront his own involvement in a hit-and-run accident. As the story progresses, Justin's guilt and fear of exposure intensify, leading to a crisis point where he must decide whether to confess or protect his family. Ultimately, Justin undergoes a transformation, choosing to protect his family while grappling with the moral implications of his actions.

The supporting characters play critical roles in challenging and aiding Justin's journey. Allison, Justin's wife, serves as both a source of support and a reminder of the stakes involved. Her character is well-defined, with a clear backstory and motivations. However, some supporting characters, such as the jurors, lack depth and differentiation. While they fulfill archetypal roles, such as the skeptic or the ally, their individual personalities are not fully explored, which occasionally makes the ensemble feel less dynamic.

Faith Killebrew, the assistant district attorney, serves as a formidable antagonist to Justin. Her motivations and values provide a strong foil to Justin's character, as she is driven by a desire for justice and career advancement. However, her character could benefit from further exploration to fully understand her internal conflicts and vulnerabilities.

The screenplay effectively uses the ensemble cast to create tension and conflict, but the sheer number of characters occasionally dilutes the focus on Justin's journey. While the jurors' deliberations provide insight into societal biases and the complexities of justice, the narrative could benefit from streamlining the number of characters to maintain a tighter focus on the central themes.
[bookmark: _Toc195258384]Conflict
Grade: 3.5/5
The main conflict is sufficient to sustain the story, as it intricately ties Justin's personal dilemma to the broader legal proceedings. Justin's internal conflict is rooted in his past mistakes and the moral quandary he faces when he realizes he may have inadvertently caused the death of Kendall Carter. This internal struggle is compounded by the external pressure of serving on the jury for the trial of James Sythe, the man accused of the murder. The stakes are clearly established early on, as Justin's decision could potentially lead to an innocent man's conviction or the revelation of his own culpability.

The conflict is deeply connected to the human condition, as it explores themes of guilt, redemption, and the quest for justice. Many people can relate to the fear of past mistakes coming back to haunt them and the moral dilemmas that arise when personal interests conflict with the greater good. The screenplay effectively captures this tension, making it accessible to a broad audience.

The stakes are believable and escalate as the story progresses. Initially, Justin's primary concern is his personal guilt and the potential impact on his family. However, as the trial unfolds, the stakes rise with the possibility of an innocent man being wrongfully convicted. This escalation is mirrored in Justin's internal turmoil, as he grapples with the decision to come forward with the truth or remain silent to protect his family.

The conflict is directly related to what we know about Justin's character. His past struggles with alcoholism and the loss of his children add depth to his internal conflict, making his journey toward redemption more poignant. The screenplay effectively uses these character traits to heighten the tension and drive the narrative forward.

The main source of conflict remains consistent throughout the story, with Justin's internal struggle and the trial serving as the primary drivers. However, the screenplay could benefit from more dynamic shifts in the conflict to maintain momentum. While the trial provides a backdrop for Justin's internal journey, the narrative occasionally feels static, with the courtroom scenes dominating the middle section of the screenplay.

Subplots, such as the relationship between Faith and Resnick, add layers to the narrative but could be more fully developed to enhance the overall conflict. These subplots provide additional perspectives on the central themes but sometimes feel disconnected from the main storyline.

The screenplay effectively balances external and internal conflict. The trial serves as the external conflict, with its procedural elements and legal intricacies, while Justin's internal struggle provides emotional depth. This balance keeps the narrative engaging, as the audience is invested in both the outcome of the trial and Justin's personal journey.

The conflict progresses as the pages pile on, with Justin's internal struggle intensifying as the trial reaches its climax. However, there are moments when the narrative feels repetitive, particularly in the deliberation scenes, where the jury's discussions could be more varied to maintain tension.

Interpersonal conflict among characters is present, particularly between Justin and Marcus, who represents a more rigid perspective on justice. This dynamic adds tension to the jury deliberations and highlights the diverse viewpoints within the group. However, the screenplay could benefit from more nuanced character interactions to further explore these conflicts.

The climax addresses the central conflict, with Justin ultimately choosing to protect his family by allowing the conviction of James Sythe. This resolution is emotionally impactful, as it underscores the complexity of justice and the personal sacrifices individuals make. However, the screenplay leaves some questions unanswered, particularly regarding the long-term consequences of Justin's decision.
[bookmark: _Toc195258385]Dialogue
Grade: 3.5/5
One of the strengths of the dialogue in this screenplay is its ability to differentiate and strengthen each character's individuality. Characters like Justin, Allison, and Marcus have distinct voices that reflect their backgrounds and personalities. For instance, Justin's dialogue often reveals his internal conflict and guilt, while Marcus's speech is direct and passionate, reflecting his personal connection to the case. This differentiation helps the audience connect with the characters and understand their motivations.

The dialogue also effectively captures the setting and context of the story. The interactions between the jurors, the courtroom exchanges, and the casual conversations at the Kemp's BBQ all feel authentic and appropriate for the suburban setting and the legal drama genre. The use of legal jargon and courtroom procedures adds a layer of realism to the narrative, grounding the story in its legal context.

However, there are moments where the dialogue becomes on-the-nose and lacks subtlety. Characters occasionally state the obvious or openly express their feelings, which can detract from the tension and intrigue of the story. For example, Justin's confession to Allison about his past and his feelings of guilt is delivered in a straightforward manner, leaving little room for subtext or interpretation. This approach can make the dialogue feel expositional rather than allowing the audience to infer the characters' emotions and motivations.

Additionally, while the dialogue is generally economical, there are instances where it could be more concise. Some exchanges, particularly during the jury deliberations, feel repetitive and could benefit from tighter editing to maintain the pacing and keep the audience engaged. Streamlining these conversations would enhance the overall flow of the screenplay and prevent the dialogue from becoming overwritten.

The screenplay does incorporate moments of nuanced dialogue, particularly in the interactions between Justin and Faith. Their conversations are layered with tension and subtext, as both characters navigate their respective roles in the trial and their personal stakes in the outcome. These exchanges are among the most compelling in the screenplay, as they reveal the complexity of the characters' motivations and the moral dilemmas they face.

The dialogue also reflects the characters' speech patterns and circumstances, particularly in the courtroom scenes. The formal language used by the judge and attorneys contrasts with the more casual and colloquial speech of the jurors, highlighting the different environments and stakes involved in the trial. This contrast adds depth to the narrative and reinforces the tension between the legal proceedings and the personal lives of the characters.
[bookmark: _Toc195258386]Structure
Grade: 3/5
The script opens with a strong and engaging scene that introduces the main characters, Justin and Allison, and sets up the central conflict. The use of vivid description helps to create a clear picture of the setting and the characters' emotions, which is crucial for drawing the audience into the story. The dialogue is natural and flows well, providing insight into the characters' personalities and relationships.

However, as the script progresses, there are instances where the action description becomes overly detailed, which can detract from the pacing and make the script feel longer than necessary. For example, the description of the backyard BBQ scene includes numerous small actions and interactions that, while adding depth to the setting, could be streamlined to maintain the story's momentum. In screenwriting, brevity is key, and it's important to focus on the most essential elements that drive the plot forward.

Character descriptions are generally effective, providing enough detail to give a sense of who the characters are without overwhelming the reader. However, there are moments where the descriptions could be more concise. For instance, the introduction of Faith Killebrew includes a detailed description of her actions and appearance, which could be pared down to focus on the most relevant traits that define her character.

The script does a good job of using dialogue to reveal character and advance the plot, but there are instances where the dialogue could be tightened. Some lines include unnecessary filler words or phrases that could be removed to create sharper, more impactful exchanges. Additionally, while the use of parentheticals in dialogue is generally appropriate, there are a few instances where they could be minimized to allow the actors more freedom in interpreting their lines.

In terms of formatting, the script generally adheres to industry standards, with proper use of slug lines, character introductions, and dialogue formatting. However, there are minor issues, such as inconsistent use of capitalization for character names and occasional misalignment of margins. These small errors can be distracting and should be addressed to ensure the script meets professional standards.

The script effectively uses visual elements to convey the internal states of the characters, such as Justin's struggle with guilt and his journey toward redemption. However, there are moments where the internal thoughts and emotions of the characters are conveyed through unfilmable descriptions, which should be avoided in screenwriting. Instead, these elements should be expressed through actions and dialogue that can be captured on screen.
[bookmark: _Toc195258387]Logic
Grade: 2.5/5
Establishing the World and Rules
The screenplay is set in a contemporary, reality-based world, where the rules of our legal system and societal norms apply. The story revolves around a murder trial, jury deliberations, and the personal struggles of the protagonist, Justin. The script attempts to explore themes of guilt, redemption, and justice within this framework.
Consistency and Logic
Character Motivations and Actions
Justin's character is central to the narrative, yet his motivations and actions often lack clarity. His decision to remain on the jury despite his personal connection to the case is questionable. The script does not adequately justify why he doesn't recuse himself, given the potential conflict of interest.
The screenplay hints at Justin's internal struggle with guilt over the hit-and-run incident, but it fails to delve deeply into his psychological state. His actions, such as following Harold and engaging in independent investigations, seem inconsistent with someone trying to conceal their involvement.
Legal and Procedural Aspects
The courtroom and jury deliberation scenes are pivotal, yet they occasionally lack authenticity. The ease with which Harold, a former cop, conducts an independent investigation and shares findings with the jury undermines the integrity of the legal process depicted.
The judge's decision to allow the jury to visit the crime scene during deliberations is unusual and not well-explained. This decision, while adding dramatic tension, feels contrived and detracts from the realism of the legal proceedings.
Plot Holes and Unresolved Elements
The screenplay introduces several plot threads that remain unresolved. For instance, the significance of the hit-and-run incident and its connection to the murder trial is not fully explored. The script hints at Justin's involvement but never conclusively addresses the consequences or resolution of this subplot.
Faith's character, as the prosecutor, undergoes a transformation in her perception of the case, yet the screenplay does not adequately explore her motivations or the impact of her doubts on the trial's outcome.
Character Interactions and Development
The interactions between jurors are a focal point, yet they often lack depth and nuance. The screenplay attempts to portray diverse perspectives within the jury, but the characters' development is uneven. Some jurors, like Marcus and Yolanda, are given more attention, while others remain underdeveloped.
The relationship between Justin and Allison is central to the emotional core of the story, but it lacks sufficient exploration. Allison's reactions to Justin's actions and the trial's developments are not fully fleshed out, leaving her character feeling somewhat one-dimensional.
Strengths and Potential
Despite its shortcomings, the screenplay has several strengths. The premise of a juror grappling with personal guilt while serving on a murder trial is intriguing and offers rich dramatic potential. The script effectively builds tension during the jury deliberations and courtroom scenes, creating a sense of urgency and moral conflict.

The screenplay also touches on important themes, such as the fallibility of the justice system, the complexity of human relationships, and the struggle for redemption. These themes, if further developed, could elevate the narrative and provide a more satisfying resolution.
[bookmark: _Toc195258388]Tone
Grade: 3.5/5
The screenplay effectively establishes its tone from the outset, introducing us to the seemingly idyllic life of Justin and Allison Kemp. The opening scenes, with their focus on domestic bliss and impending parenthood, set up a stark contrast to the tension and moral ambiguity that will unfold. This juxtaposition is a classic technique in drama, creating a sense of foreboding that permeates the narrative.

As the story progresses, the tone remains consistent with the genre's expectations. The courtroom scenes are particularly well-crafted, capturing the tension and gravity of a murder trial. The dialogue is sharp and purposeful, revealing character motivations and advancing the plot. The interactions between Justin and the other jurors are a highlight, showcasing the diverse perspectives and biases that influence the deliberation process. This aspect of the screenplay effectively raises questions about justice and the fallibility of human judgment, which are central themes in dramatic narratives.

The screenplay also delves into the personal struggles of its protagonist, Justin. His internal conflict and guilt over the hit-and-run incident are palpable, adding depth to his character and driving the narrative forward. The use of flashbacks to the night of the accident is a powerful storytelling device, allowing the audience to piece together the events alongside Justin. This technique maintains suspense and keeps the audience engaged, as they are compelled to uncover the truth.

However, while the tone is generally consistent, there are moments where the pacing falters. The screenplay occasionally lingers on scenes that do not significantly advance the plot or develop the characters. For instance, the interactions between Justin and his wife, Allison, while emotionally resonant, sometimes feel repetitive and could be streamlined to maintain narrative momentum. Additionally, the subplot involving Faith Killebrew's political ambitions, while adding an interesting layer to her character, occasionally detracts from the central storyline and could be more tightly integrated.

Another area where the screenplay could improve is in its predictability. While the narrative is engaging, some plot developments are telegraphed early on, reducing the impact of certain revelations. For example, the eventual revelation of Justin's involvement in the hit-and-run is heavily foreshadowed, which diminishes the suspense. A more subtle approach to these plot points could enhance the dramatic tension and keep the audience guessing.

Despite these minor issues, the screenplay succeeds in creating a thought-provoking drama that explores complex moral and ethical dilemmas. The characters are well-drawn, with Justin's journey from guilt to redemption serving as a compelling emotional core. The supporting characters, particularly the jurors, are distinct and contribute to the rich tapestry of perspectives that the screenplay presents.

In terms of dialogue, the screenplay excels in capturing the nuances of human interaction. The exchanges between characters are authentic and often charged with subtext, revealing underlying tensions and conflicts. This is particularly evident in the courtroom scenes, where the verbal sparring between the prosecution and defense is both engaging and illuminating.

The screenplay's exploration of the justice system is another strength, offering a nuanced portrayal of its complexities and imperfections. The deliberation scenes are a standout, highlighting the challenges of reaching a consensus in a diverse group with differing opinions and biases. This aspect of the screenplay raises important questions about the nature of justice and the role of personal conscience in decision-making.
[bookmark: _Toc195258389]Pacing
Grade: 3.5/5
One of the screenplay's strengths lies in its ability to maintain tension throughout the story. The central conflict revolves around Justin Kemp, a juror who harbors a secret about a hit-and-run incident that may have led to the death of Kendall Carter. This underlying tension is skillfully woven into the narrative, creating a sense of anticipation and suspense. The audience is constantly on edge, wondering if and when Justin's secret will be revealed. This tension is heightened by the presence of other characters, such as Faith Killebrew, the prosecutor, and Marcus, a fellow juror, who both have their suspicions about Justin.

The screenplay also excels in its use of causality, where each scene logically follows from the previous one. The narrative is structured in a way that ensures events are interconnected, with each action having consequences that drive the story forward. For example, Justin's decision to withhold information about the hit-and-run incident leads to a series of events that culminate in the trial and his internal struggle. This causality is crucial in maintaining the audience's engagement, as it provides a coherent and believable progression of events.

However, despite these strengths, the screenplay encounters issues with pacing, particularly in terms of scene length and the balance between action and dialogue. Some scenes, especially those involving the jury deliberations, tend to drag and could benefit from more concise writing. While the deliberation scenes are essential for exploring the jurors' perspectives and the moral dilemmas they face, they occasionally become repetitive, slowing down the narrative momentum. Streamlining these scenes would enhance the overall pacing and keep the audience more engaged.

Additionally, the screenplay could achieve a better balance between action and dialogue. While dialogue is a powerful tool for character development and exposition, there are moments where it dominates the scenes, leading to a lack of dynamic action. Incorporating more visual storytelling and action-oriented sequences would provide a refreshing contrast to the dialogue-heavy scenes, adding variety to the pacing and maintaining the audience's interest.

Furthermore, the screenplay introduces several subplots and character arcs, such as Justin's relationship with his wife Allison and his struggle with sobriety. While these elements add depth to the story, they occasionally divert attention from the central conflict, affecting the pacing. Ensuring that these subplots are tightly integrated into the main narrative would help maintain focus and prevent the story from meandering.

In terms of mystery versus discovery, the screenplay effectively introduces questions and gradually reveals answers, keeping the audience invested. The mystery surrounding the hit-and-run incident and Justin's involvement is skillfully unraveled, with key revelations strategically placed to maintain suspense. However, there are moments where the screenplay could benefit from more subtlety in its foreshadowing, allowing the audience to piece together clues rather than relying on explicit exposition.

The screenplay also explores various types of tension, including suspense, dramatic irony, and surprise. The suspense is palpable as the audience anticipates the potential consequences of Justin's secret being exposed. Dramatic irony is effectively employed, as the audience is aware of Justin's guilt while the other characters remain oblivious. This creates a sense of unease and anticipation, as the audience wonders how and when the truth will come to light. Additionally, the screenplay includes moments of surprise, such as the unexpected twists in the jury's deliberations and the final verdict, which keep the audience engaged and invested in the outcome.
[bookmark: _Toc195258390]Craft
Grade: 3.5/5
The action descriptions in the screenplay are generally effective, providing a clear sense of the setting and the actions taking place. The use of sensory details, such as the sound of sizzling meat on the grill or the feel of rain on the skin, helps to immerse the reader in the scene. The descriptions of the characters are also well-crafted, with specific details that bring them to life. For example, the description of Justin Kemp as "Mr. All-American with some pain behind his eyes" immediately gives the reader a sense of his character and the complexity beneath his outward appearance.

However, there are instances where the action descriptions could be more concise. Some scenes contain excessive detail that, while painting a vivid picture, can slow down the pacing of the narrative. For example, the detailed description of the backyard BBQ scene, while rich in detail, could be streamlined to maintain the story's momentum. Additionally, there are moments where the script could benefit from more precise language to convey the action more clearly.

The script does a commendable job of using dialogue to reveal character and advance the plot. The interactions between characters feel authentic and are often laced with subtext, adding depth to the narrative. However, there are instances where the dialogue could be tightened to enhance its impact. Some lines feel overly expository, providing information that could be conveyed more subtly through action or subtext.

In terms of formatting, the script generally adheres to industry standards, but there are areas that could be improved. For instance, the use of slug lines is mostly appropriate, but there are moments where the transitions between scenes could be clearer. Additionally, while the script avoids excessive use of camera directions, there are instances where the writing could be more focused on what is filmable. For example, internal states of characters, such as their thoughts or emotions, should be conveyed through action and dialogue rather than being explicitly stated in the action description.

The script also contains some minor grammatical errors and typos that could be addressed in a revision. These issues do not significantly detract from the overall quality of the writing but should be corrected to ensure a polished final product.
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Justin Kemp
Justin Kemp is a man in his 30s, characterized by his broad shoulders and warm smile. He embodies the 'Mr. All-American' persona but carries a hidden pain. He is deeply connected to his wife, Allison, and is about to become a father. Justin is a magazine writer and a lacrosse coach, known for his charm and hospitality. However, he is haunted by a past incident involving a hit-and-run, which he believes he might be responsible for. Throughout the script, Justin grapples with guilt and the moral dilemma of coming forward with the truth, especially as he serves as Juror #2 in a murder trial that might be connected to his past actions.
	[image: ]
	Chris Pratt
Known for his charm and ability to portray complex characters.

	[image: ]
	Ryan Reynolds
Can balance humor with dramatic depth.

	[image: ]
	John Krasinski
Has a relatable everyman quality.

	[image: ]
	Jake Gyllenhaal
Skilled at portraying characters with internal conflict.

	[image: ]
	Chris Evans
Embodies the all-American persona with depth.

	[image: ]
	Oscar Isaac
Versatile actor capable of handling complex roles.

	[image: ]
	Michael B. Jordan
Brings intensity and depth to his roles.

	[image: ]
	Adam Driver
Known for his intense and nuanced performances.

	[image: ]
	Sebastian Stan
Can portray both charm and inner turmoil.

	[image: ]
	Joseph Gordon-Levitt
Has a strong presence and ability to convey internal struggle.


Allison Kemp
Allison Kemp is Justin's wife, also in her 30s, and is pregnant. She is described as having nice skin and full lips, with eyes that are normally piercing and curious. Allison is a school teacher on bed rest due to her high-risk pregnancy. She is supportive of Justin but is unaware of the full extent of his internal struggles. Her character represents stability and hope for Justin, as they both look forward to starting a family together.
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	Emily Blunt
Known for her strong presence and ability to convey warmth.
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	Rachel McAdams
Brings depth and relatability to her roles.
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	Jessica Chastain
Can portray strength and vulnerability.
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	Anne Hathaway
Has a nurturing presence and emotional range.
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	Emma Stone
Known for her expressive eyes and emotional depth.
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	Amy Adams
Versatile actress with a strong emotional range.
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	Scarlett Johansson
Can portray complex emotions with subtlety.

	[image: ]
	Natalie Portman
Known for her intensity and depth.

	[image: ]
	Brie Larson
Brings strength and relatability to her roles.

	[image: ]
	Felicity Jones
Has a gentle presence and strong emotional range.


Faith Killebrew
Faith Killebrew is the Assistant District Attorney in her 40s, described as fierce and focused. She is ambitious and driven, with her sights set on winning the case against James Sythe to further her career. Faith is a complex character, balancing her professional ambitions with the moral implications of the case. She is determined to seek justice for Kendall Carter but faces doubts about the integrity of the case as new evidence and perspectives emerge.
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	Viola Davis
Known for her commanding presence and intensity.

	[image: ]
	Charlize Theron
Brings strength and complexity to her roles.

	[image: ]
	Regina King
Has a powerful presence and emotional depth.

	[image: ]
	Cate Blanchett
Known for her versatility and commanding presence.

	[image: ]
	Rosamund Pike
Can portray intensity and determination.

	[image: ]
	Kerry Washington
Brings strength and nuance to her roles.

	[image: ]
	Nicole Kidman
Known for her depth and ability to portray complex characters.

	[image: ]
	Taraji P. Henson
Has a strong presence and emotional range.

	[image: ]
	Laura Linney
Known for her intensity and depth.

	[image: ]
	Julianne Moore
Brings complexity and emotional depth to her roles.


James Sythe
James Sythe is a man in his 20s, on trial for the murder of Kendall Carter. He is described as wide-eyed, wiry, and worried, with a tattoo of a snake wrapped around a crown on his neck, indicating a past affiliation with a gang. James is portrayed as a man trying to leave his past behind, but he is caught in a legal battle that could define his future. His character is central to the moral and legal dilemmas faced by the jurors, particularly Justin.
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	Timothée Chalamet
Known for his ability to portray vulnerability and depth.

	[image: ]
	Lucas Hedges
Brings intensity and emotional range to his roles.

	[image: ]
	Ashton Sanders
Known for his powerful performances and depth.

	[image: ]
	Barry Keoghan
Can portray complex and troubled characters.

	[image: ]
	Kelvin Harrison Jr.
Brings intensity and depth to his roles.
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	John Boyega
Known for his strong presence and emotional range.

	[image: ]
	Rami Malek
Can portray intensity and complexity.

	[image: ]
	Lakeith Stanfield
Known for his versatility and depth.

	[image: ]
	Tye Sheridan
Brings intensity and emotional depth to his roles.

	[image: ]
	Ezra Miller
Known for his ability to portray troubled and complex characters.


Marcus
Marcus is a juror in his 30s, described as rough-looking and intense. He has a personal connection to the case due to his brother's involvement with gangs, which influences his perspective on James Sythe's guilt. Marcus is skeptical and confrontational, often challenging Justin's attempts to sway the jury. His character represents the biases and personal experiences that jurors bring into the deliberation room.
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	Michael B. Jordan
Known for his intensity and depth.

	[image: ]
	Trevante Rhodes
Brings strength and emotional range to his roles.

	[image: ]
	Winston Duke
Known for his commanding presence and intensity.

	[image: ]
	Daniel Kaluuya
Brings depth and complexity to his roles.

	[image: ]
	Mahershala Ali
Known for his powerful performances and depth.

	[image: ]
	Idris Elba
Brings intensity and strength to his roles.

	[image: ]
	Sterling K. Brown
Known for his emotional depth and intensity.

	[image: ]
	Chadwick Boseman
Brought strength and depth to his roles.

	[image: ]
	Brian Tyree Henry
Known for his versatility and depth.

	[image: ]
	Jovan Adepo
Brings intensity and emotional range to his roles.
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