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Critical Thinking
Historically, efforts to fend off juvenile delinquency have gone a long way, but generally, none has been subjected to the scientific analysis of their effectiveness. The juvenile system is about correcting the minor through some rehabilitation programs rather than punishing the juvenile for the crimes committed (Siegel & Welsh, 2016). In other words, a crime committed by an adult is treated differently when the same crime is committed by a minor under the juvenile system. While the idea of the juvenile system is to divert youthful offenders from the punishments of criminal courts and encourage rehab based on the individual juvenile's needs, there have been instances where a 12-year-old commits serious crimes such as murder or rape or even engage in terrorist activities (Feld, 2017).
Now, the question as to whether there should be a separate court system for the juvenile is the most debated in various countries all over the world. About 100 years ago, the United States adopted a separate judicial system for juvenile offenders so that children who commit minor crimes are not be subjected to the hard components of the adult criminal justice system, and the same has been adopted nearly universally. In my opinion, there should be a separate judicial system for the juvenile. How a 12-year-old is treated if he/she commits a similar crime to that of a 30-year-old depends on several circumstances. 
To begin with, a 12-year-old does not have the same maturity as a 30-year-old. More so, the level of thinking, emotional intelligence, decision-making, life experience, and wisdom does not level that of an adult (Guarino & Loughran, 2017). This implies that the offense committed by the juvenile is out of a careless act, immaturity, and poor reasoning. Therefore, if such a minor is put under the right corrective mechanism, they can easily transform because it's an easy shot to straighten the 12-year-old as compared to the 30-year-old. 
Considering a look at a long-term effect, statistics show 37 percent of recidivism is associated with youth tried under the adult court system.  If a juvenile is jailed for ten years, the chances are that we will have a higher rate of recidivism. But, how about if the juvenile undergoes some rehabilitation program, gets enrolled in a school, and after ten years, graduating from a college?  After all, it is much easier to correct a young person as opposed to an adult. In some cases, young who have committed serious crimes such as murder have got their lives transformed and become productive persons in the community (Decker & Marteache, 2017). Therefore, the question at hand should be why the young person has got into crime at such a tender age of their life. 
In this regard, it is of importance to have a separate court system for the juvenile. It is evident that in most cases though not all, young people have benefited from rehabilitation programs under the juvenile court system. In some cases, young people have got their lives turned around through such systems even after committing serious crimes such as murder, rape, and drug trafficking. Thus it is a question of the long-term objective and how best to achieve it.
The rights of a juvenile should not be the same as the rights of an adult even though they have committed the same crime. The objective of a juvenile court system is to transform the juvenile and deviate them from crime through rehabilitation rather than punishment as it is in the adult court (Zimring et al., 2017). Hence the juvenile should have some special consideration and their rights and punishment tailored to reform and development without compromising the legal rights of the juvenile. Therefore the juvenile should be treated as a juvenile and adult as an adult.
There is a wide variation of who a juvenile is and at what age one should be considered an adult. Globally, different states have defined the juvenile age based on socio-economic, political, and cultural opinions.  As a result, there has been a great challenge to have a globally accepted young age due to varying cultures, societal norms, history, economic and political climate (Yaffe, 2018). In many parts of the world, one loses legal protection of childhood once they turn 18 years old or under some circumstances where they have committed serious crimes. In New York city, legal protection is lost at the age of 16 and sometimes even 13.
According to psychological experts and behavioral science, adolescence does not stop at the age of 18. That is, until the early 20s, young people undergo certain behavioral changes, and they do not possess all the cognitive and decision-making skills like adults. Research has shown that lowering the age of criminal responsibility has been ineffective in that it only increased the rate of recidivism (Cipriani, 2016). Therefore, the minimum age at which a juvenile should be charged as an adult should be between the age of 18 to 20, depending on the degree of seriousness of the crime committed. 
Young people join gangs for various reasons, some of which are but not limited to seeking a way of livelihood, protection, peer influence, and enjoyment, among others. The criminal justice system needs to clearly understand the reason why the youth should join a gang to offer a long-term solution. One of the things the system needs to put in place is the creation of a gang awareness program for parents and students reinforced with the supervision of youths at a community level. In addition to that, the system needs to address the raised risk factors for joining a gang. For those who are already persecuted, the system should adopt suppression strategies such as using gang injunctions to prevent interactions among the gangs and arrest or detain severe gang crime delinquents.
Incarceration should not be the same for juveniles and adults. The purpose of juvenile incarceration is reformative, while that of adult incarceration is punishment. Statistics have shown that youths who are detained the same as the adults are more likely to recidivate and even with much worse behavior than those incarcerated in the juvenile system (Bender, 2018). 
Moreover, youths subjected to adult incarceration are exposed to severe risks of sexual abuse. This will cause the minor to have low self-esteem, depression which in turn will lead to a high likelihood of committing suicide and also isolation (Deegan, 2021). Besides that, there is a high risk of diseases and infections, especially sexually transmitted diseases, and they are deprived of services suitable for their age. This clearly shows how harmful it is to confine youth the same way as adults.
Given that, those incarcerated as juveniles have higher chances of transforming and become more productive in society because of the various pieces of training, counseling, capacity building programs, and other services they get at the correction facility, unlike those who are incarcerated the same way the adults, where such opportunities may not exist for the juvenile (Western, 2018). Therefore, it should be common sense not to have juvenile incarceration be the same as that of an adult.
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