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Introduction
The juvenile death penalty refers to the execution of criminal offenses enacted by children below 18 years. The international human rights law forbids the juvenile death penalty. The United States’ Supreme Court forbids the execution of lawbreakers who are below15 years (Streib, 1987). As a result, 19 states have allowed execution lawbreakers aged 16 and 17 years. This paper will provide reasons for abolishing the juvenile death penalty and also discuss why the juvenile death penalty is more of a concern than the adult death penalty.
History of Juvenile Death Penalty in the US
The first documentation of the juvenile death penalty was done in 1642 when Thomas Granger, aged 16 years, was executed for sexual misconduct.  Over 366 children were executed for criminal offenses before the abolishment of the penalty.  The youngest to be executed was a girl aged 12 years who was executed for a murder case in 1786. The youngest person to be executed in the 20th century was an African-American, aged 14 years, who was electrocuted in 1944. Another African American was executed in 1964 at the age of 19 years for a rape case and was the last teen to receive the death penalty. After the 1964 execution, the penalty was not used for 21 years.  
Abolitionists held that the juvenile death penalty only applied to a section of teens because of fear, discrimination, or caprice and that some teens were punished more brutally than other lawbreakers who committed the same or a worse offense (Cothern, 2000). The US Supreme Court ruled out that all death penalties were arbitrarily imposed hence violating the Eighth Amendment. The court, therefore, nullified the existing death penalty laws and directed states to formulate new and non-discriminatory laws. Over 30 states approved the new laws marking the beginning of a new era of the death penalty in 1974. In 2005, the US Supreme Court banned the juvenile death penalty.  This ruling saved 72 juvenile lawbreakers after the court concluded that the juvenile death penalty was an unusual and cruel punishment and that teens are immature to be considered adults.
Cases and Case Decisions on Juvenile Death Penalty/Important Scientific Studies
The United States’ Supreme Court forbids the execution of lawbreakers aged below 15 years.  As a result, 19 states have enacted laws that allow the execution of lawbreakers aged 16 and 17 years. The US Supreme Court has since then made major laws concerning the juvenile death penalty. Re Gault decision that was made in 1967, was a critical point in the juveniles’ rights in the US. The Supreme Court provided that children who are prosecuted are entitled to the same rights as those of adults including the right to:  have an attorney, a full hearing, and to remain silent.
Kent v. the United States is another decision that was made in 1966 and concluded that a juvenile court should not have restricted the power of patriae and parens.  Another decision was In re Winship that was made in 1970 whereby the Supreme Court stated that the fundamental evidence for a criminal case is required for delinquency adjudications. Mckeever v, Pennsylvania is a decision made in 1971 by the United States’ Supreme Court. The decision concluded that the right to receiving a jury trial during the phase of adjudicative of the proceeding of a state juvenile court was not guaranteed in the Due Process Clause of the 14th Amendment. In 1975, another decision, Roper v Simmons, provided that trying a juvenile in an arbitrary hearing and subsequently giving the juvenile a criminal trial contravenes the Fifth Amendment.
In 2005, Roper v Simmons’ decision held that the juvenile death penalty was an unusual and cruel punishment as provided in the 8th Amendment. The decision also provided for the three characteristics that differentiated children from adults. In 2010, the Supreme Court, in the Graham v. Florida decision, declared that imposing life captivity penalties with no likelihood of parole was not constitutional. Miller v. Alabama was another decision that was made in 2012. It was a continuation of the Roper-Graham cases and it provided that juveniles should not be accorded life sentencing without the likelihood of parole for murder cases.  J.D.B v. North Carolina was another case decided in 2011 whereby the court was required to decide if age was a consideration when determining custody. The court, therefore, concluded that age was to be considered when determining the custody of a person.
Juvenile Death Penalty v. Adult Death Penalty
Children under 18 years of age do not and can never function like adults. Due to this fact, the law has taken important measures to safeguard children from harsh consequences as a result of their actions and has tried to improve the harm caused by the wrong choices of these children by offering them another chance.  The law also bans children under the age of 18 years from serving injury or military and from voting. This, therefore, means that children should not be given harsh treatments such as the death penalty because they are not yet adults. However, some states have permitted the execution of children before attaining 18 years.
Adolescents should be held responsible for their deeds but according to scientific information, they should not be held responsible to a similar level as adults. Research shows that the pre-frontal and frontal hemispheres of the brain that are responsible for judgment and control are not fully grown in adolescents. This means that adolescents are capable of making impulsive and unsound decisions or judgments without recognizing the consequences of their moves.
Adults can easily coerce children because they are immature. Children are also likely to be exploited during criminal investigations. They are also likely to be intimidated by authorities and adults and most times they fall victim to intimidated admissions that are not true. Due to these reasons, the death penalty can be imposed on adults but not on juveniles especially because of their immaturity (Steinberg et al. 2009).
Why the US should not have the juvenile death penalty
The juvenile death penalty is inhumane, ancient, and a contradiction to the fundamental principles of justice. The juvenile death penalty is prohibited by the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) (Bradley, 2002). The US signed to agree with the ICCPR standards but has gone against them by allowing for the juvenile death sentence. The United States should therefore abolish the juvenile death penalty to ensure that it complies with the ICCPR guidelines. 
The US should abolish the juvenile death penalty because it is discriminatory. The penalty does not apply equally to all children. Most of these juvenile death penalties apply to children of color. for example, most of the juvenile executions that occurred were applied to African Americans. It should therefore be abolished because it is unfair to treat the children differently for the same kind of crime. 
Another reason why the juvenile death penalty should be abolished in the US is that adolescent children are immature and cannot function as adults. Most of the times children are coerced by adults and end up suffering for crimes they never committed. Due to their immaturity, children can make unsound decisions without recognizing the associated consequences. Therefore, children should be exposed to harsh treatments and consequences like adults. 
The US should realize that the juvenile death penalty is not a way of addressing the basis of a crime. Executing juveniles does not prevent crime from happening. Officials who enforce the law have also supported this fact. Crime among children should be addressed by investing in the root contributions to the crime. The government should then go ahead to solve any issues or problems found to facilitate crime. 
The juvenile death penalty is not a way of enhancing safety. Evidence indicates that the juvenile death penalty does not improve the safety of children or the public. States with most executions tend to experience most of the murder cases. The US should eradicate the juvenile death penalty and focus on assisting those affected by criminal acts and by supporting young people including those less than 18 years of age as a way of encouraging public safety. 
The US should also consider abolishing the juvenile death penalty because it is a violation of the guarantee of the federal constitution against unusual and cruel punishments. The 2012 Roper decision was made unconstitutional to execute people with mental defectiveness. The court provided that this group of lawbreakers should be less blamed than normal adults. 
The juvenile death penalty should not be considered because children have less intelligence, experience, and education to assess the consequences of their actions. They are mostly influenced by peer pressure to commit criminal offenses (Streib, 2000). The US should therefore consider abolishing this death penalty for children under 18 years of age. 

Conclusion
The juvenile death penalty has been practiced in the US since 1942 for children aged 16 and 17 years of age. More than 366 children have been executed before the abolition of the penalty. Different laws have been enacted to protect children from harsh treatments including the death penalty. However, this has not prevented the US from applying juvenile death penalties. Children cannot be treated the same way as adults because they function differently since children are immature. The US should not have the juvenile death penalty because it is against the rights of the children, due to its cruel and inhumane nature, among other reasons.












References
Streib, V. L. (1987). Death penalty for juveniles (Vol. 197). Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press.
Cothern, L. (2000). Juveniles and the death penalty. US Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention.
Steinberg, L., Cauffman, E., Woolard, J., Graham, S., & Banich, M. (2009). Are adolescents less mature than adults?: Minors' access to abortion, the juvenile death penalty, and the alleged APA" flip-flop.". American Psychologist, 64(7), 583.
Bradley, C. A. (2002). The juvenile death penalty and international law. Duke LJ, 52, 485.
Streib, V. L. (2000). Emerging issues in juvenile death penalty law. Ohio NUL Rev., 26, 725.	
