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1
Solution
These theories are both useful in understanding criminology and delinquent behavior.
Differences
Sutherland’s differential association theory which was proposed by Edwin H. Sutherland states the delinquency is a learned behavior while Akers’s differential reinforcement theory which that was proposed by Ronald Akers though similar to Sutherland’s theory in many aspects added the operate conditioning idea (Eassey & Krohn, 2017).
Sutherland’s theory states that people lean about criminal behavior from other people. For instance if a well behaves teenager starts hanging out with a drug dealer, there is a very high probability that this teenager will lean to become a drug dealer unlike if he was hanging out with other people (Eassey & Krohn, 2017).
Ronald Akers, on the other hand, stated that one become delinquent via an error-and-trail like process. He based his theory on operant conditioning thereby considering delinquency as a result of teens past actions i.e. whether there were positive or negative reinforcements for these actions. For example, if a teen got punished in the past for stealing, there is less likelihood of the person engaging in stealing in the future but it was rewarded for this behavior, there is a greater likelihood of the person engaging in this behavior (Akers, 2013).
Similarities
    
Both theories believed that people pick up delinquent behavior as a result of being in this world as they both agree that the outside world has a big impact on determining whether an individual will become delinquent (Eassey & Krohn, 2017).
Neither theory focused on the idea that individuals genetic or biology decide whether a person becomes delinquent.
Both theories are established on psychology and endeavor to explain how behaviors are produced (Akers, 2013).
In both theories, some level of responsibility has been placed on all people on the world and not necessarily the individual (Eassey & Krohn, 2017).
1
Solution
Net widening is a popular concept where the juvenile delinquent is extended diversion as opposed to being taken to jail. According to Kurlychek (2014), it is a loophole in our justice system as it prevents Juveniles form ever talking to a lawyer.
Net widening normally allows government unofficially to exercises powers over adolescent even if the adolescent has not been convicted of any crime. In this way, net widening removes due process and the courts as there is no formal proceeding to determine if the adolescent is guilty or not. They thus subdue an adolescent right to due process as enshrined in the constitution (Kurlychek, 2014).
For instance, if Janet was caught stealing a neighbor’s phone in his house, the local Juvenile (adolescent)   justice system can decide to allow him to participate to in community works like slashing grass or collecting garbage dumped in the streets or meet on a weekly basing with the area social community worker for a certain duration of time instead of being compelled to enter the juvenile justice system while in detention or going for trial. In this way, Janet rights to a lawyer have been subverted since if he would have gotten a lawyer, there is a high probability that he would only have been required to pay a small fine and not ever step foot in a jail (Kurlychek, 2014).
Net widening leads to the imposition of sanctions on individuals which would have been used by the formal justice system.
3
Solution
There are there major policing styles as listed above i.e. legalistic, service, and watchman styles and each deal with adolescent delinquents differently. This is normally described as a collection of police department processes, routines and method hence a reflection of police department organizational culture (Paoline, 2014).
Watchman Style
As this policing style emphasized more on maintenance of peace and order hence geared more toward resolving conflicts than preventing them. In it, officers are allowed wide discretion when dealing with cases. They are permitted to gauge the seriousness of crimes and their consequences before taking action n hence certain juvenile delinquent offenses are overlooked as maintenance of public order is main aim (Paoline, 2014).
Legalistic style
Even though this department is also focused on dispute resolution like watchman style, greater emphasis has been placed on violations of the law. It operates with threats or real arrest hence criminal law is strictly enforced. The officers have little discretion in gauging the seriousness of crimes hence any juvenile delinquent who commit a crime will be arrested and charged according to provisions laid out in the law. No juvenile delinquency offense is overlooked (Paoline, 2014).
Service Style
Unlike other styles, greater emphasis has been placed on public service and assisting the community. Informal methods are utilized in the aiding and interaction with the public. As public service over law enforcement is emphasized, juvenile delinquent crime offender not arrested except when necessary. Minor crimes are assumed while juvenile crimes that affect public privacy like robbery are thoroughly dealt with (Paoline, 2014).
4
Solution
This case took place in 1967. The case involved Gerald Gault who was then 15 years old.  In it, Gerald Gault was arrested and taken to police detention without any notice to his parents. He stayed in the station for four days before getting committed for six Years to a juvenile prison. This was a result of making a prank call to a neighbor. No prior notice of charges was given and his case was adjudicated adolescent in an informal hearing with a judge without a lawyer or witnesses (Birckhead, 2013). 
The Supreme Court reversed Gerald Gault adjudication and defined the current basic requirements needed in a due process involving juvenile delinquent hearings (Hobbs, Wulf-Ludden & Strawhun, 2013)
The rights spelled out form this case include:
The right to a lawyer (attorney).
The right to stay (remain) silent
The right to being given a notice of all the charges.    
The right to cross-examine and confront witnesses.
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