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Abstract
The paper is addressing the issue of changing the minimum age for jurisdiction for the juvenile court to 12 years old. The paper will also be addressing the issue of whether preventing 12 to 15 years old from being taken to adult court is right. Generally, kids below the age of 12 years are very young compared to the large pool of children that are under juvenile court, since they are capable of changing without the use of juvenile court procedures. Thus, the only way to safeguard the minors from developmentally or unnecessary treatment that are inappropriate. 
Question A (1)
I agree with the proposed bill of changing the minimum age for juveniles to 12 years. Juvenile crimes are one of the serious problems in the US. The concerns on it are shared by local, state and federal government officials as by the general public as well. There have been several measures that have been put in place to prevent the minors from harsh punitive measures in juvenile courts. 
Whenever the issue of capacity is raising, the California law states that there are several factors that should be taken into consideration before making a conclusion that minor is appreciating his or her ill-conduct. These factors include the general understanding, age, and experience; and in some cases, the parent’s testimony can also be considered. 
There are many reasons as to why the young children below the age of 12 should not be taken to the juvenile law court. Firstly, exposing the children below the age of 12 years is problematic in nature, as the court proceedings are developmentally inappropriate for minors. Secondly, the involvement of young children in formal justice systems may lead to a rise in poor health as well as future involvement in criminal justice. Lastly, the children under the age of 12 years can be efficiently handled outside the formal system since they are much capable of changing. Thus, I support the proposed bill that the minimum age for the minor to be taken into the delinquent act in juvenile court system should be set at the age of 12 years. 
Thus, the young children under the age of 12 years should not be taken into juvenile court. The minors at this age can only commit minor offenses such as theft or vandalism and police can talk with their parents. Moreover, California state can create youth care offices where they can be given counseling among other services. 
Question A (2)
[bookmark: _GoBack]Should 12 to 15 years old children be taken to adult court? My answer is no. thus, I agree with the suggestion that children between 12 to 15 years should be protected from being waived to adult court. The juveniles between the age of 16 and 17 years should be taken to a juvenile institution for around two years depending on what they have done. The juveniles between the age of 12 to 15 years should be sentenced to youth detention for the maximum of one year. 
When they are in detention, they should be allowed to attend the school and even be given extra lessons in anger management and social skills, so as to change their behavior for the better. Taking them to adult court is oppressing them over something that they did out of their senses. A minor is minor and shouldn’t be treated as an adult. They just need special intensive treatment and counseling to change tier behaviors and not commit the same offense again in future. The minor suffers from the behavioral disorder which depends more so on the environment that they are brought up in. The California Law courts should impose a special order for the youth protection. This special order includes taking the minor into thorough behavioral changing procedures for some years. Later, the minor should be taken into a youth probation service where they will be monitored whether they have changed or not. Thus, the young citizens between the age of 12 to 15 should be protected from being waived to adult court. 
Question B (1)
After reading the article by Abrams, I think changing the minimum age for the juvenile courts’ jurisdiction is a good idea. According to Abrams et al, (2018), the state competency and capacity statuses are designed to protect children from inappropriate developmentally as well as harmful proceedings. the authors also say the minimum age will protect children from oppression and developmentally or unnecessarily inappropriate treatment in name of changing their behavior.
 Minimum age of the juvenile court jurisdiction refers to the least age of the minor to be taken to the juvenile court for the delinquent act. Us doesn’t have minimum age standard for the minors to be taken to jurisdiction. Several states have already established minimum age law, though they vary from one state to another. Some other state laws provide that a child such as the third grader can be prosecuted in the in juvenile court. 
The minimum age will increase uniformity across the counties and eliminate capacity and competency assessments which are repeatedly applied unevenly as well as reducing the burdensome for the families. Moreover, the minimum age bill for the juveniles will protect them from faulty implementation of the state’s intended capacity protections. Thus, the article concurs with my opinion. 
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