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Juvenile court in session: Kenneth case study
Kenneth and his brother Kentrell have been charged with vandalism, theft, trespass, and criminal mischief. A local man had taken photos of these two brothers and another kid breaking into cars at a local train station. Kenneth and Kentrell plead with the judge to be released and served house arrest and probation despite having violated their probation multiple times previously. The judge has difficulty delivering the verdict, given that the boys don't have a stable home to be sent to. Kenneth pleads that he plans to join college and become a lawyer. Kentrell, on the other hand, has trouble answering questions in court. Kenneth promises to be a role model for his younger brother. Kenneth pledges to change his ways. Kenneth and Kentrell’s sister promise to take care of the boys. Kenneth's mother appears in the second court hearing and wants to take the boys home and take care of them. Kenneth's probation officer reports that Kenneth takes drugs and does not attend school. He recommends the detainment of Kenneth. Kenneth's social worker recommends house arrest for the boys with court restrictions, continued counseling, and a psychological evaluation. The judge ruled that the boys undergo psychological evaluation until the disposition hearing. After the disposition hearing, the judge is still convinced that the boys are a danger to themselves and the community. The boys are not contented with the judge's ruling, and they both cry. 
The key role and parameters of the juvenile justice system are prevention and early treatment. Juvenile justice systems aim at preventing the onset of delinquent behavior. The juvenile justice system deals with crimes committed by minors below the age of 18. In addition, the system helps in rehabilitation, skill development, habilitation, and successful reintegration into the community (Kupchik, 2006).  The juvenile justice system recognizes the importance of early prevention in curbing delinquent behavior. The prevention ensures that minors follow the right path and prevents the onset of adult criminal activity. 
Juvenile courts deal with cases of minors, while adult courts deal with adult people above the age of 18.  Most of the processes and procedures of juvenile courts take the same pattern as ordinary courts.  However, some differences exist between the two court systems. For example, a juvenile will commit delinquent behavior, while an adult will be prosecuted for committing a crime (Kratcoski et al., 2020). Another difference is that minors are tried through adjudication hearings while adults are tried through a public trial with a jury. Additionally, the goals of the adult criminal system and juvenile justice system are different—the former aims at punishing while the latter purposes at rehabilitating. A juvenile only commits status offenses. Status offenses include running away, truancy, drug abuse, curfew violations, or disobedience. There are no status offenses in adult cases (Kurlychek & Johnson, 2004). Another difference is that juveniles don't have the right to bail or bond, unlike adults who have the right to bail or bond. Lastly, an adult is convicted while a juvenile is adjudicated.
In Kenneth and Kentrell's case above, the probation officer suggested that the two brothers be detained and not be released. The probation officer indicated that the two seek professional help that a detention center cannot handle. They are to be placed in a residential treatment facility. The judge ruled that the two boys have a developmental training center that can help with education and temperament. The philosophy behind this ruling was that the two boys were a danger to themselves and society. 
If the opposite would have happened and Kenneth and Kentrell are tried as adults, they would have been charged with misdemeanors and felony offenses. Serious charges would have been leveled against them, and a possible sentence would have been declared (Lipsey et al., 2017). Again, we would have seen the defendant try to be bailed out if it were an adult case. Additionally, if it were an adult case, we would have seen a public trial with a jury, but we only saw a judge in this case. Furthermore, if it were an adult case, we would have seen sentencing done on the defendants. However, because it was a juvenile case, we saw a disposition been issued by the judge (Kurlychek & Johnson, 2004). Lastly, since it was a juvenile case, the boys were not "convicted"; rather, they were found to be "adjudicated delinquent."
To protect the rights and confidentiality of juveniles, the hearings are not open to the public. Only lawyers, prosecutors, probation officers, the child, and the family are allowed to the courtroom (Kurlychek & Johnson, 2004). The juvenile records remain confidential so as not to interfere with the child’s ability to be rehabilitated. In the state of New York, juvenile judicial hearings are presumptively closed. One of the policies in New York pertaining to the confidentiality of juvenile records reads, "Juvenile records relating to the juvenile’s arrest and disposition are kept separate from adult records and are not accessible to the public. N.Y. Fam. Ct. Act § 381.3.” the records are not available online too.
The court must consider that juveniles are not taken to prison when found guilty; rather, they are taken to a rehabilitation facility. In this case, the judge rules that Kenneth and Kentrell be taken to a residential treatment facility. The court must also consider the fact that juvenile cases are done in closed hearings. In adult court cases, all hearings are open to the public. However, only a limited number of people (judge, attorney, probation, child, child's family, and prosecutor) are allowed in the courtroom with juvenile cases. 
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