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INTRODUCTION

In the United States, a great number of children have been sent to adult prisons with no consideration that they might not be mature enough to undergo same court proceeding as adults. Moreover, almost four thousand juveniles who commit heinous crimes all over the world have been life sentenced without a possibility of liberation. Majority of these children are between the ages of 12 to 17 years (Rogers, 1999). Therefore, the juvenile justice system does not consider the impact on the life of these children depending on their age by forcing these children to die in a life sentence in adult prisons without the possibility of liberation. The United State of America should reconsider this law as a way of punishment; rather, they should focus on rehabilitating the child and make follow up outside the prison.

According to Stopler (2014), children as young as 13 years are sentenced to life without the possibility of parole in prison. Even if children at this age can comfortably distinguish between right things from wrong, juveniles should not be treated as adults since they lack the cognitive and moral capabilities as an adult. Most children found guilty of heinous crimes come from broken families.

Generally, juveniles must be punished for heinous crimes. However, the aim for incarceration of these children should be rehabilitation. When a child is sentenced like an adult, they are taken to adult prisons. According to Rogers (1999), one in every ten children in these prisons is prone to physical assault, recidivism, suicide and sexual exploitation. If the goal of imprisoning is ensuring that the child will never recommit and ensuring they learn their lesson, then juvenile prisons and juvenile sentencing is more beneficial. 

Children brains are not well and fully developed until they hit 25 years; therefore, being incarcerated for life is unfair and inconsiderate. Most of these children commit these crimes without thinking rationally. They barely act like adults and therefore, should not be treated as adults by being put in prisons like adults. They majorly act to prove they are that they are adults or out of peer influence or imitating something from wrestling or movie. 

Children commit crimes out of products in the environment. For instance, Sara Kruzan from an abusive family background without a father met a man who gave her good attention and showered her with gifts that she naturally saw him as a father to her. Only to realize later that she was being prepared for prostitution. At 16 years she killed her pimp, and she got sentenced to life in prison without the possibility of parole. This case is a case of concern. She should not have been sentenced to life without parole (Stopler, 2014). 

Of course, many reasons that whether a child or an adult does a heinous crime on should serve the time, some might say that punishing these children with these penalties life sentencing will deter other children from committing serious crimes. Some children mature faster more than others, and others are clever; they are in apposition to know what will happen to them when they cause harm. Alternatively, some parents lack skills to spread it to their children on guiding them on what is right from wrong. In most parts, some children lack the right mindset to deal with peer pressure. Additionally, they don't have the capabilities of handling their emotions and therefore act without considering repercussions. 

According to Hannan (2016), children should be held accountable for their actions but not for the rest of their life. Heinous crimes are serious crimes, and they should be held accountable, but it should be in a way that puts into consideration of their immaturity, vulnerability, lack of judgment and most importantly, capacity for change, growth, and redemption. The court should strike down the life without parole for children as unconstitutional, hence juvenile offenders would be granted the opportunity of appearing in a parole board and convince them that they have changed and pleaded for another chance (Fuller, 2016). 

The UN convention on rights of children on article 37 states that children should not be subjected to punishments, degrading treatment or torture, life imprisonment with no possibility of release and capital punishment (Equal Justice Initiative, 2014). However, the United States of America and Somalia has not ratified this convention. This could be due to the uncommon cases of sentences of life without the possibility of liberation in the US in the 1990s which brought fear about a potential increase in juvenile crimes that was based on statistics that was later proven to be false. 

Unquestionably there are those that feel that the international norms and laws shouldn't have a bearing on how the state of America dispenses justice. But being that thousands of children all over the world are treated differently, I confidently say that the American children cannot be less human, more vicious and less deserving compassion and mercy than other children in other countries. If other countries have a way of holding young people accountable for their actions without life sentencing them, the state should adopt such measures (Hannan, 2016).

It is a waste of resources on imprisoning children in adult prisons. Locking up children for life is not logic. Instead of using a lot of resources in keeping these juvenile locked up in adult prisons, these resources should be used on important programs which will help in rehabilitating the juvenile offenders. Sentencing a juvenile to life in adult prison has horrible consequences on the child and the society. Many children grow up learning from their own mistakes and by locking those up for life with hard-core adult criminals make them a product of such an environment. 

Biologically, children are not similar to adults. In many states, the constitution prohibits young children who form the age of eighteen from using cigarettes or alcohol, joining military, voting and signing property leases (Fuller, 2016). This is a clear indication that the law recognizes that juveniles are not fully mature to make serious and complex decisions or hold certain responsibilities. 

In fact, the same states that give recognition to this law are the same ones that give a life sentence to children without careful analysis like the one given to adults. According to Miller (1990), gradual maturity and growth on the parts of the brain continue to mature until the early 20s and this when the child can make rational decisions like an adult. This is a clear indication that juvenile is not full grown or mature enough to be treated like an adult or to make right and rational decisions. 

Moreover, many nations that sentence these children to life imprisonment ignore the probability of a child to change after a session of rehabilitation. According to Calvin, (2016) children below 18 years of age should not be subjected to life imprisonment since they can change and become good people as time changes. This does not translate to them not being held accountable for their hideous crimes. However, through giving them an opportunity to go through training and giving a punishment that does not cost their lives being wasted in prison, they are held accountable for their crimes and offered an opportunity to become a good person in the community. Every form of punishment that is directed to a juvenile should reflect on the capacity of a child to mature and change where the crime was serious or not (Agyepong, 2010). 

According to Miller (1990) in the United States, there are issues of racial disparities which control the manner in which a juvenile should be punished after committing a heinous crime. More than 70 percent of juvenile offenders sentenced to life imprisonment are blacks and Latinos. In Michigan, more than 25 percent of children who are subjected to life sentence is from a minority group. Additionally, 65 percent of juvenile offenders serving life imprisonment without parole is African American. This translates into race being a key factor in determining the type of punishment to be subjected to juvenile offenders.

CONCLUSION

There lies a possibility that some juvenile offenders might not change and they probably need to go through a life sentence. However, these children need to be given a chance in consideration of their age and maturity level and be given the benefit of the doubt on the fact that they will change. The juvenile justice system should give the juvenile offenders an opportunity to go through training and give a punishment that does not cost their lives by being wasted in prison, rather than being held accountable for their crimes and offered an opportunity to become a good person in the community. Every form of punishment that is directed to a juvenile should reflect on the capacity of a child to mature and change where the crime was serious or not. Therefore, the United States of America should reconsider this law as a way of punishment; rather, they should focus on rehabilitating the child and make follow up outside the prison.
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