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Legal Perspective of Adolescence Being Charged As Adults
Introduction 
It is not uncommon to find a person less than eighteen years committing criminal activities so grave that they even intrigue the world. How such people should be handled after committing a crime has elicited varying opinions across the globe (Rhyner, Uhl, &Terrance, 2018). Over the years, it has been proposed that children should be tried in juvenile courts and should undergo rehabilitation once found guilty. However, there has been considerable concern over the increased rate of criminal acts committed by children and thus calling for more stringent actions to be taken against the offenders.  
Historical Journey of Criminology
Historically, the issue has undergone several transformations to ensure a balance between disciplining the children and exposing them to humiliation and torture. The nineteenth-century has seen significant changes in laws regarding children's prosecution. Before then, all children were considered as young adults, and thus they were expected to behave accordingly. It was generally accepted that children over seven years would be charged in adult courts. When convicted, they would be jailed together with the adults. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Most states in the United States had well-organized juvenile courts and rehabilitation centers by the end of the nineteenth century. However, some states did not consider setting up juvenile courts, resulting in many young adults ending up in jails together with adults. Studies were conducted to compare the outcome of the two processes (Lawler et al., 2020). It was realized that children who interacted with adults during the transformative period became even worse. They had an increased awareness of criminal activities and were thus likely to commit more crimes when they are set free. The result gave an insight into the setting up of juvenile courts.
Chicago Juvenile court was the first of its kind. It marked the historical event when it was opened in 1899, making it the first world's juvenile court. The setting of the court was based on the following principles. First, it was clear that children were not mature enough to take accountability for their actions as opposed to the adults. Moreover, their character was at the developmental stage, making it easier for them to undergo rehabilitation and transformation to change their personalities. It would, therefore, be wise to put them under reconstruction to change their behaviors.  These principles formed the common underlying factor for the adoption of the juvenile court worldwide. 
The idea was adopted across the world, basing their argument on the above principle. However, over the recent past, a notable upsurge of juvenile crimes has been reported calling for immediate and harsher actions.  Towards the end of the millennium, more countries had started accepting that under exceptional circumstances, the prosecutor can opt to try the accused child as young as fourteen years under similar laws and settings as the adults. In some states such as Vermont and South, Dakota juveniles as young as ten years can be charged in adult court. 

Laws Governing Juvenile Delinquency
Laws have been amended to define circumstances in which a child can be tried as an adult. One of them is The 1997 Michigan's Juvenile Waiver Law, which reduced the power of the judge to determine such situations. Factors that previously greatly influenced the process, such as mental wellness, criminal records, and nature of the offence, were dropped and hence carried little or no influence during the determination to take a grown-up's plea. Besides, the prosecutors were mandated to decide on which child should take such a plea. 
Other states followed a similar trend, such as California. In 2000, California's Proposition number 21 was passed. It allowed the prosecutor to apply his discretion in deciding the matter and thus denied the judge such powers. These changes saw a rise in the number of juveniles being prosecuted as adults. Consequently, the crime rate was recorded to reduce drastically in such states. The law also prohibited informal probation that was granted to juveniles, who admitted to being guilty of their first-time offences and were willing to restitute (Lawler et al. 2020).   The bill also raised the penalties of the crimes committed by children, such as vandalism. 
Due to the changes in the laws, more juveniles saw themselves in adult's jails. Reports indicated that the punitive laws would result in little or no gains as was expected. Studies conducted by bodies fighting for human rights and children's rights found that juveniles that were put together with adults were likely to commit more crimes once they leave prison than those who served their terms in juvenile facilities. Besides, they complained that such children were expected to undergo abuse, mistreatment, and assaults from their adult cohorts. Due to their vulnerability, they would be exposed to adult behaviors such as drug trafficking, smuggling and sexual harassment prevalent in prisons. 

Theories on Juvenile Delinquency
The outcome of the increased number of juvenile languishing in an adult prison has caught the attention of psychological and social experts (Steinberg, 2017). Through the use of progressive theory, it is argued that children are always venerable and should be considered as innocent due to their inadequate know-how, which is gained with age. Thus they ought not to be punished for their wrongdoings, and instead, they should be rehabilitated. The theory was used in guiding the making of regulation in Illinois. The law created a separate juvenile court. Moreover, the minimum age in which a suspect can be charged by an adult court was raised to sixteen years. The Illinois laws also created the room for those convicted to be jailed in an environment similar to that of a family setup. Thus most of them ended up being in foster families approved by the authority.
Notwithstanding, several theories can be used to explain the reasons for juvenile delinquency, such as Anomie, subcultural, and differential opportunity theory. According to Rhyner and Terrance, (2018), Anomie's theory of the 1940s illustrates that juveniles engage in criminal activities as they try to make themselves happy but lack the means. The subculture theory by Albert Cohen of 1955 seeks to explain the source of this behavior to emanate from juvenile lack of acceptance in the set culture, and thus they make their culture which is not socially acceptable. 

Relevant cases of Juvenile Delinquency
Adolescent usually commits crimes such as murder, sexual, and physical assaults as well as stealing. For example, the Columbian Secondary School mass shooting that occurred in Littleton Colorado raised the outrage of the people concerning the discipline of the children. Lawler, et al., (2020) narrates Oregon rampage which raised worldwide concern over the juvenile characters that involved a fifteen years old teenager. The teenager shot dead both his parent as well as two of his classmates. Such inhumane actions by the minors have made people reconsider the judgment model to be used. Subsequently, the effectiveness of juvenile courts and rehabilitation has been questioned

Conclusion 
Conclusively, it is clear that juvenile being tried in adult court is controversial. When they are sent to adult jails for committing crimes, they undergo suffering and humiliation that is likely to damage their mental development. Besides, being exposed to adults increases their chance of committing more crimes. Moreover, since juvenile is considered innocent and venerable, it would be prudent if they can be taken to juvenile court where their behaviors can be molded and perfected.  However, some of the acts committed by the juveniles are scandalous that if not punishable by law, the perpetrators are likely to repeat similar actions. 
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