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Outline: Juveniles and The Criminal Justice System
Introduction:
In the US, the adult court system has turned to a court for violent juveniles. The Juvenile Justice System was developed to provide rehabilitation services for offenders who commit minor crimes like vandalism, shoplifting, and truancy.  However, it is controversial whether it is suitable for juveniles to be tried as adults in the criminal justice system.  The issue of juveniles being tried as adults started back years ago. For example, in the case Thompson v. Oklahoma (1988), the Supreme Court argued that there is no valid reason to sentence any person under the age of 16 to the death penalty. According to Supreme Court rulings, juveniles cannot act with a degree of culpability to justify the ultimate penalty. Several opinions address the issue of juveniles, such as differing laws and statutes from different states. For example, between 1992 and 1999, forty-nine states amended juvenile laws where juveniles committing violent crimes were to be tried in adult courts.
Purpose: The purpose of this project is to identify whether juveniles should be tried and treated as adults, the effects of trying juveniles as adults and the consequent rehabilitation process, and the effectiveness of trying juveniles in the adult criminal justice system. 
Why should offender juveniles be tried and treated as adults?
· Several issues happen when juveniles are tried in adult courts. The US criminal justice system has not yet correctly figured how to deal with offending juveniles. Juveniles treated and tried in adult courts system is unconstitutional. The constitution in the fourth, fifth, and eighth amendment explain the aspect of juvenile treatment. According to the fifth amendment," no person shall be deprived liberty, life and, property due law process (Graber, 2019). Therefore, legislation providing prosecutors powers to decide how to try juveniles as an adult is unconstitutional. The eighth amendment also states that “Excessive bails are unnecessary nor excessive fines and unusual punishment inflicted on offenders. Therefore, the eighth amendment demonstrates that extreme fines and bail are unacceptable besides unusual and cruel punishment. In Roper v Simons' case rulings, the judges argued that the eighth and fourteenth amendment prohibits the death penalty among juvenile offenders under 18 years. In 2010, the Supreme Court declared that juvenile offenders should not receive life sentences without parole sentences if the crimes committed are not homicides. When juveniles are tried and treated in adult courts, their constitutional rights are abused. Constitutional freedoms and rights like Miranda require special consideration when they are being applied to teenage offenders.
· Adolescent brain development is another reason why juveniles should not be tried in adult courts. An individual brain is not completely developed until the age of twenty-one.  This causes dilemma when courts decide to treat juveniles as an adult (Graber, 2019). Notably, the brains of juveniles are different from that of adults when making decisions. Controlling impulsivity and solving problems are the last parts of brain development. Studies on brain development indicate that the frontal lobe starts to develop at the age of 20(Graber, 2019). The frontal lobe is part of the brain that helps in anticipating consequences, controlling impulses, thinking, and planning. According to Bonnie & Scott (2013), Miller v Alabama (2012), and Graham v. Florida (2010), cases point to brain science to strike down life sentences for juveniles.  The case of Miller and Alabama demonstrates significant differences between juveniles and adults in behavior control. According to Steinberg Laurence, an expert in the study of juvenile brains, teen’s brains are like care with an excellent accelerator but with a weak brake (Baruwa, 2013). Therefore, with strong impulses of poor control resulting in a crash. This statement indicates that juveniles should not be either tried or treated as adults in the criminal justice system.
· Although juveniles may commit adult crimes, juveniles' mental and maturity levels should change the consequences and nature of the crime. Therefore, holding juveniles to similar standards as adults in their actions and thinking is improbable and unscientific. According to Powers (2009), judges should consider physiological maturation, culpability, and impulse control and not necessarily age difference when treating juveniles as adults in the courts' system. Juveniles, particularly first-time offenders, have little understanding of the law process and their rights as citizens.  A study by Grisso (2003) demonstrates that juveniles cannot make informed decisions due to their choice. 
· Treating juvenile offenders in an adult's criminal system makes them vulnerable to criminal activities and does not reduce recidivism. The main reason juveniles are tried like adults is to face harsh punishments to prevent future criminal behaviors.  Nonetheless, a report from California University School of the law reveals that there is minimal or no deterrence when juveniles are prosecuted as adults. The reports indicate that 82% of juveniles released were later arrested (Scialabba, 2016).  Young people are immature, irrational and need parental figures to direct and guide them towards developing positive behaviors. However, when juveniles are incarcerated with adult criminals, they become prone to negative influences. While in prison, several negative experiences like rape, assault, and harassment make them adopt similar behavior in the future. According to Castro, Muhammad, & Arthur (2012), while tried in adult prisons, juveniles lack rehabilitative forms of education, counseling, and training. Trying and treating juveniles in adult court is mandatory sentencing. In the US, every state has regulations regarding mandatory sentencing on particular crimes and trying juveniles as adults.
· During the 18th century, the US criminal justice system treated juveniles as adults since children older than 14 understood what was wrong and right (Martin, 2021). When crimes happen without considering who commits affect the lives of many individuals. For example, if a person is killed, close family and friends are negatively impacted. A juvenile committing such murder should have similar results with an adult. In recent years, several states in the US have changed their laws and making it easier to try and treat juveniles as adults. The reason why conditions are changing their laws is that the juvenile justice system has failed to protect the public from violent crimes committed by teenagers. The problem with the juvenile system is that it was developed to help troubled youth who commits minor offenses, but most of the reported cases involve violent crimes. Therefore, juveniles who commit violent crimes like murder, rape, aggravated assault, and armed robbery should be tried as adults.
· The adult criminal justice system provides juveniles with proper jury judgment and good representation. On the other hand, the juvenile system provides no jury, and judges are over-worked besides counseling. Therefore, juveniles tried and treated as adults are likely to be incarcerated compared to those in the juvenile system. An adult criminal system aims at protecting society from dangerous, violent crimes by locking offenders for long periods in prison, thus providing opportunities to reform. Several reasons make the criminal justice system try and treat juveniles as adults:  serious offenses, bad records, teens failing to change their behaviors despite rehabilitation efforts. Trying juveniles as adults teaches them accountability and learn how to prevent themselves from engaging in such acts.
What effect does trying juveniles as adults have in the rehabilitation process of those juveniles?
· The rehabilitation process for juvenile offenders uses intervention programs like supervision, probation, training, work readiness, behavior therapy, and cognitive skills to change behavior and minimize offenses. Notably, rehabilitation programs are significant for juvenile offenders since they set a good foundation for living a healthy lifestyle. Additionally, rehabilitation is practical because the methods applied aim to address delinquents' personal needs and provide them with realistic options of making it in the community without recidivating. According to Pauzi (2019), the juvenile rehabilitation process involves aspects like virtue inculcation, development of self-discipline, and skills.
· Juvenile offenders who tried inappropriate detention centers are less likely to re-offend or recidivate compared to their counterparts in adult courts. This shows that adolescents delinquents have great capabilities of being rehabilitated if treated as juveniles and not adults. Rehabilitation programs for juvenile offenders accentuate counseling and educational opportunities and not punishments which reduce recidivism rates. Violent adolescent criminals treated in juvenile facilities are effectively rehabilitated because of Cognitive behavioral therapy (CBT) interventions programs and education opportunities (Lambie & Randall, 2013).  Programs in juvenile facilities focus on prosocial activities and provide long-term positive results, thus allowing offenders to become productive members of society. Juvenile offenders minimize or end their criminal behaviors after learning prosocial behaviors.
· When juvenile offenders are tried in adult courts, they lose the opportunities in the rehabilitation process. Juveniles offenders prosecuted and tried in juvenile courts are likely to benefit from resources like counseling programs. Trying juvenile delinquents as adults reveals that proportional punishment disrupts the goal of rehabilitation in the juvenile justice system (Mulvey & Schubert, 2012). Transferring and tying adolescent offenders in adult courts is a weighty decision and presents symbolic meaning to the justice system. Trying juveniles in adult courts makes them vulnerable to harsh punishment like sexual, physical, and psychological victimization by adult inmates. In 2012, the US Supreme Court stated that life sentencing of juveniles is unconstitutional.
· Juvenile offenders experience numerous dangers in adult prisons which negatively affect the rehabilitation process. Juveniles treated in adults’ prison experience problems of identity formation, growth in competencies and skills, and relationships. According to Hurst (2019), the prison environment usually challenges people's identities and value systems, even adults and violent criminals.  Notably, when adolescent offenders are involved in the adult prison system in their stage of discovering values and identities, they are at high risk of maladjustment. The environment in adult prisons does not encourage emotional or physical well-being but promotes criminal and violent activity.
· Putting juvenile offenders in a place that is not mentally and physically safe negatively affects the process of developing a healthy value and identity system. Identity development is the process of finding a sense of self during the adolescent period. To become successful in this process, most adolescents discover their values and personalities by interacting with parents and peers to achieve self-identity traits (Hurst, 2019). However, juvenile offenders in adult prisons experience pressures and dangers which prevent healthy identity development. The peers found in prisons are criminals who encourage them to engage in criminal behavior and identities like violence which undermine healthy development.  Juveniles in adult rehabilitation facilities attempt to achieve a developmental task in an environment that presents actual dangers towards their safety. The chances of getting positive support for identity formation from adult prisoners or peers are low (Mulvey & Schubert, 2012). Jails and prisons are created to break down identities and not necessarily promoting resilient and new places where adolescents can change their behaviors. Transferring adolescent offenders in adult courts dismisses principles of moral accountability and focus on crime which affects their rehabilitation process. 
Is trying juveniles in the adult criminal justice system effective?
· To understand the effectiveness of trying and treating juveniles in adult courts, it is significant to know the public's views regarding the treatment of criminals. Young offenders require a process of education and counseling to help them improve their behaviors. However, when adolescents are tried in the adult criminal justice system, they are convicted and receive harsh sentences. Notably, this undermines the primary objectives of a juvenile court system that provides rehabilitation services and not punishment.  
· The adult criminal justice system undermines some of the environmental factors which affect the behaviors of adolescents.  When an individual is charged in adult courts, they can be either found innocent or guilty. They receive punishment if they are found guilty, unlike in juvenile courts, where judges focus on youth behaviors and recommend rehabilitation services. Additionally, in juvenile courts, judges review the cases together with family and community by considering the future development of juvenile offenders. The adult criminal system has been functional for several years, and the system continues to be lenient and young offenders are not comfortable with services provided. The adult courts are limited in particular aspects available to juvenile offenders. Notably, the system is designed for different agencies which only handle specific situations. Trying young offenders in adult court is an ineffective approach and increases the rates of recidivism.
· The families of young offenders are excluded from the adult court procedures. Most of them are not given the opportunities to determine what will happen to their children after they are found guilty. Notably, the inability to engage fully when going through the criminal justice system is emotionally and mentally harmful to the families. Additionally, the adult criminal system entails extra-ordinary expenses that worsen family poverty.  Legal fees, restitution payments, courts costs, and visitation expenses have long-term consequences to the families.
· Conviction of young offenders in the adult criminal system presents long-term political, socioeconomic, and legal implications.  Convictions of juveniles become a matter in the public record, affecting job applications while seeking employment. Additionally, in the US, certain states prevent ex-offenders from certain jobs affecting future employment for the youths. Moreover, juvenile conviction in the adult criminal system results in the loss of voting rights. The rationale behind the transfer of juvenile offenders into adult courts is severe punishment and fewer rehabilitation services to reduce crime rates, thus promoting public safety. Nonetheless, studies show that youths incarcerated in the adult criminal system are more likely to re-offend and commit even serious crimes than those who remain in juvenile systems.
· Trying and treating juveniles in adult courts to enhance punishment is an expensive and ineffective substitute way of using preventive approaches to minimize juvenile violence and challenges like disruptive behaviors, property crimes, and drug abuse. However, treating juveniles in the adult criminal system does not offer all these solutions. Rather than incarcerating young offenders in the adult criminal system, several effective strategies can be used. For example, community mentoring programs have high chances of reducing truancy, drug use, and crime. Second, family-focused programs that focus on parental education and family strengthening may provide crucial prevention strategies (Allard & Young, 2002). Third, school-based programs concentrate on peer mediation, conflict resolution, and violence prevention.  Besides, prevention programs treating young offenders in juvenile facilities is one of the cost-effective forms of prevention. Unlike the adult criminal justice system, juvenile courts focus on individual counseling and personal skills training.
· Transferring young offenders to adult courts can be considered radical thinking on the traditional perspective that violent children require help to change their lives. As juvenile cases continue to increase, individuals involved in this process acknowledge that the adult criminal justice system is an unjust environment for young offenders whose developmental immaturities place them at risk at every stage (Allard & Young, 2002). As a result of punishments in adult courts, young offenders increase their criminal activities compared to those treated in the juvenile system. According to Mangalam (2021), the main reason to prosecute minors in the adult criminal justice system was introduced to disseminate a tough approach to crime. Nonetheless, this did not prevent adolescents from committing future crimes. Report by California school of Law in 2010 indicates that trying minor in adult courts have hardly improved deterrence (Mangalam (2021). Notably, several states in the US have recorded increased recidivism rates when young offenders are tried in adult courts.
· The California report also concluded that in the adult criminal justice system, there exist no rehabilitative mechanisms. Therefore, teenagers do not get opportunities to learn skills like critical thinking and moral values crucial for law-abiding citizens. Notably, in the adult criminal justice system, the available teachers for young offenders are hardened and violent criminals. Additionally, adult courts do not guarantee physical safety to minors. According to Inter- American Commission of Human Rights, adolescents prosecuted in adult prisons suffer an environment that does not match children's age (Mangalam, 2021). Young offenders are placed in solitary confinement that deprives them of physical exercise, human interaction, accessing mental health, and education. The use of force by correctional officers creates a pervasive climate of dehumanization and dread; thus, the system of trying juveniles as adults is ineffective. The tough crime approach does more harm than good to these young offenders. Legal structures require rehabilitative features to support minors within any criminal system rather than pushing them to criminal life.
Conclusion 
· The Juvenile Justice System was developed to provide rehabilitation services for offenders who commit minor crimes like vandalism, shoplifting, and truancy. 
·  However, it is controversial whether it is suitable for juveniles to be tried as adults in the criminal justice system.  It is unconstitutional to try and treat juvenile offenders in adult courts. Adolescent brain development is another reason why juveniles should not be tried in adult courts. 
· When juvenile offenders are tried in adult courts, they lose the opportunities in the rehabilitation process. Juveniles offenders prosecuted and tried in juvenile courts are likely to benefit from resources like counseling programs. 
· Trying juvenile delinquents as adults reveals that proportional punishment disrupts the goal of rehabilitation in the juvenile justice system. 
· Trying and treating juveniles in adult courts to enhance punishment is an expensive and ineffective substitute way of using preventive approaches to minimize juvenile violence and challenges like disruptive behaviors, property crimes, and drug abuse.
·  Rather than trying juveniles in adult courts, there should be strategies to reform juvenile systems and implement new standards that cater to the needs of adolescents.
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