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School Environment on Juvenile’s Behavior
Q1
There are various factors in the school environment that influence juvenile's decision to engage in delinquency behavior. These factors include the school culture and its resources, interaction with peers, and teachers' practice and their teachings (Kim, 2016). School going juveniles spend more than half of their time in school participating both in academic and extra curriculum activities. Consequently, some experts argue that the school environment is replacing the family setting, and students are now well monitored in schools, and any deviation in their behaviors is easily detected, and corrective action is taken. Further, the school can discipline students in a well-crafted manner that considers various factors.
 Juveniles are usually at a critical stage of their life as they easily assimilate the behaviors of their peers since they spend quite a lot of time with them both at school and home and the social need to belong to a particular group. According to Welsh and  Harding (2015), Juveniles tend to forms groups with peers at school where they feel they belong and appreciated. They not only interact at school but even when out weekends, holidays and after school. The group's behavior in which a juvenile is a member will significantly influence his or her behavior, either positively or negatively. If the group's practices are of questionable character, then a student joining that group will later engage in immoral and criminal activities.
 Schools have different cultures and norms, and they may either promote or inhibit delinquency behaviors in juveniles. For instance, when a school has strict policies that govern its students on drug abuse and sexual behavior, most minors will not engage in those harmful activities due to consequences that come with them (Gray, 2016). Again, if a school closely supervises its student and have strict rules and regulation, juveniles changing behaviors are easily detected and acted upon, which influences other students' behavior. On the other hand, if the school culture is unethical with less supervision, juveniles will engage in criminal and immoral behaviors without fear. However, there is always a chance that particular delinquency behavior might not be detected even with the best school programs and teachers and eventually spread to all the students (Welsh & Harding, 2015). 
 Additionally, if a school is not well equipped with resources, then it avails a good environment that promotes juvenile’s delinquency. For instance, if a school lacks enough reading materials, some students who lack them may opt to steal from those who have to meet there needs. Again, if a school has inadequate teachers, students will lack close supervision, and as a result, they may end up engaging in harmful behaviors. Kim (2016) states that teachers are like the second parents to the students, and they greatly influence their behavior not only while in school but also afterward. For example, if a teacher goes to schools while drunk, some students might perceive that behaviors acceptable and would end up doing the same. Again, if during classes, a teacher advocates immoral and criminal activities weather intentional or not, the students will quickly assimilate into their behavior as they perceive the teacher to be right.
Although students may be exposed to the same school environment, some may choose not to engage in delinquency behaviors due to the following reasons. First, each juvenile comes from a different family with different norms and values. Additionally, each one of them prescribes to a different religion. As a result, their behaviors are always influenced to a greater degree than the school environment (Welsh & Harding, 2015). Therefore, a juvenile might opt not to engage in a particular behavior since his or her family opposes. For instance, if a family opposes drug abuse and none of its members uses alcohol or any other drug, A student might opt not to use alcohol as it is unacceptable by his family even though many students in the school the students attends use. Additionally, if a particular family culture is based on Christian values and strictly adhered to, then a juvenile from that family might resist engaging in criminal activities despite the school environment offering influences needed. Conclusively, an upright juvenile’s family background plays a vital role in advocating against child delinquency. Second, the degree of intellectual quotient also affects juveniles’ decisions. Students who are regarded as bright are not influenced by the behavior of their peers and other surrounding factors but on rational considerations. They always choose to be on the right side of things. According toWelsh and Harding (2015), a lot of juvenile’s crimes are committed with those with lower academic performance in school.
Q2
There has been several landmark court rulings made that ensure the justice system treats youth differently in certain situations while subjected to the same rights as adults in other circumstances. In 2005 in the case of Roper v. Simmons. The unites states supreme court ruled that it was illegal for a person to receive a death penalty sentence if the crime was committed when the person was below 18 years old. The ruling reversed the ruling in the case of Stanford v. Kentucky, which allowed persons between 16 and 18 years to receive a death sentence if it is established that a person committed the crime within that age bracket. As a result, the ruling canceled more than 72 death sentences in several states where the crimes were committed when the convicts were 18 years and bellow. Texas benefited significantly from the verdict as 29 juveniles got the reprieve. Alabama had 14 such death sentences awaiting executions (POV, 2014).
In 2010 The United States Supreme Court ruled that it was illegal and violates Eight amendments to sentence a juvenile to life imprisonment without the possibility of parole for the non-homicidal crime in Graham v. Florida case. Minors are, therefore, given the possibility of parole based on the demonstrated maturity and rehabilitation. In Florida, the Senate passed a legislation t where juveniles convicted of murder may only face death sentence in prison after the age, and other circumstances have been considered in a mandatory hearing(POV, 2014). Additionally, the law provides chances to review cases of juveniles serving sentences through judicial review hearing.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In 2012, the Supreme Court in the case of Montgomery v. Louisiana ruled on its earlier decision it had made that banned compulsory life imprisonment without any possibility of parole in Miller v. Alabama case ought to be applied retroactively. In 2010 the supreme court had stated that courts were not allowed to let underage defendants on life sentence to die in prison without taking into account the level of maturity the convicted juveniles exhibit, the possibility of committing crimes again, and there upbringing. The court had further noted that the minor's level of liability during the time of the crime was lessened (Ford, 2016). 
The Miller v. Alabama ruling was to apply on all ongoing and future disputes. However, Montgomery sorts the Supreme Court prayers to apply it to other cases that had been determined earlier countrywide. The case was brought to court a Luciana inmate named Henry Montgomery, who disputed his sentence for allegedly killing the deputy sheriff of East Button in 1963 at the time when he was 17 years old. During his trial, racial animosity was so intense that it even made the court to avoid earlier Death sentence he was to face. Upon retrial, the court found him guilty without capital punishment, meaning he had to serve life without the possibility of parole (Ford, 2016). At the time of the appeal, Montgomery was 69 years, meaning he had spent much of his adult life in prison. The effect of this ruling was that more than 2000 in the entire country inmate had a chance for getting new resentencing and the eventual possibility of release from the prison.
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