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Introduction
In the past years, the adult court system in the United States has become the court for juveniles who commit either civil or criminal offenses (National Research Council, 2017). Therefore, the question has been if it is constitutionally right for juveniles to be tried as adults. Notably, there are numerous opinions addressing juveniles in these situations, including laws and statutes from various states. Therefore, in light of whether juveniles should be tried as adults in the criminal justice system, this study aims to evaluate the different rules outlined in the constitutions and various laws passed by different states in relation to trying juveniles who have committed criminal offenses and their legality to standing a trial in an adult court. 
History
Notably, the trial of juveniles in adult court is an issue that started many years ago. For instance, during the Thompson v. Oklahoma, 487 U.S 815 (1988), the United States Supreme Court struck down capital punishment for any person under the age of 16 years (National Research Council, 2017). During the decision ruling, the Supreme Court held that juveniles are incapable of acting with culpability degree, which can justify the ultimate penalty. In 1989, in the case of Stanford v. Kentucky, the Supreme Court consolidated two juvenile murder cases, with each being sentenced to death (National Research Council, 2017). Notably, these cases involved 16 and 17-year-old juveniles, respectively. Shockingly, the Supreme Court upheld both verdicts. It was then decided that it was 15-year-old juveniles who are incapable of being sentenced with capital punishment. However, it is only in some rare cases where 16 or 17-year-old juveniles are sentenced to death. In 2005 the United States Supreme Court decided in the case of Roper v. Simmons, no person under the age of 18 years is legally allowed to be sentenced to death (National Research Council, 2017). Nevertheless, the Courts and the public have struggled with the issue of treating juveniles the same way adults are treated. 
Arguments against Juveniles being tried as Adults in the Criminal Justice System Based on Various Laws
Notably, every state, county, and city creates their own procedures for dealing with the delinquency behavior. The violation of law by juveniles in these states might be handled by comprehensive family courts, probate courts, or even the circuit courts' juvenile division. This is because these courts have jurisdiction powers over juveniles. Notably, in a study conducted by Moon (2017), the majority of Americans feel that the criminal justice system has not yet figured out how to deal with juvenile offenders correctly. Therefore, while referring to the constitution, it is evident three amendments have provided the procedures of dealing with the juvenile. These amendments include the Fourteenth, Fifth, and Eighth Amendments. Notably, these three amendments oppose the trying of juveniles as adults (National Research Council, 2017). 
For instance, the Fifth Amendment (U.S. Const. amend. V, § 3), state that "No person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property without due process of the law”. On the other hand, the Fourteen Amendment (U.S. Const. amend. XIV, § 2), states that "No states shall deprive any person of life, liberty or property without the due process of the law."  Therefore, the laws giving the prosecutors the power to make the decision on whether to try juveniles as adults are primarily unconstitutional. Besides, this violates the clause of equal protection in that the prosecutors lack uniformity or a set procedure for making their decisions (Blau & Moncada, 2020). Notably, in an article by Melusky (2019), the author explained the Supreme Court case decisions in which evident defined the constitution guidelines by sentencing a juvenile to death. The case in the review was Thompson v. Oklahoma, 487 U.S 815 (1988), showing that based on the Eighth Amendment and the Fourteenth Amendment, it violated two constitutional provisions, that is, first trying a juvenile as an adult where they sentenced the 15-year-old to death. 
On the other hand, the Eighth Amendment (U.S. Const. amend. VIII, § 2) states that "Excessive bails shall not be required nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishment inflicted." Therefore, while interpreting this statement, it primarily means it is unacceptable to impose excessive bails and fines, as well as cruel punishment especially on juveniles (Blau & Moncada, 2020). Therefore, while imposing this interpretation to the debate of trying juveniles as adults, it is obvious that they might end up being given adult sentences, which are somewhat harsh for the juvenile. Besides, in the Supreme Court case of Roper v. Simons, 534. U.S 551 (2005), the court decision prohibited sentencing children to death, meaning that they should not even be tried as adults. Apart from the Amendments, the question of adolescent brain development is also put in question. Notably, an individual's brain is not fully developed till the age of estimably 21 years (Doyle & American Law Division, 2018). Therefore, the brain capacity for a juvenile is not in a position to make decisions like that of an adult. 
Besides, the aspect of controlling impulsivity and decision-making are some of the last sections of the brain to develop fully. Notably, multiple studies have done based on brain development have proven that the frontal lobe is not fully grown till the early 20s (National Research Council, 2017). The frontal lobe is the brain section responsible for abstract thinking, planning, and controlling impulses. Therefore, despite committing a crime that is of adult nature, this does not make the juveniles adults; hence, trying them as adults is wrong since scientists have proven that their psychological maturity is a bit questionable. Additionally, first-time juvenile offenders might not fully understand the laws or even their primary rights (Sessions & Bracey, 2016). Therefore, not only should they not be tried as adults, but also they do not understand the court proceedings. Besides, if the juveniles are prohibited from drinking, smoking, or renting a car, then it is obvious that they do not understand the law; hence they are not competent to stand trials as adults.
 According to the Fifth Amendment (U.S. Const. amend. V § 2.5.8.1.2.6), "No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in the Militia, when in actual service in time of War or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just compensation." Therefore, this segment shows that it is not constitutional to subject juveniles to trials as adults (Scialabba, 2016). 
Lastly, trying juveniles as adults raises some rehabilitation issues. This is because adult sentencing is somewhat harsher for certain crimes; hence it is arguably inappropriate. Notably, when they are tried as adults, they end up being sentenced to adult prisons to serve time. On the other hand, adult prisons lack the structure and facilities for juveniles to develop and learn to reintegrate into society. Besides, studies have shown that juveniles do no respond to the same treatment as adults (Melusky, 2019). Therefore, sending them to adult prisons will increase their risk of re-offending because trying and sending them as adults affect them psychologically, provoking them to do more adult-related crimes while they are juveniles. 
Arguments Supporting Juveniles being tried as Adults in the Criminal Justice System Based on Various Laws
Currently, both the criminal and civil courts try about 200,000 juveniles each year (Abram et al., 2018). According to Abram et al., (2018), many people in society believe that juvenile offenders should be tried as adults. This is because they argue that the juvenile justice system is incompetent and incapable of dealing with juvenile offenders' surging numbers. Notably, one of the key reasons why the public supports juveniles be tried as adults in the criminal justice system is that some of the juveniles commit crimes that have mandatory sentencing, where it is only the adult courts that have been authorized to give such verdicts.  For instance, the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986 states that when a person is found while ferrying large amounts of drugs, they should be sentenced to not a minimum of 5 years, and this can be up to 40 years of sentence, or even life imprisonment. Notably, in statute (21 U.S.C 841(b) (1), any drug offense is punishable by a mandatory sentence. Therefore, due to the public's fear of violent teens on the streets committing such crimes, they feel that it is appropriate for the juveniles to be tried as adults and be given adult punitive punishments. 
In addition, more states have given judges the power to use discretion interpretation, a situation in which many states' laws have highly supported. Notably, all the states have statutes that state the age boundaries of delinquency (Watson, 2020). This also provides the specifications of when crimes committed by juveniles can be treated as adult crimes. Therefore, this gives the supporters of trying a juvenile as adults the standpoint of arguing. For instance, two states have set the minimum age for delinquency adjudication at the age of twelve. This means that juveniles in these states can be tried as adults if they commit any criminal offense. For example, in the state of California, under code Cal. Welf. & Inst. Code § 602 and Massachusetts under the state law Mass. Gen. Laws Ann. ch. 119, § 52, the states have allowed juveniles' prosecution as adults if they have committed a criminal offense. However, there is no age limit for specified criminal cases, namely rape or sodomy by force, murder, oral copulation by force, and forced sexual penetration. Notably, in any case involving such crimes, the juveniles can be tried as an adult, and this is supported by various states' state laws. 
The state of North Carolina has the lowest minimum age for delinquency adjudication at the age of six. This has been approved under the statute N.C Gen. Stat. Ann. § 7B-1501(7).  Using this state statute means the juveniles in North Carolina above the age of six can be tried as adults depending on the magnitude of the criminal offense they have committed. On the other hand, the two-state, that is Connecticut and New York, have set their minimum age at the age of 7. This has been provided under Conn. Gen. Stat. Ann. § 46b-120(1)(A)(i), and N.Y. Fam. Ct. Act § 301.2(1), respectively. Only Washington has set their minimum age for delinquency adjudication at the age of 8. Notably, under Wash. Rev. Stat. Ann § 9A.04.050, the state statute states that the prosecutors must prove that the juvenile can understand the act to proceed prosecuting them (Watson, 2020). 
Lastly, fifteen states have set their minimum age at ten, including American Samoa, under Am. Samoa Code Ann. § 45.0103, Arkansas under the code, Ark. Code Ann. §§ 9-27-303(15), 9-27-306(a)(1)(A)(i), Arizona under, A.R.S. § 8-307(A), Colorado under Colo. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 19-2-104(1)(a), Kansas under Kan. Stat. Ann. § 38-2302(n), Louisiana under La. Child. Code Ann. art. 804(3), Minnesota under Minn. Stat. Ann. § 611.14, Mississippi under Miss. Code Ann. § 43-21-105(i), Nevada under Nev. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 194.010, North Dakota under N.D. Cent. Code Ann. § 12.1-04-01, Pennsylvania under 42 Pa. Stat. And Cons. Stat. Ann. § 6302, South Dakota under S.D. Codified Laws § 26-8C-2, Texas under Tex. Fam. Code Ann. § 51.02(2)(A), Vermont: except for murder, there is no age limit. Vt. Stat. Ann. tit. 33, § 5102(2)(C), and Wisconsin under Wis. Stat. Ann. § 938.12(1). Therefore, with all these state laws, the supporters for juvenile trials as adults argue that the laws of different constitution laws largely support the prosecution of juveniles as adults (Watson, 2020). 
Conclusion
Conclusively, in the past years, the adult court system in the United States has become the court for juveniles who commit either civil or criminal offenses. Therefore, the question has been if it is constitutionally right for these juveniles to be tried as adults. Notably, those against juveniles being tried as adults in the criminal justice system hold that this is unconstitutional. This is because the trial is against the three amendments; the Fourteenth, Fifth, and Eighth Amendments. Notably, these three amendments oppose the trying of juveniles as adults. On the other hand, those supporting juveniles to be tried as adults in the criminal justice system are arguing that it is constitutional based on various state laws. For instance, in the state of California, under code Cal. Welf. & Inst. Code § 602 and Massachusetts under the state law Mass. Gen. Laws Ann. ch. 119, § 52, the states have allowed the prosecution of juveniles as adults if they have committed a criminal offense. However, there is no age limit for specified criminal cases, namely rape or sodomy by force, murder, oral copulation by force, forced sexual penetration. Therefore, every side has valid points, but overall, children should be tried as adults because the Juvenile system is incompetent in providing verdicts for serious criminal offenses committed by juveniles. 
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