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Introduction
A young offender is an individual between the ages of 10 17 and commits an offense or an act in contravention of federal law. Younger people are getting into criminal behaviors, thereby becoming juvenile delinquents. Research has shown that most young offenders have had no such tendencies at birth, therefore ruling out the argument that young people commit criminal activities because they were born like that (SecureTeen, 2018). Therefore, it is inevitable and quite significant to ask the open question of what makes the youth involve themselves in crime. Therefore, it is imperative to understand the various impulsions towards crime by young offenders, most of which have been attributed to peer pressure, adolescence, drugs and substance abuse, poor parenting, and the absence of moral education.

 The purpose of this report, therefore, is to go beyond speculations on the operationalization of the juvenile justice system and whether the laid down justice procedure is fair to the young offenders while highlighting these three important questions; whether or not the justice system should be more lenient to young offenders, whether or not parenting methods should be a factor in prosecuting young offenders and lastly whether or not the rights of young offenders are duly protected during the justice process.




Should the justice system be lenient to young offenders?

There have been rising concerns from child rights organizations on prosecution cases' seriousness to the young offenders. Furthermore, they have little knowledge of the consequences of their criminal actions. There is reason to believe that most crimes committed by youths result from things done in ignorance of the law. This contention becomes even more heated considering a case last year of a 16-year girl arrested and prosecuted with murder after she caused an accident under the influence of alcohol. She had come out of a friend's party and had stolen her mother's car for the weekend drinking spree. According to the mother, her daughter had never been so irresponsible, and police records reported no history of criminal activity; it was a one-time mistake, charged for drunk driving and involuntary accident after losing control and causing a fatal confusion on the road, which led to one-woman driver losing the road while escaping the collision and driving through the gas station leading to her untimely death.

 	According to the defense team, the child was a minor incapable of making a wise decision; the defense also had footage evidence of her trying to escape a possible collision. For the prosecution, the pain left to the immediate family was unbearable. The question of leniency becomes inadmissible when justice is to be done; when life is lost, it becomes useless to address the age factor and ignorance of the law, which is generally considered no defense any tribunal. Numerous shreds of evidence of court cases involving juvenile offenders indicate that against these backgrounds, the justice system, which creates a balance in the society, has never, in most cases, been any lenient to the young offenders. However, leniency has always been considered in terms of giving flexible penalties, prosecuting their cases in juvenile court as opposed to adult courts, and finally in the issuance of extra-legal rights to the young offenders in addition to normal rights (Casey et al.,2017)


Should upbringing and parenting be a factor in the prosecution of young offenders?

It has become notable that teens who have poor parenting are more prone to develop unconventional behaviors. While the external environment and social life partly influence personality, the immediate environment, which is the family, still contributes largely towards making an individual. Therefore, it is inevitable to find a connection between upbringing and the behavior outcome, particularly when parenting is improperly done. Some reports have underscored the significant relationships between parenting and behavior (Van Gelder et al., 2018). They have further highlighted cases where most teenagers caught shoplifting food staff were found to have come from poor backgrounds, further reasserting the link of need to satisfy inadequacy at home.
 	When my 17-year-old cousin was arrested for shoplifting mid last year, the court ruled out his case as a misdemeanor petty theft and sentenced to 5 months with a fine of 100 dollars for shoplifting 300 dollar-worth smartphone. Having been raised by a single mother and an on and off father, my cousin has had a share of unsupervised freedom and has walked away with petty crimes before without anyone noticing. During the prosecution process, a lot of history surfaced that portrayed a weakness in the mother's upbringing. He was a result of parenthood negligence, and he kept walking away with things that would rather have been stopped. His sentencing, together with many others before of this kind, proved beyond doubt that parenting issues are not admissible in the court and, when brought to the attention of the court, is only used as evidence and not as merit to the defense.  




Are the rights of young offenders properly protected?
[bookmark: _GoBack]The law provides clearly for the rights of every person, including arrested persons. When adults are arrested, they have a right to be silent and the rights to a lawyer; they are very much informed of their rights from the onset till the end of the case and even in jail. Research in the past has indicated that very few young people know their rights when they get arrested (Guggenheim & Sussman, 1985), but what is even more disheartening is that some criminal processes have taken advantage of the ignorance. The report on the situation of children in the adult criminal justice system in the US by the inter-American commission on human rights in 2018 indicated that the rights of young offenders who were charged in the united states were not properly protected and consequently affected negatively the ones who were sentenced in adult systems. There has been a rise in the media of young offenders being denied their constitutional rights, particularly the right to a fair hearing.

This has been caused by the stereotypes around race and crime patterns. When a 17-year-old man was jailed over assault charges early this year without a proper representation because he had no money to hire a private lawyer when he appealed and was later represented by a different state lawyer, it was evident enough that his first case was not properly done, he had been automatically assumed to be guilty and by virtue of being poor, no much time was spent on his case. According to reliable sources, over 5 percent of the US prisoners are wrongfully convicted, and almost 2 percent are young offenders. Basing on statistics over the years, it is my conviction and that of this report that rights to a fair hearing are not guaranteed to young offenders as has not been guaranteed in the past to the sampled data. Other rights like privacy and bail have also been recorded as denied significantly, especially to young offenders.


Conclusion
It has been reported that in the united states alone, there are over 6,000 juveniles in old jails and prisons. Based on the findings of this report and in consideration of the various reports before this on the justice system in respect to the young offenders, it is only inevitable to note that young offenders have been placed under a unique system of justice quest that is aimed to bring a semblance of an ideal justice system that oversees the service of justice to the victims of crimes committed by the young offenders while at the same time striving to bring fairness in the prosecution. Despite the limitations faced in juvenile cases by both the justice system and the young offenders, a lot has been achieved by allowing young people to speak to parents when arrested by police, apart from normal rights to a lawyer. Again young people are prosecuted in private to assure confidentiality and institute legal procedures that can see juvenile cases be dealt with outside the court depending on the seriousness of the case.
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