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Differences between the juvenile and adult courts and laws

The criminal system endeavors to uphold justice by deterring crime, sanctioning of perpetrators of crime through confining the criminals thereby enhancing rehabilitation efforts. Within the criminal justice system, there are the juvenile and adult courts that vary depending on the age of the criminals and nature of the criminal activity. The juvenile court system usually emphasizes the need to rehabilitate the individuals who are at an age lower than the stated statutory laws (Redlich & Bonventre, 2015). The court systems designed for the juveniles recommends more option that can be utilized in sentencing the juvenile as opposed to the adult court system that emphasizes specific guidelines within the statutory laws (Redlich & Bonventre, 2015).). Some of the options for the juveniles in custody may include enhancing counseling programs and community service.

Additionally, the juvenile courts only prosecute the young adults for wrong actions and behaviors as opposed to the adult systems that may prosecute individuals for criminal activities (Redlich & Bonventre, 2015). Again, the juveniles are usually tried in private with the judge hearing the evidence mounted and thus deciding whether the action warrants a criminal activity. According to Mears et al. (2014), the prosecution of adults is often in public in the presence of the jury, prosecution team and the defense team. Juveniles are thus offered more protection compared to the adults. When the minor is found to have committed a deviance act, corrective and rehabilitative measures are advanced in promoting ethical behavior. However, adults found to have executed a criminal activity are punished for their actions within the prison system (Mears et al., 2014). In many cases, the juvenile courts often seal the records of the facts to avoid exposure that would lead to victimization of the juveniles. Within the judicial system, the juvenile courts and laws are informal as opposed to the adult court systems that have comprehensive and detailed procedures for prosecuting the individuals (Mears et al., 2014). As opposed to the adults, juvenile laws are more lenient compared to the adult court systems and regulations.

Determinate factors for rehabilitation

The judicial system may determine the need to enhance rehabilitative efforts in a bid to uplift the condition of the criminals who may either be juveniles or adults. A variety of factors exist which may make the judicial system to enhance rehabilitative measures to individuals within the confines of the custodial regions. First, the rationale for the individuals committing the crime may necessitate rehabilitation within the court system (Simourd et al., 2015). In a situation in which the court determines the link of an individual's action to substance abuse, the court may direct that the placement of the individuals in a rehabilitation center. The center may go along in reducing the person's vulnerability to drugs through the training offered in the centers. Second, the nature of the offense committed by the juvenile of the adult may be less and only warrant the need for rehabilitative measures rather than punitive approaches (Simourd et al., 2015). For instance, in a situation in which an individual engages in nonviolent actions, they may be sent to rehabilitative centers as opposed confining them in prisons.

Further, the confinement of a criminal through determinate sentence may necessitate them to go through a rehabilitation center. Through the determinate sentencing, the offenders often serve half of their terms in custody while the other half of the sentence is served in the community (Ward et al., 2014). As such, the court may decide that before the reintegration of the person into the society, they are equipped with the appropriate skills that would go along in improving their capacity to assimilate better into the culture. Moreover, rehabilitative services can be enhanced to a juvenile if their actions pose a danger to the community (Ward et al., 2014). Through a careful assessment of their behavior, it would be essential to send an individual to a rehabilitation center for corrective practice that would improve their societal image.

Prosecuting a juvenile as an adult

Juveniles can be prosecuted as adults within the court of laws if they are deemed to have committed serious offenses such as murder or crimes that bear an equal magnitude to those of felony. Also, the juveniles may be subjected to prosecution as adults when they violate the conditions set within their previous convictions (Myers, 2016). As such, if they are found to have repeated the same actions, they can be prosecuted as adults since their actions would be deliberate and intentional in causing harm. According to Myers (2016), an essential factor to consider while trying a juvenile as an adult is their level of maturity. If they are found to be mature enough to stand trial, the courts may process them as adults. 
In a situation where it is possible to ascertain their level of sensibleness, the courts may prosecute the minors under an adult's criminal jurisdiction. Moreover, if the juvenile is seen to be a potential source of risk, they may be incarcerated and sentenced as adults (Loeffler & Grunwald, 2015). In certain situations, the court may assess the readiness of the child to engage in rehabilitative approaches and treatment. Where a child complies with the services, they may often be left to get back to the community according to the probation terms (Loeffler & Grunwald, 2015). However, if the child is not ready to abide by the terms, they are often sentenced as adults due to the nature and magnitude of the reprehensible actions committed by the youngster.

How the values of prisons and rehabilitation centers have changed over time

The incarceration of adults is intended to promote justice by bringing to book the perpetrators of crime across the society. The prisons punish an offender’s behavior through confinement. Initially, the incarceration of individuals was intended to ensure that the individuals faced the consequences of their actions in a bid to act as deterrence to unwarranted behavior within the society (Pettus-Davis & Epperson, 2015). On the other hand, the juvenile rehabilitation centers are intended to improve the actions of the juveniles and acting as correctional facilities within the mainstream society. As such, both incarceration and rehabilitation offered an opportunity to eliminate the offenders from their culture as a means of promoting ethical behavior in the community.

Nevertheless, the goals of incarceration and rehabilitation have changed over time. Currently, the confinement facilities endeavor to impart relevant skills to the offenders through offering human experience. Additionally, the two approaches ensure that the offenders have an opportunity to learn essential attributes that enhance their reintegration within the society (Pettus-Davis & Epperson, 2015). Since the individuals within the prisons and rehabilitation centers are away from their family members and the community, the centers attempt to instill a sense of belonging to the inmates. The skills they learn and the attributes they gain within the facilities positively impacts on their potential get incorporated and accepted by their societies (Pettus-Davis & Epperson, 2015). As such, the prisons and rehabilitation places give a second opportunity to the offenders to reexamine their perceptions about healthy living that translates to their development and active participation in societal issues that could improve their standards.
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