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COURT CASE FINDING

In re Gault (1967) Juveniles have the right to an attorney in juvenile proceedings. If a minor cannot afford an attorney, he 
or she has the right to be represented by a state-appointed attorney.
A juvenile must be provided with notice of the delinquency charges he or she faces.

In re Winship (1970) Juveniles must be proved guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.

McKeiver v. Pennsylvania (1971) The right to a jury trial is not required by the U.S. Constitution in delinquency cases, although a state 
could provide a jury if it wished.

Breed v. Jones (1975); Swisher v. Brady (1978) The Constitution’s double jeopardy clause prevents a juvenile court from transferring a youth to a 
criminal court after previously finding him or her delinquent.

Fare v. Michael (1979) A youth’s Miranda rights regarding self-incrimination are not invoked by his or her request to see a 
probation officer during custodial interrogation by the police.

Schall v. Martin (1984) A youth can be subjected to “preventive detention” while awaiting trial.
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to rehabilitate than adults. Thus, whereas the goal of adult courts tends to 
be punishment of those found guilty of crimes, juvenile courts focus more 
on the rehabilitation of young offenders.26 They do this by uncovering the 
underlying cause of the criminal behavior and the most appropriate way to 
address it.

Teen Courts
Teen courts, sometimes referred to as youth courts, have become a pop-
ular method in some states to manage young, first-time offenders who 
have been charged with minor misdemeanor crimes such as theft, simple 
assault, or possession of alcohol. In these courts, young people are involved 
in determining the facts of the case and suggesting an appropriate punish-
ment. Although there is an adult judge in the courtroom who oversees the 
proceedings, a youth judge presides. Other young people serve as attor-
neys, jurors, clerks, and other court personnel. The young people acting as 
attorneys present their cases to the youth judge and jury, who then must 
decide the appropriate punishment for the defendant. In some places, the 
teen court is set up so that there are no youth attorneys. In those places, the 
facts are presented to a jury composed of young people. In those situations, 
the youth jury asks questions of the defendant. Most of the time, the defen-
dant must admit to the charges against him or her before the case will be 
heard in the teen court.

Most teen courts do not determine the guilt or innocence of a youth 
offender but rather simply determine a punishment. Because the offenses 
are minor, the punishments are typically community service, apology let-
ters or essays, teen court jury duty, drug or alcohol classes, or monetary 
restitution to the victim. Community service and apology letters are the 
two most commonly awarded sanctions.27 One might question whether 
similar courts could be developed for college students (see the “Criminal 
Justice and College Students” box in this chapter).

teen courts: Sometimes 
referred to as youth courts, 
these courts allow young 
people to determine the 
facts of a case and suggest 
an appropriate punishment 
while an adult judge in the 
courtroom oversees the 
proceedings.


