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Introduction – 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In this essay it will be discussing age of responsibility for crime in the media and the different sources. The Legal Bid to increase the responsibility from eight years old to twelve years old in Scotland was due to uphold this year. The age of responsibility is when a child can commit a crime, can stand trail and be convicted of any offence according to (Johnson, 2018). It will also state about the bulger case and was justice served when two ten-year-old boys were convicted of a murder. 
In Wales and England, the age of criminal responsibility has been for a number year the debate and argument as to whether it requires to adjust it to be the same as other European countries. In 1963 the The Young person’s act changed the age a child is responsible for crimes from 8 years old to 10 years old. It has not been amended since and is one of the lowest age limits in Europe according to (CrimeLine Training Limited,2018) in other countries such as Slovenia, Romania, Spain and Germany hold the age of responsibility at the age of 14 years old. So, it is much higher than Wales and England. It was last considered in 2017 that different areas of legislation within the government will not raise the age. In the Sexual Offences Act 2003, Section 5 explains that the offence of any sexual abuse or consent to sex of any child under thirteen cannot give consent even if they want too, developments are protected under government laws in the UK. Considering that a person can be 16 years old to get married but a 10-year-old is held criminally responsible for a crime seems concerning. According to (Gov.uk 2018) Children over the age of 10 to 17 years old can be arrested and charged with a crime but they are treated differently from adults as they are dealt are given different sentences, come under youth courts and sent to secure and special centres for young people and not sent to adult prisons. 
There were two documentaries on channel 4 that were The Bulger Killers: Was Justice Done?” and “James Bulger: A Mother’s Story with Trevor McDonald” they were convicted of murder, abduction and torture in 1993; these documentaries highlighted the problems surroundings the treatment that children in the criminal justice system as it was the 25th anniversary of James Bulger.  Both boys who were convicted were 10 years old at the time. Both were only six months over the legal age of responsibility. Does the criminal age of responsibly needs to be changed states (Maguire, 2018). The documentary on was the Bulger killers was justice done? Sparked massive outrange among Britain viewers as they saw interviewers, solicitors suggesting that the boys were victims too, this cause massive up raw as 95% of people in Britain disagree according to Kelly (2018) on independent news. The Express paper went on to explain how angry and disgusted people were over the documentary which showed interviews that the boys had with the police, stating that there was no emotion with the boys and their voices quavering. It showed the mobs, police vans with the boys in. they sounded like little boys, which they were. They blamed each other to the police, saying it was not their fault and that they just copied and went along with it. Their anger seemed as natural as ever, the measure for a disgusting and upsetting crime that happened. At the same time the angry way they then defended them, and their lies showed them that there is often something quite strange and savage about children according to (Baylis, 2018) who wrote the article. He also went on to say that it was quite patronising that there would be mobs which then went into a frenzy by the media. The article suggested that they were grateful that the community did not get their hands on the boys but also said why our legal system put them in a dock in court. There are a few places where courts treat children aged 10 years old and over as adults. Blake Morrison an author and poet reported to the new Yorker “Who would want, he asked, to be tried before a jury of 10-year-olds? Why, in that case, were 10-year-olds tried by a jury of adults?”. This was portrayed that adults would not want to stand in court in front of a jury of children so why should children have to stand up in front of adults, if a child is mature enough to know from right and wrong then they should do time in prison but are the rights and best interests of the child upholding. 
Defence of infancy means incapable of being evil due to being under the minimum age of responsibility which was 14 years old. This was a presumption that children under the minimum age were not capable of knowing right from wrong. This presumption was then looked at and changed when the prosecution was then required to go and prove if a child knew their behaviour was not acceptable and seriously wrong. This has been around for 700 years. This was applied to children aged between 10 years to 14 years old until it changed in 1998 when the crime and disorder act was set in place. There is an act set in place to protection young people under the age of 17 years when they are being interviewed under caution as they are prone to be unreliable, self-incriminating and misleading at times. It was a presumption that everyone under the age of 10 years are then mature and show the same maturity as older people. this is without taking in to consideration of these characteristics and background as if they do understand what is right and wrong. (Maguire, 2018)
The Telegraph recently released an article stating that Scotland will increase the age from 8 years old to 12 years under the new laws which are being brought in by the SNP ministers which explained that it would help turn around troubled lives. The children’s Minister in Scotland Maree Todd stated that no child under 12 will receive any criminal record and is the only country in Europe that has changed. (Johnson, 2018).
The united nations convention on the rights of child is an international setting on the political, civil, social, economic and cultural rights of each and every child, regardless of their religion, abilities and race. Under the governments terms they are to meet basic needs to help them reach their full potential and know that every child has their own rights. (Save the Children, 2018)
Piagets Theory (1936) of cognitive of development states how a child’s constructive mental model of the world. He goes on to say he disagrees with the idea of being intelligent was a fixed trait and says that cognitive development is a process which comes due to the interaction within the environment and the biological maturation. In 1920s he worked at the Binet Institue where he had to develop French questions on English intelligent tests. This is how he become interested with the reasons why children gave wrong answers to the question which required thinking logically. He believed that wrong answers revealed differences between thinking of an adult and the way children think.  He was the first psychologist to make a study of this development. He revealed that a way a child thinks can affect their behaviour. (McLeod 2015)
Conclusion 
By Criminalising children, it can harm their development and can sometimes make the situation even worse. When labelling them at a young age it could then lead them to a less likely to have a better understanding of what is right and what is wrong. A child may not understand that they are in the wrong and then feel like they are being unjustly treated by people in society. This can then lead them to feel bitter and can cause them to act out again in society. Although children who commit serious crimes must be punished as without a punishment, children will never understand their actions and will not learn from it. This will can sometimes prevent them to commit crimes in the future. The age of criminal responsibility needs to be looked over by lots of different professionals and a questionnaire should be completed to see how the public react to changing the age. 
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