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Essential Question of the Case:
Were the procedures used to commit [arrest] Gault constitutional under the due process clause of the Fourteenth Amendment?
Background
On June 8, 1964, the Sheriff of Gila County, Arizona took Gerald Gault, a 15-year old boy, into custody without notifying his parents. Gault was arrested after a neighbor complained of receiving offensive prank calls. Gault’s mother eventually located the boy, but he remained in custody. The only notification the Gaults received was a letter regarding Gault’s future court date. 

During the initial trial, neither the neighbor who accused Gault, nor any witnesses, were there to testify against Gault. Gault was found guilty and was sent to the State Industrial School for a period of time, while he was a minor. At the time, Arizona law did not allow an appeal process for juvenile cases, or cases for people under the age of 18. In response, Gault’s parents petitioned the Arizona Supreme Court to have their son released. 

The Arizona Supreme Court agreed with the lower court and found that the Arizona Juvenile Code and the Gault proceedings did not specifically violate the due process clause. The case was then appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Constitutional Principle Related to the Case14th Amendment (1868)
SECTION. 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.
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Decision & Impact 
In an 8-1 decision, the Supreme Court ruled that Gault being sent to the State Industrial School was a clear violation of the Fourteenth Amendment. The Supreme Court ruled in Gault’s favor because the young man had been denied the right to an attorney, had never been formally notified of the charges against him, had not been informed of his right against self-incrimination, and did not possess the opportunity to confront his accuser. Protection from self-incrimination is the right in the Fifth Amendment that protects a person from being forced to reveal to the police, prosecutor, judge, or jury any information that might subject him or her to criminal prosecution. The Supreme Court, through this ruling, stated that the purpose of the juvenile court was correction and not punishment. 

Through the In Re Gault decision, the U.S. Supreme Court stated that an individual maintains their right to timely notification of charges, the right against self-incrimination, the right to confront a witness, and the right to a lawyer even if the individual is a juvenile. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In Re Gault was a landmark decision issued by the U.S. Supreme Court that established that a juvenile must be given similar due process rights as given to an adult under the Fourteenth Amendment. 
