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ROLE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM 
IN INDIA 

Princy Pallavi* 

 
                                                     ABSTRACT 
 
The Juvenile Justice System is the most vibrant and illuminating framework welcomed by world citizens with regard 

to children’s overall development. The primary goal is to reform the degenerates and to protect the vulnerable youngsters. A 
youngster should be rehabilitated and reintegrated into the family as much as possible. The article evaluated India’s juvenile 
justice system using protected reasoning and international benchmarks. Various adults today experience a totally Aristotelian 
pre-adulthood without ever having read any of Aristotle’s works. It teaches students how to understand their own interaction 
with the teenagers around them. In this way, they see their fundamental commitment to their children as the commitment to 
provide the kind of long-term environment that those children require to develop into regular adults, with the common and 
mental structures in place to play out the limits we recognize that normal, standard adults can perform. Juvenile delinquency, 
also known as child or juvenile delinquency, is an alarmingly growing problem that is raising concern around the world. 
Children should have been at the forefront of India’s development planning, research, and welfare efforts, but this has not been 
the case. The situation for children in India has altered dramatically, and their difficulties and related issues are now being 
addressed and debated at numerous venues. This paper exposes the reader to the notion of juvenile justice, as well as the 
rationale, philosophy and concepts that underpin it. It also traces the development of juvenile justice law in India over time. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
Understanding the current situation of India’s Juvenile System (JJS) necessitates a look 

back in time. During British Administration in India, the JJS was founded. Prior to the British 
occupation of India, children were treated by their families and society as a whole. The treatment 
of juveniles in institutions was not visible. As a result, JJS and other corrective measures were a 
direct result of western thought and the development of prison reforms. The culture of young 
offenders committing crimes is as old as the civilization itself. The youth frequently come into 
dispute with the law and commit crimes as a result of their doli incapex and adventurous attitude. 
Those stormy days are now gone, when juvenile issues were not treated as a separate system. It 
has been documented in the past that youngsters have been thrown into prison without being 
tried. They were incarcerated with serious criminals. Penologists in the nineteenth century 
prescribed equal punishments for both adults and children. Juveniles have been hung, transported, 
and imprisoned like adult criminals in the past. According to the records, a nine-year old child was 
sentenced to death in 1833 for stealing goods valued at two pence. Petty offences were commonly 
punished by hanging, lashing and pillory torture. As a deterrent, the punishment were frequently 
carried out in front of the people. Gradually, the issue of juvenile offenders was given its own 
handling. Some of the world’s finest criminologists have advocated for rehabilitative approaches 
rather than primitive measures. In 1947, India gained independence. India’s constitution 
established different treatment for children and women. To build a robust JJS in India, the 
assumption reported in social milieu is being pursued.The Supreme Court’s decision in Sheela 
Barse’s case was essential in enacting a consistent juvenile justice law. Children in detention are 
entitled to special treatment, according to the ruling. It was also suggested that the parliament 
created an unified law that would apply across the country. 

 
The Juvenile Justice System is a branch of criminal law that administers justice to minors. 

This is a system in place for minors who are not old enough to be held accountable for their 
actions. It’s used to deal with juvenile delinquency as a form of punishment. Despite widespread 
criticism and condemnation from all segments of society, the government approved the Juvenile 
Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2015, allowing children aged 16 to 18 to be tried as 
adults if they commit severe crimes. The law was pending in Parliament, and despite not having a 
majority, the government was able to get it passed. The revisions were drafted in response to public 
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outrage after the 2012 Delhi gang rape case, in which a juvenile culprit was given a reduced 
sentence due to his age. The Supreme Court ruled in Gaurav Jain V. Union of India that children 
of prostitutes have the right to equal opportunity, dignity, care, protection and rehabilitation so 
that they can participate fully in social life without being stigmatized. The court ordered the 
formation of a committee to develop and implement a plan for the rehabilitation of such children 
and child prostitutes, as well as the production of a periodic report by its registry. 

 
In India, juvenile justice policy is mostly guided by Article 15 of the Constitution, which 

ensures special attention to minors through required and unique laws and policies that protect 
their rights. The policy is also based on fundamental protections such as the right to equality, the 
right to life and personal liberty, and the right to be free from exploitation (enshrined in Articles 
14,15,16,21,23 and 24). The Indian Constitution highlights the government’s responsibility to 
protect children from exploitation and promote their welfare. According to the Act, the most 
severe form of punishment that can be meted out to adolescent offenders is three years in prison, 
and this punishment is severe enough for startling wrongdoing. If a grown-up guilty party is found, 
the most severe punishment that can be imposed is 7 years in prison, life in prison, or capital 
punishment. The fundamental goal of this system is to use rehabilitative rather than punitive 
approaches to achieve its objectives. The Juvenile Court takes measures for foster care and soft 
treatment through specific institutions if a child commits a crime or any other young person 
becomes delinquent. In order for a Juvenile offender to discover a way to live a decent life. 

 
 

II. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 
 
The methodology used to conduct this research will be doctrinal in nature, with an 

emphasis on analytical and descriptive elements. The research will mostly rely on secondary 
sources, such as examination of reports, bills, statutes, and books as well as analysis of judicial 
decisions.The researcher examined this topic in great depths and had gone through numerous 
works that have been formerly published. The study will be qualitative in nature, since it will 
attempt to analyze legal concepts now in place and recommend better options, if any are available. 
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III. RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

  

1.  What are the causes of Juvenile Delinquency ? 

2.  What is the role of the juvenile Justice board ? 

3.  How amendments in the Juvenile Justice System have helped in betterment of 

children? 

4.   How did the evolution of the JJ Act take place? 

 

IV. RESEARCH OBJECTIVES 

  

·    To recognize and appreciate the importance of a separate juvenile justice system. 

·         To comprehend the distinctions between the criminal justice and juvenile justice 
systems. 

·         To be able to comprehend the underlying principles that govern the operation of the 
juvenile   justice system 

 

V. LITERATURE REVIEW 

  

The book investigates the socio-legal and human rights aspects of India's Juvenile Justice 
System (JJS). Taking a variety of approaches to the problem, including sociological, demographic, 
legislative, judicial, and interventionist. The Indian Juvenile Justice System undertakes a holistic 
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study of these issues at a macro level (Kethineni, 2007), Juvenile Justice in Global Perspective is 
an unique comparison of juvenile justice systems around the world, bringing together unique 
perspectives from some of the world's greatest speakers (Zimring, Langer, & Tanenhaus, 2017). 
Juvenile Justice in Global Perspective is an unique comparison of juvenile justice systems around 
the world, bringing together fresh contributions from some of the world's greatest speakers. While 
American academics may be well-versed in other countries' justice systems and how adults are 
handled, juvenile justice systems and the misery of juveniles who break the law are less well-studied 
elsewhere (Roberson, 2016). This essential volume fills a significant vacuum in the study of juvenile 
justice by presenting an unparalleled comparison of criminal justice and juvenile justice systems 
around the world, seeking for points of comparison and policy variance that can lead to good 
change in the US.This study examines juvenile justice theory and practice, providing a thorough 
examination of the framework that governs the indictment of young criminals. Occupational 
Opportunities in (Holsinger, 2011) This book describes a wide range of vocations, including 
correction officers, juvenile advocates, lawyers, and judges. The Nirbhaya case law is the subject 
of this study. There were anecdotes about girls and the anguish they went through at various stages 
of their lives (Roberson, 2016). This document is about a measure in India's juvenile justice system 
for care and protection. The Lok Sabha has proposed that a judicial waiver be introduced. This 
paper is about the juvenile justice system in India and how it affects the rights of children. The 
entire essay is about juvenile justice from a human rights perspective (Kumari, 2010). This article 
is about the amendments to the juvenile justice legislation of 2015, as well as the other key changes 
to the juvenile justice act of 2015. Penalties in the Juvenile Act of 2015 and the Juvenile Act of 
2000 are compared. 

 

VI. EVOLUTION OF JUVENILE JUSTICE 
SYSTEM IN INDIA 

In the past, India has separated young offenders from the rest of the population. The care 
of children, legislative development, judicial intervention, and other governmental initiatives can 
be grouped into six phases in the evolution of juvenile justice in India. 

  

From 1773 to 1849, the East India Company, which originated as a trade company in 1608, 
ruled over a substantial part of India. Following the company's bankruptcy, the crown acquired 
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control of the rules through the Governor-General. It was during this time that the reforms' 
momentum began to pick up, and their impact could be seen. The agrarian economy has been 
devastated by colonial exploitation, forcing the poor to dwell in slums or on the fringes of cities. 
This resulted in an increase in child poverty and criminality.  Lord Cornwallis built the first 
children's centre, the "Ragged School," in 1843, during the colonial period. The goal was to 
encourage minor delinquents who had been imprisoned to labor through apprenticeship and 
industrial training, which laid the groundwork for the passage of the Apprentices Act 1850. The 
Apprentices Act, which dealt with children for the first time in India, was passed in 1850. As part 
of their rehabilitation, youngsters who were vagrants and committed petty offenses between the 
ages of 10 and 18 were required to attend vocational training. Following that, the Indian Penal 
Code, 1860 (IPC) established a minimum age restriction for juvenile criminal liability under 
sections 82 and 83 of the code. 

  

The next significant step in dealing with juvenile delinquents was the Reformatory School 
Act of 1876. The act authorized the local government to construct a reformatory school, which 
required that all boys under the age of 15 years who were imprisoned or transported be sent 
there15, and the Indian Penal Code, 1860, freed all children under the age of 12 years from all 
criminal liability. Juveniles were detained in reformatory schools for two to seven years, but once 
they reached the age of 18, the court would not allow them to remain there.  Youth in 
reformatories, on the other hand, may be able to escape if they find a productive job. 

 

Under British administration, the Indian Jail Committee was formed in 1919-1920 and 
produced a detailed report on the construction of separate facilities and trials for minors. The 
committee denounced the practice of sending juveniles to adult court and advocated for the 
creation of special children's courts to hear matters involving children and young offenders. The 
first Children Act was passed in Madras in 1920, and it was quickly followed by Bengal and 
Bombay in 1922 and 1924, respectively. All of these statutes were closely tied to England's 
Children Act of 1908. 

  

For the protection and care of children in the Union Territories, the Children Act of 1960 
was enacted. Although all states and union territories had their own children act after 
independence to address the problem of delinquent adolescents, it was discovered that these acts 
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did not provide a minimal standard of basic requirements, living circumstances, or medical care. 
As a result, standard legislation was required to address all of these issues and more. The Juvenile 
Justice Act of 1986 was enacted as a result of this. The Juvenile Justice Act of 1986 was passed to 
provide for the care, protection, treatment, development, and rehabilitation of juveniles who have 
been neglected or delinquent. The Indian Constitution's Part III (Fundamental Rights) and Part 
IV (Directive Principles of State Policy) are largely used to guide juvenile justice policy. At the 
same time, India's juvenile justice policy integrates numerous international treaties, including the 
United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC) and the United Nations Standard 
Minimum Rules for the Administration of Juvenile Justice. 

   

VII. CAUSES OF JUVENILE DELINQUENCY 
 
Family Issues 
 
Family influences an adolescent’s development in both positive and negative ways. 

Adolescents learn what is and is not acceptable from their surroundings, which are controlled by 
family life. Coming from a broken household as a result of abandonment or divorce can have a 
significant impact on a teen’s outlook on life. In these scenarios, a teen may be mistreated, 
punished too harshly, or not disciplined on a regular basis. Any of these circumstances can lead to 
juvenile delinquency since the kid has not completed his or her moral development. Teens who 
grow up in broken or disrupted families with strained relationships are more likely to go astray and 
become violent. Because single parents are preoccupied with work, they are unable to spend quality 
time with their children which results in teenagers craving attention from others. 

 
Peer Pressure 
 
Peer Pressure is difficult, exhausting and perplexing, especially for teenagers. It’s a 

technique for transferring group norms and preserving group loyalty in some ways. One of the 
most difficult obstacles we face in life especially for teenagers is remaining loyal to ourselves in the 
face of peer pressure. While the roots of peer pressure are one thing, peer pressure’s consequences 
are undeniably another. Know that peer pressure may affect anyone, whether you or someone you 
know is experiencing it. Regardless of how popular or disliked we are. 

 
Poverty and Education 
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The vast majority of individuals arrested and convinced are from low- income families. 

They are under- resourced, and the police and other law enforcement agencies are harsher on 
them. In practice, the administrative systems of law enforcement are perceived as being highly 
favourable to those who are well-off. Poverty can lead to antisocial behaviour in a variety of ways. 
Potential offenders’ inner lives are influenced by feelings of inadequacy and emotional insecurity. 
Furthermore, due to lack of funds, school-aged children’s reasonable demands are frequently 
mocked, and education suffers as a result. 

 
 
 
 

VIII. INTERNATIONAL LAWS RELATED TO 
JUVENILE JUSTICE 

 
Juvenile Justice in UK 
 
In comparison to India, the regulations governing juveniles and their crimes are tighter in 

the United Kingdom. The Children and Young Person Act of 1993 was enacted as a response to 
the rise in Juvenile offenses. A person under the age of ten shall not be arrested, according to 
Section 16 of the aforementioned act. Because a juvenile between the ages of ten and fourteen is 
expected to understand the distinction between good and wrong, they are presumed incapable of 
committing an offense because there is no mens rea. The police can only detain a child in custody 
for 72 hours, during which time the proper procedures must be taken. 

 
Juvenile Justice in USA 
 
During the nineteenth century, the United States saw significant transformation. A few 

states established reform/refuge centres where minors and adults were separated. In Illinois, the 
first juvenile court was established in 1899. After that, all states eventually had a juvenile court 
system. The age of majority varies from state to state, although in most places, children are tried 
as adults when they reach the age of 14. Occasionally, the age is reduced to ten years. A youngster 
as young as 12 years old can be tried as an adult for committing horrific crimes and condemned 
to life in prison.  
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NEED FOR SEPARATE SYSTEM FOR JUVENILES 

  

 It is a basic legal premise that bringing unequal’s together and treating them equally results 
in inequality rather than equality. In comparison to adults, children are in a unique position. 
Children are one of society's most vulnerable groups, and they are frequently exploited and abused 
by their parents, guardians, and society at large. As a result, rather than a law and order or 
retributive approach to justice, they require a humanitarian approach. Millions of children are 
abandoned on the streets, abused, forced to labour and beg, subjected to violence, and denied the 
right to a dignified life, which is a human right that all people, including children, have. They are 
in desperate need of government assistance and protection. 

Because children are often unaware of the repercussions of their actions due to their young 
age, if those actions are punishable offenses, they should be treated differently from adults who 
are assumed to be cognizant of the consequences of their actions. 

  

 ROLE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE BOARD 

  

The Board is a key role in India's juvenile justice system, having the responsibility of 
determining the guilt of juvenile offenders. The Board has been given the exceptional power to 
conduct a preliminary investigation to evaluate the juvenile's maturity to commit the offence under 
the 2015 Act. Though the Board has the authority to consult experienced psychologists or psycho-
social workers in making such a determination,109 we have already reasoned that the Board cannot 
reach an objective judgement about the offender's maturity. 
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We propose, as an alternative, incorporating the risk principle to prevent subjective 
variables from influencing the Board's operation. The risk concept dictates that offenders be 
classified as low, medium, or high risk. This theory relies on risk assessment tools110 as the severity 
of the crime committed by the juvenile, as well as the juvenile's previous record, to create such a 
classification. Juvenile offenders in the higher risk category are subsequently given more intense 
treatment programs. As a result, the severity of the juvenile offender's crime is not utilized to 
determine the juvenile's maturity; rather, it is used to determine the degree of risk provided by the 
juvenile offender. The rehabilitation plans' intensity is proportionate to the level of risk. 

  

Unlike the 2015 Act, this determination will be made in accordance with the fundamental 
concept of presumption of innocence and will use child-friendly adjudication processes as outlined 
in the 2000 Act and the applicable Rules. If the Board determines that the offender committed the 
crime, the Board should apply the risk principle to assess whether the offender is low, medium, or 
high risk. The process of determination is devoid of arbitrariness because the tools of 
determination, namely the seriousness of the offense committed and the juvenile's previous record, 
are both subjective. Following this determination, juvenile offenders should be transferred to safe 
havens that provide treatment programs tailored to the level of risk posed by each offender. As a 
result, using the risk principle to control the Board's operations eliminates the element of 
subjectivity added by the 2015 Act. 

  

Minimum Age of Criminal Responsibility 

A child under the age of criminal responsibility (MACR) is not capable of committing a 
crime. As a result, they are exempt from criminal prosecution and cannot be charged legally with 
a crime by the government. The majority of countries have set MACRs ranging from 6 to 18 years. 
The average age of criminal responsibility in the world is 12. The Latin phrase "Doli Incapax" 
means "incapable to harm," and it is used to establish the presumption of innocence for minors 
in criminal law. The theory of criminal responsibility serves as the foundation for the assumption 
in Doli incapax. The argument is based on the belief that a person should only be held criminally 
liable for activities that he intends to perform. The Indian Penal Code has fixed the age of criminal 
culpability at twelve years, taking into account a child's physical and mental development. The age 
of criminal culpability is fixed at eighteen years under the Juvenile Justice Act. Special provisions 
have been developed to deal with child offenders aged 16 to 18 who have committed horrible 
crimes. In Kula Ibrahim v. Territory of Coimbatore, the court found that the charged has the 
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right to raise the issue of immaturity at any time during the preliminary hearing or even after the 
matter has been transferred under Section 9 of the Juvenile Juvenile Act, 2015. 

  

EVOLUTION OF JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM IN INDIA 

  

In the past, India has separated young offenders from the rest of the population. The care 
of children, legislative development, judicial intervention, and other governmental initiatives can 
be grouped into six phases in the evolution of juvenile justice in India. 

  

From 1773 to 1849, the East India Company, which originated as a trade company in 1608, 
ruled over a substantial part of India. Following the company's bankruptcy, the crown acquired 
control of the rules through the Governor-General. It was during this time that the reforms' 
momentum began to pick up, and their impact could be seen. The agrarian economy has been 
devastated by colonial exploitation, forcing the poor to dwell in slums or on the fringes of cities. 
This resulted in an increase in child poverty and criminality.  Lord Cornwallis built the first 
children's centre, the "Ragged School," in 1843, during the colonial period. The goal was to 
encourage minor delinquents who had been imprisoned to labor through apprenticeship and 
industrial training, which laid the groundwork for the passage of the Apprentices Act 1850. The 
Apprentices Act, which dealt with children for the first time in India, was passed in 1850. As part 
of their rehabilitation, youngsters who were vagrants and committed petty offenses between the 
ages of 10 and 18 were required to attend vocational training. Following that, the Indian Penal 
Code, 1860 (IPC) established a minimum age restriction for juvenile criminal liability under 
sections 82 and 83 of the code. 

  

The next significant step in dealing with juvenile delinquents was the Reformatory School 
Act of 1876. The act authorized the local government to construct a reformatory school, which 
required that all boys under the age of 15 years who were imprisoned or transported be sent 
there15, and the Indian Penal Code, 1860, freed all children under the age of 12 years from all 
criminal liability. Juveniles were detained in reformatory schools for two to seven years, but once 
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they reached the age of 18, the court would not allow them to remain there.  Youth in 
reformatories, on the other hand, may be able to escape if they find a productive job. 

 

Under British administration, the Indian Jail Committee was formed in 1919-1920 and 
produced a detailed report on the construction of separate facilities and trials for minors. The 
committee denounced the practice of sending juveniles to adult court and advocated for the 
creation of special children's courts to hear matters involving children and young offenders. The 
first Children Act was passed in Madras in 1920, and it was quickly followed by Bengal and 
Bombay in 1922 and 1924, respectively. All of these statutes were closely tied to England's 
Children Act of 1908. 

  

For the protection and care of children in the Union Territories, the Children Act of 1960 
was enacted. Although all states and union territories had their own children act after 
independence to address the problem of delinquent adolescents, it was discovered that these acts 
did not provide a minimal standard of basic requirements, living circumstances, or medical care. 
As a result, standard legislation was required to address all of these issues and more. The Juvenile 
Justice Act of 1986 was enacted as a result of this. The Juvenile Justice Act of 1986 was passed to 
provide for the care, protection, treatment, development, and rehabilitation of juveniles who have 
been neglected or delinquent. The Indian Constitution's Part III (Fundamental Rights) and Part 
IV (Directive Principles of State Policy) are largely used to guide juvenile justice policy. At the 
same time, India's juvenile justice policy integrates numerous international treaties, including the 
United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC) and the United Nations Standard 
Minimum Rules for the Administration of Juvenile Justice. 

   

IX. JUVENILE JUSTICE ACT, 2015 

  

The uproar that erupted after the horrific rape and murder of a young woman (who had 
come to be known as Nirbhaya) in 2012 changed the history of juvenile justice legislation. This 
rocked the entire country and brought to light a flaw in the current juvenile justice act. Because of 
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this incident, the present juvenile legislation has been condemned not only in India but around the 
world for its helplessness and powerlessness in the face of horrible crimes such as rape and murder 
committed by juveniles, particularly those between the ages of 16 and 18. As a result of this case, 
there was a pressing need to change the current law, which allows minors aged 16 to 18 to be 
prosecuted as adults. The 1993 Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation 
in Respect of Inter-Country Adoption was incorporated into the new statute. 

  

While the Juvenile Justice Act promotes a "child-friendly" approach to juvenile justice 
through "proper care, protection, development, treatment, and social re-integration," it also allows 
for juveniles aged 16-18 to be treated as adults if they are charged with a heinous crime, which is 
defined as any crime punishable by a sentence of seven years or more. After analyzing the child's 
mental and physical capability, as well as their ability to understand the offence and consequences 
of their acts, the juvenile justice board conducts a preliminary inquiry to determine if the child can 
be tried as an adult.  The board is required by law to complete the investigation within three 
months. Social professionals and psychologists' opinions can also be considered by the board. This 
evaluation will determine whether a child will remain under the jurisdiction of the children's court 
or will be transferred to an adult court, such as a court of sessions.  Khan v. State of Maharashtra 
& Shaikh is a recent example of this provision in action, in which a seventeen-year-old was 
charged with the murder of a three-year-old and remained in the juvenile justice system, whereas 
a sixteen-year-old was charged with the murder of a seven-year-old but was found to have the 
capacity to be charged as an adult.  

  

X. CONCLUSION 

From the foregoing, it can be concluded that juvenile delinquency is a significant burden 
on society, and that, given the current circumstances, the number of crimes committed by juveniles 
is on the rise and must be addressed. Murder, rape, and robbery are some of the more horrific 
crimes committed. The offender's age should not be the main basis for a favourable sentence. The 
government must take numerous substantial actions to grade the sort of offenses that should be 
redeemed under this Act for the benefit of society. It seems somewhat irrational to penalize minors 
who have run afoul of the law the same way, regardless of the type and degree of the crime they 
have committed. Heinous crimes of a rare nature belong in a different category than petty crimes, 
and should not be compared to them. Serious crimes such as rape and murder often go unpunished 
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because the perpetrator is under the age of 18. As a result, a change to the current law is 
unavoidable. However, the effective execution and revisions of the Juvenile Justice Act will not be 
enough to stop juvenile crime. It is critical to raise public awareness about the disease that afflicts 
our sick society. Juveniles that are involved in criminal activity are not criminals, but rather victims 
of society. 

  

 

XI. SUGGESTIONS 

  

Juvenile delinquency can be prevented at an early age if particular precautions are taken at 
home and at school. It is the obligation and responsibility of parents at the household level of 
society, as well as the job of government at the national level, to correctly stimulate a child's mind, 
rather than categorizing them as criminals or delinquents. They must change their bad personality 
into a positive one. However, based on previous experience, we must close the gap between theory 
and practice. We must establish a robust infrastructure and an efficient Juvenile Justice 
Administration as part of this process. The new legislation contains dreams, and we must turn 
them into reality. The major purpose of the juvenile justice system should be rehabilitation, and it 
should be distinguished from the criminal justice system. Instead of attempting to reduce the age, 
an attempt should have been made to address the underlying cause of the problem, namely, to 
mold our juveniles in such a way and provide them with such a socio-psychological-emotional 
environment and support that they do not commit crime at the outset. We must remember that 
the goal of the juvenile justice system should be “restorative rather than punitive,” allowing for 
the rehabilitation and reintegration of youngsters who have run afoul of the law into society. It is 
critical to recognize that juveniles require reform rather than imprisonment. The more measures 
taken and plans implemented, the better the prospects of moving society away from darker juvenile 
crimes and toward a brighter society free of juvenile delinquency. After that, a society free of crime, 
corruption, and disease is attainable and practicable. 
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