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Juvenile Diversion Program
Overview
In the United States of America, crimes are reported daily concerning people of all age groups. For the youths, there are diversion programs that are deemed critical in redirecting the youthful offenders from the justice system through programming, supervision, and supports (Ray, 2017). The main goal of juvenile diversion programs is to hold the youths responsible for their crimes and offenses, but this is done differently from the other crimes. Additionally, the charges for the other programs are slightly expensive than the juvenile diversion programs. This implies that the juvenile diversion programs are initiated to reduce the burden on the normal court systems by curbing the caseload of juvenile offenders. Interestingly, the diversion programs are classified depending on the risk associated with the offenses caused (Schlesinger, 2018). There are low-risk youths, which encompasses the first-time offenders and the high-risk offenders related to teenagers with mentally ill offenders, especially those with substance abuse issues.
The significant steps involved in the juvenile diversion programs include investigation and charging. The investigation for crimes committed by the youths is done in some similar ways for all the other offenders. The officers conduct a comprehensive investigation to collect the evidence for case proceedings to be initiated. This is followed by detention in which the police officers are ordered to take the offenders into custody, to a place of care within 24 to 48 hours before hearing. However, most juvenile offenders are not imprisoned but rather beckoned to the court for hearing (Schlesinger, 2018). The location for pre-trial hearing is the state or county in which the crime was committed, and deposition hearing occurs in the county of residence. This is followed by the arraignment hearing in which the juvenile is asked to either deny or admit the requisition. If the youth admits, the case is then taken at the disposition stage. On the other hand, denial leads to trial. The trials are mostly conducted under a judge. However, the juvenile has a right to request a jury trial, which later declares the petitions proven or not (National Institute of Justice, 2018). Lastly, the case goes on disposition. This step is preceded if the trial was proven. In the disposition, the judge has a couple of options to subject the juvenile, including warning them, fines, community services, and probations. 
Evidences and Statistics
In the case of evidence-based diversion programs, I am much interested in community services as part of the correctional mechanisms used for juvenile diversion programs. The community corrections are sanctions imposed on juveniles that happen in the community settings (National Institute of Justice, 2018). These community services are considered critical, and for these reasons, they are well overlooked by the agencies or special courts with granted legal authority over juvenile crime makers. More significantly, the community correctional services involve the probation agencies as well as other parole agencies that focus on seeing correctional procedure a success. 
According to Sawyer (2019), over 48,000 youths are confined to juvenile programs daily for different offenses. Of all these youths detained, at least 3,200 are subjected to community corrections services. Sadly, some scholars have argued that not all the children confined under these programs are guilty. Interestingly the number of youths confined in the U.S has fallen by 60% in the last two decades(Sawyer, 2019).
The effectiveness of community correctional services for juveniles is in doubt. In the first place, the correctional process is associated with racial disparities in which the Black and American Indian youth are overrepresented. In contrast, the white youth are underrepresented despite them committing crimes (Sawyer, 2019). During the correctional process, the teens are subjected to harsh conditions since some youths complain about sexual victimization, and only a few cases receive the desirable education services like job training. In this case, the child comes out of the correctional facilities with a history of trauma and victimization (Sawyer, 2019). In this regard, the correctional services lead to worse outcomes than expected since they are dehumanizing. As much as we believe that the cases of juvenile offenses are reducing, there are still essential matters that must be corrected for the effectiveness of the diversion programs. 
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