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Juvenile Justice Correctional Facilities
Introduction
Juvenile justice refers to the area of criminal law which is applicable to persons who are not old enough to be held liable for criminal actions (Seroczynski et al., 2016). The American juvenile justice system is mandated to let the law act on juvenile criminals after being found guilty. In this setting, juvenile justice correctional facilities are brought into question. The facilities support the America juvenile system to imprison those who are under age and have been confirmed delinquent by law (Hockenberry, Wachter, & Sladky, 2016). Studies have defended that juvenile delinquency in the United States is on the verge of increasing and therefore, juvenile justice correctional facilities have become essential in reinforcing correctional behaviors. Seroczynski et al., (2016) resonates that “juvenile justice correctional facilities are faced with a lot of inefficiencies due to the increased rate of recidivism among juveniles.” In my conviction, Juvenile Diversion Program is the most appropriate program, which will give accurate intervention to the issue of recidivism amid juveniles. 
Juvenile Diversion Program
This program can sufficiently and accurately address recidivism amid deviant juveniles because the program is majorly meant for young offenders. Its primary goal is to reduce and possibly alleviate the occurrence of juvenile crime by separating youth from the traditional juvenile system while giving alternatives to formal processing (Seroczynski et al., 2016). The program has been highly rated and promising. 
The processes used to identify the problem
According to Hockenberry et al., (2016), recidivism amidst juveniles is identified through assessing the incidences of return to crime. Another method of identifying recidivism is through interviewing juveniles and asking them to give a fact on the number of crimes they have committed. According to Markman et al., (2016), “another core approach is through comparing the distinction amid the effects of drug treatments in a post-program relapse in addition to delinquency.” These processes are effective in measuring criminalizing facts attached to deviant youth. 
Data Collection Methodologies.
It is always essential to define whether juvenile crime intervention has been effective in addressing delinquency or not. However, this practice requires evidence-based data. Markman et al., (2016) asserts that “data on recidivism cannot be measured just by the use of arrest data only since not all crimes are detected or reported.” Therefore, data on the rate of recidivism may be garnered by interviewing the offender. Another method is examining officially recorded delinquency events (Markman et al., 2016). Another method is by measuring the time elapsed until the next crime. 
The data that must be collected to identify the problem.
To accurately define recidivism, the examiner must evaluate data from the subject on whether they have ever engaged in any criminalizing activity after entering juvenile justice intervention programs. Another data that must be collected is the number of arrests, supervisions violations, convictions, and commitment to jail (Seroczynski et al., 2016). Another essential data to be collected is whether the person has been arrested after admission in the community-based drug treatment. Another essential data is the time lapse between one form of crime to another. It entails examining the number of days that have passed until the person gets arrested after his or her release from prison. These forms of data are effective in defining the effectiveness of interventions offered in our juvenile justice correctional facilities. 

Ways to involve key personnel in collecting and analyzing data
In my conviction, the person collecting the data must have a thorough understanding of the dynamics of juvenile delinquency (Seroczynski et al., 2016). He or she must have accepted data collection techniques. The personnel should get involved in data collection by identifying issues as well as opportunities for data collection. The next step is selecting issues and opportunities and setting goals. Next, the person should plan or devise methodologies defining how data will be collected and the sources that will be applied. Herein, the personnel must be directly involved in the study by executing the outlined methods such as interviewing and observing the subject. In regard to data analysis, the key personnel should read in between the lines in an effort to interpret the data collected.  Just like Seroczynski et al., (2016) argues, “if the data exceeds his internal capacity to understand, an expert should be considered for accurate analysis”. Thereafter, the personnel are required to act on the study results by developing an effective action plan to meet the set goals.
The effect of the Juvenile sentencing policy on stakeholders
Juvenile incarceration policy has varied effects on all involved stakeholders.  According to Seroczynski et al., (2016), “juvenile sentencing policy shares a tremendous cost to all stakeholders in the juvenile system.” The juvenile justice system is mandated to meet the needs of the imprisoned juveniles until their sentence is over. This aspect calls for increased taxations to meet the expense. Further, the juvenile sentencing policy stands to be a blow to the incarcerated juveniles since it tends to reduce their educational attainment. Hockenberry et al., (2016) argues that “juvenile sentencing policy increases the chances of being incarcerated as an adult.” Juvenile justice officials are always questionable for the inhumane suffering and increased incidences of recidivism as a result of juvenile sentencing. Parents are also subjected to unceasing trauma based on the suffering of their beloved kids. The government is also mandated to subsidize for the cost of incarceration and other support programs.  
The role of courts in creating or enforcing the policy
Juvenile courts are comprised of personnel who have a thorough understanding of the concepts of the juvenile justice system. According to Hockenberry et al., (2016), "courts help in making sentencing laws by making decisions on new issues affecting juveniles.” Court helps in making critical interpretations on key concepts which lay the foundation for the law. Courts also participate in lawmaking by giving out recommendations and affirming the ethical legality of the adopted laws. In regard to enforcing juvenile sentencing, the court is mandated to ensure that susceptible youths are legally admitted, screened and assessed by different professionals (Hockenberry et al., 2016). The courts also ensure that the correct charges are taken against youth offenders through legal sufficiency and formalized court processes. 
Recommendations
Juvenile justice correctional facilities have been characterized by inhumane suffering subjected to our juveniles as a result of tough juvenile sentencing policy. There is a need to consider policy reformation and admit the importance of juvenile diversion program instead. It is true that the juvenile sentencing policy has facilitated the increased number of juvenile recidivism, deterioration of youth education, and a tremendous cost to the entire nation. The policy change will help in delivering specific interventions to the juveniles to alleviate as well as reduce the rate of recidivism. Policy reform will allow for other alternative interventions such as rehabilitation and hence reducing the attached costs.

Conclusion
Conclusively, it is apparent that juvenile delinquency is on the rise and hence it is the role of the juvenile justice system to ensure that young offenders deviate from deviant behaviors. However, juvenile justice correctional facilities seem to be ineffective in addressing juvenile delinquency, and there is a need for intervention. Juvenile diversion program will pave the way for juvenile justice with reduced suffering.
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