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Juvenile Justice 
Introduction
The court system was split into two major parts, adult and Juvenile court towards the end of the 19th Century. It was through the introduction of juvenile courts that jurisdiction of teen's criminal offenses was transferred to newly structured courts that shield the teens from the adverse impacts from adult courts. In light of the above, this paper will illustrate the effectiveness of the transfer process as well as personal insight based onthe evidence and discussion provided. 
Effectiveness of the process
The efficacy of the transfer process raises many concerns because it leads to an increased number of youths being tried in adult courts. The existing research confirms that teens who are subjected to adult correctional procedures develop the tendency of recommitting extreme offenses (Elrod and Ryder 384). Besides, the youths in juvenile correctional units portray high chances of reforming from their deviant behavior compared to those in adult units. Overall, the process does not contribute positively to society in the long run since it instigates the transferred youths to develop recidivism, thereby engaging in more serious offenses.
To some extent, the transfer process has been much pivotal in reducing the number of juveniles who are tried in adult courts. The method proposes that youth should only be subjective to adult court trials when involved in severe cases, including murder and drug trafficking (Elrod& Ryder, 2013). Notably, the process has lessened the impact of crime on the juveniles. It is, however, crucial to lament that the process has its adverse face. Precisely, some officers dishonor the transfer process criteria, thereby exposing juveniles who are charged with minor offenses to the harsh judgment and sentencing found in adult courts.
The popularity base of the transfer process “Get -tough” has been diminishing over the last years. This statement brings forth an insight that the process does not contribute hugely to reducing criminal activity among the youths hence being less effective (Elrod&Ryder, 2013). Again, the blended transfer sentencing disregards the rights of a juvenile because of their differences and those of adults. Based on the above proposition, it is evident that the systems demands immediate reforms geared towards protecting the rights of youths.
Personal insight about the process
Based on the conclusion and evidence provided, it is evident that the transfer process does bring not only positive impacts on the society and the youths but also adverse ones. The process can act as a tool to avert the community from experiencing the damaging implications of juvenile's serious offenses. However, it becomes ineffective in the long since it boosts recidivism among the minors due to the harsh environment evidenced in adult correctional centers. Overly, the component should be part of the judicial system for the benefit of the society; however, it promotes recidivism among the juvenile.
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