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Juvenile offender
Various procedures can follow after Xander’s arrest. The first option is detention. Xander will be detained if the police feel that he poses a threat to the society, will be at risk if returned to the community or may fail to appear at an upcoming hearing. The police will detain him, awaiting adjudication. The second option is the diversion. If police pursue diversion, the formal juvenile justice processing will be avoided.
 	The other option that the police have is to refer the case to juvenile court. When this happens, a prosecutor or juvenile court intake takes over the case (Davis, 1974). The prosecutor may dismiss the case, file formal charges (petition), or handle the matter informally. Various factors determine the procedure that the prosecutor takes. These factors include the severity of the offense, the juvenile's age, the crime record of the juvenile, the ability of the minor's parents to control his or her behavior, and the strength of the evidence presented.  The case of Xander is likely to follow this route. This is because Xander is 17 years old, has a history of crime, and his current crime is of great magnitude (possessing a weapon). 
When formal proceedings ensue (petitioning the case), the probation officer or prosecutor, a petition is filed in court. The juvenile will then be arraigned in front of a judge. The court may decide to send the minor to an adult court. This process is called a waiver. A waiver is an adjudication process by which a juvenile is transferred to the adult court system. Xander can go through this process because he is 17 years old and has a criminal record (Tang & Nunez, 2003). In most states, including Texas, juveniles with the age of 16 years and above can be transferred to an adult court. 
If the judge does not issue a waiver, the juvenile is tried in the juvenile court. The court will first determine whether the minor can be given bail or not. A bailed is granted in most cases, and the minor remains at home while awaiting the hearing. The next step is for the minor to enter a plea, and based on the plea, the case may proceed to trial (Lipsey et al., 2017). Entering a plea may involve the juvenile attending counseling sessions or reimbursing the victim for charges. The judge can also divert the case whereby the minor undergoes a recommended program. The programs may involve minor performing community services or undergoing counseling. If the juvenile fails to fulfill these obligations, the court may reinstate formal charges (Redding & Howell, 2000). 
Apart from these two choices, the judge can hold an adjudicatory, equivalent to trial in adult court. During an adjudicatory hearing, both sides present evidence before the judge and the attorneys argue the case. It is a judge, not a jury who hears a juvenile case. This takes the form of a plaintiff and a defendant whereby Xander will be the defendant. After hearing from both sides, the judge rules whether Xander is delinquent or not. If not guilty, the case will be dismissed. This means that Xander is innocent and did not violate any criminal law.  If delinquent (minor violated a criminal law), the judge will decide what is in the juvenile's best interest. This is called disposition.  Disposition can be categorized into two types: incarceration and non-incarceration (Redding & Howell, 2000). Non-incarceration disposition hearing for Xander will entail him being placed in a group or foster home, probation, warning, reprimand, the imposition of a fine, restitution, commitment to an institution, or referral to an outside agency. Incarceration options include placing Xander in a juvenile detention facility, secured juvenile facilities, and being sent to adult jail (when the juvenile reaches the age of majority). This is called a blended sentence (Redding & Howell, 2000).
Correction plan
Proposal for a community intervention strategy
From the case study of Xander, we can say that he is a violent juvenile offender. He has previously been adjudicated with purse snatching, drug possession, and breaking with his first adjudication occurring when he was just 13. Additionally, he has a criminal record and has already served one year in a correctional facility.  Based on these facts, I believe Xander's best option is to enroll him in a prevention program in Texas. Community-based rehabilitation programs can be effective in reducing delinquency. I would recommend that Xander be taken to the Texas Juvenile Justice Department (TJJD). 

Texas Juvenile Justice Department has a program with two major components that help in its working to reduce juvenile crime. First, TJJD assists in providing treatment services to the youth through their secure facilities, which are managed and operated by the state. These are youth who have committed serious offenses or those with problems of chronic delinquency like Xander. Such juveniles have fully exhausted other options (Darnell, 2012). It educates the minors on matters of work and ethics while also giving guidance to the youths with troubles to be productive individuals, not forgetting the disciplining aspect.  TJJD also provides various services to juveniles, such as providing a safe and secure environment for young offenders while also making them obtain rehabilitative services for them to become good citizens in the society (Finkelhor, Cross,  & Cantor, 2005). Therefore, the most appropriate correction and rehabilitation plan for Xander is a community intervention program such as TJJD. 
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