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The Juvenile Sentencing Policy
The Juvenile Sentencing Policy deals with the disposition orders to which a minor can face when he or she is found guilty of breaking the law. Disposition orders may be of two types- incarceration and non-incarceration depending on the nature of the crime. In sentencing, these minors, different stakeholders in the Juvenile sentencing policy have been affected either negatively or positively. 
The Effect of Juvenile Sentencing Policy on All Involved Stakeholders
The Juvenile Sentencing policy has a large number of stakeholders as children are a part of the community. The stakeholders include the minor, the parents or guardian to the criminal, the school and religious community of the minor, the judges and magistrates offering the sentence or punishment as well as the prison wards in charge of ensuring that inmates follow the details of their sentences as well as achieve correction, the main aim of sentencing. 
One major positive effect of the juvenile sentencing policy is it has enhanced the moral upbringing of children and ensured that children not only grow to be good law keepers but also critical thinkers of the consequences of their actions. This has eased the responsibility of parents, teachers, and guardians in monitoring morality as the children are equally responsible for ensuring their actions are moral. Most minors are aware of the court rulings that have been made to their fellow minors when they commit crimes. This has made them fear to break the law and choose peace when there is no other option during conflict or hardships. On interviewing teenage children in high school, (Monahan, Steinberg & Piquero, 2015), find out that many at times teenagers have learned to control their actions for fear of the wrath they will face in court.

However, the juvenile sentencing policy has reduced the educational attainment of the minors and it increases their risk of incarceration during adulthood. Incarcerated minors have a 39% probability of dropping out of school and a 41% probability of entering adult prisons. The education offered in prisons is of lower quality as compared to that offered in other normal schools. The attention of the minor is divided between concentrating in class and meeting the conditions offered in his or her sentence. Seclusion from family and friends negatively affects the growth of the child and he or she may fall into depression with the harsh prison environment (Scott et.al, 2015). In addition to that, in prisons, the minors get to interact with people who have committed crimes of different natures. Some children walk out of prison as “better” criminals than they walked in because they learn that crime life is more fun as depicted by their fellow inmates. Most incarcerated minors are from poor and disadvantaged backgrounds. They have higher chances of dropping out of school after release. Therefore, this increases their chances of incarceration during adulthood after they have been released. 
The policy has a great effect on the perception of children and their behavior greatly in the community. It affects how society views children, especially when they have wronged in not only wrongs that bring them before courts of law, but also minor wrongs that require parental or guardian guidance or punishment. When the sentencing system is too harsh and inconsiderate of the fact that children are human and they are prone to make errors, parents, teachers and guardians become too harsh in handling children. Moreover, this erases the fact that children can change even after crimes from the parent, guardian or teachers mind thus creating a negative relationship with the child. The USA sentencing policy denies juvenile parole whereby it sentences minors to life without giving room for their release if they comply with certain terms and conditions during sentencing. This policy has made the society be strict on handling children when they wrong.

Another negative effect of the juvenile sentencing policy is it increases the costs incurred by the government in correctional facilities. The USA spends approximately over $6 billion annually on juvenile corrections, and it is the leading in the incarceration of minors. In a normal day in the USA, there are over 70,000 juveniles placed in custody with an average cost of $88,000 per juvenile each year. This has negatively affected the USA economy because these funds could be invested in other beneficial activities if the government altered its policy that encourages juvenile incarceration without parole. 
The Role of the Courts in Enforcing the Policy

The courts play a great role in the enforcement of the juvenile sentencing policy as it determines the innocence or guiltiness of the suspect before determining the sentence or punishment to be administered. The juvenile court judges are the most important people when it comes to enforcing the juvenile sentencing policy (Morrow, Dario & Rodriguez, 2015). They are responsible for playing the administrative, judicial, collaborative, and advocacy roles. Moreover, they are also responsible for playing the traditional role of deciding the legal issue pertaining to a certain case, the trueness of the facts brought to court as well as determining the fate of the minor depending on his or her ruling. 

Advocates are an essential component of the juvenile court whereby they speak up for the minors as they are more knowledgeable. They help in the creation and enforcement of the juvenile sentencing policy, as they ensure the rights of the minor are protected. They also help in reducing the stress and injury that a minor may experience during court proceedings as the minor feels his or her rights are well represented. They, therefore have an important role in enforcing the juvenile sentencing policy. 

The presence of probation officers in the court system also plays an essential role in enforcing the juvenile sentencing policy. Probation officers work with juveniles in prison and they act as temporary guardians in lieu of, or after serving their sentence. They ensure the minor has abided by the probation terms and in the case of any violation, they notify the court. The officer can revoke probation and transfer the offender to a juvenile detention. This ensures that the juvenile sentencing policy has been enforced. 

Recommendations to Change the Policy

With the adverse negative effects of the Juvenile sentencing policy, I would recommend that some changes be made to the policy. First and foremost, the policy should be amended to favor non-incarceration disposition orders and community-based alternatives. Incarceration has many negative effects as discussed above. On the contrary, non-incarceration and community-based alternatives have positive effects as both the child and the society help in achieving correction of the child. Besides, the educational attainment of the child is not limited and chances of committing a crime in future for the child are decreased as the child has faced consequences of his or her actions but in a favorable environment. Due to increased non-incarceration and community-based alternatives, juvenile expenditure has dropped by 32% since 2002.

Lastly, I would recommend that before sentencing, adequate data collection and background check of the minor be conducted. Some minors become criminals due to lack of any other option as they are from a disadvantaged background. In an attempt to survive, they engage in crimes. Such minors when given a better environment become law-abiding citizens and are of benefit to the society other than incarcerating them which would have caused more damage. 
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