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Editor’s Introduction

Chapter 19 argued that the recent trends in juvenile justice should be ex-
tended to the point where the juvenile court itself is abolished. This recommen-
dation more or less is based on an assumption that the original purpose of the
juvenile court—reducing delinquency by treating its causes—simply cannot be
achieved.

Chapter 20 takes a very different point of view. It recognizes the obvious
legal and political changes that have transformed the juvenile court and made it
much more similar to the adult court, but it also argues that a variety of other,
less obvious changes have also been occurring. These changes are not very visi-
ble in the political and public arena, but they are much more integrated with the
actual juvenile justice system as it functions on a day-to-day basis.

To a considerable extent, these changes originated with judges, attorneys,
probation officers, and other professionals within juvenile justice systems
across the country. To a considerable extent, these changes were based on
evaluation research that provided solid information about how to reduce
delinquency.

Basically, this chapter argues that juvenile justice is being transformed from
within. It is being “reinvented" in a sense, but that the reinvention is a return to
the original ideals of the juvenile court: individualized treatment in order to re-
duce youthful offending. The difference is that now, because of solid evaluation
research such as that described in Part VI, the original ideal of the juvenile
court can actually be achieved.
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236 Part X: Juvenile Justice in the Future

The authors conclude: “These lesser known innovations, supported by the
findings of evaluative research, helped to revive the juvenile justice system in the
face of withering attacks from the political arena”

++ e

Transforming Juvenile Justice

Public discussions about juvenile justice usually focus on the big
issues, such as the legal ethics of criminal court transfer, the
value of punishment versus rehabilitation, and the relative effective-
ness of prevention. Although elected officials and the general public
concentrated on these issues during recent decades, there was an-
other, vitally important area of policy and program development un-
dertaken by professionals inside the juvenile justice system. In many
areas of the country, judges, attorneys, probation workers, and others
were transforming the administration and organization of juvenile
justice. These changes show great promise for creating more effective
approaches to addressing juvenile crime.

For example, many parts of the juvenile justice system have begun
to adopt the framework of community justice or problem-solving jus-
tice. Drawing on various program innovations, including community
crime prevention, community policing, community prosecution, and
community courts, the concept of community justice refocuses the
nature of justice system intervention (see e.g., Connor, 2000; Karp &
Clear, 2000; Rottman & Casey, 1999). Rather than simply identifying
offenders, weighing the evidence against them, and imposing punish-
ment, the community justice perspective calls on all actors in the jus-
tice system to use the processes of investigation, arrest, prosecution,
and sentencing to solve problems in the community. Each incident of
criminal behavior is viewed within the context of the community in
which it occurs, and professionals within the justice system work to
develop relationships with community leaders and other residents to
understand why crime happens and to prevent future occurrences.

A community justice perspective shifts the focus of the justice sys-
tem to the well-being of the entire community, and the community
becomes the client for all crime-fighting agencies. Within juvenile
justice, this shift in focus was suggested by the Office of Juvenile Jus-
tice and Delinquency Prevention’s Comprehensive Strategy for Serious,
Violent, and Chronic Juvenile Offenders (Wilson & Howell, 1993) and
the Coordinating Council on Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Pre-
vention’s (1996) National Juvenile Justice Action Plan, both of which
feature prominent emphases on community-based initiatives.


















