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as murder, kidnapping, armed robbery, and carjacking. Reverse transfers allow a judge or 
prosecutor to send the case back to the juvenile court.

Critics of the prosecutorial waiver argue extraneous factors, such as political pres-
sures or get-tough attitudes, may influence these decisions. The American Bar Association 
also opposes the use of transfers. Research shows juveniles tried and convicted in adult courts 
are more likely to commit another offense in the future compared with adjudicated youth.32 
Other studies found that juveniles in adult prisons are more likely to be abused by staff and 
be attacked with a weapon, and are at greater risk of death compared with other prisoners.33

VICTIMS
Throughout this text, you have learned that victims of crime have rights. The rights 

described vary from place to place and include (among other things) the right to being treated 
with dignity and respect, to receive practical and emotional support, to receive restitution, to 
be heard, and to be involved and notified throughout the process. Today, most states provide 
victims of juvenile delinquency with some or all of the rights afforded to those victimized by 
adults. This has not always been the case, though. Initial legislation aimed at victims’ rights 
applied only to adult crimes. The juvenile justice system continued to operate by preserving the 
privacy of the juvenile. In the early 1990s, with the increase in juvenile offenses and arrest, a 
shift in perspective occurred. The change in philosophy turned more toward holding juvenile 
offenders accountable for their actions, encouraging them to take personal responsibility for 
their egregious behavior and the consequences of their actions. A result of these changes was 
the removal of confidentiality of traditional juvenile proceedings, the facilitation of accessing 
juvenile records, the opening to the public of proceedings, and the inclusion of victims in the 

POLICY ISSUES

Specialized Teen Court
Teen courts, also called peer or youth courts, 

use a process similar to a juvenile court, but peers 
serve as judges, attorneys, jurors, and other mem-
bers of the courtroom work group. Most teen courts 
hear cases for first-time, low-risk offenders typically 
engaged in minor offenses: vandalism, disorderly 
conduct, and petty theft. The majority of the courts 
require the defendant to admit to the charges in 
order to participate, although according to the Office 
of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, some 
courts hold trials to determine guilt or innocence. 
Parents are required to be present for the trial. 
Defendants may be sentenced to community service, 
counseling, or restitution and/or may be required to 
make an apology to the victim.

Proponents believe teen courts reduce future 
wrongdoing and increase respect for the law. Also, the 
process educates volunteers and defendants about 

the judicial system. Opponents argue these courts 
create an additional sanction, which may pull more 
offenders into the system unnecessarily. Additionally, 
evaluation research is needed to determine whether 
the courts are effective.

Think About It
1.	 Are teen courts an effective method for reducing 

recidivism?

2.	 Why or why not?

3.	 How can the use of peer volunteers add bias to the 
system?

4.	 When defendants fail to comply with the peer 
sentence, what are the possible consequences?

5.	 What other types of diversion programs may be more 
effective than teen court?
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