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Review of Literature	Comment by John: Overall, there is a substantial lack of actual empirical research that has been reviewed. The handful of studies you do sight, you do not talk about at all. More importantly, none of them seemingly have to do with your topic. 
Given how short this paper is, it may be better if you start with the idea of bringing rehabilitation back into juvenile justice and then transitioning into CBY as a very promising approach, rather than starting so far back in history and having to dedicate so much page space to just getting to the point.

Additionally, whenever you make a claim you have to provide a citation. This applies to the first half dozen sentences, as well as others. 

Don’t use contractions in academic writing. 
Juveniles and Cognitive Behavioral Therapy
JoLynn C Kerschner
Missouri State University


















Review of Literature
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Literature in the historical context has suggested that during most of the twentieth century researchers and practitioners have focused on youth rehabilitative ideas, particularly during the 1960’s-1970’s. However, during this time era, the crime rates sharply increased prompting criminologist to reject the rehabilitative model, and focus on a “justice model,” that the criminal justice system shouldn’t be concerned with juvenile rehabilitation but punishment. Punishments appropriate to the severity of the crime committed. Therefore, this limited correction official’s’ discretion with offenders and institute due process rights and determinate sentencing. When the national crime rate increased dramatically, it placed a spotlight on evaluating corrections interventions with youth. These negative impressions casted negative impressions on the idea of rehabilitation. By the mid 1970’s, the rehabilitation view had transformed and had been replaced by an ideology emphasizing that “nothing works” in corrections, that crime can only be reduced through social justice. Literature has strongly suggested, that Martinson’s (1974) famous “nothing works,” essay was the most notable in playing a key role in this collapse of the rehabilitation outlook. Evaluating past literature, Martinson based of 30 years of study had concluded from his research that “with a few exceptions, rehabilitative efforts did not influence recidivism,” (Cullen, 2013). Literature has suggested, that until the 1990’s the “nothing works,” outlook on juvenile rehabilitation has been accurate since, much research until that point had not been rigorous on such topics. Juvenile courts had abandoned the rehabilitative approach instead using boot camps, military-style regimens, scared straight programs, and increased confinement in detention centers and juvenile reformatories. In the last twenty years with new efforts in reaching common ground on effective juvenile programs the majority have not been effective, or evaluated. The programs that were evaluated as treatment for juvenile delinquents had rather, discouraging results (Siegel & Welsh, 2012; Redondo, Sanchez-Mecha, & Garrido, 1999; Lösel, Blender, & Bliesener, 1992; Henggeler & Schoenwald, 2011; Loeber & Farrington, 2012). However, despite challenges, the criminal justice system has made great steps in the last decade, especially in areas concerning evidence-based practices and juvenile programs. Researchers today, have more of an understanding of how to prevent youth violence than years prior. Recent literature, has now focused on new trends in the juvenile justice system, challenging Martinson’s “nothing works concept.” Promising research has uncovered causes and correlation in youth crime.  Literature in the past few years have emphasized cognitive behavioral therapy and the therapy’s success in terms of prevention, intervention, rehabilitation, even in terms of high risk offenders. 	Comment by John: Criminologists did not reject this idea, law makers did, and many continue to do so. 	Comment by John: “Correction officials” generally refers to the people who work in corrections, the institutions the follow adjudication/prosecution. The discretion you are referring to is the discretion of the court. 	Comment by John: You need to be more precise in what you mean. What impressions? Who said these things, or spread the idea?	Comment by John: The idea was that since nothing works there is no need to waste resources trying to rehabilitate, so we might as well as lock them away and throw away the key for incapacitation is the only truly effective means to prevent recidivism. Social justice have to do with ideas of inequality and privilege.	Comment by John: The second statement does not logically follow. If not true good study has been conducted, then it is not possible to conclude whether things work one way or the other. 	Comment by John: It is odd that you now have a long string of citations here, when there was a dearth of citations in the page leading up to this. 
	
I want to do well on this, writing is my strong point, I stink at tests, anxiety consumes me.  I feel my introduction needs more. I know this is 8-10 pages so, should I flow to my body, or what should I add or take out in my introduction to make it stronger. I don’t want to make it too long to stray the reader. Or, am I totally off in left field? Should my body consist of “impacts?” of CBT
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