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For Immediate Release March 16, 2012
Press Availability March 20, 2012 in Washington D.C.
Contact: Jennifer Bishop Jenkins, NOVJL President, 312-882-4584
Victims’ Families of Teen Killers 
Gather at Supreme Court After 
Miller v Alabama and Jackson v Hobbs Oral Argument 
(Washington DC) - Murder victims’ families and Prosecutors will appear at the Supreme Court front steps to talk to the press after oral argument on March 20, 2012. These victims and prosecutors were among those who filed amicus briefs in opposition to plaintiffs in the Miller v Alabama and Jackson v Hobbs, cases of teens who committed murder and were sentenced to natural life in prison as adults for their heinous crimes. JLWOP is the acronym for “juvenile life without parole” – the issue before the court. Those available to talk to the press include:
· Candy Cheathem, daughter of the victim in the Miller v Alabama case, cell 256-565-5189
· Jennifer Bishop Jenkins, President NOVJL, cell 312-882-4584, sister of triple JLWOP murder in Winnetka, Illinois
· Bobbi Jamriska, Vice President, NOVJL cell 412-821-0242 sister of JLWOP murder in Pennsylvania
· Jodi Robinson, NOVJL Treasurer, cell 248-736-1737 sister of JLWOP murder in Michigan
· Scott Burns, Executive Director of the National District Attorneys Association NDAA, cell 703-919-9286
· Tom McCarthy, Attorney, Wiley Rein, author of the NOVJL amicus brief, cell 703-298-0455
· David LaBahn, Association of Prosecuting Attorneys cell 202-570-0763
NOVJL issued the following statement about these two Supreme Court cases:
“The incidence of 14 year old murderers sentenced to life as adults is rare in the USA, reserved only for those teenagers who demonstrate a high degree of culpability and commit particularly heinous murders. These cases currently before the Supreme Court represent efforts by the well-funded advocates for the offenders to go after the ‘outliers’ in this JLWOP issue. 90% of all cases of these juveniles tried and sentenced to natural life as adults for their devastating murders are 16 and 17 years old. 
“Advocates for the offenders have misrepresented the brain science, the number of offenders serving this sentence in the USA, and worst of all, often the very facts of these horrific crimes. Victims’ families have been re-traumatized by the offender advocates’ versions of these crimes in their crusade against JLWOP across the nation. They continue to tell stories of the offenders who are made out to be merely innocent children sentenced to die. The fact is-- the only people in this scenario with the death sentence were our murdered loved ones.
“NOVJL's primary concern as an organization is that ALL the victims’ families that would be affected by any rulings by the Supreme Court are notified. And we are concerned that, now and in the future, all victims’ rights to be notified of, and heard in, their loved ones' murder cases are respected. 
“Retroactively undoing a natural life sentence for murder poses daunting and re-traumatizing challenges to victims’ families and their rights to due process. Evidence that victims’ families might have needed to battle a parole release one day may be forever lost to them. Most walk away from their lengthy criminal justice proceedings, after the offenders have had their many days in court, believing that the life sentence is permanent. They usually do not register for victim notification. They move on, believing the offender can never threaten them again. Retroactively changing life sentences across the board for juvenile killers, we believe, is unconstitutional in its violations of these victims’ rights and due process rights; not to mention the cost to the public in extra unnecessary legal proceedings, and the real danger many released killers pose to public safety.
“While we believe natural life sentences for murder should ALWAYS be rare - no matter the age of the offender - it is sadly true that there are some people who are so dangerous that they can never be allowed to walk among us. Victims deserve legal finality. They deserve not to have to spend the rest of their lives attending parole hearings, fighting the release of their loved ones' killers. If the offender, no matter their age, young or old, shows profound culpability and heinousness in an aggravated homicide or multiple homicides, and they are not likely to ever be deemed safe for release, a natural life sentence is entirely appropriate. Since the court has affirmed life sentences for teen killers in both the Roper v Simmons and Graham v Florida cases, we hope they will continue to do so.”
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