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MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE BRIEF OF JUVENILE
LAW CENTER, et. al.
AS AMICI CURIAE
IN SUPPORT OF RESPONDENT OMAR KHADR

Pursuant to Rule 37.3(b) of the Rules of the Supreme
Court of the United States Juvenile Law Center, et. al. hereby
requests leave to file the accompanying amicus curiae brief.
This brief is submitted in support of the petition for writ of
certiorari to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit. Petitioners and Respondents Khadr and
Khalid have consented to the filing of this brief. Counsel for
Respondent President Bush has also consented to our request
for consent.

1. Juvenile Law Center (JLC), one of the oldest
public interest law firms for children in the United
States, was founded in 1975 to advance the rights
and well-being of children in jeopardy. JLC pays
particular attention to the needs of children who
come within the purview of public agencies: for
example, abused or neglected children placed in
foster homes, delinquent youth sent to residential
treatment facilities or adult prisons, or children in
placement with specialized services needs. More
detailed information about JLC is available at
www jlc.org.

2. JLC works to integrate juvenile justice practice and
policy with knowledge of adolescent development.
JLC has edited several publications on this topic,
including Understanding Adolescents: A Juvenile
Court Training Curriculum (L. Rosado, American
Bar Association Juvenile Justice Center, Juvenile
Law Center, Youth Law Center 2000); Youth on
Trial: A Developmental Perspective on Juvenile
Justice, an examination of the impact of the legal




system on adolescent development and psychology
published in 2000 (Thomas Grisso and Robert G.
Schwartz, University of Chicago Press). JLC has
also used knowledge of adolescent development to
inform its contributions in two recent amicus briefs
to this Court: Roper v. Simmons, 543 U.S. 551
(2005) (regarding the constitutionality of the death
penalty for minors aged sixteen and seventeen at
the time of their crimes) and Yarborough v.
Alvarado, 124 S.Ct. 1706 (2004) (regarding
whether a minor’s age was properly considered
when determining if the minor was in custody
during a police interrogation).

JLC is particularly concerned with juvenile and
criminal justice systems and their effect on
children's emotional and psychological health.

JLC is an active participant in the John D. and
Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation Research
Network on Adolescent Development and Juvenile
Justice, addressing the effects of juvenile and adult
incarceration on juvenile offenders.

. JLC helps to facilitate a national dialogue on
juvenile justice issues both by participating as
amici in cases across the country and conducting
trainings at national conferences hosted by
organizations such as the American Bar
Association, National Council of Juvenile and
Family Court Judges, Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention, and the National
Association of Council for Children. JLC is also a
co-founder, with the American Bar Association
and the Youth Law Center, of the National
Juvenile Defender Center (NJDC). NJDC offers a
wide range of integrated services to juvenile
defenders, including training, technical assistance,
advocacy,netwmnking,coHaboraﬁon,capacﬁy
building and coordination.
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5. JLC is deeply concerned by the possibility that the
alternative process to habeas corpus provided for
under the Military Commission Act (MCA) may
be applied to a juvenile. Congress’ silence
regarding juveniles in the MCA indicates that
Congress never intended for military commissions
to have jurisdiction over child soldiers. JLC seeks
to establish that federal law consistently
differentiates between juveniles and adults.
Therefore, it would be illogical to read jurisdiction
into a silent statute when juveniles are routinely
treated differently by federal law.
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