
Caselaw: Delinquency & (Dis)Ability  

Case Citation Relevant Area/Description 

PA v. Yeskey 524 U.S. 206 (1998) Accommodations (Post Disposition) – Facts: adult prisoner was denied 

access to boot-camp program that could result in early release. Denied 

placement due to hypertension and was put in a more restrictive prison 

environment.  Application: detention facilities are required to implement 

IEPs and disability related services, can’t discriminate where a youth is 

placed based upon a youths’ needs. Detention facilities are required to make 

reasonable modifications to give disabled youth equal access to educational 

and vocational programs, medical services and recreational activities.  

Detention facilities are public entities and therefore covered by the ADA. 

Tennessee v. Lane 541 U.S. 509 (2004) Accommodations (In Courtroom) – Facts: Trial participants were unable 

to access the upper floors of the courthouse. The Court must make 

accommodations for all disabilities.  Application: Youth cannot be excluded 

in any manner from participation at hearing due to disability. Examples: 

providing ramps or elevators for physically disabled individuals’ access to 

the courtrooms, providing sign language interpreters for the deaf, providing 

additional time for those with processing deficiencies. 

Olmstead v. L.C. 527 U.S. 581 (1999) Accommodations (Post Disposition) – Holding: mental illness is a 

disability and institutional isolation of a person with a disability is 

discrimination under Title II of the ADA. Application: court must consider 

an individual’s disabilities when determining an appropriate placement.  

Individuals with disabilities have the right to be served in the most integrated 

setting. 

Atkins v. Virginia 536 U.S. 304 (2002) Manifestation of Youth’s Disability (Post Disposition) – Facts: 18 year 

old, mildly mentally retarded convicted of murder.  Individuals with MR 

(now ID) have “subaverage intellectual functioning, but also significant 

limitations in adaptive skills. Mentally retarded persons frequently know the 

difference between right and wrong and are competent to stand trial, but, by 

definition, they have diminished capacities to understand and process 

information, to communicate, to abstract from mistakes and learn from 

experience, to engage in logical reasoning, to control impulses, and to 

understand others' reactions. Their deficiencies do not warrant an exemption 

from criminal sanctions, but diminish their personal culpability and preclude 

their ability to form specific intent needed for those crimes.”  Atkins at 318. 

Application: Diminished culpability when charged with specific intent crime.   

J.D.B. v. North 

Carolina 

No. 09-11121 

(SCOTUS 2011) 

Manifestation of Youth’s Disability (Pre Adjudication) – Holding: child’s 

age must be considered when deciding whether or not the youth knew that 

they were in custody for purposes of Miranda.  What was an objective test is 

now a subjective test based on the youth’s age and what their level of 

understanding would be based upon their age and the context of being 

detained. Application: Age and processing ability (i.e.: reading level) need to 

be considered for purposes of Miranda. 

Miller v. Alabama 567 US ____ (2012) 

132 S.Ct. 2455 

Disposition – Juvenile life without parole (JLWOP) conflicts with the 

protections of the 8
th
 Amendment.   Went beyond Graham v. Florida (2010).  

Justice Kagan:“Mandatory life without parole for a juvenile precludes 

consideration of his chronological age and its hallmark features — among 
them, immaturity, impetuosity, and failure to appreciate risks and 

consequences.  It prevents taking into account the family and home 

environment that surrounds him — and from which he cannot usually 

extricate himself — no matter how brutal or dysfunctional.” Miller at 2468 

(2012). 

 


