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celebration that they hope will
speak to both girls and boys.

The impetus behind en-
couraging boys to attend Girl
Power Day relates to the cul-
ture change the girls in the or-
ganization want to see take
place. They believe if enough
people change their mindset
to just supporting youth in
general there will be less pres-
sure to live to a certain stan-
dard based on gender. This
would result in more opportu-
nities to find where one’s pas-
sion lies and pursue it without
fear of being criticized, or fac-
ing adversity by trying to go
against the grain of gender ex-
pectations.

As a former participant in
the program and a current col-
lege intern, I believe these
girls have the right idea.
Changing policies in schools
and the workforce will bring
about progress that can be
measured and calculated.
Changing the way people truly
view the value of girls and
women in society will help en-
sure problems such as un-
equal pay will be unacceptable
to everyone.

This culture change would
mean speaking to the needs of
girls as much as we speak to
the needs of boys in this com-
munity.

Since the genders function
on different levels, develop-
ing a better understanding of
how these differences are im-
pacting the youth of today will
lead to finding ways to ad-
dress the needs of every child.
We need to have gender-neu-
tral activities available in our
community centers. There
should be frank discussions by
policymakers on the funding
differences between pro-
grams targeted for girls and
those targeted for boys. Final-
ly, women who have chal-
lenged the status quo and have
thrived in male-dominated
arenas need to reach out to the
women of tomorrow. These
young women will then know
the trail has been blazed and
they are able to achieve any
goal they can imagine.

By becoming a community
that invests in girls we will be
working toward investing in
the future of everyone. If we
are able to change the stan-
dards of awareness of girls’
true value to society we will
see more clearly their ability
to rise to the occasion. In
working with the girls in
Louisville Girls Leadership, I
have already seen this demon-
strated. If everyone were to
spread this message and
mindset, girls throughout the
community would better real-
ize they are able to reach their
full potential despite any ad-
versity. Ultimately we would
be able to foster the culture
change needed to put an end to
gender inequalities.

Please join us today at 2
p.m. in front of Tumbleweed
restaurant on River Road. We
will be celebrating compas-
sion, self-esteem, and the in-
herent worth of every person
through music, laughter and
old-fashioned field day fun.
Portraits painted by the girls
of famous women world lead-
ers will be available in an auc-
tion.

Kelsie Smithson is president of
the Kent School Student Associa-
tion at the University of Louis-
ville and an alumnus of the
Louisville Girls Leadership pro-
gram.
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begin experimenting with cam-
eras in court and where cell-
phones are often barred from
courtrooms altogether.

There’s also an overflow
courtroom where reporters can
tweet freely. But there will be no
audio or video of proceedings in
the room, just live transcripts
scrolling across a screen.

The issue extends beyond
journalists to jurors, whose
tweets have raised issues of their
own across the country.

Last year, the Arkansas Su-
preme Court threw out a death
row inmate’s murder conviction
after one juror tweeted during
proceedings and another slept.
Juror Randy Franco’s tweets
ranged from the philosophical to
the mundane. One read, “The cof-
fee sucks here.” Less than an
hour before the jury returned
with a verdict, he tweeted, “It’s
all over.”

There’s little gray area re-
garding jurors tweeting. The Ar-
kansas trial judge had warned ju-
rors, “Don’t Twitter anybody”
about the case. Burns was simi-
larly explicit during jury selec-
tion in Chicago.

But there’s no consensus
among either state or federal
judges about the propriety of in-
court tweets, so individual
judges are often left to craft their
own rules.

For instance, the judge in the
child sexual abuse case of former
Penn State assistant football
coach Jerry Sandusky has al-
lowed reporters to tweet from
pretrial hearings but not to trans-
mit verbatim accounts or to take
photographs. Judge John Cleland

hasn’t indicated whether he will
change that policy for the June
trial.

In some ways, Judge Burns
has gone further than others.

To ensure his ban is respected,
he’s assigned a member of the
sheriff’s department to track re-
porters’ Twitter accounts while
court is in session. To get accredi-
tation to cover the trial, report-
ers had to disclose their Twitter
handles.

If there appears to be a tweet
from inside the courtroom, Pen-
ny Mateck will report it to the
judge. “He’ll decide what action
to take,” she said. Penalties could
include contempt-of-court sanc-
tions.

Peter Scheer, director of the
California-based First Amend-
ment Coalition, said having a
sheriff’s employee monitor
tweets makes him uneasy, but it
doesn’t seem to violate anyone’s
rights because most Twitter
feeds are already open for any-
one to see.

Still, some observers are puz-
zled why e-mails would be OK,
but tweets are out of order.

The judge, Miller explained,
believes that having reporters
constantly hunched over their
phones pecking out tweets is
more disruptive than sending an
email every 10 or 15 minutes.

“We have been dealing with
this issue of tweeting in court a
lot these days — but this is an ap-
proach I have never heard of be-
fore. It’s weird,” said Lucy Dal-
glish, director of the Virginia-
based Reporters Committee for
Freedom of the Press.

She wondered if there wasn’t
a greater risk of inaccuracies
when reporters at the scene e-

mailed colleagues at news bu-
reaus, who then put their own in-
terpretation on emailed text and
published it on websites or their
own Twitter accounts.

Radio journalist Jennifer
Fuller is equally perplexed.

“We’ve been taking notes in
courts for years,” said Fuller,
president of the Illinois News
Broadcasters Association. “If a
dozen reporters put their heads
down to start writing at the same
time, couldn’t you say that’s as
disruptive as tweeting?”

It’s not just Twitter’s potential
to distract. Other judges worry
tweets about evidence could pop
up uninvited on jurors’ cell-
phones, tainting the panel.

In their request for a new
trial, attorneys for Texas finan-
cier R. Allen Stanford, who was
convicted of fraud last month, ar-
gued that tweeting by reporters
distracted jurors and created
other risks.

The federal judge denied the

request without explanation.
And a Kansas judge last week

declared a mistrial after a Tope-
ka Capital-Journal reporter
tweeted a photo that included the
grainy profile of a juror hearing
a murder case. The judge had
permitted camera phones in
court but said no photos were to
be taken of jurors.

Reporter Ann Marie Bush
hadn’t realized one juror was in
view, Publisher Gregg Ireland
said, adding that the company
“regrets the error and loss of the
court’s time.”

Journalists understand
judges’ concerns, Dalglish said.
But the better solution is for
courts to do what they have done
for decades — tell jurors not to
follow news on their case, includ-
ing by switching off their Twitter
feeds.

One obstacle to reaching a
consensus is that no one can
agree on just what Twitter is or
does.

Some judges say it’s broad-
casting, like TV, which is banned
from courtrooms in some states.
Fuller says tweets are more like
notes that get shared.

Because Twitter has become
the medium through which some
consumers get most of their
news, it’s all the more urgent for
judges and journalists to come to
an accommodation, Fuller said.

And her association’s policy
on tweeting in court?

“We don’t have one yet,” she
said. “We’re working at it. Find-
ing a middle ground will take
time.”

Associated Press Writer Mark Scol-
foro in Harrisburg, Pa., contributed
to this report.
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WASHINGTON — In the
summer of 1787, just 94
years after the Salem

witch trials, as paragons of the
Enlightenment such as James
Madison, George Washington
and Benjamin Franklin deliber-
ated in the Constitutional Con-
vention in Philadelphia, a mob

pelted and other-
wise tormented to
death a woman
accused of being
a witch. Prosecu-
tion of alleged
witches, writes
historian Edmund
Morgan, had
ceased in the colo-
nies long before
the English stat-
ute criminalizing

witchcraft was repealed in 1736.
Some popular sentiment, howev-
er, lagged.

Today, 221 years after the Bill
of Rights was added to the Consti-
tution, the Supreme Court is
again pondering the Eighth
Amendment’s proscription of
“cruel and unusual punish-
ments.” The case illustrates the
complexity of construing some
constitutional language in chang-
ing contexts of social science and
brain science.

Evan Miller, whose five sui-
cide attempts surely had some-
thing to do with the serious do-
mestic abuse he suffered, was
complicit in a brutal murder and
in 2006 was sentenced to life in an
Alabama prison without the pos-
sibility of parole. Kuntrell Jack-
son was involved in a video store
robbery during which an accom-
plice fatally shot the store clerk.
In 2003, Jackson was sentenced
to life in an Arkansas prison with-

out the possibility of parole. Mil-
ler and Jackson were 14 when
they committed their crimes.
Both were tried as adults before
judges who had no discretion to
impose any other sentence. Such
mandatory sentences preclude
judges weighing a consideration
of Eighth Amendment jurispru-
dence — proportionality.

Before its June 26 recess, the
Supreme Court will decide
whether sentencing children to
die in prison is cruel. It certainly
is unusual: Although 2,300 cur-
rent prisoners have been sen-
tenced to life without parole for
crimes committed as juveniles
(age 17 or younger), just 79 pris-
oners in18 states are serving sen-
tences of life without parole for
crimes committed when they
were 13 or 14.

The court must consider not
only what is society’s sense of
cruelty, but also how that sense
should be shaped by what some
new technologies reveal about
adolescent brain biology. Shake-
speare’s shepherd in “The Win-
ter’s Tale” did not need to see
brain scans in order to wish that
“there were no age between ten
and three-and-twenty, or that
youth would sleep out the rest;
for there is nothing in the be-
tween but getting wenches with
child, wronging the ancientry,
stealing, fighting.”

And with age-related laws re-
stricting the right to drink, drive,
marry, serve on juries, etc., all
American states have long ac-
knowledged adolescents’ devel-
opmental shortcomings. Neuro-
science, however, now helps ex-
plain why aspects of adolescents’
brains make young people sus-
ceptible to impulsive behavior,

and to failing to anticipate and
understand the consequences of
it.

Without opening the flood-
gates to “excuse abuse,” the Su-
preme Court has accommodated
what science teaches. In 2005, the
court proscribed imposing the
death penalty on someone who
committed a murder as a juve-
nile, arguing that “the suscepti-
bility of juveniles to immature
and irresponsible behavior” can
diminish the reprehensible na-
ture of their crimes. In 2010, the
court proscribed sentences of
life without parole for juveniles
convicted of a crime other than
homicide, arguing that such sen-
tences improperly deny juvenile
offenders “a chance to demon-
strate growth and maturity.”

In both cases, the sentences
were judged cruel and unusual
because they were dispropor-
tional to actual culpability. In-
creasingly, the criminal justice
system acknowledges the impor-
tance of scientific findings about
adolescents’ entangled neuro-
logical, physiological and psy-
chological developments. Such
findings condition how we read
some constitutional language.

In 1958, the court said: “The
(Eighth) Amendment must draw
its meaning from the evolving

standards of decency that mark
the progress of a maturing soci-
ety.” Justice Antonin Scalia has
warned: “A society that adopts a
bill of rights is skeptical that
‘evolving standards of decency’
always ‘mark progress,’ and that
societies always ‘mature,’ as op-
posed to rot.” But even the “origi-
nalist” Scalia, although disposed
to construe the Constitution’s
terms as they were understood
when ratified, would today pro-
scribe some late 18th-century
punishments, such as public lash-
ing and branding.

Denying juveniles even a
chance for parole defeats the pe-
nal objective of rehabilitation. It
deprives prisoners of the incen-
tive to reform themselves. Some
prisons withhold education,
counseling and other rehabilita-
tion programs from prisoners in-
eligible for parole. Denying these
to adolescents in a period of life
crucial to social and psycholog-
ical growth stunts what the court
in 2005 called the prisoner’s “po-
tential to attain a mature under-
standing of his own humanity.”
Which seems, in a word — actu-
ally, three words — “cruel and un-
usual.”

George Will’s email address is
georgewill@washpost.com.

Is sentencing children to die in prison cruel? The high court will decide.

A test case for
juvenile justice

George
Will

Constellation did not even last five
years between birth and cancella-
tion, don’t hold your breath for the
asteroid landing.

Norfor theprivatesector toget
us back into orbit, as Obama as-
sumes it will. True, hauling MREs
up and trash back down could be
done by private vehicles. But
manned flight is infinitely more
complex and risky, requiring mas-
sive redundancy and inevitably
larger expenditures. Can private
entities really handle that? And
within the next lost decade or two?

Neil Armstrong, James Lovell
and Gene Cernan are deeply skep-
tical. In a 2010 open letter, they
called Obama’s cancellation of
Constellationa“devastating”deci-
sionthat“destinesournationtobe-

come one of second or even third
rate stature.”

Which is why museum visits to
the embalmed Discovery will be
sad indeed. America rarely re-
treats from a new frontier. Yet to-
day we can’t even do what John
Glenndidin1962, letaloneflyacir-
ca-1980 shuttle.

At least Discovery won’t suffer
the fate of the Temeraire, the Brit-
ish warship tenderly rendered in
Turner’s famous painting “The
Fighting Temeraire tugged to her
last Berth to be broken up,1838.”

Toobeautifulforthescrapheap,
Discoverywilllieintact,amagnifi-
cent and melancholy rebuke to
constricted horizons.

Charles Krauthammer’s email ad-
dress is letters@charleskrautham-
mer.com.

Space Shuttle Discovery, mounted on the Shuttle Carrier Aircraft lands at Washington Dulles International
Airport en route to the Smithsonian National Air and Space Museum Udvar/Hazy Center. PAUL E. ALERS/AP
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