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The American juvenile system has evolved and developed in the past century, especially regarding the number of differences that differentiate it from the adult criminal justice process. The establishment of the juvenile justice system in America followed the debate on whether the juvenile offenders should be tried and sentenced differently than the adults. Due to the firmly held opinions by the policymakers, the public and professionals, the justice system decided to establish a court that could emphasize on rehabilitating the youthful offenders. The laws and legal procedures relating to a juvenile justice system that have been enacted and undertaken in the past century have significantly changed the juvenile justice. As will be discussed in this essay, the three court cases that have been critical to the development and evolution of the juvenile justice include Roper vs. Simmons (2005), Graham vs. Florida (2010), and Miller vs. Alabama (2012). 
Since the establishment of the first juvenile court in the 19th century in Chicago, Illinois in 1899, several developmental changes have been undertaken to ensure that the juvenile justice system serves its primary function of rehabilitating the youthful offenders (Lawrence, 2008). The primary purpose of establishing the juvenile court system was not to punish the young offenders, but rather, to turn them into “productive citizens by focusing on treatment rather than punishment” (Lawrence, 2008, p. 24). The following three cases have made remarkable changes and development in the juvenile justice system; include Roper vs. Simmons (2005), Graham vs. Florida (2010), and Miller vs. Alabama (2012). 
First, in the case of Roper vs. Simmons of 2005, the Supreme Court made a ruling that it was unconstitutional for a youthful offender to be granted death penalty. According to Scott (2005), the U.S Supreme Court, in a five-to-four decision, affirmed the decision of the Supreme Court of Missouri that overturned the death penalty of the accused youthful offender, Christopher Simmons. According to Scott (2005), the court ruled that the death penalty was unconstitutional for offenders aged 16 or 17 years at the time of the offense because it violates the eighth and fourteenth amendments. The sentence represents cruel and unusual punishment (Scott, 2005). This ruling reversed the law that existed there before as in the case of Stanford vs. Kentucky of 1989, which allowed the death penalty for youth who were at least 16 years old at the time of the crime. 
The second case of Graham vs. Florida of 2010 also demonstrated the development and evolution of the juvenile justice system. The Supreme Court ruled in the case that sentencing a juvenile offender to life without the possibility of parole for non-homicide crime because it violates the eighth amendment. The ruling directed that the states provide a meaningful opportunity for the juvenile offenders to obtain release based on demonstrated maturity or rehabilitation (Savage, 2012). According to Savage (2012), the 2010 ruling on the case of Graham vs. Florida does not eliminate life sentences for the juvenile offenders, but it gives the judges and juries a responsibility to consider the defendant’s youth before imposing the life sentence without parole. 
Lastly, in the case of Miller vs. Alabama of 2012, the ruling made it unconstitutional to sentence a youth who was the under the age of 18 years to mandatory life with no parole. According to Swift (2013), the case of Miller vs. Alabama represents the latest developments and changes of the American justice system that declared certain juvenile offenses unconstitutional. In the case, the court directed the judges to take into consideration the age of the defendant before granting a life sentence without parole. Swift (2013) explains that the Miller vs. Alabama case found sentencing a juvenile offender without parole unconstitutional citing that it violates the eighth amendment. 
In conclusion, the impact of the three cases discussed above has seen mandatory sentencing statutes from over 31 states invalidated in the recent years. These three cases are some of the courts’ incremental progress and development, which aimed at promoting the goal of establishing the juvenile offenders, which was to turn the youthful offenders into meaningful, responsible and productive members of the society and not to punish them.
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