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LB 202 offers life-sentenced youth 
the hope of a commutation hearing 
after serving 20 years in prison
By M el Beckma«, NCyk Ediior and Coordinator, Nebraska Coa/i- 
tion /o r  the Fair Sentencing o /  Youih.

Prisoners sentenced to life for crimes com- 
mitted as teens under age 18, who have 
served 20 years or more in prison**

Name Years served

For the past four years, advocacy efforts have been 
underway in Nebraska to end life sentences for boys and girls 
who are not yet 18 years of age and take someone’s life. They 
are not yet adults but they commit a crime as horrendous as any 
committed by adults. Members of the Nebraska Coalition for 
the Fair Sentencing of Youth, and many others, feel that a life 
sentence, without hope of eventual relief is too extreme for 
young people who are not yet adult in so many ways.

On January 27th, the Judiciary Committee held a pub
lic hearing for two bills relating to youth and life sentences. 
One bill (LB 203), would have ended life sentences for youth. 
The Committee did not advance that bill to future debate but 
LB 202, also heard that day, was advanced. LB 202 does not 
abolish life sentences for youth, but it gives those already sen
tenced to life in prison a good possibility of gaining a hearing 
before the Nebraska Pardons Board after they have served 20 
years in prison. Both LB 202 and LB 203 were introduced by 
Senator Brenda Council.

The Nebraska Board of Pardons, composed of the 
Governor, the Secretary of State and the Attorney General, has 
the authority under the Nebraska Constitution to commute a life 
sentence to a minimum and maximum number of years in 
prison. Parole then becomes a possibility.

Nebraska has 27 persons serving life sentences for 
crimes they committed before age 18. Half of them have al
ready served 20 years or more, so LB 202 would allow them to 
submit their applications for commutation of sentence to the 
Board of Pardons in the near future. The Board of Pardons has 
only recently begun to again grant commutations after a lull of 
19 years, (see page 2 for additional information about the 
Board and commutations.)

Ultimately, the Board of Pardons can grant commuta
tions or not. For 19 years, between 1970 and 2009, no commu
tations of life sentences were granted. In the previous 20 years, 
32 were granted. If LB 202 is passed, the Legislature will have 
expressed its clear will that youthful murderers be given hear
ings - the opportunity to show they have changed and are ready 
to be returned to the community.

Luigi Grayer 40
Patrick Russell 37
Joseph McDonald 36
Rodney Stewart 36
Bernard Schaeffer 34
Kelvin Anderson 33
Juan Bradley 30
Dwayne Tucker 29
Dale Nollen 28
Sydney Thieszen 23
Eric Ray McCain 21
Christoher Garza 20
Johnny Ray 20

** From information supplied in 2007 to the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
by the Nebraska Department of Correctional Services. Fourteen other former 
teens are also in prison, have served lengths of time from 3 months to 19 years.

No more victims! Circles of Support and 
Accountability for sex offenders

COSA Nebraska, a new nonprofit organization, has 
announced that it is beginning to recruit volunteers. After com
pleting a training program, a volunteer will serve as a member 
of a circle of support and accountability for a person (the “core 
member of the circle) who has been convicted of a sex offense 
and is on probation, parole or mental health aftercare. Each 
circle will have three to five volunteers.

“Circling” is symbolic of closeness, caring, and com
ing together. In the COSA program, volunteers come together 
to help the core member with his or her needs and at the same 
time, provide feedback and confrontation, if needed, regarding 
any attitude or behavior that could lead to re-offending. Circles 
meet frequently. Participation in a circle is voluntary for the 
sex offender. The initial application for referral to a circle is 
made to one’s parole or probation supervisor.

People from all walks of life, retired or working, 
clergy and laity, men and women, can become effective circle 
volunteers.

For more information, see page 2 For more information, see page 12
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Commutation of life sentences 
Nebraska 1970—2011

Year Year Years
Name sentenced commuted Between*

Stanley Nowicki 1956 1970 14

Darrel Parker 1956 1970 14
Jerry Lee Vernon 1956 1970 14
George Lee 1947 1971 24
Harry Tatreau 1963 1971 8
Caril Ann Fugate 1958 1973 15
Benito Garcia 1954 1973 19
James LaRosee 1956 1973 17
James LeRoy Fish 1953 1974 21
James Edward Harding 1960 1975 15
Ewther Hall 1963 1976 13

Milton Howard 1960 1976 16
Clarence Trvz 1950 1976 26
Curtis Rowland 1963 1979 16
Leon Harris 1974 1980 6
Jerry Erving, Sr. 1970 1981 11
Robert Sargent 1969 1981 12
Warded Smith 1965 1981 16
Nathaniel Hall 1965 1983 18

Danny Hatten 1965 1983 18
William Kauffman 1964 1983 19
Richard Lampkin 1965 1983 18
William Bland 1973 1986 13
Carl Williams 1967 1986 19

Hugh Griffith 1952 1988 36
Edward Jenkins 1973 1988 15
Keith Russ 1973 1988 15
Leroy Montgomery 1973 1989 16
James Brown 1974 1990 16
Charles Casper 1973 1990 17
Joseph Harris 1974 1990 16
Abe Lytle 1974 1990 16

No commutations were granted from 1990— 2009

Jerry Erving, Jr. 1965 2009 44
Reginald Bennett 1978 2010 32
Joseph McDonald 1975

Commutation hearing set for March 23, 2011.

**Note: Thirty-two commutations were granted between 1970 and 
1990. For those thirty-two persons, the average length of time be
tween their sentencing and their commutation was 16.8 years. The 
Board of Pardons has begun to again grant some commutations alter 
a lapse of nineteen years. Two have been granted. The average of 
time between their sentencing and commutations is 38 years. The 
information above was supplied by the Nebraska Board of Pardons 
at the request of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Review. The format 
of the information is by the NCJR.

After a 19-year lapse, the Nebraska 
Pardons Board again commutes life 
sentences
By Mel Beckman, Editor, NCJR

Two prisoners who were serving life sentences 
have received clemency from the Pardons Board in the 
past two years. A third is to have a commutation hearing 
on March 23rd. This is a welcome change after 19 years 
of denying clemency to anyone serving a life sentence.

It is likely that among the 226 or more prisoners 
currently sentenced to life in prison there are others as well 
who should receive the opportunity of a hearing before the 
Board (Governor, Attorney General and Secretary of 
State). Keeping in prison aging prisoners who are no 
longer a threat to anyone makes little sense. Unending 
retribution for past crimes is costly and takes away from 
resources which could be used to protect the public from 
those who really are a threat.

One group of life-sentenced prisoners who should 
receive special consideration from the Pardons Board are 
the juveniles who committed murder or were involved in a 
murder while they were still boys and girls under age 18.

They had to be held accountable for their crimes, 
of course, but consider the fact that thirteen of the 27 cur
rently incarcerated have already served 20 or more years. 
In comparison, from 1970 to 1990, 32 life-sentenced indi
viduals were granted commutation of their sentences after 
serving just under 17 years on average.

One should also consider that the crimes commit
ted by this group of life-sentenced persons occurred at a 
time in their lives when they were vulnerable to peer pres
sure and lacking complete brain development. Given their 
youth at the time of their crimes, they should be consid
ered among the most likely candidates for commutation.

Youth mature to responsible adulthood 
during years in prison
By Damon L. Picotte 546 75, Tecumseh State Correctional Insti
tution

Editor's Note: The following article is excerpted, with the au
thor’s permission, from a letter written to Senator Brenda Coun
cil, Senator Amanda McGill, and ACLU Legal Director, Amy 
Miller. Mr. Picotte tells o f his acquaintance with three persons 
who were sentenced to life imprisonment as juveniles: Sydney 
Thieszen (1988); Darren McCracken (1994); and Chris Garza 
(1991).

1 am writing to you out of concern for children 
who are so easily cast away and put into prison. Some of 
these children were sentenced as adults to life, or to very 
long sentences, without regard to their age or mind capa
bility at the time of their crimes. I believe that was and is 
a very bad mistake. Let me relate to you some of my ex
periences with a few of these now adult prisoners.



1 am serving a 30 to 45 year sentence for 2nd degree 
murder. Sentenced in 2000. 1 went to the Nebraska State Peni
tentiary. Upon arrival, I didn't have a clue as to how things 
worked. 1 had to ask a lot of questions. I was in the same gal
lery as Sydney Thieszen.

My first impression of Sid was that he liked to always 
be doing something constructive. Working out, exercising, 
playing handball, horseshoes, hackeysack, or just power walk
ing. Sid is also an exceptional artist in several medias, and 
likes to read and write. He is also a generous, helpful and trust
worthy friend.

1 don't know what he’s been through besides what the 
papers print. 1 don’t take the newspaper at face value because it 
can be manipulated and make stories worse, paint a different 
picture of someone or something that's happened. I realize that 
there are some true monsters in prison, but not all people in 
prison are the monsters the media has branded us as.

I can tell you that a lot of the people I’ve met in my 
eleven years in prison have changed and grown substantially for 
the better, in all sorts of ways. After being around here this 
long you are able to know who will make it on the outside and 
who will end up coming back.

Another person who was sentenced as a child is a gen
tleman named Darren McCracken. I’ve been 
around him since 2002. The shocking thing is 
that he’s been in since he was a 13 year old 
child. What is the sense in locking up some
one that young and throwing away the key?
He is a very intelligent, thoughtful person who 
really deserves a chance to experience life 
outside of these walls. I truly believe he’s 
suffered enough and should be considered for 
a commutation of his life sentence. He’d be 
an ideal candidate for a chance at parole. I sure hope it happens 
for him.

Christopher Garza is a friend to most everybody. He 
doesn’t judge you. He looks beyond your character and sees 
the good in everyone. He truly is a man who would literally 
give you the shirt off his back. Helpful to anybody in any way 
he can be. There isn’t anything in it for him, just the satisfac
tion of knowing he’s there if anybody needs help. Very intelli
gent and talented as an artist. A natural leader whose guidance 
has helped many, myself included. I believe Chris should be 
given a chance to prove to the Pardons Board that he deserves a 
chance at parole. He could do so many wonderful things for his 
community.

I’m not saying that anyone is innocent of the crime 
he’s charged with. I’m just saying that people change as they 
grow older. They are not the same clumsy, thoughtless, scared, 
impulsive immature individuals they once were as children. 
They are changed adults now.

I was placed in a boarding school when I was 5 years 
old. I was forced to believe in the Catholic faith, was baptized 
without anyone’s consent. I was tortured throughout my years 
of first through fourth grades. While at the school I started to

resent the people in authority. I was beat at least once a week, a 
lot of times for something somebody else had done. 1 just hap
pened to be in the general vicinity of the broken window or the 
message scribbled on the wall. (Those are just examples.)

I was six years old when I got beat with a mini- 
Louisville slugger bat. So late that night around 2 a.m. I ran 
away from that school. It was windy and cold, but I didn’t care. 
I snuck through the darkened town, came out on the other side. 
I took off on the highway for the mile and a quarter walk out to 
my Grandmother’s house. I was brought back the next day to 
this school and, of course, once back, I was beat.

But I had to run away. It was my only salvation. 
What does any creature do when it is mistreated? It will usu
ally run away or at the very least strike back. Now I understand 
why kids are the way they are these days. I had a pretty bad 
experience while at that boarding school. I know from first 
hand knowledge that a lot of other kids had it a whole lot worse 
than I did. I’ve heard of many others ending up in prison, oth
ers committing suicide, and still more drinking and drugging 
themselves to death.

I dealt with it by drinking myself into oblivion as 
much as possible, doing as many drugs as I could. I think that’s 
how most people from that time at that school deal with it now 
to this day.

Now I have learned to accept the hand 
the Spirits have dealt me. I know this was all in 
the past, and I can accept that it won’t happen to 
me again. It is now only a bad memory. I’m glad 
they don’t have places of learning like that any
more. If they do, I’m ignorant of them.

I think back about those times and I 
think about these children who are doing life sen

tences. I could very, very easily have been one of them. Very 
evil thoughts crossed my mind back when I was there. When 
bad things are happening to you as a child, you don’t have the 
mind to rationalize and think things through. You explode and 
you really don’t know what you’re doing. It’s all happening 
and you’re not even doing it. You are actually just a spectator. 
When the dust clears and you come back to reality, all things 
just seem foggy, and then you realize something bad happened. 
You don’t feel you did anything wrong because you didn’t. 
You were acting on pure animal survival instincts. After you 
realize what just happened, your next survival instinct kicks in, 
which is to flee, or to hide the crime. Some are so distraught 
and afraid that they will give up all hope of clearing themselves 
and just commit suicide.

Of course, we’ll all deny we did anything wrong, be
cause we are taught from an early age that if we can blame 
somebody else we won’t get a spanking or worse punishment. 
Denial is another form of self-preservation.

Give these men a chance at life outside these walls and 
you will witness true human growth and change. The child is 
gone. What remains is a fully capable, reasonable adult mind.

I'm just saying that people 
change as they grow 
older. They are not the 
same clumsy, thoughtless, 
scared, impulsive, imma
ture individuals they once 
were as children.



LB 390, introduced in the Legislature by 
Senator Ashford at the request of Gover
nor Heineman
The follow ing is excerpted from  the bill's “statement o f  in tent."

First, LB 390 eliminates a level of bureaucracy from 
state government. The Jail Standards Board is eliminated. 
Currently, the Board develops standards for local jails and in
spects local jails for compliance with the standards. LB 390 
would replace the standards with a manual of recommended 
guidelines published by the Crime Commission. LB 390 also 
eliminates the Community Corrections Council and replaces it 
with a Community Corrections Division of the Crime Commis
sion. The staff of Division would continue to perform the same 
duties as the Council but would no longer need to get approval 
from a twenty member Council.

Second, the elimination of the Jail Standards Board 
and the Community Corrections Council would provide fiscal 
savings to both the state and local government. Elimination of 
the Jail Standards Board and staff will save nearly $300,000 in 
General Funds annually. Additionally, elimination of the 
Board and inspections may also result in the end of unfunded 
mandates from the Board to local governments. Elimination of 
the Community Corrections Council will save the state over 
$30,000 annually in expenses related to the Council itself, in
cluding reimbursements. The savings are included in the 
Governor’s recommended budget.

LB 390 SEEKS TO ABOLISH THE COM
MUNITY CORRECTIONS CO UNCIL-A  
VERY BAD IDEA
By John Krejci, Emeritus Professor o f  Sociology and Social Work

At the request of the Governor, Judiciary Committee 
Chair Brad Ashford introduced LB 390, which would abolish 
the Community Corrections Council. The bill would also abol
ish the Jail Standards Board and and terminate the staff. This 
article will address only the Community Corrections Council.

Since 2004, the Council has established and overseen 
the finest program for non-violent felony drug offenders in Ne
braska. Over 365 have graduated from the program and, as a 
result, the prison population has been held steady, the state has 
been spared the expense of incarcerating these individuals, and 
Nebraska has avoided the necessity of constructing another 
prison. The program has received national recognition as a 
model for conserving fiscal resources in these lean times and 
humanely addressing those transgressing due to drug and alco
hol problems.

role is talking to probation and corrections. Human service and 
behavioral health professionals are communicating with law 
enforcement, county attorneys, and trial lawyers. Each perspec
tive informs and enriches the other. And all of this in a civil, 
respectful and constructive manner.

Although LB 390 does spare the excellent three-person 
staff of the Council, it neglects to realize and take into account 
the essential policy development and oversight that the Council 
provides to the programs. Without continuing policy creativity 
by the Council, these community correction innovations would 
stagnate, lose funding and eventually cost the state millions in 
increased incarceration and decrease of public safety .

LB 390 provoked a lively discussion at the Febr. 28. 
2011 meeting of the Community Corrections Council. It was 
not surprising that most of the comments showed the pride of 
ownership members, volunteers from State and County agen
cies had in the Council and its achievements.

Senator Council focused on the essential role of the 
Council in policy formation. Without the Council, innovative 
programs would decrease and those already in operation would 
wither. She cited successes achieved from 2004 to the present. 
She also questioned how the Council could operate effectively 
without including all the branches of government, as presently 
organized.

Judge Icenogle recalled how ineffective community 
corrections had been before LB 42, which set up the Council. 
There was no coordination between branches, hence no collabo
ration, no money, and nothing was accomplished. In addition, 
the excellent system of data collection and program evaluation 
that the Council has put into place would likely wither.

Probation Director Ellen Fabian Brokofsky recalled 
the help given her by Senator Brashear when she suggested 
reporting centers. He said, “Do it right.” and facilitated the 
appropriation of funds for the task.

No one on the Council spoke in favor of LB 390. 
Many members, appointees of the Governor or responsible to 
him, refrained from comment.

At the conclusion of the meeting, in the public com
ments period, I assured the Council members that I would write 
in opposition to LB 390. I suggested that they talk to the Gov
ernor and share their reservations about the bill with him.

To abolish the Council is a very bad idea. To con
clude this article, I quote below an edited form of the testimony 
that I presented before the Judiciary Committee asking them not 
to act on LB 390.

From a broader perspective, what might be even more 
significant, is the increased dialogue and cooperation among 
state agencies. By statute the Community Corrections Council 
is made of appointees from all branches of government. Conse
quently, the “silos” of Executive, Legislative and Judicial pow
ers were successfully bridged. Judges and representatives of 
the Courts are dialoging with members of the Legislature. Pa

TESTIMONY in 
opposition to LB 390

“My name is John Krejci. I am testifying against LB 
390, particularly the sections that eliminate the Community 
Corrections Council...



1 have attended almost every Community Council 
meeting since 2004-5. 1 have studied the CCC, written numer
ous articles on the CCC for Nebraska Criminal Justice Review, 
and given public input to the Council on many occasions. I 
have seen how the Council has interacted, dialogued, and estab
lished innovative programs and can say without reservation that 
the Council is a classic example of how intergovernmental 
agencies should interact.

The cross-fertilization of ideas, the level of civil dis
course. the efficiency of operation, and the spirit of cooperation 
by numerous agency heads. Legislators, judges, law enforce
ment personnel, mental health professionals, and others has 
been exemplary. And this is shown in the excellent programs 
they have established. And all CCC members are unpaid ap
pointees of the Governor.

The major programs of the CCC have allowed non
violent drug offenders to be put on probation, and receive drug 
and alcohol counseling, while being intensely supervised and 
required to report to the reporting centers located throughout 
the state. This program is presently keeping about 300 drug 
offenders out of prison at a huge savings to the state -  not in
cluding the fact that this has helped avoid the necessity of 
building another prison. Because the program uses a sophisti
cated evaluation system, success has been tracked and verified. 
At present the cost per individual is a fraction of the $30,000 it 
would have cost to incarcerate them.

I do not understand why the Governor is seeking to 
abolish the Council. The cost for travel for the volunteer mem
bers is about $10,000, so the savings would be minimal. I un
derstand that the excellent, three-person staff will be retained, 
but without the wisdom and initiative of the Council, these pro
grams cannot but be curtailed.

The Council has been discussing further areas for pro
grams, e.g., DUI offenders and support for aftercare to lessen 
the 25% recidivism rate. I am currently working with several 
religious and private groups who seek to coordinate their ef
forts with corrections and the CCC.

You perhaps are aware that Sen Pirsch’s interim study 
on Sentencing and Recidivism recommends establishing an
other reporting center to bolster the existing diversion programs 
for drug offenders. And I should note in passing the marvelous 
work Senator Brashear did in chairing the committee and pro
moting the bipartisan dialogue that resulted in the programs.

Recently the CCC has suffered budget cuts as have 
most state programs. I cannot but fear that without the strong 
leadership of Council members, there will be severe cuts that 
will jeopardize programs, put more people in prison and create 
the need for a new prison. None of us wants to see that. We 
need to strengthen community corrections not undermine them.
I ask this Committee to amend this bill and save the Commu
nity Corrections Council Thank you.”

Strong support for keeping the Jail Stan
dards Board expressed at LB 390 hearing
By Me/ Beckman, Editor, NCJR

The testimony at the January 27th Judiciary Commit
tee hearing for LB 390 was dominated by a stream of law en
forcement officers and jail administrators who were over
whelmingly opposed to the idea of eliminating Nebraska’s Jail 
Standards Board and the set of standards which now regulate 
County and City jails.

Senator Ashford, Judiciary Committee Chair, intro
duced LB 390 at the request of Governor Heineman. Ashford 
read the Governor’s letter containing his recommendations for 
shutting down the Jail Standards Board:

One o f my recommendations (for budget reductions) is the 
elimination o f the Jail Standards Board and its accompanying 
programs and staff. I do not recommend this reduction lightly 
because /  recognize the fine work o f the board and staff and 
the benefit it provides to local jails. However, in these chal
lenging times, it is important that we evaluate nonessential 
programs and mandates on other levels o f government I 
have heard from some local officials who believe the man
dates from the Jail Standards Board represent unfunded state 
mandates on local governments. As a result, /  believe we 
should eliminate the board and recoup the savings for other 
state priorities and free political subdivisions o f an unfunded 
state mandate.

Crime Commission Director Michael Behm and Com
munity Corrections Director Linda Krutz supported the Gover
nor’s recommendations.

Amber Mulberry, Director of the Gage County deten
tion facility testified in opposition. “Thirty years of jail stan
dards has brought this state decreased liability, better designed 
facilities, increased security and improved training.”

Mike Thew, Deputy County Attorney for Lancaster 
County warned that without jail standards and staff assistance it 
will be impossible to defend the state against the lawsuits that 
are going to come.

Denny Macomber, a staff member for the Board but 
not speaking for the Board, stated that the Board and Staff have 
assisted local jurisdictions to build jails that are constitutional 
and that will not result in lawsuits.

Others who testified expressed similar views and also 
stressed that elimination of the standards will result in litigation 
costs that will far exceed the $300,000 hoped for in savings.

According to the website of the Nebraska Commission 
on Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice (Crime Commis
sion), staff of the Jail Standards Division conduct annual in
spections of each detention facility to monitor compliance with 
the Standards. Each of the state’s 72 active jail facilities and 4 
juvenile detention facilities receive an annual inspection. Re
ports are prepared and submitted to the Jail Standards Board for 
review and official action. The Governor appoints the Board.



Cancer while incarcerated: One prisoner’s 
experience
By Edward Lee 34830, Nebraska State Penitentiary

Editor's Note: The following article was written at the request of 
the NCJR. Mr. Lee had mentioned in correspondence with the 
Editor that he was recovering from cancer. He was invited to 
share his experience with our readers.

I am 54 years old and have been incarcerated in Ne
braska for 29 years. Last March, I noticed a lump on my neck 
just under the comer of my right jaw bone. It grew bigger. In 
September, I finally went to sick call at Tecumseh (Correctional 
Institution) and was sent to Lincoln for a CT scan and a biopsy. 
It was determined that I had tongue cancer in my throat— 
’’sqaumous cell carcinoma.”

I was immediately scheduled for more tests—a bone 
scan, a pet scan, and an MRI to see if it had spread. Lucky for 
me it had only spread to one lymph node in my neck.

My oncologist, Dr. Peterson, wasted no time. I was 
immediately transferred to the prison hospital in Lincoln, at 
which time he prescribed 40 radiation treatments and 3 chemo 
treatments, “double doses.” They gave me another CT scan and 
fitted me for a radiation mask. This is a large piece of mesh 
plastic that is heated and formed over your face and head while 
you lay on a table. The mask fastens your head down to the 
table so you can’t move during your treatments. Treatments 
last for 10 minutes. I went every week day for 40 treatments.

The radiation bums the tumors and lymph nodes in 
your neck. You lose your taste and saliva. It bums the lining 
away inside your throat, so swallowing anything is like trying 
to swallow glass. You can’t eat bread items because of no sa
liva. You can’t eat any spicy foods or anything with citric acid. 
Even a banana will burn your throat. You have to use a special 
bum treatment medicine on the outside of your neck because 
that burns also.

The chemo I was prescribed is called “cisplatnum.” It 
had to be administered in the hospital at Brian LGH because of 
its toxicity. The medical staff had to “suit up” in special gowns 
so none of the medication gets on them. 1 received a “double 
dose” of that every two weeks for a total of 3 treatments. The 
chemo drains your strength so that all you want to do is sleep. 
They have to give you fluids intravenously for 13 days after 
each treatment. I lost 30 pounds through all this.

The prison hospital? I believe this was one of the 
worse parts of this entire experience. My room was cold, the 
shower room was cold, and by the time I got my food, it was 
cold too! The medical staff here I found to be lazy and unpro
fessional, and even rude at times. Trying to explain to them 
what I could or could not eat was a battle nearly every day. I 
don’t think they were very knowledgeable about people with 
throat cancer.

1 think somewhere along the way it stopped being 
about the patient and became more like “at their convenience.” 
My call for help light would stay on sometimes for 15 minutes 
before anyone would show up to see what I needed, and then it

was usually the hospital guard. At one point they completely 
forgot to order my saliva medication! My relief was the over
night stays at Brian LGH where I could order whatever I 
wanted to eat and sleep in a warm environment for one night.

My cancer treatments all went well. Some people re
ject treatment for one reason or another, but I was one of the 
lucky ones. My oncologist, Doctor Peterson, was very good at 
what he does. My radiologist and the people who administered 
the treatments were all very professional, very kind, and consid
erate.

All my treatments are completed now and the doctors 
all said everything went great. The lymph nodes that had can
cer in them were all destroyed and the tumors were all dis
solved. They said I came out of this ahead of the game by the 
grace of God! I go back for another CT scan in a day or two to 
see if anything is left.

Cancer is no joke! It’s a vicious, relentless disease and 
I wouldn’t wish it on my worst enemy.

The Nebraska Health Care Services Act 
Tenth Anniversary

In 2001, the Legislature passed LB 154, the Nebraska 
Health Care Services Act, which was introduced by Senator 
Ernie Chambers. The bill created, within the Department of 
Correctional Services, a division of medical services responsi
ble for the administration of health care services and providing 
a community standard of health care to all inmates.

Senator Chambers’ bill was preceded, in the late 
1990’s by an investigation of prison medical services by the 
office of the State Ombudsman, which issued an unfavorable 
report. The report prompted the organization of a Governor’s 
Task Force to look into the matter. The Task Force issued its 
report, a document of 44 pages, in July of 2000. It listed 11 
areas of concern and 80 recommendations for change.

Family & Friends of Inmates, Nebraska

Meetings are held on the 4th Saturday of each month at 
Catholic Charities’ North Christ Child Center, 2111 Emmet 
Street in Omaha, from 9-11 a.m. FFI DNebraska is a support 
group for family members of persons in prison, advocating for 
a more rational and humane criminal justice system.

Nebraska Coalition for the Fair Sentencing of Youth

The Coalition seeks to end life without possibility of parole 
sentences for the very young in Nebraska and sentencing which 
recognizes the capacity of young people to change and become 
responsible adults. Currently, the Coalition is advocating for 
the passage of LB 202. See the Coalition’s website at: 
www.nebraskajuvenilejustice.org. Phone: 402-558-2085. 
See also the national Campaign for the Fair Sentencing of 
Youth at: www.endjlwop.org.

http://www.nebraskajuvenilejustice.org
http://www.endjlwop.org


News and Happenings
By M el Beckman, Editor, NCJR

Voting rights reform is not complete
Ten years ago, in 2001, a legislative effort began to 

reform the laws of Nebraska regarding former prisoners and 
voting. A resolution, LR 179, was introduced in the Govern
ment, Military and Veterans’ Affairs Committee (chaired by 
Senator Schimek), to investigate how the process of restoring 
felons’ right to vote could be clarified and improved.

At that time, the right of most former state prisoners to 
vote was virtually denied in practice because of the need to 
make a complex application for a pardon to the Nebraska Board 
of Pardons. A lengthy wait after release was also required. In 
September of 2004, this publication revealed that some 44,000 
ex-felons would not be able to vote in the Fall elections because 
of those requirements.

In 2005. LB 53, introduced by Senators Schimek, 
Chambers, Kruse and Dwite Pedersen, was passed by the Legis
lature. It eliminated the need to approach the Pardons Board 
and restored the right to vote after a waiting period of two 
years.

Since 2005, reform of voting rights for prisoners has 
not been much of an issue in Nebraska. However, this publica
tion continues to point out that the reasons usually offered for 
denial of voting rights to persons in prison are not convincing. 
Additional legislation is needed to complete the reform process 
which began ten years ago.

U.S. Catholic bishops and criminal justice reform
Ten years ago last Fall, the United States Catholic 

Conference issued a major statement on criminal justice, enti
tled, “Responsibility, Rehabilitation and Restoration.” The 
document put new emphasis on rehabilitation of offenders as a 
goal and the need to stand with victims of crime. The bishops 
also restated their opposition to capital punishment. “We can
not overcome crime by simply executing criminals, nor can we 
restore the lives of the innocent by ending the lives of those 
convicted of their murders. The death penalty offers the tragic 
illusion that we can defend life by taking life.”

See : www.usccb.org/sdwp/criminal.shtml#policy.

Low state compliance with Adam Walsh Act
According to the January issue of the newsletter of 

International CURE (Citizens United for the Rehabilitation of 
Errants), only four states, Delaware, Florida, Ohio and South 
Dakota are in compliance with the Adam Walsh Act, the huge 
sex offender bill passed in 2006. CURE believes the bill is 
anti-rehabilitative and Congress should re-write it. “Just as we 
are finally moving away from the War on Drugs that Congress 
began in the eighties, the War on Sex Offenders is accelerating, 
as expressed by this Adam Walsh Act offensive.” For more 
information about CURE, go to: www.curenational.org.

Update on the prisons of Nebraska**
Omaha

Omaha Correctional Center, 2323 Avenue J. Warden: Mike 
Kenney. Population, 575.

Community Corrections Center, 2320 Avenue J. Warden, 
Charles West. Population, 141.

Nebraska Correctional Youth Facility, 2610 N 20th St. East, 
Warden, Ryan Mahr. Population, 86.

Lincoln
Nebraska State Penitentiary, 4201 S 14th St. Warden, Dennis 
Bakewell. Population, 1141.

Community Corrections Center, 2720 W Van Dorn. Warden, 
Rex Richard. Population 360.

Diagnostic & Evaluation Center, 3220 W. Van Dorn. Warden, 
Mario Peart. Population, 387.

Lincoln Correctional Center, 3216 W. Van Dorn. Warden, 
Diane Sabatka-Rine. Population, 493.

Tecumseh
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution, 2725 N Highway 50. 
Warden, Fred Britten. Population, 949.

York
Nebraska Correctional Center for Women, 1107 Recharge Rd. 
Warden, John Dahm. Population, 289.

** Some additional minimum custody prisoner are housed at the Work 
Ethic Camp in McCook. The information above is from the Febr. 28, 2011 
monthly data sheet of the Nebraska Dept, of Correctional Services.

Freedom Keepers give back
Crossroads Connection Prison Ministries’ Annual Re

port states that, in 2010, a small but energetic group of former 
inmates provided service to others. Their purpose was to offer 
assistance to former inmates and their families in their transi
tion into society, and to participate in projects that assisted the 
greater good of the community. The Freedom Keepers mission 
statement was “Life After Fences and Fellowship for the Free
dom of All.”

Their projects in 2010 included distributing 600 
pounds of donated bread in the Park Avenue Corridor, provid
ing inmates with Christmas and Father’s Day cards and post
age, assisting with eight outreaches at homeless shelters and 
parks, helping provide clothing and household goods, and as
sisting participants in obtaining identity cards and drivers li
censes. Information about Crossroads Connection Prison Min
istries can be found at: www.CrossroadsConnectionOmaha.org.

More “News and Happenings” 
on pages 8 and 9

http://www.usccb.org/sdwp/criminal.shtml%23policy
http://www.curenational.org
http://www.CrossroadsConnectionOmaha.org


Advocates for Justice, Inc. is still available to respond to 
requests for assistance from individuals in Nebraska. The or
ganization has been going through a transition phase. The new 
address: Advocates For Justice, Inc., P.O. Box 1392, Anderson, 
Indiana 46016. E-Mail: info@advocatejustice.org, or advjus- 
tice@yahoo.com.

Inmates with mental health needs are transitioned 
from segregation **

In 2008, the Nebraska Department of Correctional 
Services’ mental health plans focused on dealing with inmates 
in segregation units who had mental health needs, with results 
showing significant success.

Fifty inmates deemed high/risk high/need were trans
ferred from segregation units department-wide to the Lincoln 
Correctional Center Mental Health Unit, with a transition pe
riod in Lincoln Correctional Center segregation in between.

Misconduct Report (MR) data for this group of 50 
indicated an average of 22.5 MR’s per year prior to the transfer, 
to an average of 8.4 MR’s per year while in transition, to an 
average of only 5.5 MR’s per year while in the Lincoln Correc
tional Center’s Mental Health Unit.

Assault data for this group of 50 went from an average 
of 40 assaults per year, to an average of 10 per year while in 
transition, to an average of only 1 per year since residency 
within the Lincoln Correctional Center’s Mental Health Unit.

** The above information is from the Jan. 18, 2011 monthly data sheet of the 
Nebraska Dept, of Correctional Services.

Theft by shoplifting
Section 28-511.01 of the Nebraska statutes tells what 

constitutes shoplifting:
(1) A person commits the crime of theft by shoplifting 

when he or she, with the intent of appropriating merchandise to 
his or her own use without paying for the same or to deprive the 
owner of possession of such property or its retail value, in 
whole or in part, does any of the following:

(a) Conceals or takes possession of the goods or mer
chandise of any store or retail establishment.

(b) Alters the price tag or other price marking on 
goods or merchandise of any store or retail establishment.

© Transfers the goods or merchandise of any store or 
retail establishment from one container to another.

(d) Interchanges the label or price tag from one item of 
merchandise with a label or price tag for another item of mer
chandise; or

(e) Causes the cash register or other sales recording 
device to reflect less than the retail price of the merchandise.

The Nebraska Minority Justice Committee, jury 
pools, and ethnic minority representation.

The Committee is a joint effort of the Nebraska State 
Bar Association and the Nebraska Supreme Court. It is a state
wide collaboration working to develop and implement policy 
reforms that will improve the system of justice and strengthen 
public trust and confidence in laws and the court system.

The Committee in recent years made a study of racial

and ethnic minority representation in the pools of potential ju
rors. Based on the Committee’s examination of nearly 70.000 
juror qualification forms from eight of Nebraska’s most diverse 
counties, data indicate that racial and ethnic minorities are sig
nificantly underrepresented in the pools of potential jurors.

LB 35, passed in 2009, added state identification card 
holders to the source lists for compiling juries. Data provided 
by the Dept, of Motor Vehicles indicated that non-whites com
prise a much greater percentage of state ID card holders than of 
licensed drivers. The Committee is now measuring the impact 
of this legislation on the extent to which the legislative change 
has resulted in juries that are more representative of the com
munities that they serve.
The above information is from the 2010 Progress Report of the Committee

Editor’s Note: Another possible cause of under-representation of minorities in 
jury pools, is Nebraska’s blanket exclusion from jury service of all who have 
committed a felony at some point in their lives. Since minorities are incarcer
ated disproportionately, especially men, they will be likely be less available for 
jury selection. This publication has questioned the need for that exclusion (See 
NCJR, September, 2010, page 6)

Legislative Bill 136: Pardons Board discretion
LB 136 was introduced by Senator Scott Lautenbaugh, 

at the request of the Nebraska Attorney General. It had its hear
ing on January 19th. The bill would give the Pardons Board 
discretion to decline applications for pardon for up to five 
years, rather than the two years presently allowed, after a per
son’s initial application.

David Cookson, substituting for Secretary of State 
Gale, testified that the bill “simply expands the discretion of the 
Pardons Board, which they use very judiciously with regards to 
when people who are ineligible are allowed to refile. Since 
2006, in 1,100-plus applications, only 490 were actually eligi
ble for consideration.” He also cited the small one person staff 
and that the bill does not provide for a mandatory five year 
waiting period, it is simply discretionary on the part of the 
Board. The general argument of the proponents was that the 
Pardons Board docket is too crowded and those who file when 
they know they are not going to be eligible are making it hard 
to hear those who are eligible. There was no testimony from 
opponents.

LB 545 and LB 609: Inmate payments
While both bills would require payments from prison

ers for services they receive, LB 545 is more limited

LB 545, introduced by Senator Rich Pahls at the re
quest of the Douglas County Board, provides that anyone who 
is arrested, detained, taken into custody or incarcerated would 
be required to make a co-payment for medical services sought, 
unless unable to pay. Representatives of the Douglas County 
Board and the Douglas County Jail spoke in favor. Alan Peter
son of Nebraska ACLU cautioned that in most county jails 
there is less initial screening of health conditions at entry and if 
the co-payment interfered with delivery of medical services 
needed, that could constitute cruel and unusual punishment.

LB 609, introduced by Senator Pete Pirsch, would 
require each prisoner to declare his or her assets on a form and 
swear to the truth of the information. The Director of Correc
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tions or the Administrator of the facility would then need to 
send the information to the prosecuting attorney who will seek 
reimbursement for some of the cost of incarceration if it ap
pears that the person’s assets are sufficient. The bill provides 
that no more than 90% of the assets could be used for reim
bursement and no more than $35 per day of incarceration. The 
bill would not be retroactive.

At the Judiciary Committee hearing on March 16th, a 
representative of the Douglas County Board spoke in favor of 
the bill. It was opposed by the County Attorneys’ Association. 
The representative cautioned that parts of the bill could be un
constitutional. Also, that any money obtained through forfei
ture has to go to the School fund. The Nebraska Sheriffs Asso
ciation also opposed it and the ACLU suggested that families 
often suffer the results of such a bill.

Metropolitan Community College’s “Table Talk”
For some time, Metropolitan Community College has 

been hosting gatherings of people representing various groups 
working on prisoner re-entry issues. The sessions also provide 
an opportunity for returning citizens to find help with their re
entry needs. The next “Table Talk” gathering will be on 
Wednesday, April 20th, from 10 a.m. to noon, in Building 10- 
136 B&C, at the North Omaha campus.

LB 508: Additional restriction for sex offenders
LB 5008, was introduced by Senator Dave Bloomfield, 

with the support of eleven others: Senators Brasch; Carlson; 
Fulton; Harms; Krist; Larson; Pirsch; Schilz; Schumacher; 
Smith; and McCoy.

The bill provides that a political subdivision can re
strict a sexual predator from living near a park as long as the 
restriction does not extend more than 500 feet from the park. A 
sexual predator is defined as an individual who is required to 
register under the Sex Offender Registration Act, who has com
mitted an aggravated offense as defined in Section 29-4001.01, 
and who has victimized a person 18 years of age or younger. 
An aggravated offense involves no-consent sexual contact if the 
victim is over age 13 or, in the case of someone age 13 or 
younger, whether there is consent or not.

At the Judiciary Committee hearing on March 16th, 
proponents were: City of South Sioux; Association of Nebraska 
Municipalities; Association of County Officials and a represen
tative of McCool Junction. That representative stated that some 
smaller towns don’t have a school or day care and thus cannot 
have any restriction of residency. One of the concerns ex
pressed by proponents was that Nebraska sex offender resi
dency restrictions allow more than Iowa and Iowans are mov
ing to Nebraska.

Bryan Kitt testified in opposition. He asked if anyone 
has any studies that show residency restrictions do any good. 
He pointed out that sexual predators only sleep in their resi
dences and have no trouble driving many miles if they intend to 
commit a felony by offending sexually. Two relatives of sex 
offenders also testified in opposition, citing the difficulty of 
their loved ones in finding a place to live.

LB 275 Escape from a regional center
Lb 275 was introduced by Senator Fulton. According 

to the “statement of intent” for the bill, it would allow for 
prosecution for the offense of escape when one escapes after 
being committed to one of the state’s three regional centers. At 
present, no legal mechanism exists to prevent or prosecute es
cape from regional centers, thus leaving county prosecutors 
with no means of addressing the public endangerment incurred 
by recent escapes from the Lancaster County regional center.” 
The Judiciary Committee hearing for the bill was on February 
2nd. It remains in committee.

Corrections Director Houston remains firm on 
policy for funeral travel by inmates

NCJR has received a copy of a recent exchange of 
letters in which the friend of a life-sentenced inmate requested 
reconsideration of the policy denying the inmate the possibility 
of future travel to a family member’s funeral. Director Houston 
reaffirmed that, in order for an inmate to attend such a funeral, 
the inmate must be eligible for at least Minimum B custody. 
He stated that the policy change “...was an effort to allow in
mates who meet the criteria to attend activities such as a funeral 
on a furlough, unescorted by Department of Corrections staff. 
This policy change was also intended to address a primary 
function of the Nebraska Department of Correctional Services, 
which is to protect the public.”

Can’t go to Lincoln? Visit the Legislature online 
at www.nebraskalegislature.gov

Technology has made it very easy for anyone to read 
the text of bills the senators have proposed for debate this year, 
to find the name, e-mail address and phone number of one’s 
senator, to read the testimony given at public hearings for the 
bills (transcript of hearings), to see the actual debate on a par
ticular bill on television, and to tune in to committee hearings 
as they are in progress. There is much more available at the 
website of the Nebraska Legislature. Check it out today. The 
senators need to hear from us.

Past issues of the Nebraska Criminal Justice Re
view are available at www.holyfamilyomaha.org

The most recent issues of the NCJR can be found on 
the website of Holy Family Catholic Church in Omaha. The 
first issue of the newsletter was published by Holy Family in 
February of 2000. Please forward a sample issue to others. 
Help expand our circulation.

Contributions to support the Nebraska 
Criminal Justice Review are needed. 

An envelope is enclosed.
Thank you!

http://www.nebraskalegislature.gov
http://www.holyfamilyomaha.org


L E T T E R S

The Parole Board overrides judges
I want to put my two cents in on the article “Catch 

22” (NCJR, Dec. 2010). I’ve only been locked up for three 
years but I do have a parole date in 2027. However, I am told 
by everyone that I will never get out because I got a sentence of 
40 years to life. As you can see, there’s not a lot of hope for 
anyone who has a long sentence.

As far as I know, there are no programs here for vio
lent offenders to take. All that is here is a drug program. That 
does not help all of us. I know a lot of men and women who 
have been past their parole date for years, with no hope of get
ting out.

A good solution to this would be to have programs, 
and to do away with the Parole Board. The State wants to make 
cuts in spending, so eliminate the cost of the Parole Board and 
give these men and women the chance they deserve to get out. 
The judge gives the sentence he does so that someone has the 
chance to get out. Otherwise, we might as well be given life 
without parole. It seems like the Parole Board overrides the 
judges, and that is not fair to the men and women who are- 
locked up.

Robert Dunkin 69509
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

Protect prisoners’ “going out” accounts
I see the need for the Unicameral to protect the 5% 

“going out the gate” accounts that were enacted so that a pris
oner has a good amount of money to get themselves started 
when they are released from prison.

Too often, a prisoner will have an old car loan or furni
ture bill that he could not pay because of incarceration. Or the 
ex-wife or girl friend couldn’t make the car payments alone so 
the car was repossessed and there is the original cost of the car 
plus repo fees, court costs, attorney fees and 20% plus interest. 
I assist prisoners in filing Chapter 7 Bankruptcy, but it’s most 
times too late to save the 5% account. For this and other posi
tive ideas, write the Unicameral senators for changes in the 
laws.

Richard Rayes 33647 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Comments on the December, 2010 NCJR
I am serving a life sentence for the murder of my 

friend. On the one hand, a person like me is not being exe
cuted. This gives all a physical and emotional feeling of being 
humane. However a life sentence is filled with pain, more for 
some, less for others. We inmates are slowly dying while serv
ing a life sentence. All life sentences should have a bottom 
number. Personally, I would prefer the short period of pain 
caused by execution over the long period of pain caused by life 
without parole.

I can see the institution’s view in not wanting funeral 
or bedside visits. If I were a state employee of the Department 
of Correctional Services, I would not want to risk my safety or 
my life to escort someone to a funeral or bedside visit. On the 
other hand, not all inmates are in a position where there is a risk 
or an unsafe condition. The Department simply needs to weigh 
the risks and make a decision on an individual’s security risk.

I am bewildered at the injustice that “Amanda's" son 
received. Someone who is known to have sexually assaulted 
his own daughter should not have received unsupervised visits 
with his son. Especially when the son reported that he was be
ing sexually abused also. I don’t care how young or old the 
child is, if they say they are being abused in any way, the al
leged abuser should not get unsupervised visits. In this case, 
there should never have been a plea to take a sexual offense off 
the table, especially when it was the man's own child children 
being sexually assaulted. What was this prosecutor and this 
judge thinking? They should be ousted from their positions of 
“public service.”

Danny Ball 61451 
Lincoln Correctional Center

Black History Month
Brothers and sisters bound by the chains of injustice. 

February, as I am sure you know, was Black History Month. 
When Black History Month originally started, it was only a 
week, and the intention was to bring to everyone’s mind that 
too often the contributions of black people are left out through
out the year. Unfortunately, even though Black History Week 
came about in 1926, we have not made the great progress we 
need to make. We are reminded that, even in the present, dis
parities in sentencing, mass incarceration, racism, and white 
supremacy are not over, even in the wake of the first black 
presidency.

Black History Month is a moment to think about our 
different roles in ending racism, ending these systems of op
pression that keep us separated from one another. “Divide and 
conquer” is what it is called. It gives greater strength to the 
larger system that is continuously pushing us all down. Obvi
ously, the victory will not come in just one month. It’s a life
long struggle. “The struggle isn’t over till the battle is won. 
Don’t give up the fight” (Jamaican musician Bob Marley)

Jayson Atiba Alemu 62184 
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

Why charging inmates a co-pay for their medical care 
is not a good idea
Reprinted, with permission, from a letter by David Ditter to Senators McGill 
and Brenda Council
1. With the exception of the few inmates who are assigned to 

work in the shops, making an average of $.54 to $.76 an 
hour 5 days a week, the majority of the inmate population 
in each facility only make $1.21 per day, 5 days a week. 
An inmate making $1.21 per day 5 days a week earns ap
proximately $25.00 per month.

2. Many inmates rely on regular “financial” help from their 
families to just get by from month to month in order to 
purchase the bare necessities from the Department of Cor
rectional Services canteens (stores) in each facility.

3. The prices in the Departments’ canteens are inflated as 
compared to prices on the outside and inmates have no 
choice about where they can purchase food to supplement 
the slim portions served in the Department’s kitchens or to 
purchase necessary cosmetics.

4. The majority of inmates are incarcerated because they’ve 
made bad choices with their lives. The Judiciary Commit
tee members need to consider what an inmate will do when 
given the choice of paying for his/her medical care during 
sick call or spending the few dollars in their institutional



accounts in the canteen. Delaying medical treatment could 
end up costing the Department of Correctional Services 
and the State a lot more money.

David Ditter 32547
Tecumseh State Correctional Institution

Just paying interest at 7% or more
1 filled out the form for modification of child support, 

without an attorney, soon after the new law was passed allow
ing it. In September of 2009, I had a teleconference with the 
Court of Dodge County. A few months later, I received a letter 
stating that because I owe back child support but do not have to 
pay child support payments, 1 do not qualify for this modifica
tion. In 2003, I owed the State $2000 for back child support for my 
son who just turned 26.

I now pay over one half ($13.00) of the amount I originally 
owed ($25.00 per month). Now 1 owe $3,990. I have paid on this for 
over four years now and the amount has not changed. The amount I 
pay all goes to interest. So. I'm  broke while in prison and my pay
ments are for nothing. Unreal!

Jesse Stewart 64235 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

LB 609 would cause bitterness
(Excerpt from an open letter to the Legislature 
by the author, with reference to LB 609)

Do you really think that taking 90% of everything a 
person owns and has a right to is going to make the inmates that 
you release want to stay in this state and work and pay taxes to 
relieve your tax burden? Do you think that an inmate who was 
not able to pay his child support for the children he or she may 
love dearly is going to want to stay in Nebraska and start a busi
ness to employ other Nebraskans? Very probably not! So why 
is the State of Nebraska continuing to shoot itself in it’s eco
nomic head?

Taking 90% of everything a person has will not endear 
them to the State of Nebraska, it’s citizens, it’s people, or make 
them want to stay in Nebraska. Instead, it creates more resent
ment, anger, and bitterness. As a result, it puts more Nebras
kans in danger of being a victim of an even more violent crime 
than the one the criminal may have committed originally. It is 
creating crime, not preventing it.

Michael B. McKinnie 64790 
Nebraska State Penitentiary

Respect for family before, during and af
ter prison: What one Mom wants to say

This article is from a mother who has experienced it 
all, birthing children who made poor choices and were sent to 
corrections. A mother who supported my loved ones during 
incarceration (over 32 years for one). A mother who has been 
there after the release of two and supported one who has re
entered three times and remains now in higher custody than 
state prison.

My conversation is about AFTER PRISON at this 
time. About the attitudes, behaviors, disrespect, inconsiderate
ness, and expectations toward me that have been perpetrated 
by those whom I birthed, loved and supported over the years of 
incarceration.

And I know that I’m not alone, according to the De
cember Nebraska Criminal Justice Review. Other parents, 
grandparents, wives, spouses, uncles, aunts, children, sisters, 
brothers and significant others, to name a few, have experi
enced some of these negative attitudes.

In the December newsletter, #53325 stated that of
fenders can be a catalyst for positive reform in our neighbor
hoods. That means towards family and significant others. Char
ity should begin at home or wherever you reside. Develop that 
attitude and learn how to grow and “be part of the solution.”

1 have experienced an attitude of entitlement (you 
owe me); behavior (misdirected anger), etc. and I don’t deserve 
it. I don’t understand all of the experiences you have had in a 
negative environment and can’t change what you’ve been 
through. There are ways to change and you have a long way to 
go to resolve the turmoil of what you‘ve been through. It’s 
okay to ask for positive help. It doesn‘t take away your man
hood. ft can help you to become that person you may have 
wanted to become and never had the opportunity to become.

Disrespect (bringing anyone and whatever into my 
home without asking and or checking out what, where, and 
when. (Times and people have changed while you’ve been 
away.) Don’t put me in harm’s way from people you have met 
in lock up and feel you owe them.

Inconsiderateness Turn off the lights, ask before you 
use something, mow the lawn or other chores and ask if there’s 
something that one needs help with. Don’t make appointments 
without checking others schedule.

Disrespect You made the poor choices - it’s not our 
job to fix you and put you back together again. Getting into a 
relationship right away won’t fix you either. (Booty calls 
should be made at their places, not mom’s.) And you need a 
medical report, if you get my drift.

Expectations If given some unsolicited advice, don’t 
rule it out. Ask questions. We’ve been out here in the battle 
every day. We don’t want to control your lives and we’re not 
out to get you. If that were the case we would have abandoned 
you before you were released. Don’t get it twisted). Those old 
so-called friends didn’t send you a dime, didn’t offer to go to 
the store for mom or shovel the snow.

Coming home is a time to get busy, go back to school, 
get a trade. Jobs are going to be hard to come by without a spe
cialty. And don’t give up, keep trying, hang out with the win
ners. Even family can be sick and toxic; Above all don’t get 
caught up with the dope man/woman and the liquor man/ 
woman. More ex-offenders have experienced some horrible 
repercussions from “the caught up” to the point of no return.

Find a spiritual program that can work for you...you’ll 
need all the positives you can get and you don’t have to do it 
alone. You also don’t have to misuse your love ones who have 
been there for you. Life is NOT a Dress Rehearsal!

Ms TEC
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Circles of Support and Accountability are being organ
ized by COSA Nebraska. Their purpose is to enhance public safety by 
assisting persons who have committed sex offenses to successfully re
join the community and avoid reoffending. COSA represents a posi
tive community response to the danger posed by persons who commit 
sex offenses. See page one for additional information. Volunteers are 
needed to train to become circle members.

Introduction to Circles of Support and Accountability
• April 5, 2011 at First Mennonite Church, 7300 Holdrege in Lincoln.

Time: 7:00—8:00 p.m.
• April 7, 2011 at Holy Family Church, 18th and Izard St. in Omaha.

Time: 7:00—8:00 p.m.

Training sessions for circle volunteers
• Lincoln, at First Mennonite Church, 7300 Holdrege on May 3, 10, 

17, 31. June 7, 14, 21. Time: 6:00 p.m. to approx. 9:00 p.m.
• Omaha, at Holy Family Church, 18th and Izard Street on May 5, 12, 

19, June 2, 9, 16, 23. Time: 6:00 p.m. to approx. 9:00 p.m.

Contact COSA Nebraska:
• P.O. Box 31291, Omaha NE 68131
• E-mail: coordinator@cosanebraska.org
• Web: www.cosanebraska.org
• Phone: 402-558-2085

Be a COSA vol
unteer. Register 
for training today

Nebraska Criminal Justice Review 
Advisory Meetings

Next meeting: May 11, 2011 
Holy Family Church,

18th and Izard St, Omaha 
10:00 a.m.

Discuss criminal justice issues and topics for 
inclusion in the June issue of the newsletter. 

Advisory meetings are open to all who 
would like to provide input.

Receiving this newsletter for the first time?
From time to time we add individuals, organizations and public agencies to our 
newsletter mailing list. It is our way of inviting Nebraskans to share in an ex
change of news and views about the state's criminal justice system. If you 
would prefer to not be on the mailing list, send an e-mail to melbeck- 
man@cox.net, or call 402-558-2085.

Subscriptions/Donations

The Nebraska Criminal Justice Review is a 
free publication, but contributions to Holy 
Family Church to help with its costs are en
couraged and needed. Contributions are tax- 
deductible. A $10.00 contribution per year is 
suggested. To request a subscription, mail to: 
NCJR,
c/o Holy Family Church
1715 Izard St., Omaha, NE 68102

Electronic Subscriptions: Request e-mail 
delivery of the NCJR by sending an e-mail to 
melbeckman@cox.net.
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